ISLINGTON

Environment & Regeneration
Municipal Office, 222 Upper Street, London, N1 1XR

Report of: Service Director, Public Protection
Meeting of Date Agenda ltem Ward(s)
Licensing Sub-Committee 25" August 2015 Clerkenwell
Delete as Non-exempt
appropriate

Subject:

1.1

1.2

PREMISES LICENCE VARIATION APPLICATION
Granger & Co., 50 Sekforde Street, London EC1R OEB

Synopsis

This is an application for the variation of a premise licence under the Licensing Act 2003.

The application is to:

a)

b)

d)

Vary the opening times of the premises to 07:30am Mondays to Saturdays and to
08:00am Saturdays and Sundays. The start times for the sale of alcohol to remain
unchanged.

Vary the closing times of the premises to 23:30 Mondays to Saturdays The terminal
hour for the sale of alcohol to remain unchanged.

Amend condition 8, annex 2, of the current licence to say:

“Save for a maximum of 15 persons up to a terminal hour 21:00 the premises shall
operate only as a restaurant with alcohol being sold to a customer solely when in
conjunction with a meal for that customer. A meal shall not be constituted by bar snacks
or a single side order of food.”

Amend condition 10, annex 2, of the current licence to say:

“No rubbish will be moved, removed or placed outside the premises other than in
Haywards Place on collection weekdays only between the hours of 08:00 and 18:00 and
09:00 and 17:00 hours on Saturdays but not Sundays or Bank Holidays. The licence
holder shall ensure that no rubbish is placed on Sekforde Street at anytime and shall not
obstruct any pavements or roadways adjacent to the premises and a member of staff
will check this area at least twice a day to ensure that this is complied with.”



1.3 The premises is currently licensed for:

a) The sale of alcohol, for consumption on the premises only: 11:00 to 22:30 on Monday to
Saturday and 11:00 to 17:00 on Sunday.

b) The following opening hours: 08:00 to 23:00 on Monday to Friday, 09:00 to 23:00 on
Saturday and 10:00 to 18:00 on Sunday.

Relevant Representations

Licensing Authority No

Metropolitan Police No

Noise No

Health and Safety No

Trading Standards No

Public Health No

Safeguarding Children No

London Fire Brigade No

Local residents Yes: 28

Other bodies No
Background

3.1 Papers are attached as foliows:-

Appendix 1: application form and current premises licence;
Appendix 2: representations;
Appendix 3: suggested conditions and map of premises location.

3.2 28 local residents have submitted representations. One of these representations has been
submitted in support of the application.

3.3  This premises was first granted a premises licence in November 2013.

3.4 In May 2015 the Licensing Service received a complaint from a local resident concerning
rubbish from the venue obstructing the public highway and the transparency of the customer
toilet windows to passers-by. On being contacted by the Licensing Service, the restaurant
operators took prompt steps to install frosted vinyl coverings on the toilet windows. The issue of
rubbish management has proved less straightforward and the licensees have ongoing dialogue
with their landlords to reach a solution.

3.5 Islington’s Street Environment Services have confirmed that general waste is collected from the

premises twice a day Monday to Saturday, (8am to 10am) and (4pm to 6pm). Recycling is
collected once a day, Monday to Saturday, (8am to 10am).




4.
4.1
5
5.1
5.2
5.3
6
6.1

Planning Implications

Planning permission was granted on 13 May 2011, ref. P110559, to include the change of use
of part ground and basement to a multi use of B1, A1 or A3 (restaurant). There are no
conditions restricting hours.

Recommendations

To determine the application for a variation of the premises licence under Section 34 of the
Licensing Act 2003.

To consider that this address is in the Saturation or “Cumulative Impact Policy” of Islington.
This special policy creates a rebuttable presumption that applications for new premises
licences, club premises certificates, or variation applications that are likely to add to the existing
cumulative impact will normally be refused, unless the applicant can demonstrate why the
operation of the premises involved will not add to the cumulative impact or otherwise impact
adversely on the promotion of the licensing objectives.

If the Committee grants the application it should be subject to:

i. conditions prepared by the Licensing Officer which are consistent with the Operating
Schedule (see appendix 3)

ii. any conditions deemed appropriate by the Committee to promote the four licensing
objectives.(see appendix 3)

Conclusion and reasons for recommendations

The Council is required to consider this application in the light of all relevant information, and if
approval is given, it may attach such conditions as it considers appropriate to promote the
licensing objectives.

Background papers:

The Council’s Statement of Licensing Policy
Licensing Act 2003
Secretary of States Guidance

Final Report Clearance

Signed by

Received by

ctor — Public Protection Date 12 - g5

Head of Scrutiny and Democratic Services Date

Report author: Licensing Service
Tel: 020 75027 3031

E-mail: licensing @ islington.gov.uk




AW,@A&LX 1 o

— S
The Licensing Act 2003 (Forms) {Amendment) Regulations 2013 - Schedule 1, Regulstion 3 ! L! c 4
*%@i?ﬁgim?m Islington Caunfzil -
authoftyandiis | Licensing Service
referance ﬁ*é“b@;‘ Public Protection Division
(optional) 222 Upper Btrest
London
N1 1XR
Application o vary a premises licence under the Licensing Act 2003
PLEASE READ THE FOLLOWING INSTRUCTIONS FIRST
Before complating this form please read the guidance noles at the end of the form. If you are completing this
form by hand please write legibly in block capilals. In all cases ensure thatl vour answers are inside the boxes
and written in black ink. Use additional sheels if necessary.
You may wish o keep a copy of the completed form for your records.
YWe SYDNEY FOOD LIMITED
{inserl name{s) of applicant)
being the premises licence holder, apply to vary a premises licence under section 24
of the Licensing Act 2003 for the premises described in Part 1 below
Premises licence number
LN/14533-110414 RMENDED
Part 1 - Premises Details
Posial address of premises or, if none, ordnance survey map reference or descriplion
GRANGER & CO, 49 CLERKENWELL GREEN
Post lown TORDON Post code ECLR OEB
Telephone number af premises (if any) 020 7251 8032
Non-domestic rateable valus of premises £ bann B {1a0. 0o
Part 2 - Applicant Details
Dayﬁma caniact i&EaphOﬁe 620 7580 5721
number ‘
E-mail address {optional)
Cun;eni postal address . | c/o SHELLEY STOCK BUTTER LLP,
different from premises 18T FLOOR, 7-10 CHANDOS STREET,;
address .
Post lown London Posl code W1G SDQ
“USE| HH

£ 190 .00 | PoRIs
2L lob 1S



Part 3 « Variation

Please lick as appropriale

Do you want the proposed variation lo have effecl as soon as possibla?

D WM YYYY

If not, from what date do you want the variation o take effect?

Do you wani the proposed variation to have effect in relation to the introduction of
the late night levy? (Please see guidance note 1)

If your proposed variation would mean thal 5.000 or more people sre sxpecied lo allend the

premises al any one time, please slale the sumber sxpecied o allend N/R

Please describe briefly the nature of the proposed variation (Please see guidance nole Z)

» To vary the opaning times of the premises to 0F.30am Hondays Lo Seturdays and Lo 08.00am Baturdays
and Sundays.

+ To wary the closing Limes of tha premises te 23:30 Mondays to Saturdays.

® To amend conditlon B bo read “Save for a meximum of 13 persons op Lo a terminal howur of 21:08 the
promises shall oporake only as a resbsurant with alcohol beling seld o a customer solsly when in
conjunction with o meal for thab customer. & meal shall pot bs constibuted by bar opacks or a single
side order of food.”

# Po smend condibion 10 to read *No rubbish will be woved removed or placed outside the premises
orher rhan in Baywards Place on collecilon weekdays only pebween the bouzs of 05:00 snd 18:00 and
a8:00 and 17:D0 hourps on Saturdays bot not Sundays or Bank Holldayz. The llconcs bolder shall ensure
rhat no robbish in placed on Sokforde Biresl at anyties and shall not obsiruch any pavements or
roadways adiatent to the premisos and & mesber of staff will chock this srea at least twice a day to
snsurs Lhat this iz complied with.”

|
Part 4 - Operating Schedule

Please complete those parts of the Operating Schedule below which would be subject (o change ¥ this
application to vary Is successful,

Provision of regulated entertainment Please tick all that apply

ay  plays (i ticking yes, fill in box A)

b} films (if ticking yes, fill in box B)

¢} Indoor sporting events (if ticking yes, fill in box C)

d}  boxing or wresliing entertainment (it ficking ves, filt in box D}

e)  live music {if ticking yes, fill in box E}

fi recorded music (i ticking ves, fill in box F}

g}  performances of dance (if ticking yes, fill in box G)

hy  anything of a similar description to that falling within (e), {f) or {5}
{if ticking yes, Tl in box H)

Provision of late night refreshiment (if ticking yes, fllin box B}

L1 DOO00aond

Supply of alcohel {if ticking yes, fill inbox J}

i mll cases complete boxes ¥, Land W




s

Plays Will the performance of a play take plece Indoors or Indoors E

Blandard days and limings outdoors or both - please lck {(please read guldance

{please read guidanca note 7) | nole 3) Cutdoors j

Day Start | Finish Both ]

Mon Ploass give further details here {please read guidance nole &)

Tusg

Wad jays {olease read guidence nale §)

Thur

i Mon standatd timmgga Whg{g ¥ou mmnd o usa tfm premises fw g;g mﬁnrmanm
(pleasa read gwdanc& T —

Satl

Sun

Fllms VWi the exhibition of Hims take place indoors or Indoors

Standard days and Himings ouldoors or both - please tick {please feﬁd guidance

{please read guidance note 7) | nole 3) v Qutdoors D

Day Starl Finish Bolh

Mon Pleass give further detalls here {pledse read guidance nole 4)

Tue

Wad State sny seasonal varistions for the exhibition of films (plesse read guidance
nole 5}

Thur

Fri £ £ 5

at different times to thcsa fis §umn on the | ase ixst

{please read guidance nols B)

Sat

Sun




C

indoor sporting events
Standard days and imings
{please read guidance nole 7)

Day Btart Finish

BMon

Pleass give further delails (please resd guidence nole 4}

Tue

Wed

Stzle any seasonal varlations for indoor sporting svenis {pleass read guidance
note BY

Thur

Fri

Sat

Sun

(p sase read gm«danm nole 6)

D

Boxing or wrestiing he boxing or verestiing s ¢ Indoors D

entertalnments mdwm or auwwm or baih maaw tick {g case macs ;

Standard days and imings guidance note 3} Outdoors D

{please read guidance nole 7}

Day Stat | Finish Both ]

Mon Please give lurther delalls hore (plesse read guidance note 4)

Tue

Wed State any seasopal varistions for boxing or wrestling entertalnment (please read
guidance nole 5}

Thur

Fri Non standard timings. Where you Intend to use the premises for boxing or
wrestling enterfainment at different imes to those listed in the column on the lef,
pleass list (please read guidance nole 8)

Sat

Sun ‘ :

:




E

Live music Wil the performance of live music take place indoors Indoors

Blandard days amd timings or sutdoors or both - please tick (please read guidance

{please read guidance note 7) | nole 3) Outdoors D

Day Start Finish Bodh __J

Mon Please give further dotalls hers (please read guldance note 4}

Tus

Waed ¢_Spannnal sl (plesse read
guidance no%a 5}

Thur

Fri Mon standard timktgg. Where you intend to use the premises for the performance
of Hve music st different times 1o those listed in the column on e loft oleage Hint
{please read gugdame nite B)

Bat

Sun

F

Recorded muslic

Wil the plaving of recorded music take place Indoors indoors

Standard days and limings or outdoors or both - pleasa tick (pleass read guidance
{please read guidance note 73 | note 3) Qutdoors
Day Start Finish Baoth
Mon Please give futher detalls here {please read guidence nole 4}
Tue
Wed State any seasonal variations for the plaving of recorded music (please read
guidance nole 5)
Thur
Fri
g&@g_lig_ (péease read gucdance noie B}
Sat .
Sun
| 4 i




G

Performances of dance i i3 ptace Ir indoors D

Standard days and tmings mztdoors or both - g§e§§e ggc {p%easa mad gu%céama

{please read guidance nole 7) | note 3) Outdoors [:l

Day Start Finish Both

Won Pleass give further delalls hers {please read guidance nole 4)

Tus

Wed Stale any sessonsl vardalions for the performance of dance {please read
guidance nole 5}

Thur

Fri Non standard tirmings. Where you Intend to use the premises fé& e povformance
of dance at different times o those fisted in the column on the left ploase
fist {please read guidance nole 8}

Sat

Sun

Anything of a shnllar

description to that falling

within {8}, ) or {g}

Standard days and Yimings

{please read guldance nole 7}

Day Start Finish | Wil this endecisinment taks o 3 3 wldnors
grboth - ploass Hel {;ziesae mad guzdaﬁca mie 3} Indoors D
o Ouldoors D
Both L]
Tue Please give further delolls here (please read guidance note €
Werd
Thur
fafﬁng w&ﬁ g g §, ﬁz oy {g} {pfease read gu%dame nols 5}
Fri
Sal Non standard ﬁminqa Where you intand w uaa the gmmises for the enterlainment

Hsted in the column on the left, please ;@. {piease ad guidance note 6)

Sun




Late night refreshment , tim | Indoors ]

Standard days and dmings miocm or putdoors or ba{tﬁ - please tick {pk@ae;e maﬁ

{please read guidance role 7) | guidance note 3} Outdoors D

Day Start Finish Both

Mon Please give further delalls here (please read guidance nole 4}

Tus

Wedl AN went pleass
raazi gwdance m&e 5}

Thur

Fri Nag standard Smings. Whers you intend 1o use the premises for tha pmwﬁen of

ste nloht refrashment st different Bmes, to those listed in the column o g

g ggga fist (p%ease read guidance nole G}

Sat

Sun

Supply of alcohol Will the supply of slcohol be for consumpth On the premises B

Standard days and tmings - please Yick {please read guidance nole B) : ) —_—

(please read guidance nole 7) Off the premises D

Day Start Finish Both

Kan State any seasonal variations for the supply of aleohol (plesse read guidance
note B} .

Tue

Wed

Thur , S, : & o a supoh

lcohoi a bl o] those listed in me iu n on the le ease Ha

(please read guidance note B)

Fri

Sal

Sun

i

e




K

Ploase highlight any adull entertainment or services, activilies, other enterisinment or matiers ancillary to the use
of the premises that may glve rise to coneern In respact of children (please read guidance nole 5},

nOuNE

L

Hours premises are State any seasonn] variations (please read guidance note §)
open to the public

Slandard days and timings

{please read guidance nole 7)

Day Siart Finish

Won 07:30  123:30

Tue 07:30 23:30

Wed 07330 23:30 Non standard thmings. Where you Infend the premises to be bpen to the public
at different imes from those Hsled in the column on the lsft please list

{please read guidance nole B}

Thur 07:30 §23:30

Fri 07:30 23:30

Sat 68:00 123:30

Sun 4800 18:00




Plaase ldentily those conditions currently impossad on the Heence which you belleve could be removed as a
conseguence of the proposed variation you are sesking.
Mone {Pleass note conditions 8 and 10 are to be amended)

Piease lick as appropriale

+ | have enclosed the premises licence
o | have enclosed the relevant part of the premises licence

If you have not ticked one of these boxes, plsase fill in reasens for nol including the licence or part of it below

Feasons why | have not enclosed the premises licence or relevant part of pramises licence.

M

Describe any additional steps you Intend to take to promote the four licensing objectives as a result
of the proposed variation:

8} General - all four licensing objectives (b, ¢, d and e} (please read guidance note 10}

All existing conditions and restrictions attached to the current Premises Licence
in relation to the promotion of the licensing objectives will continue £o be in
effect and will apply to the provision of licensable activities as appropriate.

b) The prevention of crime and disorder

51l existing conditions and restrictions attached to the current Premises Licence
in relation to the promoticn of the licensing objectivés will continus te bes in
affect and will apply to the i:revisien of licfensable activities as a@pxopxéat@.




o} Public salfely

A1 existing conditions and restrictions attached te the current Premises Licencs
in relation to the promotion ¢f the licensing oblectives will continue to be in
effect and will apply to the provision of licensable activities as appropriate.

o) The prevention of public nulsance

211 existing conditions and restrictions attached to the ourrent Premises Licence
in yelstion to the promotion of the licensing obiectives will gontinue to be in
effect and will apply to the provision of licensable sctivities as appropriate.

&) The protection of children from harm

211 existing conditions and restrictions attached to the current Premises Ligence
in relation to the promobion of the licensing objectives will continue to be in
effect and will mpply te the provision of licensable motivities as appropriste.

Checklist:
Please tick to Indicate agreement

« {have made or enclosed payment of the fes; or

{ have not made or enclosed payment of the fee because this applicalion has besn mads in
relation to the infroduction of the late night levy.

+ | have sent coples of this application and the plan to responsible suthorities and others whers
applicable.

« $understand that | must now advertise my application.
» |have enclosed the premises licence or relevant part of it or explanation.
s 1 understand thatif | do not comply with the above requiremenis my application will be rejected.

IT IS AN OFFENCE, LIABLE ON SUMMARY CONVICTION TO A FINE NOT EXCEEDING LEVEL 5 ON THE
STANBARDj SCALE,UNDER SE(#TIQN 4158 OF THE LICENSING ACT 20(1)3, TOMAKEA FA}..S? STATEMENT
N OR IN CONNECTION WITH THIS APPLICATION,



Part 5 - Signatures (pleass read guidance note 11)

Signature of applicant (the current premises licence holder) or appllcant's solicltor or other duly
authorised sgent {please read guidance note 12). if slgning on behalf of the applicant, please state In what
capaciy,

Signature j‘e\l LLF

Dale 22 Junes 2015

{apacily (Sclicitors for and on behalf of the applicant

Where the premises licence Is jointly held, signature of 2nd applicant {the current premises licence
holder) or 2nd applicant’s sciicitor or other authorised agent (please read guidance note 13). If signing
on behalf of the applicant, please state In what capacity.

Signature

Dale

Capacily

Contact name {where not previcously given) and addféss for correspondence associated with this
application (please read guidance nole 14)

Corinne Holloway

Joelson Wilson LLP Sclicitors

30 Portland Flace '

Post town London » I Postcode WiB 1LZ !

Telephone number (ifany) | 020 7380 5721

If you would prefer us to corresponsd with you by e-mall, your e-mail address (optional)
ché@icelsonwilson.com




Hotes for Guldance

This application cannot be used to vary the licence 50 as to extend the perlod for which the licence has
effect or to vary substantlslly the premises o which It relates. i you wish to make that type of change
to the premises licence, you should make a new promises llcence application uader section 17 of the
Licensing Act 2003,

1,

2.

b

10.
11
12

You do not have 1o pay a fes if the only purpose of the variation for which you are applying is fo avoid
becoming Hable to the lale night levy.

Descoribe the premises. For example the type of premises, &s general siuation and layout and any other
information which could be ralevant fo the licensing objectives, Where your applicaion includes off-supplies
of sicohol and you inlend to provide a place for consumption of these off-supplies, you mus! include a
description of whers the place will be and ifs proximily 1o the premises,

Where taking place in a buliding or other shusture please fick as appropriale (indoors may includs a tent).
For example state type of aclivity lo be authorised, if not already stated, and give relevant further delails,
for example (but not exclusively) whether or not music will be amplified or unamplified.

For example (but not exclusively), where the activity will ocour on addilionsl days during the summer
rmonths.

For example (but not exclusively), where you wish the activity to go on longer on a particular day e.g.
Christmas Eve.

Please give timings in 24 hour clock {e.g. 16:00} and only give details for the days of the week when you
intend the premises (o be used for the aclivily.

¥ you wish people 1o be able to consume alcohol on the premises, please lick ‘on the premises’. I you
wish peaple to be able io purchase alcohol {0 consume away from the premises, please tick 'off the
premises’. If you wish pecple to be able to do both, piease tick boti’,

Please give information about anything intended 1o occur al the premises or ancillary o the use of the
premises which may give rise to concern in respect of children regardiess of whether you inlend children
to have access to the premises, for example {(but not exclusively) nudity or semi-nudity, films for restricted
age groups or the presence of gaming machines. ;

Please list hers sleps you will lake fo promote all four licensing objectives together,

The application form must be signed.

An app%mni’s agent {for example solicitory may sign the form on ths%r behalf provided that they have actual
authority to do so.

Where there Is more than one applicant, each of the applicants or their respective agents rmust sign the
apphication form,

This is the sddress which we shall use to correspond with you about thiz application



‘ISLINGTON

ey

PREMISES LICENCE
LICENSING ACT 2003

Premises licence humber | LN/14533-110414-AMENDED

Postal address of premises, or if none, ordnance survey map reference or
description

RESTAURANT
49 CLERKENWELL GREEN

Post town | London | Post code wL_EC1 R OEB
Telephone number |

Where the licence is time limited the dates
Not Applicable

Licensable activities authorised by the licence
Ground Floor and Basement
The sale by retail of alcohol

The times the licence authorises th‘e«abarryi’hg out of licensable activities

e The sale by retail of alcohol: .

Monday 11:00 to 22:30
Tuesday 11:.00 to 22:30
Wednesday 11:00 to 22:30
Thursday 11:00 .to 22:30

Friday 11:00 1o 22:30
Saturday 11:00 to 22:30
Sunday 11:00 to 17:00

The openimours of tﬁ?premises:

Monday 08:00 to 23:00
Tuesday 08:.00 to 23:00
Wednesday 08:00 to 23:00
Thursday 08:00 to 23:00

Friday 08:00 to 23:00
Saturday 09:00 to 23:00
Sunday 10:00 to 18:00

Where the licence authorises supplies of alcohol whether these are on and/or off
supplies
On supplies only




Name, (registered) address, telephone number and e-mail (where relevant) of
holder of premises licence

Sydney Food Limited

c/o Shelley Stock Hutter LLP

1 Floor

7-10 Chandos Street

London

W1G 9DQ

Registered number of holder, for example company number, charity number
(where applicable)
07443090

Name, address and telephone number of designated premises supervisor where
the premises licence authorises the supply of alcohol
Sophie Uddin

{

Personal licence number and issuing authority of personal licence held by
designated premises supervisor where the premises licence authorises the
supply of alcohol

07-033573-2 RB Kensington and Cheisea

Islington Council
Public Protection Division

222 Upper Street
London
N1 1RE

.. Service Manager - Commercial

Tel: 020 7527 3031 Date of Issue
Email: licensing @islington.gov.uk



Annex 1 - Mandatory conditions

1.

No supply of alcohol may be made under the premises licence:

a) atatime when there is no designated premises supervisor in respect of the
premises licence, or

b) atatime when the designated premises supervisor does not hold a personal licence
or his personal licence is suspended.

Every supply of alcohol under the premises licence must be made or authorised by a
person who holds a personal licence.

The responsible person shall take all reasonable steps to ensure that staff on relevant
premises do not carry out, arrange or participate in any “irresponsible promotions” in
relation to the premises. '

In this condition, an “irresponsible promotion” means any one or more of the following
activities, or substantially similar activities, carried on for the purpose of encouraging the
sale or supply of alcohol for consumption on the premises in a manner which carries a
significant risk of leading or contributing to crime and disorder, prejudice to public safety,
public nuisance, or harm to children:

a) games or other activities which require or encourage, or are des;gned o require or
encourage, individuals to:

i) drink a quantity of alcohol within a time limit {other than to drink alcohol sold or
supplied on the premises before the cessation of the period in which the
responsible person is authorised to sell or supply alcohol), or

i)  drink as much alcohol as possible (whether within a time limit or otherwise);

b)  provision of unlimited or unspecified quantities of alcohol free or for a fixed or
discounted fee to the public or to a group defined by a particular characteristic (other
than any promotion or discount available to an individual in respect of alcohol for
consumption at a table meal, as defined in section 159 of the Act);

c) provision of free or discounted alcohol or any other thing as a prize to encourage or
reward the purchase and consumption of alcohol over a period of 24 hours or less;

d)  provision of free or discounted alcohol in relation to the viewing on the premises of a
sporting event, where that provision is dependent on:

i) the outcome of a race, competition or other event or process, or
i)  the likelihood of anything occurring or not occurring;

e)  selling or supplying alcohol in association with promotional posters or flyers on, or in
the vicinity of, the premises which can reasonably be considered to condone,
encourage or glamorise anti-social behaviour or to refer to the effects of
drunkenness in any favourable manner.

The responsible person shall ensure that no alcohol is dispensed directly by one person
into the mouth of another (other than where that other person is unable to drink without
assistance by reason of a disability).

The responsible person shall ensure that free tap water is provided on request to
customers where it is reasonably available.

The premises licence holder or club premises certificate holder shall ensure that an age
verification policy applies to the premises in relation to the sale or supply of alcohol.

The policy must require individuals who appear to the responsible person to be under 18
years of age (or such older age as may be specified in the policy) to produce on request,
before being served alcohol, identification bearing their photograph, date of birth and a
holographic mark.

The responsible person shall ensure that:



a)  where any of the following alcoholic drinks is sold or supplied for consumption on
- the premises (other than alcoholic drinks sold or supplied having been made up in
advance ready for sale or supply in a securely closed container) it is available to
customers in the following measures:

i) beer or cider: ¥z pint;
ii) gin, rum, vodka or whisky: 25 ml or 35 ml; and
i) still wine in a glass: 125 ml; and

b)  customers are made aware of the availability of these measures.

Annex 2 - Conditions consistent with the Operating Schedule

1.

Non-intoxicating beverages, including drinking water, shall be available to patrons
throughout the permitted hours for the sale or supply of alcohol.

The licence holder shall maintain a CCTV system that ensures the entry point is
covered to enable frontal identification of every person entering. All cameras shall
continually record whilst the premises are open to the public and the recordings shall
be kept available for a minimum of 31 days with time and date stamping. Recordings
shall be made available to a duly authorised Council officer or a police officer
together with facilities for viewing. The recordings for the preceding 31 days shall be
made available immediately on request. The CCTV system shall be operated in
accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998,

A dedicated telephone number and email address for the Designated Premises
Supervisor or the duty manager shall be maintained for use by any person who may
wish to make a complaint during the operation of the licence, which shall be provided
to the Licensing Authority and the Clerkenwell Green Preservation Society and shall
be advertised on the website and at the premises in a prominent position so that it
can be read from the outside . Any change to the number or email address shall be
notified to the Licensing Authority and the Clerkenwell Green Preservation Society
not less than 7 days prior to the change and shall remain current at all times.

A Challenge 25 Policy shall be adopted.

Music shall not emanate from the premises.

The licence holder shall appoint a noise consultant registered with the Institute of
Acoustics or Association of Noise Consultants to prepare a scheme of sound
insulation and noise control measures designed to ensure that noise from equipment
on the premises (including but not limited to air conditioning and kitchen extracts) is
kept o a minimum and meets the Council's Db guidelines to prevent persons in the
neighbourhood from being disturbed by noise from equipment on the premises. A
certified true copy of that scheme shall be delivered to the Clerkenwell Green
Preservation Society not less than fourteen (14) days prior to the opening of the
premises for frade and to any resident of EC1 requesting an electronic copy of the same
within 7 days of any such request.

The licence holder shall ensure that any extractor fans, any air conditioning units or any
other equipment used by, or connected, to the premises shall operate at all times
within the maximum permitted noise limits required by the Council or, if lower, by
the then current legislation including any subordinate legislation and regulations.

The premises shall operate only as a restaurant with alcohol being sold to a customer
solely when in conjunction with a meal for that customer. A meal shall not be
constituted by bar snacks or a single side order of food.

Deliveries shall take place in Haywards Place only and ordinarily on weekdays
(other than Bank Holidays) and only between the hours of 08:00 and 17:00 hours.
On Saturdays, deliveries for fresh produce, flowers and bread may be made by van but



10.

11.

12.

13.

14,

15.

16.
17.

18.

only between 09:00 to 17:00 hours.

No rubbish will be moved, removed or placed outside the premises other than in
Haywards Place on collection weekdays only between the hours of 08:00 and 1800 and
09:00 and 17:00 hours on Saturdays but not Sundays or Bank Holidays. The licence
holder shall ensure that no rubbish is placed on Sekforde Street at anytime and shali
not obstruct any pavements or roadways adjacent to the premises.

Prominent, clear and legible notices shall be displayed at the public exits to the premises
requesting the public to respect the needs of local residents and to leave the area
quietly. A member of staff of the licence holder shall be present at the exit from 22:00 to
23:00 Monday to Saturdays to direct patrons to the nearest transport links and to ensure
that patrons do not create a disturbance or loiter outside or adjacent to the premises.
The licence holder shall not call, or otherwise arrange, directly or indirectly through the
reception of No 49, taxis for any patrons.

Patrons shall be actively prevented from drinking outside the premises and no drinks
may be removed to, or consumed, outside the premises. No more than five (5) patrons
or staff shall be permitted to smoke outside the premises at any one time and shall only
be permitted to smoke in an area designated between the Sekforde Street entrance to
the premises and the main entrance to No 49. No smoking outside the premises shall
be permitted after 22:00. The licence holder shall ensure that the area outside the
premises are swept and cleaned at 15:00 and 22:00 every day and all cigarette butts
removed and disposed of in the premises.

Doors to access and egress the premises shall be kept closed so far as practicable and
shall employ automatic door closing mechanisms and shall not be wedged or held open
at any time. The access door on Sekforde Street shall be closed to new customers at
22:00. The licence holder shall place at ieast one member of staff on the exit door at all
times from 2200 until the last customer has left to ensure the following: no new
customers enter; directions are given to departing customers to the tube and to taxis on
Clerkenwell Road; the door is kept closed other than to allow customers to leave; and
the enforcement of the no loitering and the smoking policies. The licence holder shall
ensure that any such member of staff is able to give proper and accurate directions to
customers and is aware of the duties required in terms of this condition. The licence
holder shall not allow any queuing outside of the premises at any time and shall provide
sufficient space within the premises for any queue that forms. A queue shall mean any
single person, or persons, waiting to be served at the premises. The licence holder shall
actively discourage and disperse any persons trying to wait outside the premises or who
otherwise obstruct the pavement or roadway and shalle decline them service if they fail to
disperse.

No chairs or tables or signage or display boards of any kind shall be placed on the
pavement or carriageway outside the premises at any time and the licence holder shall
not seek any licence or variation of this licence for any such tables or chairs in the future.

The maximum number of persons accommodated at any one time in the premises shall
not exceed 90 covers.

No new customers are permitted to enter the premises after 22:00 hrs.

The licence holder shall ensure that all lights in the main dining area of the premises are
switched off when the premises are closed to save energy and minimise light pollution.

The licence holder shall hold regular publicised meetings to discuss any issues relating
to this licence or the operation of the premises at least once every six (6) months but
neither in August or December. The licence holder shall hold any such meeting on a
weekday (other than a public holiday) between 09:00 and 21:00 and shall notify the date,
time and place of any such meeting not less than thirty (30) days in advance by
advertising the meeting in legible English at eye-level in the window of the premises and
in writing (including email) to The Clerkenwell Green Preservation Society and to such
other residents of EC1 who notify the licence holder in writing (including email) that they



wish to be notified of such meetings. The licence holder may provide notices by
electronic mail or by post to the relevant addressees.

19. The premises' website will include an area dedicated to the history of Clerkenwell Green,
local transport facilities as well as a prominent notice to remind customers to respect the
needs of local neighbours and to arrive and to leave the area quietly.

Annex 3 - Conditions attached after a hearing by the licensing authority

None

Annex 4 — Plans

Reference Number:  Ground Floor LN-14533-110414 1/2 - Amended
Basement Floor LN-14533-110414 2/2 - Amended
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From

Sent: 01 July 2015 1816
Too Licensing
Sublect: Granger&Company 48 Clerkenwell Green

A3 8 local resident{detzils below), | object o this application o vary the premises license because of s adverss slfent
in terms of public nuisance and crime anti-social behavior In the Clarkenwsll Cumulative Impact Area.

Opening and Closing Hours Varation--The proposed change o opening and closing hours will add to late night anti-
sovial behavior .

it will also give Granger & Company & competive advaniage over other local restaurants, such as Modern Pantry for
gxample,

As such, the variation in hours is & Trojan Horse that can be used by other restauranis to expand opening and
closing howrs, 8o there s lar more at stake here than & change in hows 2t one restaurant,

Alcohol Sale 1o Non-Diners--If this variation is approved roughly a third of the venue will be given over tc peaple
wanting only o drink, from 11am to 21.00pm.

The differing "last call” hours for diners and non-diners seems untenabla. it is inevitable, the venue will sesk 2 fulure
variation o sell aloohol to non-diners untll 22.30

This brings nothing of benefil to the Green ares, which is elready swampsd with placas 1o drink.
it adds 1o the Cumulative Impact and agaln, represents a Trojan Horse that can be usad by other restaurants unable

o attract sullicient diners to il their tables.

Handling of Local Residents’ Complaints--Granger & Company has repeatedly been requsstad to stop fining the
narow pavermnent on Haywards Place with bags of rubbish. They have been unresponsive.

Sincerely




RepL

Fronu

Sent: 07 july 2015 1755

To: Gallacher, Simon

Lo

Subject: Granger & Co - adjustment to existing licence
Attachments: sat 27 9.11am PG, sat 27 1557.0PG; thur 2jpg
Dear Bimon

i am just writing with reference lo the notice that Granger & Co have put up at their Clarkenwel! Green
restaurant to request revised licensad hours.

As alocal resident | am wiiting 1o object o this reques!, | understand that the restaurant operates smoothly,
nowever i am concemad about the resultant cumulative impact on the area. The Increased traffic from
deliveries, late night bottle recycling colieclions and reluse vans have all significantly impacted on the noise
levels in the area. This would increase further with exdended licensed hours. In particular | am very concemed
aboul the lack of adequate rubbish collection of which there is a continual build-up in Haywards Place. See
aftached pictures. There are regularly 2 dumps a day. This Is unhygienic and unsightly, only serves to increase
further rubbish dumping in the area when this is so visible. Plus it is a health hazard in hot weather, attracling
street vermin. This lack of concemn over the remova! of their considerable waste clearly demonstrates they are
adding to the cumulative impact of the area, not decreasing It. Therefore L would urge any license request to be
rejectad.

! would suggast they negotiate with the Buckley Building a way of having sscure refuse bins store within the
building and not on the slreet.

Granger & Co need to organise their day to day running of the restaurant seamiessly before they can request
further exdension o their fcensed hours. [ was present at the Initial icense hearings and | do fzel that the
presumption that once a license is granted, it would automatically lead to further extensions is unjustified and
should not be encouraged. f a restauraniaur enters info a ‘conservalion area of c&mu%a@ ive impact’ they should
abide by the guidelines set out and not sesk to continually extend thess.

Kind regards
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Licensing Act 2003 representation pro-forma

Should you wish lo comment on the licence application this form to help you. Pleass feel free
lo attach additional sheets,

You do not hava to make any comment, and comments may be made in support of as well as
against the application, providing they refer {o one or more of the licensing oblectives {please
see the guidance notes for further advice),

Framises MName snd address

Your Name: ___ [ S
interest Resipent

{E.g. resident, business, TRA Chair, Counclilor, solicitor)
Your Addrass:

Email

Telaphons

Pleass comment on the licensing objectives below relevant to vour concermns or abservalions,
you may also wish to include suggestions how your concemns could be addressed:

Publle Nulsance

AS A REGULAR CUSTeMeR (OF
{ gtfypeﬁ’e" s
ADpUTloNal Nols€ [SSUEC ASC THE AlcoHor SAcE
AND FINWSH TIMES  Ape UNCHANEEO. A No(tCE SHouro
e disPlA e REUESTIN % CUsTomers (RAVE aliedly,

Crime mﬁ; ﬁismﬁ}er §

B i o s o
e

No lssues COMVERCIAL Lrsar
e * Bl §

wut bd




eotection of Chitdren from Harm

(Ssues

Public Safety

No (Ssveg

| wish my identity to be kept anonymous Ye&/N

We will treat representations as anonymous where there is a genuine reason to do so; if you
wish your name and address delalls to be withheld then please explaln the reason:

| @ |

Coples of this representation will be sent to the applicant, or thelr agent/solicitor, including
name and address detalls (bul other parmma contact information such as telephone numbers
and email addresses will be removed) uniess you have specilically requested anonymity.
Copias of this representation will be included in a report that will be avagiab e 1o the public and
will be published on the intemnat; howevar the published on-ling versionlof the report will have |

name and aﬁ@iamZ@oved §
Signature

Date 3/7/ 2015
Please ensure name and address details compleled above

Feturm to: Licensing Service

London Borough of Islinglon
3™ Floor

222 Upper Streel

mnﬁm %1 i}{ﬁ

or send by email io

PaspeGol b

S g
PO




Reyp &
Licensing Act 2003 representation pro-forma

Should you wish to comment on the licence application this form to help you. Please feel free
to attach additional sheets.

You do not have to make any comment, and comments may be made In support of as well as
against the application, providing they refer to one or more of the licensing objectives (please
see the guidance noles for further advice).

Praemises Name and address : Granger & Co__, 45 Clerkenwell
Green

Your Name: —
Interest: resident , 50m from the licensed premises.
{(E.g. resident, business, TRA Chair, Councillor, solicitor)
Your Address:
Email

Piease comment on the licensing objectives below relevant to your concerns or cbservations,
you may also wish to include suggestions how your concemns could be addressed:

Public Nuisance
introduction

The current opening hours were agread with the Licensing Authority in Oct 2014 after lengthy
censuliation with residents and representations io the Commiltee. The location of the premises
and its close proximily to quiet residential strests of 8t James’s Walk and Sekforde Strest is the
reason that | am objecting strongly to ANY variation in operating hours, and extension of licensed
activities, Its well understood that the hours that the premises operates does not fully capture the
actual impact of the operation which requires deliveries before opening and activity after closing -
all of which impact residents through increased commercial traffic and create Public Nuisance.

Opening Hours

{ am objecting to the application for 7 day a week earlier opening hours. The applicant wishes
to open at 7.30 mon —fri and Bam Sunday and Monday. This is half an hour earlier Mon-Fri, one
hour earlier on Saturday and 2 hours earlier on Sunday than the originally agreed opening hours.
This large restaurant requires significant daily deliveries of food, consumables, laundry,
maintenances etc etc. Well before opening, the area in front of the premises is frequently full of
commercial vehicles and these earlier hours will just bring all that activity earlier in the morning.
Customers often arrive by taxi and chauffered limousines many of whom wait outsids. This too will
happen earlier with earlier opening.

Closing Hours

| am objecting to the application for 6 day a week later closing Mon-Sat. The applicant wishes
to close at 2330 Mon-Sat. This is half an hour later than the agreed opening hours and later than
the guidelines in Licencing Policy 8.




Paragraph 65 {(below) of the Licensing Policy acknowledges that, notwithstanding the best
efforts of applicants, it is very difficult to mitigate the impact on residents of later closing. The
specific residential nature of this location should be sufficient to rule out this variation

65.Furthermore the Licensing Authority considers that the possibility of disturbance to
residents is more likely to occur at night and in the early hours of the moming and despite
the best efforts of businesses to manage the dispersal of patrons it can be very difficult to
eliminate that any such disturbance lo residents when patrons have left the vicinily of &
ficenced premises.

Rubbish Collection

Context — there is a general and growing problam with rubbish collection in and around
Clerkenwell Green. Increased numbers of office workers, restaurants, cales, bars all combine to
increase the impact of both lega! and illegal rubbish dumping. There seems fo be a rend o
commercial waste being allowed to just sit on the pavement all day festering in the heat, rather
than the refuse being collected in ‘wheelie’ bins and the bins put on the streel in a co-ordinated
fashion to coincide with commercial collections. Residents are already very active in reporting
fivtipping and iliegal rubbish dumping by commercial operations, and are trying their best o
prevent further degeneration of the area

| Granger has a condition which allows them to dump for collection all their rubbish in Haywards
Flace 0800-1800 Mon-Fri , 0800-1700 Sat. No dumping is allowed Sundays or Bank Holidays. This
rubbish is variously bags, boxes | lood wasle, and as can be expecled of a restaurant of this size
there are significant volumes. There is a further obligation not to block the pavement.

On numerous recorded occasions thess conditions have been broken {eg rubbish dumped earlier
and on Bank Holidays, leaking bags of food waste elc). These have all been pholographed and
reporied.

The applicant seems to be applying for & loosening variation to reguire staff to inspect the rubbish
pile twice a day. This request should be rejected as they have an ongoing obligation to comply with
the conditions at ALL times, not just twice a day when staff check.

Furthermore, | would request that the Authority responds by tightening the conditions on
rubbish storage and coliection to require rubbish 1o be held on the premises up until the time
of coliection {or a reasonabia time belfore — say one hour, rather than slored on the street

Removal Restriction to Serving Alcoho! Only With Food

I am objecting 1o the application to allow the sale of alcoho! without food for up to 15 people o
8pm. This essentially turns the premises from a restaurant to a bar, and directly contravenes the
Cumulative Impact Zone Policy under Licensing Policy 2. This would have the same effect as
licensing & new bar at the same address. The applicant has not demonstrated adequately how this
will not impact negatively on the policy objective. As per the policy guidance notes, arguments
based on the ‘quality and nature’ of the building/owner/customer are not adequale to cvercome the
rebuttable presumption embedded art the core of the Policy,

Page 2ol 4




Conclusion

In summary, the applicant is seeking longer opening hours to further enrich himself at the expense
of residents. Recent use of Temporary Entertainment Noticas (which seemed to negate all pre-
existing license constraints in terms of timings and noise emanation and that required reporting to
Police and Noise Control by residents at 1am) are a further demonsiration that the applicant is
paying lip service to his impact on his direct neighbours. Were the commitiee so inclined, | would
support the exclusion of such licenses under Licensing Policy 28 in the Clerkenwell Cumulative
impact Zene generally, and specifically for the applicant given the disregard for local residents.

| am objecting to all of the variations applied for at this venue. Residents, and the Licensing
Commnittes took a lot of time and effort in arriving at an acceptable set of license conditions a year
ago, and these variations fly in the face of that process generally and | believe specifically
contravene various Licensing Policy Objectives as set out in my representation,

Crime and Disorder

Protection of Children from Harm

Public Safety




I wish my identity to be kept anonymous Yes/No —

We will treat representations as anonymous where there is a genulne reason to do so; if you
wish yvour name and address detalls (o be withheld then please explain the reason:

Copies of this representation will be sent to the applicant, or their agent/solicitor, including
name and address details (but other personal contact information such as telephone numbers
and emall addresses will be removed) unless you have specifically requested anonymity.
Copies of this representation will be Included in a report that will be available to the public and
will be published on the internel; however the published on-line version of the report will have
name and address details removed.

Signature
Date
Please ensure name and address details completed above
Retum o Licensing Service
London Borough of Islington
3™ Floor
222 Upper Street
London N1 1XH
or send by email to lcensing@islingiongov.uk
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Rep®

Licensing Act 2003 representation pro-forma

Shouid you wish to comment on the licence application this form to help you. Please feel free
to attach additional sheets.

You do not have to make any comment, and comments may be made in support of as well as
against the application, providing they refer to one or more of the licensing objectives (please
see the guidance notes for further advice}.

Premises Name and address : Granger & Co___, 49 Clerkenwell
Green .o

Your Mame!
Interest: resident , 50m from the licensed premisas,

{E.g. resident, business, TRA Chair, Councillor, solicitor)

Your Address:

Telephone

Please comment on the licensing objectives below relevant to your concermns or cbservations,
you may also wish to include suggestions how your concerns could be addressed:

Public Nuisance
Introduction

The Licensing Authority set the current terms for opening less than a year ago (Oct 2014) after
lengthy consultation with residents and representations to the Committee. The terms took into
account the location of the premises and its close proximity to quiet residential streets of St
James's Walk and Sekforde Street.  For this reason | am objecting strongly to ANY variation in
operating hours, and extension of licensed activities. | am sure you appreciate that the hours that
the premises operates does not fully capture the actual impact of the operation which requires
deliveries before opening and activity after closing — all of which impact residents through
increased commercial traffic and create Public Nuisance.

Opening Hours

I am objecting to the application for 7 day a week earlier opening hours. The applicant wishes
to open at 7.30 mon ~{ri and 8am Sunday and Monday. This is half an hour earlier Mon-Fri, one
hour earlier on Saturday and 2 hours earlier on Sunday than the originally agreed opening hours.
This large restaurant already requires significant daily deliveries of food, consumables, laundry,
maintenance etc etc. Well before opening, the arsa in front of the premises is frequently full of
commercial vehicles and these earlier hours will just bring all that activity earlier in the morning.
Customers often arrive by taxi and chauffered limousines many of whom wait outside {(and | note
leaving their car engines running creating a Public Nuisance and causing poliution}. This too will
happen earlier with earlier opening.

Closing Hours

| am objecting to the application for 6 day a week later closing Mon-8Sat. The applicant wishes
{o close at 2330 Mon-Sal. This is half an hour later than the agreed opening hours and later than
the guidelines in Licensing Policy 8.




Paragraph 65 (below) of the Licensing Policy acknowledges that, notwithstanding the best
efforts of applicants, it is very difficult to mitigate the impact on residents of later closing. The
highly residential nature of this location should be sufficient to rule out this variation

65.Furthermore the Licensing Authority considers that the possibility of disturbance to
residents is more likely to occur at night and in the early hours of the morning and despite
the best efforts of businesses o manage the dispersal of patrons it can be very difficuli to
eliminate that any such disturbance to residents when patrons have left the vicinity of a
licenced premises.

Rubbish Collection

There is already a significant problem with rubbish collection in and around Clerkenwell Green.
Incressed numbers of office workers, restaurants, cafes, bars have all combined o increase the
impact of both legal and illegal rubbish dumping. This is exacerbated by the trend to permit
commercial waste to just sit on the pavement all day fesiering in the heat even when it includes
food waste, rather than the refuse being kept inside and the bins put on the street in a co-ordinated
fashion to coincide with commercial collections.

Granger & Co has a condition which allows them to dump for collection all their rubbish in
Haywards Place 0800-1800 Mon-Fri , 0800-1700 Sal. No dumping is allowed Sundays or Bank
Holidays. This rubbish is variously bags, boxes, food waste, and as can be expected ot a
restaurani of this size there are significant volumes. There is a further obligation not to block the
pavement.

On numerous recorded oodasions thess conditions have been broken [ag rubbish dumped earlier
and on Bank Holidays, leaking bags of food waste sic). These have all been pholographed and
raported,

The applicant seems 10 be applying for a loosening variation to require staff to inspect the rubbish
pile twice a day. This request should be rejected as they have an ongoing obligation to comply with
the conditions at ALL times, not just twice a day when staff check.

Rather than give in to this further degradation of our environment, | would request that the
Authority responds by tightening the conditions on rubbish storage and collection to require
ritbbish to be held on the premises up until the time of coliection {or a reasonable time belore —
say one hour), rather than stored all day on the sireel.

Removal Restriction to Serving Alcoho! Only With Food

I am objecting to the application to allow the sale of alcohol without foed for up 10 15 people fo
9pm. This essentially turns the premises from a restaurant 1o a bar, and directly contravenes the
Cumulative Impact Zone Policy under Licensing Policy 2. This would have the same effect as
licensing a new bar at the same address. The applicant has not demonstrated adequately how this
will not impact negatively on the policy objective. As per the policy guidance notes, the arguments
they have made based on the ‘quality and nature’ of the building/owner/customer are not adequate
to overcome the rebuttable presumption embedded art the core of the Policy. They appear to have
forgotten that it is the Premises which are being licensed NOT Granger & Co.
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Conclusion

in summary, the applicant is seeking longer opening hours to purely to make additional profits at
the expense of the local environment and its residents. Recent use by Granger & Co of Temporary
Entertainment Notices suggest they have no real interest in the impact they have on the
environment and its residents. The recent event hald by Granger & Co under the TEN simply
ignored all pre-existing license constraints in terms of timings and noise emanation and that
resuited in residents having to report the premises to Police and Noise Control at 1am. This
indicales that the applicant is paying lip service to his impact on his direct neighbours. Were the
committee so inclined, | would support the exclusion of such licenses under Licensing Policy 28
in the Clerkenwell Cumulative Impact Zone generally, and specifically for the applicant given the
disregard for local residents who are put in the invidious position of having to get up and complain
to the relevant authorities in the early hours.

As a result, | am objecting 1o all of the variations applied for at this venue. Residents, and the
Licensing Committee took a ot of time and effort in arriving at an acceptable set of license
conditions a year ago, and these variations fly in the face of that process generally and | believe
specifically contravene various Licensing Policy Objectives as set out in my representation.

Crime and Disorder

Protection of Children from Harm

Public Safety




| wish my identity to be kept anonymous Yes/No — No

We will treat representations as anonymous where there is a genuine reason to do so; if you
wish your name and address details {0 be withheld then please explain the reason:

Coples of this representation will be sent to the applicant, or their agent/solicitor, including
name and address delaiis (but other personal contact information such as telephone numbers
and emall addresses will be removed) unless you have specifically requested anonymity.
Copies of this representation will be included in a report that will be available to the public and
will be published on the internet; however the published on-line version of the report will have
name and address delalls removed,

Signature
Dale
Please ensure name and address details completed above
Return to Licensing Service
London Borough of islington
3™ Floor
222 Upper Street
London N1 1XR
or send by emall to: licensina@islicglon.qov.uk
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From:

Sent: 20 July 2015 11:40

Tou Licensing

Subject: Re: GRANGER & CO / SYDNEY FOOD LIMITED
Thank vou,

From:; Licensing <Licensing@islinsiongov.uk>

Date: Monday, 20 july 2015 11:23
‘?a“

Subject: RE: GRANGER & CO / SYDNEY FOOD LIMITED

Please provide vour postal address for me to process vour represantation,

Kind regards,

Yesim Senler

Licensing Technical Support Officer

Licensing Team

Public Protection Division, Environment & Regeneration, Islington Council, 3rd Flaor, 222 Upper
Street, Landon, NI IXR

Tel: 020 7527 1829, e-mail: vesimusenler®islington.gov.ul, website: www islington gov uk

From:

Sent: 17 July 2015 23:54

To: Licensing

Subjeck: GRANGER & CO / SYDNEY FOOD LIMITED

1 write in connection with the licensing application to extend the operating hours of Granger & Co on
Clerkenwell Green/Sekfords Strest,

The ‘Making & Representation’ link on website {from the License Search page) is dead, and 'm not
sure if this is the correct address in which 1o raise my concerns. Please confirm that this email will be
read by the correct parly.



Firstly, | am not aware that this part of the licence agreement has ever been adhered 10 since trading
began:

“The licence holder shall place at least ong mamber of stalf on the exit door at all tmes from 2200 untll the last
susiomer has lsft. .

Secondly, there has already been a significant increase in late night noise generated not just from customers
exiting the premises, but remaining in its immediate vicinity - often for prolonged periods of time, And no
staff members have, to the best of my knowledge, ever verbally asked their customers to leave the premises
guietly or to move away from the premises upon leaving. Large groups of people, particularly on Fridays
and Saturday nights, remain in the vicinity for as much as another 30 minutes. I would therefore strongly
object to the granting of a later license that will inevitably lead to an even greater volume of noise from
customers both leaving and remaining in the immediate vicinity.

[ have no objection to the premises opening earlier, other thon on a Sunday morning - an 8am opening fora
restayrant in a neighbourhood that is solely residential at the weekends will have an extremely detrimental
effect on us and the surrounding area. Prior to this premises being granted a licence, Sunday morning’s were
quiet and almost entirely traffic traffic-free, so there has already been a significant and negative change to
the character of the ares and granting a licence that will allow them to open two hours earlier is going to be
hugely detrimental to those of us living diagonally opposite the premise entrance.

Please therefore register my objection to the later opening hours Monday-Saturday and the earlier opening
hours on 2 Sunday moraing,

’ With thunks,

This e-mail Is intended for the addressee only. If you have received i in error, please contact the
sender and delete the material from your computer. Please be aware that information in this emall may
be confidential, legally privileged and/or copyright protected.



From: Gallacher, Simon

Sent: 20 July 2015 11:45

To Senler, Yesim

Subject: FW: Licence objection - Granger & Co (Sydney Food), 49 Clerkenwell Green, EC1
Attachments: 201507 granger objection Polly Staple pdf

Frome: ,
Sent: 19 July 2015 18:
To: Gallacher, Simon
e
Subject: Licence objection - Granger & Co {Sydney Food), 49 Clerkenwell Green, EC1

Disar Simon Gallacher

Please find attached my objection to the new licence application made by Granger & Co (Sydney Food), 49
Clerkenwell Green, ECL.

Y ours,




Licensing Act 2003 Representation, July 2015

Premises name & address: Granger & Co (Sydney Food), 48 Clerkenwell Green, ECY

Representation made by:

Anonymity of representation: | wish my identity to be kept anonymous Yes/No
Dear Sirs,

| object to this application as a local resident having given consideration to the Licensing Act
2003 and its regulations, the national guidance and the Council's Licensing Palicy including
policy 002 regarding the Clerkenwell cumulative impact area.

We ask the Sub-Commiltes to note the history of licence applications by Granger & Co.

1. In June 2013 Granger filed a premises licence application for the sale of alcoho! on
and off premises from 10:00 to 00:00 7 days & week with regulated entertainment..
Prior to the Sub-Committee Meeating Granger proposed amended hours and removed
the request for off sales and regulated entertainment.

This Sub-Committee rejected the application considering Licensing Policy 002 and
residents objections. It noted that the premises is in “an area of narrow streets” and
that the proposed activity (even without regulated entertainment) "would add to the
existing problems of cumulative impact outside the restaurant.”

2. Granger filed another premises licence application with significantly reduced hours
and strict conditions. These were based on negotiations with local residents.

On the basis of the amended hours and added conditions, the Sub-Commities
approved the second application.

3. The current application seeks to add an extra 8 opening hours per week making the
closing hours nearly as late as the very first June 2013 application. It reduces a key
condition that alcohol only be sold in conjunction with a meal. And it does not provide
an adequate plan for the licensee to no longer breach condition 10 of iis licence.

Consideration of this application is simple,

Conditions in the Clerkenweil cumulative impact area have not improved since the current
licence was granted and the new application would increase the impact the restaurant
currently makes with ils existing licence. Therefore this application should be rejected for the
same reasons as the June 2013 application was rejecled.

Ciosing hours Result
First application 00:00 Mon-Sun Amended by applicant
First application 23:00 Sun-Thurs Rejscted
amended prior to 00:00 Friand Sat
commitiee
Second application 22:30 Mon-Fri Granted
22:30 Sat
17.00 Sun
Current application 23:30 Mon-8at Flease reject
18:00 Sun

Therefore on its face this application is essentiaily the same as the initial application (as far
as weekdays and Saturdays are concerned) and should be rejected for the same reason.




indeed for Mondays through Thursdays the current application proposes 30 minutes later
closing time than the first application with pre commitlee meeting amendments.

In addition

Residents are currently considering whether to instigate a review of the existing licence
because of material breaches of licence conditions and on-going evidence that the existing
licence is adding to the cumulative impact:

Any atternpt to extend the opening hours and relax conditions regarding alcohol being sold
with a mes! will increase the cumulative impact of this premises.

£

The restaurant already creates a negative cumulative impact in terms of early
deliveries, volume of deliveries, lale depariurss of clientels, rubbish removals,
subbish obstruction of the pavement and attraction of vermin,

Extending the hours would mean noise disturbance from even earlier deliveries and
later clientele deparlures, as well as a greater quantity of rubbish which is already
obstructing the pavement and increasing the likelihood of vermin,

Remaoving the requirement for alcohol to be served only with a meal will allow a
proportion of clientele (regardless how small) {o consume only alcohol from 11am to
9pm. This creates further risk of noise disturbance o neighbours. And the differing
rules for different clientele and differing last call hours seems unlenable with no
management plan offered by the applicant.

Furthermore, the first year of operations demonstrates & disregard for the community,
Grangers & Co breached condition 8 throughout the first year of operations.

®

Residents have photographic evidence of the rubbish obstructing the public footpath.
On at least 3 weelkly basis pedestrians faced problems walking down the public
footpath due to the volume of rubbish, stacked rubbish falling over to obstruct the
entirety of the pavement, and leaking rubbish containers spilling sauces and oil onto
the pavement. This creates a hazard especially for elderly and children.

Note that Haywards Place where the rubbish is left has significant pedestrian oot
traffic and a large proportion of children and elderly. i is used as a cut through to St
John Street on the morning school run, after school en route to St James Park and
Spa Fields playgrounds, and as the quickes! route to St John St food shops by
elderly residents at Priory House (the sheliered accommodation just 100 vards away
on 8 James's Walk/Sans Walk).

Grangers & Co also breached the Licensing Objective relating to Proteclion of Children from
Harm for more than one year of operations.

k3

The customer bathrooms were on full view to children — including direct view of two
urinals. Rather than obscuring these low lying windows (at child height) like all the
other Buckley Building occupants, Granger left these bathroom windows transparent
and did not shield the view of the urinals. Even afler residents made complaints, it
took Granger & Co one whole month to place stickers on these windows to obscure
the view.

Impact on Islington's Licensing Objectives

Public Nuisance: This application fails to demonsirate it would not give rise to a negative
curnulative impact in terms of public nuisance. The application also does notl address
Licensing Policies 8, 18 and 21. This license stands lo increase noise from customers
leaving later at night, noise from increased traffic at night, noise from earlier deliveries and
more rubbish removal, noise and blocking of pavement from customers smoking outside,
and rubbish blocking the pavement,




Crime and Disorder; This application fails to demonstrate it would not give rise to a negative
cumulative impact on in terms of crime and disorder. It also fails to address Licensing
Palicies 1 and 2. This application seeks to license a new restaurant with 98 covers {large by
comparison for the neighbourhood) serving from 07:30 o 23:30 Mondays to Fridays, 08:00
fo 23:30 Saturdays and 08:00 to 18:00 Sundays in an area of narrow straets, low traffic flow
and many residential properties.

The premises are located on Sekforde St and Haywards Place. Sekforde Stis primarily
residential. Haywards Place is partially residential. In addition, much of the large residential
block of 201 5t John St backs onto Haywards Place and neighbouring Woodbridge St And a
smalier residential block on Aylesbury St also backs onto Haywards Place. Furthermore the
neighbouring streets of St James Walk and Sans Walk also have significant residential
populations, and St James Walk includes a large block for clder residents.

Public Safety: This application fails to demonstrate it would not give rise to a negative
cumulative impact in terms of protection of public safety. This application threatens public
safety not only due to the aforementionad increase in crime, disorder, and antisocial
behaviour associated with alcohol consumption, but also due to loitering in the street after
the licensed hours.

Islington has the second highest densily of licensed premises in London and suffers from
well above the London average for violent crimes attributable to aloohol. Clerkenwell is
already designated as an area of cumulative impact and saturation. This situation should not
be further aggravated with an additional licence.

Conclusion

Clerkenwell is 2 mixed used area and those of us who live here accept and enjoy that aspect
of its character. Offices and skilled craft workshops can co-exist easily with the resident
population largely without any significant issues since their hours are principally limited to
normal office hours on weekdays.

Licensed premises properly operated and kept appropriately separated from residential
areas can add to the attraction and vitality of the area. However, peaceful co-existence
requires certain limits to be respected and balanced with the needs of local Clerkenwell
residents to ensure this saturated area does not suffer from additional cumulative impact.

The applicant premises are on the border of mainly residential streets, in close proximity

to numerous older residents and sheltered housing, and they seek to extend their hours
beyond those of the majority of other licensed premises in the area. In addition to the
cumulative impact these extended hours would create, they would also give Granger & Co a
competitive advantage over other local restaurants and establish a dangerous precedent
that their competitors may seek lo pursue.

A reasonable number of licensed premises are welcome provided that they demonstrate by
both word and deed that they are responsible neighbours who will respect their domestic
neighbours’ reasonable needs. Granger has not demonstrated this, and the new application
does not properly consider the Council’'s own Licensing Policy nor the needs of local
residents and the community,

| hope that you will therefore give residents’ objections due and proper consideration, and
reject this licence application. Thank you in advance for your time in considering this
representation.

Please note that local residents have discussed this application. If multiple objections are the
same/similar, it is due lo our approach as a community. Therefore no one objection should
be discounted by the Commiliee simply because it appears the same/similar.



Kep 8

Licensing Act 2003 Representation, July 2015

Premises name & address: Granger & Co (Sydney Food), 49 Clerkenwell Green, ECY

Representation made by: [

Anonymity of representation: | wish my identity to be kept anonymous Yes/No
Dear Sirs,

| object to this application as a local resident & business owner with reference to the
Licensing Act 20083 and its reguiations, the nationa! guidance and Islington Council's
Licensing Policy including policy 002 regarding the Clerkenwell cumulative impact area.

We ask the Sub-Commitiee to nole the history of licence applications by Granger & Co.

1. In June 2013 Granger filed a premises licence application for the sale of alcohol on
and off premises from 10:00 to 00:00 7 days a week with regulated entertainment.
Prior to the Sub-Committee Meeting Granger proposed amended hours and removed
the request for off sales and regulated entertainment.

This Sub-Committee rejected the application considering Licensing Policy 002 and
residents objections. It noted that the premises are in "an area of narrow streels” and
that the proposed activity (even without regulated entertainment) *would add to the
existing problems of cumulative impact outside the restaurant.”

2. Granger filed another premises licence application with significantly reduced hours
and strict conditions. These were based on negotiations with local residents.

On the basis of the amended hours and added conditions, the Sub-Commitiee
approved the second application.

3. The current application seeks to add an extra 8 opening hours per week making the
closing hours nearly as late as the very first June 2013 application. It reduces a key
condition that alcohol only be sold in conjunclion with a meal. And it does not provide
an adequate plan for the licensee to no longer breach condition 10 of its licence.

Consideration of this appiication is simple.

Conditions in the Clerkenwell cumulative impact area have not improved since the current
licence was granted and the new application would increase the impact the restaurant
currently makes with its existing licence. Therefore this application should be rejected for the
same reasons as the June 2013 application was rejectad.

Closing hours Result
First application 00:00 Mon-Sun Amended by applicant
First application 23:00 Sun-Thurs Hejected
amended prior o 00:00 Fri and Sat
commitiee
Second application 22:30 Mon-Fri Granted
22:30 Sat
17:00 Sun
Current application 23:30 Mon-Sat Please reject
18:00 Sun

Therefore on its face this application is essentially the same as the initial application (as far
as weekdays and Saturdays are concerned) and should be rejected for the same reason.




indeed for Mondays through Thursdays the current applicalion proposes 30 minutes later
closing time than the first application with pre committee meeting amendments.

in acdition

Residents are currenily considering whether to instigate a review of the existing licence
because of materal breaches of licence conditions and on-going evidence that the existing
licence is adding to the cumulative impact:

Any attempt to extend the opening hours and relax conditions regarding alcohol being sold
with a meal will increase the cumulative impact of this premises.

]

The restaurant already creates a negative cumulative impact in terms of early
deliveries, volume of deliveries, lale departures of clientsie, rubbish removals,
rubbish obstruction of the pavement and atiraction of vermin.

Extending the hours would mean noise disturbance from even earlier deliverias and
later clisntele departures, as well as a greater quantity of rubblsh which is already
gbstructing the pavement and increasing the likelihcod of vermin,

Removing the requirement for alcohol o be served only with a meal will allow a
proportion of clientele {regardless how small} 1o consume only alcohol from Tlamto
8pm. This creates further risk of noise disturbance to neighbours. And the differing
rufes for different clientele and differing last call hours seems unlenable with no
management plan offered by the applicant.

Furthermore, the first year of operations demonstrates a disregard for the community.
Grangers & Co breached condition 8 throughout the first year of operations.

#®

Raesidents have photographic evidence of the rubbish obstructing the public footpath.
On at least a weekly basis pedestrians faced problems walking down the public
footpath due to the volume of rubbish, stacked rubbish faliing over o obstruct the
entirety of the pavement, and leaking rubbish containers spilling sauces and ol onto
the pavement. This creates a hazard especially for elderly and children,

Note thal Haywards Place where the rubbish is lsft has signiticant pedsstrian foot
traffic and & large proportion of children and eldery. it is used as a cut through to St
John Street on the moming school run, after school en route to 8t James Park and
Spa Fields playgrounds, and as the quickest route to St.John St food shops by
elderly rasidents at Priory House (the sheliered accommodation just 100 yards away
on St James's Walk/Sans Walk).

Grangers & Co also breached the Licensing Objective relating to Protection of Children from
Harm for more than one year of operations.

&

The customer bathrooms were on full view to children — including direct view of twe
urinals. Rather than obscuring these low lying windows {at child height) ke all the
other Buckley Bullding occupants, Granger left these bathroom windows transparent
and did not shisld the view of the urinals. Even aller residents made complaints, #
took Granger & Co one whole month to place stickers on these windows to obscure
the view. :

Impact on lslingior’s Licensing Objectives

Public Nuisance: This application fails to demonstrate it would not give rise 1o a negative

cumulative impact in terms of public nuisance. The application also does not address
Licensing Policies 8, 18 and 21. This license slands to increase noise from customers
leaving later al night, noise from increased traffic at night, noise from earlier deliveries and
more rubbish removal, noise and blocking of pavement from customers smoking outside,
and rubbish blocking the pavement.



Crime and Disorder: This application fails to demonstrate it would not give rise to a negative
cumulative impact on in terms of crime and disorder. It also fails to address Licensing
Pglicies 1 and 2. This application seeks to license a new restaurant with 98 covers {large by
comparison for the neighbourhood) serving from 07:30 to 23:30 Mondays to Fridays, 08:00
to 23:30 Saturdays and 08:00 to 18:00 Sundays in an area of narrow streets, low traffic flow
and many residential properties.

The premises are located on Sekforde St and Haywards Place. Sekiorde St is primarily
residential. Haywards Place is partially residential. In addition, much of the large residential
block of 201 St John St backs onto Haywards Place and neighbouring Woodbridge St And &
smaller residential block on Aylesbury St also backs onio Haywards Place. Furthermore the
neighbouring streets of St James Walk and Sans Walk also have significant residential
populations, and St James Walk includes a large block for older residents.

Public Safety: This application fails to demonstrate it would not give rise 1o a negative
cumulative impact in terms of protection of public safety. This application threatens public
safety not only due to the aforementioned increase in crime, disorder, and antisocial
hehaviour associated with alccho! consumption, but also due to loitering in the strest after
the licensad hours.

Islington has the second highest density of licensed premises in London and suffers from
well above the London average for violent crimes attributable to alcohol. Clerkenwell is
already designated as an area of cumulative impact and saturation. This situation should not
be further aggravated with an additional licence.

Conclusion

Clerkenwell is a mixed used area and those of us who live here accept and enjoy that aspect
of its character. Offices and skilled craft workshops can co-exist easily with the resident
population largely without any significant issues since their hours are principally limited to
norral office hours on weekdays.

Licensed premises properly operated and kept appropriately separated from residential
areas can add to the atiraction and vitality of the area. However, peacelul co-existence
requires certain limits to be respected and balanced with the needs of loca! Clerkenwell
residents to ensure this saturated area does not suffer from additional cumulative impact.

The applicant premises are on the border of mainly residential streets, in close proximity

to numerous oider residents and sheltered housing, and they seek lo extend their hours
beyond those of the majority of other licensed premises in the area. In addition to the
cumulative impact these extended hours would create, they would also give Granger& Co a
competitive advantage over other local restaurants and establish a dangerous precedent
that their competitors may sesk o pursus.

A reasonable number of licensed premises are welcome provided that they demonstrate by
both word and deed that they are responsible neighbours who will respect their domestic
neighbours’ reasonable needs. Granger has not demonstrated this, and the new application
does not properly consider the Council's own Licensing Policy nor the needs of local
residents and the community.

| hope that you will therefore give residents’ objections due and proper consideration, and
reject this licence application. Thank you in advance for your time in considering this
representation.

Please note that local residents have discussed this application. If multiple objections are the
same/similar, it is due to our approach as a community. Therefore no one objection should
be discounted by the Commiltes simply because it appears the same/similar.

Yours faithfully,




From:
Bent: 19 July 2018 17:53
Yo Gallacher, Simon

Bubjech: GRANGER B CO

Lizenging Aot 2003 Fepreseniation, July 2018

Pramises name & address: Grangsr & Co (Bydney Food), 48 Clerkenwell Gresn, BOY

sroreseniier made v B RRE

Anorpmity of representation: | wish my identity 1o be kep! anonymous Yes/lo
Dear Sirs,

{ object to this spplication as a loca! residend having given consideration to the Lcensing Act 2008 and Hs regulations, the national
guidance and the Council's Licensing Palicy Including policy 082 regarding the Clerkenwelt cumulative impact arsa.

ke e Sui-Commmities 1o nole the history of looncs ¢ ;
1. o dune 2013 Granger Bled 2 premdses lioence application for the sale e§ am%m an and off pramises from 1000 to 00:00 7 days

& week with reguisted entertainment. Pricr io the Sub-Dommities Meeting Granger proposed amended hours and removed the
raquest for off sales wrdd regulaled entadalnment,

This Bub-Commilies rejected the application considerdng Licensing Policy 002 and residenis obisctions. # nolad that the premises
I8 In “an areq of narmow strests” and that the proposed activity feven withou! regulaled ententainment) "would add 1o the existing
problems of cumulalive impact outside the restaurant.”

1. Granger liled ancther premises loence application with significantly reduced hours and st conditions. These were basad on
nagolistions with local residenis.

O ihe basis of the amendad hours and added conditions, the Sub-Cormittes apgroved the sseond application

1. The currert application seeks 1o add an extra B apening hours per wesk making the closing hours nearly 23 lale a5 the vary first
Jurm 2013 agzgz% cation, it reduces 2 k@@; condition that aloohol only be sold In corjunchion with 2 meal, And 1 does nol provide an
adequate plan for the licenses to no longer breach condition 10 of s leeree,

s b 4 j
Corvlitions in the Clerkenweil wmaﬁ&% ve impact ares have not improved since the curren! licence was granted and the new application

would increase the impact the restawwant currently makes with #s exisling licerce. Therelors this application should bs rslected lorthe
sEme reasons a5 the June 2043 application was rejecled.

Clsing hours Fasull
Firnl applinstion 000 Wor-Bun Arnamdad by B
Firnt pppbivation 2300 Bun-Thurs Fanoind

prinris BOLE Fo aned St

T2 Mo Fri Cramad
23 Bat
700 Bun

Tt spotication 2330 Wor-Sa Progomn refoct
4B.00 Bun

Therelore on its face this spplication s essentially the same as e iniial application (a3 far as waskdays and Saturdays s concernad)
and should ba rejected for the same reason, indesd for Mondays theough Thursdays the current applicalion proposes 30 minutes lalsr
cloglng tme than the firsl application with pre commities meeting amendments,

i p

Fesidents ars currsnlly considering whether 1o instigate & review ol the gxisting licence bacause of materis! breaches of licence condiions
and on-golng svidence that the sxisting Foence is adding 1o the cumulative Impacl




Ary alterpt o extend the opening bowrs and relax corditions regarding gltohel beaing sold with 4 medl will rsase the sumulative impact
of this pramises.

*  The restowrant already crogies & negative curmulalive impact In terms of sarly deliveries, volume of deliveries, lale departures of
clhiantels, rubbish rernovals, rubbish cbstruction of the pavement and sllraction of varmin,

¢ Exlending (he hours would mean noise disturbance from even earlier deliverias and laler centele depariures, ss wall ss &
greater quandity of ribblsh which is siready obsiructing the pavement and increasiyg he lkellood of varmin

@ Romoving the reguiremend lor aloohol 1o be served only with a meal wil allow s proportion of clientels {(regardisss how smalli o
consume only sinohol from Yiam 1o Spm. This creates further risk of nolse disturbance 1o reighbours. And the differing rules for
difaren cliertels and differing las! call hours seems untenable with no managemen plen offsred by the applicant,

Furtharmore, the first year of operations demonstrales & disregard for the sommunity.
Girangers & Co breached condition 8 twoughout the first year of cperations,

= Fesidenis have phetographic svidence of the rubbish cbetruoting the public Toolpath, On 2t least 2 weelkly basks pedaesirians
feced problems walking down the public lootpalh dus to the volume of rubbish, stacked rubbish falling over 1o obslruct the
entiraty of e pevement, and lealing rubbish contalnars spllling sauces and of onto the pavement, Thiz creales a harard
sapecially for eldedy and children.

= HNole tha! Maywards Place where (he rubbish is lelt has significant pedastrian foot traffic and 2 largs proportion of ohildren and
eiderly. W is used as a cut through o Bt Jolin Slreet on the moming school run, afler school en roufte 1o 51 James Park and Spa
Figlds playgrounds, and 25 the quickes! route o StJohn 51 food shops by elderly residents 8l Priory Mouse (the sheliered
sosormanadation just 100 yards away on B James's Walkv/Bang Walk)

Grangers & Co slso breached the Licensing Objaciive ralating to Protection of Children from Manm for mors than one year of speralions,

s The cusiomer bathrooms ware on ull view o children ~ Including direct view of wo winals. Flather than checuring these low
hying windows {at child %5@@%;3} fike gt the other Buckley Bullding mm;&wﬁs Granger ol these bathroom windows transparent
and did not shisld the view of the uringls. Even aller residents made complainis, & took Granger & Co one whole month o place
stickaers on hese windows o obsoure the vew,

?gg?} i i‘aéas sAnCe: “ﬂ% ﬁpﬁémﬁm ta s 1o damonstrate ¥ would not give dse 1o & negalive curnulative impact i terms of public nuisance.
The application alsc does not address Licensing Policies 8, 18 and 21, This fcense stands o ncrease noise fom customers leaving later
8% right, noise from increased baffic at right, noise from earlier delivaries and more rubblsh removal, nolse and blocking of pavemant from
customers amskmg outslde, and mibbizh blocking the pavement.

s Thin application falls to demonstrale B would not give rise 10 8 negative cumulative mpact onin terms of cime and
S sz o address Licensing Pollcies 1 and 2 Tids application seeks to livense a new restaurant with B8 covars lamge by
mmg}aam‘% for the neighbowhond} wmng fromn 0730 o 23:30 Mondays 1o Fridays, U8:00 1o 23:30 Saturdays and 0B:100 10 1800
Sundays In an ares of rarow streets, low raflic fow and many residential properties,

The prermises e located on Sekiords Bt and Haywards Place. Seklorde 81is primanly residential, Haywards Place Is parially residential.
iy addition, much of the large residential block of 201 51 John 51 backs onlo Haywards Place and neighbouring Wondbridge Bt And s
sralter residential ook on Aylesbury Bt &%’3@3 backs onlo Maywards Place, Furthermors the relghbouing streels of 8 James Walk and
Saﬂs Walk also have significant residential populations, and 8t James Walk includes a large block for older residents.

i This application fails 1o demonstrale i would not give rise lo a ﬁeg}ﬁ%m cumulstive ¥npact Iv terms of prolection of public
sg‘%azy TE} s application threatens public salety nof only dus 1o the aforementionsd increass in orime, disurder, and anlisocial bebaviour
associzled with aleohsl consumption, but also due o loltlering i the stres! afler the Bcensed howrs.,

istingion has the second highest éﬁmﬁy of censed premises in London and sullers from well above the London average for viclent crimss
ainbutable to alochol, Clerkenwell is pirsady desipnatsd s an ares of cumdative mpact and saturation, This situation should not be
further aggravated with an additional licsnoe.

Conglusion

Clerkenwel s 2 mived vsed arpa ardd those of us who Yve here accept and enjoy thal sspect of s characier, Olfices and shdlled cralt
workshops can co-exist easiy with the resident population largely without any significant issuss since their hours are principally imited 1o
normat offics hours on waekdays,

Licersed premises properly oparaled and kept approgriately separated from resideniial areas can add to the altraction and vitality ol the
amy. Howsver, peacelul co-exdsience renulras cerlain Bmils to be respeciad and balanced with the needs of kel Cletkenwel residents to
srsurs this saturated area dogs not suller from additional curmulative Impact.

The spplicant premizes are on the bonder of malnly residential streels, in close proximity to numerous ofder residents and shalterad
housing, and they seok io exlend thelk hours beyond those of the majonily of other lcensed premises in the area, b addiion o the
cumuiative impact these exdended hours would craate, they would also give Granger & Co a compalitive advaniage over other local
restauranis and sslablish & dengerous precedent that thelr competilons may seek 1o pursuse.

4 rpasonable number of licensed premises are weloome provided that they demonsiale by both word and deed thal they are responsible
neighbours who will respact thelr domestic neighbows” reasonable needs. Granger has oot demorsirated this, and the new applcation
does not propedy consider the Councils own Licensing Policy nor the needs of locs! reskients and the communily.

| bope that you will therelors give residents’ objections due and propsr congidaeration, and rejact this Toence application, Thark you in
advarss for your tme In considering this represeniation.

Please note that ool residents have discussed this application, ¥ mullipls olbijections are the same/Similar, B is dus to our
comminily, Therefore ne one pbjsction should be discourited by the Committes shmply because it 5 the same'similar.

chasa







Reg 10
Licensing Act 2003 Representation, July 2018

Premises name & address: Granger & Co (Sydney Food), 49 Clerkenwall Green, EC1

Anonymity of representation: | wish my identily {0 be kept anonymous Yes/No
Dear Sirs,

| abject to this application as a local resident having given consideration to the Licensing Act
2003 and its regulations, the national guidance and the Council's Licensing Policy including
policy 002 regarding the Clerkenwell cumulative impact ares.

We ask the Sub-Commitiee to note the history of licence applications by Granger & Co,

1. In June 2013 Granger filed a premises licence application for the sale of alcohol on
and off premises from 10:00 to 00:00 7 days a week with regulated entertainment.
Prior to the Sub-Committee Mesting Granger proposed amended houwrs and removed
the request for off sales and regulated enterlainment.

This Sub-Commitiee rejected the application considering Licensing Policy 002 and

residents objections. i noted that the premises is in "an area of narrow streets” and
that the proposed activity (even without reguiated entertainment) "would add to the

existing problems of cumulative impact oulside the restaurant.”

2. Granger filed another premises licence application with significantly reduced hours
and strict conditions. These were based on negotiations with local residents.

On the basis of the amended hours and added conditions, the Sub-Committee
approved the second application.

3. The current application seeks to add an extra 8 opening hours per week making the
closing hours nearly as late as the very first June 2013 application. It reduces a key
condition that alcohol only be sold in conjunction with a meal. And it does not provide
an adequate plan for the licensee to no longer breach condition 10 of its licence.

Consideration of this application is simple.

Conditlons in the Clerkenwell cumulative impact area have not improved since the current
licence was granted and the new application would increase the impact the restaurant
currently makes with its existing licence. Therefore this application should be rejected for the
same reasons as the June 2013 application was rejected.

; Closing hours Result

First application 00:00 Mon-8Sun Amended by applicant
First application 23:00 Sun-Thurs Rejected
amended prior {o 00:00 Fri and Sat
committee
Second application | 22:30 Mon-Fri Granied

22:30 Sat

17:.00 Sun
Current application | 23:30 Mon-Sat Please reject

18:00 Sun




Therefore on its face this application is essentially the same as the initial application {(as far
as weekdays and Saturdays are concerned) and should be rejected for the same reason,
Indeed for Mondays through Thursdays the current application proposes 30 minutes later
closing time than the first application with pre committee meeting amendments.

In addifion, residents are currently considering whether to instigate a review of the euxisting
ficence because of material breaches of licence conditions and on-going evidence that the
existing licence is adding to the cumulative impact:

Any attempt to extend the opening hours and relax conditions regarding alcohol being sold
with a meal will increase the cumulative impact of this premises.

» The restaurant already creates a negative cumulative impact in terms of early
deliveries, volume of deliveries, late depariures of clientele, rubbish removals,
rubbish obstruction of the pavement and attraction of vermin.

«  Extending the hours would mean noise disturbance from even earlier deliveries and
later clientele departures, as well as a greater quantity of rubbish which is already
obstructing the pavement and increasing the likelihood of vermin.

= Removing the requirement for alcoho! o be served only with a mea! will allow 2
proportion of clientele {regardiess how small) to consume only alcohol from 11amio
9pm. This creates further risk of noise disturbance to neighbours. And the differing
rules for different clientele and differing last call hours seems untenable with no
management plan offered by the applicant. '

Furthermore, the first vear of operations demonstrates a disregard for the community.
Grangers & Co breached condition 8 throughout the first year of operations.

« Residents have photographic evidence (examples below) of the rubbish obstructing
the public footpath. On at least a weekly basis pedestrians faced problems walking
down the public footpath due to the volume of rubbish, stacked rubbish faliing over to
obstruct the entirety of the pavement, and leaking rubbish containers spilling sauces
and olf onto the pavement. This creales a hazard sspecially for elderly and children,

+  Note that Haywards Place where the rubbish is left has significant pedestrian foot
traffic and a large proportion of children and elderly, ¥ is used as a cut through to 5t
John Street on the moming school run, after school en route to St James Park and
Spa Fields playgrounds, and as the quickest route to 5t John 5t food shops by
elderly residents at Prory House (the sheltered accommodation just 100 vards away
on St James's Walk/Sans Walk).

Grangers & Co also breached the Licensing Objective relating to Protection of Children from
Marm for more than one year of operations.

» The customer bathrooms were on full view to children - including direct view of two
urinals (photos below). Rather than obscuring these low lying windows (at child
height) like all the other Buckley Building occupants, Granger left these bathroom
windows transparent and did not shield the view of the urinals. Even afler residents
made complaints, it took Granger & Co one whole month to place stickers on these
windows to obscure the view.

Clerkenwell is a mixed used area and those of us who live here accept and enjoy that aspect
of its character. Offices and skilled cra®t workshops can co-exist easily with the resident



population largely without any significant issues since their hours are principally limited to
normal office hours on weskdays.

Licensed premises properly operated and kept apporopriately separated from residential
areas can add to the attraclion and vitality of the area. However, peaceful co-existence
requires certain limits to be respected and balanced with the needs of local Clerkenwell
residents to ensure this saturated area does not suffer from additional cumulative impact.

The applicant premises are on the border of mainly residential streets, in close proximity

to numerous older residents and sheltered housing, and they seek to extend their hours
bevond those of the majorily of other licensed premises in the srea. In addition io the
cumulative impact these extended hours would create, they would also give Granger & Co a
compelitive advantage over other local restaurants and establish a dangerous precedent
that thelr competitors may sesk lo pursue.

A reasonable number of licensed premises are welcome provided that they demonstrate by
both word and deed that they are responsible neighbours who will respect their domestic
neighbours’ reasonable needs. Granger has not demonstrated this, and the new application
does not properly consider the Council's own Licensing Policy nor the needs of local
residents and the communily.

| hope that you will therefore give residents’ objections due and proper consideration, and
reject this licence application. Thank you in advance for your time in considering this
representation.

Sincerely,

Piease nole that local residents have discussed this application. If multiple objections are the
same/similar, it is due to our approach as a community. Therefore no one objection should
be discounted by the Commilttee simply because it appsars the same/similar,



Public Muisance

This application fails to demonstrate that the grant of the premises licence would not give
rise to a negative cumulative impact on the Licensing Oblective for the Prevention of Public

The application slso does not address:

s Licensing Policy 8 nor Licensing Policy 21 in that they have not suggestad any actlive
dispersal policy to miligate the Licensing Authority’s position that the possibility of
disturbance to residents is more likely to ccour 8t night and in the early hours of the
morming.

= Licensing Policy 18 which states that complaints about noise in Islington have risen
substantially over the last 10 years and the considerable expansion of the night-time
economy has increased noise within urban setlings above the national average.

This license stands to increase noise from customers leaving later at night, noise from
increased traffic at night, noise from earlier deliveries and more rubbish removal, noise and
blocking of pavement from customers smoking outside, and rubbish blocking the pavement.

Crime and Disorder

This application fails to demonstrate that the grant of the premises licence would not give
rise to a negative cumaulative impact on the Licensing Obiective for the Prevention of Crime
and Disorder. it also does not rebut the presumption in Licensing Policy 2, which states that
applications for new premises in areas such as Clerkenwell are likely to add 1o the existing
cumulative impact and will accordingly normally be refused.

Clarkenwell s an area the Council has recognised as having g high number of licensed
premises, which collectively lead to problems related to the licensing objectives. The Council
has noted that further licenses in the area could provide disproportionately negative effects
for local residents. Specifically it could lead to an increase in crime and disorder, such as
disorderly conduct, Bttering, public urination, violence, noise nuisance, thefts, damage to
property and vehicles, obstruction of the public highway and other unlawlul activity
assooiated with the consumption of sloohol.

This application aiso fails to consider Licensing Policy 1, which takes into account (among
other matters) the location of the premises and character of the area. This application sesks
to license a new restaurant with 88 covers {large by comparison for the neighbourhood!
serving from 07:30 to 23:30 Mondays to Fridays, 08:00 to 23:30 Saturdays and 08:00 to
18:00 Sundays in an area of narrow streets, low traffic flow and many residential properties.

The premises are located on Sekforde 8t and Haywards Place. Sekforde St is primarily
residential. Haywards Place is partially residential. In addition, much of the large residential
block of 201 St John St backs onfo Haywards Place and neighbouring Woodbridge St. And 2
smaller residential block on Aylesbury St also backs onto Haywards Place. Furthermore the
neighbouring streets of 8t James Walk and Sans Walk also have significant residential
populations, and St James Walk includes a large block for older residents.

Protection of Children from Harm

This application fails to demonstrate that the grant of the premises licence would not give
rise to a negative cumulative impact on the Licensing Objective for the Protection of Children
from Harm.

Licensing Policy 1 notes that the character of the area must also be considered. The
aforementioned increase in crime, disorder and antisocial behavicur also further threslens




children. In particular, this license could aggravate existing problems with antisocial
behaviour in St James churchyard (directly opposite the premises). This is an arsa where
local children play and where there is a specific playground for toddlers. These children and
their local amenities should be safeguarded, not further threatened by yet another licensed
location for alcoho! sales,

Public Safety

This application fails to demonstrate that the grant of the premises licence would not give
rise to a negative cumulative impact on the Licensing Obiective for the Protection of Public
Safely. This applicalion threatens public safely not only due to the aforementioned increase
in crime, disorder, and antisocial behaviour associated with alcohol consumption, but also
due to loftering in the street afler the Bcensed hours.

Islington has the second highest density of licensed premises in London and suffers from
well above the London average for viclent crimes attributable to alcohol, Clerkenwell is
already designated as an area of cumulative impact and saturation. This situation should not
be further aggravated with an additional licence.

Breach of rubbish condition

» Rubbish is placed on the pavement along Haywards Place, thus always at least pariially
obstructs the pavement. Often it cbstructs all of the pavement such that no person,
buggy or wheelchair can pass.

*  These examples, taken 1 year apart, illustrate that this is a persistent problem despite
complainis by residents.

* |Inthe more recent example, a8 member of staff is observed smoking just a few steps
away from the rubbish and makes no effort to clear a path.

4 May 2014




8 May 2015




Urinals on Displace to Children

View of trahsparant windows on left side of below photo

llustration of the transparent windows at child height



Urinals clearly visible through the transparent windows
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Licensing Act 2003 Representation, July 2015

Premises name & address: Granger & Co (Sydney Food), 48 Clerkenwell Green, EC1

Anonymity of representation: | wish my identity to be kept anonymous Yes/No
Dear Sirs,

| object to this application as a local resident having given consideration {o the Licensing Act
2003 and its regulations, the national guidance and the Council's Licensing Policy including
policy 002 regarding the Clerkenwell cumulative impact area.

We ask the Sub-Commitiee to note the history of licence applications by Granger & Co.

1. in June 2013 Granger filed 2 premises licence application for the sale of sleohol en
and off premises from 10:00 to 00:00 7 days a week with regulated entertainment.
Prior to the Sub-Committee Mesting Granger proposed amended hours and removed
the request for off sales and regulated entertainment.

This Sub-Committee rejected the application considering Licensing Policy 002 and

residents objections, It noted that the premises is in "an area of narrow streels” and
that the proposed aclivity {even without regulated entertainment) "would add to the
existing problems of cumulative impact oulside the restaurant.”

2. Granger filed another premises licence application with significantly reduced hours
and strict conditions. These were based on negotiations with local residents.

On the basis of the amended hours and added conditions, the Sub-Commilies
approved the second application.

3. The current application seeks to add an extra 8 opening hours per week making the
closing hours nearly as late as the very first June 2013 application. i reduces a key
condition that alcohol only be sold in conjunction with a meal. And it dees not provide
an adequate plan for the licensee to no longer breach condition 10 of its licence.

Consideration of this application is simple.

Conditions in the Clerkenwell cumulative impact area have not improved since the current
licence was granted and the new application would increase the impact the restaurant
currently makes with its existing licence. Therefore this application should be rejected for the
same reasons as the June 2013 application was rejected.

Closing hours Result
First application 00:00 Mon-Sun Amended by applicant
First application 23:00 Sun-Thurs Rejected
amended prior to 00:00 Fri and Sat
commitiee
Second application | 22:30 Mon-Fri Granted
22:30 Sat
17:00 8Sun
Current application | 23:30 Mon-Sat Please reject
18:00 Sun




Therefore on its face this application is essentially the same as the initial application (as far
as weekdays and Saturdays are concerned) and should be rejected for the same reason.
indeed for Mondays through Thursdays the current application proposes 30 minutes later
closing time than the first application with pre committee meeting amendments.

in addition, residents are currently considering whether to instigate a review of the existing
licence because of material breaches of licence conditions and on-going evidence that the
existing licence is adding to the cumulative impact:

Any attempt to extend the opening hours and relax conditions regarding alcohol being sold
with a meal will increase the cumulative impact of this premises.

«  The restaurant already creates a negative cumulative impact in terms of sarly
deliveries, volume of deliveries, late depariures of clientele, rubbish removals,
rubbish obstruclion of the pavement and attraction of vermin,

»  Extending the hours would mean noise disturbance from even earlier deliveries and
iater clientele departures, as well as a greater quantity of rubbish which is already
obstructing the pavement and increasing the likelihood of vermin.

« Removing the requirement for alcohol i be served only with 2 meal will allow 3
proportion of clientele (regardless how small) to consume only alcohol from 11am to
9pm. This creates further risk of noise disturbance to neighbours. And the differing
rules for different clientele and differing last call hours seems untenable with no
management plan offered by the applicant.

Furthermors, the first year of operations demonstrates a disregard for the community,
Grangers & Co breached condition 8 throughout the first year of operations.

»  Residents have photographic evidence {examples below) of the rubbish obstructing
the public footpath. On at least a weekly basis pedestrians faced problems walking
down the public footpath due to the volume of rubbish, stacked rubbish falling over to
obstruct the entirety of the pavement, and leaking rubbish containers spilling sauces
and oil onto the pavement. This creates a hazard especially for elderly and children.

»  Note that Haywards Place where the rubbish is left has significant pedestrian foot
traffic and a large proportion of children and elderdy. It is used as a cut through to St
John Street on the morning school run, after school en route to 8t James Park and
Spa Fields playgrounds, and as the guickest route to St John &t food shops by
elderly residenis at Priory House {the sheltered accommodation just 100 yards away
on St James's Walk/Sans Walk).

Grangers & Co also breached the Licensing Objective relating to Protection of Children from
Harm for more than one year of operations.

s The customer bathrooms were on full view to children — including direct view of two
urinals (photos below). Rather than obscuring these low lying windows (at child
height) like all the other Buckley Building occupants, Granger left these bathroom
windows transparent and did not shield the view of the urinals. Even after residents
made complaints, it took Granger & Co one whole month to place stickers on these
windows to obscure the view,

Clerkenwell is a mixed used area and those of us who live here accept and enjoy that aspect
of its character. Offices and skilled craft workshops can co-exist easily with the resident



population largely without any significant issues since their hours are principally limited to
normal office hours on weekdays.

Licensed premises properly operated and kept appropristely separated from residential
areas can add {o the altraction and vitality of the area. However, peacelul co-exisience
requires cerlain limits to be respected and balanced with the needs of local Clerkenwell
residents to ensure this saturated area does not suffer from additional cumulative impact.

The applicant premises are on the border of mainly residential streets, In close proximity

to numerous older residents and sheltered housing, and they seek to exiend their hours
beyond those of the majority of other licensed premises in the area. In addition to the
cumulative impact these extended hours would create, they would aisc give Granger & Co a
competitive advantage over other local restaurants and establish a dangerous precedent
that their competitors may ssek {0 pursue.

A reasonable number of licensed premises are welcome provided that they demonstrate by
both word and deed that they are responsible neighbours who will respect their domestic
neighbours’ reasonable needs. Granger has not demonstrated this, and the new application
does not properly consider the Council's own Licensing Policy nor the needs of local
residents and the communily,

I hope that you will therefore give residents’ objections due and proper consideration, and
reject this licence application. Thank you in advance for your time in considering this
representation.

Sincerely,

Flease note that local residents have discussed this application. If multiple objections are the
same/similar, it is due to our approach as a community. Therefore no one objection should
be discounted by the Committee simply because it appears the same/similar.




Public Muisance

This application fails to demonsirate that the grant of the premises licence would not give
rise to a negative cumulative impact on the Licensing Objective for the Prevention of Public
Nuisance.

The application also does not address:

» Licensing Policy 8 nor Licensing Policy 21 in that they have not suggested any active
dispersal policy to mitigate the Licensing Authorily's position that the possibility of
disturbance to residents is more likely to ocour at night and in the early hours of the
momning.

» Licensing Policy 18 which states that compisints about noise in Islinglon have risen
substantially over the last 10 years and the considerable expansion of the night-time
economy has increased noise within urban setlings above the national average.

This license stands to increase noise from customers leaving later at night, noise from
increased traffic at night, noise from earlier deliveries and more rubbish removal, noise and
blocking of pavement from customers smoking outside, and rubbish blocking the pavement.

{rirne and Disorder

This application fails fo demonsirate that the grant of the premises licence would not give
rise to a negative cumulative impact on the Licensing Obiective for the Prevention of Crime
and Disorder. it also does not rebut the presumption in Licensing Policy 2, which states that
applications for new premises in areas such as Clerkenwell are likely to add to the exisling
cumulative impact and will accordingly normally be refused.

Clerkenwell is an area the Council has recognised as having a high number of licensed
premises, which collectively lead 1o problems related to the licensing objectives. The Council
has noted that further lcenses in the area could provide disproportionately negative effects
for local residents. Specifically it could lead to an increase in crime and disorder, such as
disorderly conduct, littering, public urination, viclence, noise nuisance, thefts, damage to
property and vehicles, obstruction of the public highway and other unlawful activity
associated with the consumption of alcohol.

This application also faile to consider Licensing Policy 1. which takes into account (among
other matters) the location of the premises and character of the area. This application seeks
to license a new restaurant with 98 covers (large by comparison for the neighbourhood)
serving from 07:30 to 23:30 Mondays to Fridays, 08:00 to 23:30 Saturdays and 08:00 to
18:00 Sundays in an area of narrow streels, low traffic flow and many residential properties.

The premises are located on Sekforde St and Haywards Place. Sekforde Stis primarily
residential. Haywards Place is pariially residential. In addition, much of the large residential
block of 201 St John St backs onto Haywards Place and neighbouring Woodbridge St. And a
smaller residential block on Aylesbury S5t also backs onto Haywards Place. Furthermore the
neighbouring streets of St James Walk and Sans Walk also have significant residential
populations, and St James Walk includes a large block for older residents.

Protection of Children from Harm

This application fails o demonsirate that the grant of the premises licence would not give
rise to a negative cumulative impact on the Licensing Objk
from Harm.

Licensing Policy 1 notes that the character of the area must also be considered. The
aforementioned increase in orime, disorder and antisocial behaviour also further threatens




children. In particular, this license could aggravate existing problems with antisocial
behaviour in St James churchyard (directly opposite the premises). This is an area where
local children play and where there is a specific playground for toddiers. These children and
their local amenities should be safeguarded, not further threatenad by yet ancther licensed
location for alcohol sales.

Public Safety

This application fails to demonstrate that the grant of the premises licence would not give
rise to a negative cumulative impact on the Licensing Objective for the Protection of Public
Safety. This application threalens public safety not only due o the aforementioned increase
in crime, disorder, and antisocial behaviour associated with alcohol consumption, but also
due to loitering in the strest afier the licensed hours.

islinglon has the second highest density of licensed premises in London and suffers from
well above the London average for vinlent crimes atlributable 0 alechol. Clerkenwell is
already designated as an area of cumulative impact and saturation. This situation should not
ke further aggravated with an additional licence,

Breach of rubbish condition

» Rubbish is placed on the pavement along Haywards Place, thus always at least partially
cbstructs the pavementl. Often it obstructs all of the pavement such that no person,
buggy or wheelchailr can pass.

»  These examples, taken 1 year apari, illustrate that this is a persistent problem despile
complaints by residents.

* Inthe more recent example, a member of staff is observed smoking just 2 few steps
away from the rubbish and makes no effort to clear a path.

4 May 2014




9 May 2015




Urinals on Displace to Children

View of transparent windows on left side of below photo

lliustration of the transparent windows at child height



Urinals clearly visible through the transparent windows
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Licensing Act 2003 Representation, July 2018

Premises name & address: Granger & Co (Sydney Food), 48 Clerkenwell Green, EC1
Representation made by

nonymity of representation: | wish my identity o be kept anonymous Yes/No

Dear Sirs,

| object to this application as a local resident having given consideration to the Licensing Act
2003 and its regulations, the national guidance and the Council's Licensing Policy including
policy 002 regarding the Clerkenwell cumulative impact area.

1. In June 2013 Granger filed a premises licence application for the sale of alcohol on
and off premises from 10:00 to 00:00 7 days a week with regulated entertainment.
Prior to the Sub-Committee Meeting Granger proposed amended hours and removed
the request for off sales and reguiated enterlainment.

This Sub-Commitiee rejected the application considering Licensing Policy 002 and

residents objections. It noted that the premises is in "an area of narrow streels” and
that the proposed aclivity (even without regulated entertainment) "would add to the

existing problems of cumulative impact outside the restaurant.”

2. Granger filed another premises licence application with significantly reduced hours
and sirict conditions. These were based on negoliations with local residents,

On the basis of the amended hours and added conditions, the Sub-Commitiee
approved the second application.

3. The current application seeks to add an extra 8 opening hours per week making the
closing hours nearly as late as the very first June 2013 application. It reduces a key
condition that alcohol only be sold in conjunction with a meal. And it does not provide
an adequate plan for the licenses to no longer breach condition 10 of its licence.

Consideration of this application is simple,

Conditions in the Clerkenwell cumulative impact area have not improved since the current
licence was granted and the new application would increase the impact the restaurant
currently makes with its existing licence. Therefore this application should be rejected for the
same reasons as the June 2013 application was rejected.

Closing hours Result
First application 00.00 Mon-Sun Amended by anplicant
First application 23:00 Sun-Thurs Rejected
amended prior to 00:00 Fri and Sat
committee '
Second application | 22:30 Mon-Fri Granted
22:30 Sat
17:00 Sun
Current application | 23:30 Mon-Sat Please reject
18:00 Sun




Therelfore on its face this application s essentially the same as the initial application (as far
as weekdays and Saturdays are concerned) and should be rejected for the same reason.
indeed for Mondays through Thursdays the current application proposes 30 minules later
closing time than the first application with pre commitiee meeting amendments.

In addition, residents are currently considering whether to instigale s review of the existing
licence because of material breaches of licence condilions and on-going evidence that the
existing licence is adding to the cumulative impact:

Any altempt to extend the opening hours and relax conditions regarding alcohol being sold
with a meal will increase the cumulative impact of this premises.

s The restaurant already creates a negative cumulative impact in terms of early
deliveries, volume of deliveries, Iate depariures of clieniele, rubbish removals,
rubbish obstruction of the pavement and attraction of vermin.

»  Extending the hours would mesn noise disturbance from even earlier deliveries and
later clientele deparluras, as well as a greater quantity of rubbish which is already
obstructing the pavement and increasing the likelihood of vermin.

+ Removing the requirement for alcohol to be served only with a meal will allow a
proportion of clientele {regardless how small) to consume only alcchol from 11am to
Spm. This creates further risk of noise disturbance to neighbours. And the differing
rules for different clientsle and differing last call hours seams unienable with no
management plan offered by the applicant,

Furthermore, the firsl vear of operations demonstrales a disregard for the community.
Grangers & Co breached condition 8 throughout the first year of operations.

» Residents have photographic evidence (examples below) of the rubbish obstructing
the public footpath. On at least a weekly basis pedestrians faced problems walking
dowrn: the public footpath due to the volume of rubbish, stacked rubbish falling over to
obstruct the entirety of the pavement, and leaking rubbish containers spilling sauces
and oil onto the pavement. This creates a hazard especially for elderly and children,

» Note that Haywards Place where the rubbish is left has significant pedestrian foot
traffic and a large proportion of children and elderly. it is used as a cut through to St
John Street on the morming school run, after schoot en route to 8t James Park and
Spsz Flelds playgrounds, and as the quickest route to St John St food shops by
elderly residents at Priory House (the sheltered accommodation just 100 yards away
on 8t James's Walk/Sans Walk).

Grangers & Co also breached the Licensing Objective relating to Protection of Children from
Harm for more than one year of operations.

s The customer bathrooms were on full view to children ~ including direct view of two
urinals {(photos below). Rather than obscuring these low lying windows (at child
height) like all the other Buckley Building occupants, Granger left these bathroom
windows transparent and did not shigld the view of the urinals, Even after residents
made complaints, it took Granger & Co one whole month to place stickers on these
windows to ocbscure e view,

Conclusion

Clerkenwell is 8 mixed used area and those of us who live here accept and enjoy that aspect
of its character. Offices and skilled craft workshops can co-exist easily with the resident



population largely without any significant issues since their hours are principally limited to
normal office hours on weekdays.

Licensed premises properly operated and kept appropriately separated from residential
areas can add to the attraction and vitality of the area. However, peaceful co-existence
requires certain limits to be respected and balanced with the needs of local Clerkenwell
residents to ensure this saturated area does not suffer from additional cumulative impact.

The applicant premises are on the border of mainly residential sireets, in close proximity

to numerous older residents and sheltered housing, and they sesk {o extend their hows
beyond those of the majorily of other licensed premises in the ares. In addition to the
cumuiative impact these extended hours would create, they would also give Granger & Co a
compstitive advantage over other local restaurants and establish a dangerous precedent
that their competilors may seek {0 pursue.

A reasonable number of licensed premises are welcome provided that they demonstrate by
both word and deed that they are responsible neighbours who will respect their domestic
neighbours’ reasonable needs, Granger has not demonsirated this, and the new application
does not properly consider the Council's own Licensing Policy nor the neads of local
residents and the community.

| hope that you will therefore give residents’ objections due and proper consideration, and
reject this licence application. Thank you in advance for your time in considering this
representation.

Sincerely,

Please note that local residents have discussed this application. If multiple objections are the
same/similar, it is due to our approach as a community. Therefore no one objection should
be discounted by the Commiitee simply because it appears the same/similar.



Public Nulsapce

This application fails to demonstrate that the grant of the premises licence would not give
rise o a negative cumulative impact on the Licensing Obiective for the Prevention of Public
Nuisance.

The application also does not address!

» Licensing Policy 8 nor Licensing Policy 21 in that they have not suggested any active
dispersal policy to mitigate the Licensing Authority's position that the possibility of
disturbance {o residents is more likely to ocour at night and in the early hours of the
morning.

« Licensing Policy 18 which states that complaints about noise in Islinglon have risen
substantially over the last 10 years and the considerable expansion of the night-time
gconomy has increased noise within urban seltings above the national average.

This license stands to increase nolse from customers leaving iater at night, noise from
increased traffic at night, noise from earlier deliveries and more rubbish removal, noise and
blocking of pavement from customers smoking outside, and rubbish blocking the pavement.

Crime and Disorder

This application fails to demonstrate that the grant of the premises licence would not give
rise to a negative cumulative impact on the Licensing Objective for th& Prevention of Crime
and Disorder. 1t also does not rebut the presumption in Licensing Policy 2, which states that

applications for new premises in areas such as Clerkenwell are %ézeﬁy to add to the existing
cumlative sm;zact and will accordingly normally be refused.

Clerkenwell is an area the Council has recognised as having a high number of icensed
premises, which collectively lead to problems related to the licensing objectives. The Council
has noted that further licenses in the area could provide disproportionately negative effects
for local residents. Specifically it could lead to an increase in crime and disorder, such as
disorderly conduct, liltering, public urination, violence, noise nuisance, thefls, damage to
property and vehicles, obstruction of the public highway and other unlawful activity
associated with the consumption of alcohol.

This application also fails to consider Licensing Policy 1, which takes into account (among
other matiers) the location of the premises and character of the area. This application sesks
to license a new restaurant with 98 covers (large by comparison for the neighbourhood)
serving from 07:30 to 23:30 Mondays to Fridays, 08:00 to 23:30 Saturdays and 08:00 to
18:00 Sundays in an area of narrow streets, low traffic flow and many residential properties

The premises are located on Sekforde St and Haywards Place. SBekforde St is primarily
residential. Haywards Place is parlially residential. In addition, much of the large residential
block of 201 St John 8t backs onto Haywards Place and neighbouring Woodbridge St. And a
smaller residential block on Aylesbury St also backs onto Haywards Place. Furthermore the
neighbouring streets of 5t James Walk and Sans Walk also have significant residential
populations, and 8t James Walk includes a large block for older residents.

Protection of Children from Harm

This application fails to demonstrate that the grant of the pwm ises licence would not give
rise to a negative cumulative impact on the Licensing Obijective for the Protection of Children
from Harm.

Licensing Policy 1 notes that the characler of the area must also be considered. The
aforerrentioned increase in crime, disorder and antisocial behaviour also further threatens




children. In parlicular, this license could aggravate existing problems with antisocisl
behaviour in St James churchyard (directly opposite the premises). This is an area where
ocatl children play and where there is a specific playground for toddiers. These children and
their local amenities should be safeguarded, not further threalened by yet another licensed
location for alcohol sales.

Public Safely

This application fails to demonstrate that the grant of the premises licence would not give
rise to a negative cumulative impact on the Licensing Obiective for the Protection of Public
Safety. This application threatens public safety not only due to the aforementioned increass
in crime, disorder, and antisocial behaviour associated with alcohol consumption, but also
due to loitering in the street after the licensed hours.

Islington has the second highest density of licensed premises in London and suffers from
well above the London average for viclent crimes atiributable to alcchol. Clerkenwell is
already designated as an area of cumulative impact and saturation. This situation should not
be further aggravated with an additional licence, :

Breach of rubbish condition

* Rubbish is placed on the pavement along Haywards Place, thus always at least partially
cbstructs the pavemaent. Often it obstructs all of the pavement such that no person,
buggy or wheelchair can pass.

* These examples, taken 1 year apar, lllustrate that this is a persistent problem despite
complaints by residents,

« In the more recent example, a member of staff is observed smoking just a few steps
away from the rubbish and makes no effort to clear a path.

4 May 2014




9 May 2015




Urinals on Displace to Children

View of transparent windows on left side of below photo

llustration of the transparent windows at child height



Urinals clearly visible through the transparent windows




From: m
Bank: Uiy 123

To: Gallacher, Simon
Subiect: Re: Grangers Licence Objections

Dear Simon,

As a local resident at
application to vary the scope of its existing license.

may 1 also record my objection to Granger's

As one of the local residents that, with others, went to considerable lengths in objecting to Granger’s
original application and who attended the various license application hearings at the Town Hall it is very
clear that Granger accepted the conditions subject to which the current license was eventually granted as 2
necessary and acceptable price for obtaining that license. I assume that both Granger and Islington's
licensing committee accepted that the conditions subject to which the license was granted represented a fair
and reasonable balance between the interests of Granger and local residents.

Granger appears now to be showing a cynical disregard for the interests of the local community and the
spirit of the original licensing agreement. As with the original application, Granger is relying on procedure
and legal tactics to defeat the interests and views of local people that were accepted by Granger when the
present license was granted

If licenses continue to be granted by the Council notwithstanding the protection that the local area should be
afforded as a result of being in a Cumulative Impact Area it is essential that new licenses are subject to
careful and thorough conditions. If the Council grants a license on such conditions and a new business is
opened accepting those conditions it appears to undermine the whole process if within a year or 50 of
opening an application can be made to allow precisely the flexibility for trading (with longer hours, drinks
without substantial food offerings etc) that the original conditions were very specifically designed to
prevent. It becomes almost pointless for the local community to object to any application because it simply
becomes a matter of time and procedure before the applicant gets what they want,

It should also be noted that Granger has failed to comply with the existing conditions in that;

- I have personally been served an alcoholic beverage without any food order of any nature in breach of
conditions,

- I have anecdotal evidence of people having been served alcoholic beverages with insubstantial meals such
as olives.

- Windows have been opened in breach of conditions.

- The rubbish disposal arrangements are in breach of conditions.

If Granger’'s management is (00 weak to comply with the existing conditions it seems perverse to reward the
business with greater flexibility.

Yours sincerely



On 20 Jul 2015, at 16:42, — wrote:

Dear Simon

| attach my letter of objection o the Granger Variation Application,

Kind regards

Yours sincerely

<Granger Objections to Third Application 140715.docx>



~~~~~ Original Message--o
From:
Sent: u

To:
e
Subject: Granger's apphication

Dear Simon,

{ would like to inform you that both my wife -am% toppose Grangers application to vary thelr premises lcense.
This is in the main, because they have demonstrated a tota! disregard complying with thelr existing license
agreement,

Sent fromi my iPad



...
Senl: iy 16:

To: Gallacher, Simon

Dear Simon

| attach my letter of objection to the Granger Variation Application.

Kind regards

Yours sincerely




islington Licensing
Upper Street
istington

London

Dear Sirs

GRAMGER AND CO LIMITED {"Granger”)

50 CLERKENWELL GREEN {“the Premises”}

APPLICATION TO VARY PREMISES’ LICENCE {“the Application)

On 9 July 2013, the Islington Licensing Committee rejected Granger's first application for 2 licence
for the Premises for seeking excessive hours, failing to take proper account of Islington Licensing
Policy and failling entirely to discharge the onus on licence applicants in the Clerkenwall Cumulative
Impact Area ("CCIA”) to demonstrate that their licence will have NO cumulative impact on the
nature and character of the neighbourhood or its residents. Granger appealed and so the resident
objectors were put to further trouble by having to take action to be joined in the appeal proceedings
in September.

Granger's doubt as to whether their appeal would succeed was marked by Granger, in addition to
the appesl on its first application, filing a second application for & premises’ licence for the Premises
in September. Whilst, not illegal, Granger wera aware that a second application would result in the
resident objectors being likely to being significantly disadvantaged by having to make fresh
objections to the second Application. The original Second Application’s hours were nearly identical
to the hours which are sought by Granger in the current Application but the original Second
Application’s conditions did not differ materially from those of the original Granger application.

Some of the resident objectors, myself included, believed that, rather than a purely adversarial
approach, 2 set of hours and conditions properly negotiated would ensure a certain ouicome for
both sides - Granger would get a licence in the CCIA but strictly on the agreed conditions that were
fully negotiated with Granger to provide the necessary balance to protect the residents and the
cherished and special character of the neighbourhood. We proposed to Granger the possibility of a
negotiated set of conditions with Granger.

Arvinitial meeting was held on 24 September 2013 with Granger's then UK operations director, and
Granger’'s lawyer, Andrew Wong. Following that mesting | drafted a revised set of hours and highly
detailed conditions addressing, so far as possible, all the issues raised in the many objections filed in
relation to the First Application. The revised conditions were significantly more detailed than either
those of the First Application or the Second Apglication. | sent that preliminary revised draft to Mr
Wong; the Granger UK operations director had ceased employment with Granger shortly after my
meeting with him.

On behalf of Granger, Mr Wong accepted substantially alf the revised conditions but there remainad
some mismatch on the hours principally. A meeting was then held between myself, and Mr Wong
and Granger’s founder and CEQ, Bill Granger on Wednesday 16 October 2013. At that meeting, the
final minor changes to the detailed revised conditions were discussed and that night | sent Mr Wong
& final revised set of conditions maintaining the hours that the residents had proposed.

The following day 17", Mr Wong wrote in response;



“in respect of Sundoys, | could not recoll if Som wos omenoble to locol residents byt if it is
problematic, then please revert to 100m on the Sundoy. We koow how speclal the weekends are for
the residents [y emphasis].”

Mr Wong on behalf of Granger followed this on Friday 18 October with an email to me:

25

“i confirm thot Bill ggress 1o ofl vour gmendments and the 10 om stort on Sundy

On the same day, Mr Wong filed the revised hours and conditions drafted by me and agreed by Bill
Granger but failed to advise me he had done so as had been agreed by him on 16 October,
Concerned as to whether, My Wong and Granger could be trusted | wrote an email jate on Friday 18
October seeking an undertaking from Granger and Bill Granger personally including the following:

“An uneavivors! ond vnopolified underioling on bebolf of 56 18I Granger personally] and Svdne
Foods Lmited that they will not glter the revised times or conditions os attoched or seek 1o
increpse ooy of the times in the schedule or seel to reduce or restrict the conditions, before or
during the heoring”

The logical expectation was clearly that once the times and the conditions had been put to the
Compittee In the agreed form they would not be subseguently altered by Granger. Mr Wong replisd
to me on Saturday 19 October in an emall which was copled to Bl Granger personally and therefore
with Rz full bnowledge and authority, stating:

“t ronfirm that the undertokings as renuested gre given™

The revised hours and conditions agreed specifically by its founder Bill Granger were offered by
Granger to the Licensing Committee at the hearing on Tuesday 22 October in order to secure a
ficence for the Premises. Opposition by local residents to the Second Application was materially
reduced by virtue of the agreed revised hours and conditions offered by Granger and by the specific
and ungualified undertakings given by Bill Granger, personally, and on behalf of Granger, via his then
soficitor Mr Wong.

The Application by Granger now seeks to renege on what Granger agreed with the objector
cornrrunity in order to help obtain their licence, and the hours and terms Granger voluntarily
offered ultimately Tor the grant of the Licence less than 15 months after opening. The residents
have been put to very significant trouble by Granger in having to oppose 3 greedy First Application,
by having to take action in relation to the dubious First Application Appeal, and by having to file
further objections to a barely different Second Application. In negotiating agreed terms with
Granger, it was thought that the matter was now settled but the current Application which seeks
amongst other things hours that are near identical to the original Second Application causes a fourth
set of objections and yvet more effort from those of us who live near, and love, Clerkenwell Green,

The Lirence was granted by the Committee on the hours and conditions agreed and offered by
Granger having given very careful consideration to those terms and balancing the needs of the local
community and the character of the area. Now barely 15 months since opening for business,
Granger is tearing up what it agreed, as if its and Bill's Granger’s word Is worth absclutely nothing.

Granger's Application appears to be an utterly cynical abuse of the licensing process where Granger
offer and say what they think will secure 3 licence and then once they have their "foot in the door”,
try to push the door wider open in stages. Granger has already taken up a significant amount of the
Licensing Committee’s time and the time of the local residents wheo live near to the Premises, on the
three prior applications/appeals. Now Granger is back demanding more with nothing to prevent
Granger coming back time and agein over the years to come pushing the door wider each time until
Granger achieves the hours, or substantially all the hours, that Granger were refused 2 years ago.

As a matter of public policy and so 3s to stop the death of islington Licensing Policy by a "death of
a thousand cuts” and protect the CCIA, this Application should be refused In Tts entirety and
Granger should be held absolutely to the hours and conditions Granger offered to the Committee



and what Granger agreed with local residents to help secure the licence in the first place less than
2 YRars 3go.

Apart from the overarching policy issue thalt Granger should be kept 1o its own offer and
undertakings used to secure its current licence, there are sdditionsl specific objections to the
Apgplication under the licensing headings:

Public Nulsance

The Premises, as Granger is well aware from its two previous applications, require to be treated with
specific and detalled conditions reflecting the fact that the Premises are on the corner of three
substantially residential streeis: Heywards Place, Sekforde Streel and 5t James’s Walk and close 1o
residential property on Clerkenwel] Green. In particular, longer hours for the Premises both in terms
of starting hours and terminal hours are entirely inappropriate given the proximity of residential
neighbours, Bill Granger accepted that on behslf of Granger, 35 noted above, but now wishes to
change the hours Granger offered despite the fact that there has been no change in the proximity of
residential neighbours.

There is no licensing justification for any further erosion of the CCIA and there has been no change in
the circumstances that justify any alteration to the hours agreed and offered by Granger. Indeed, the
proposed changes reprasent a material adverse change to the cumulative impact of the Premises
and should be refused on that basis. Islington Licensing policy states clearly that unless an applicant
cen demonstrate that an application or variation to a licence has ng Impact on the CCIA, it should
ordinarily be refused by the Committee, as the Committee has previously refused Granger.

Granger has afso failed to respect the Licence as it is currently fremed and now Granger seeks
relaxations despite its numerous material failures to comply with the existing licence:

» Granger routinely places rubbish out on the pavement of Haywards Place for prolonged
periods which has a very obvicus and unpleasant effect on the lock and character of the
neighbourhood. All the other tenants of the Buckley Building have internal bin storage; why
is that Granger do not? That was absolutely not the expectation when the licence was
granted.

» . Granger have placed rubbish cut on Bank Holidays which is specifically prohibited under the
current conditions. | have reported these and filed copy pictures previously including cne
showing bank holiday rubbish on the pavement for in excess of 10 hours {0930 - 1935 on 25
May 2015); now Granger are asking for

» Granger are not permitted to keep windows open or wedge the door open at any time and
yet during the surnmer, Granger have done precisely that.

s Granger are supposed to have member of staff on the door every day it is open for the fina!
hour of business 1o prevent new customers arriving and direct departing customers away {o
transport links; no such member of staff has ever been provided.

Granger may tell you that they have taken steps 1o address these issues. However, behind the
canciliatory words and ostensible heipfulness, the reality is that Granger have largely ignored these
and other breaches for prolonged pericds. Only when Granger was on the point of filing the
Application, did they give any attention to them having ignored them for months. Granger say they
care about their neighbours and the neighbourbood but the reality of thelr actions gives the lie to
those words.

Mo clearer example of this can be seen as when Granger applied for a Temporary Entertainment
Motice {TEN) for a wedding in June 2015, The residents were unaware of the existence of even the
possibility of TENs until shortly after the wadding and had we been aware of TENs at the time of
Granger’s original applications, these would have been opposed. Granger are currently entitled to
TENs and so the grant of the TEN in June was strictly within Granger’s entitlement and not & breach
of their licence.



However, it is Granger’s approach to that TEN that demonstrates clearly Granger's fack of respect for
the character of the neighbourhood and their many residential neighbours. it is understood that the
Granger TEN application was received when the relevant licensing officer was absent on
compassionate leave. As a conseguence, no conditions were imposed on the Granger TEN.
Notwithstanding that Granger were fully aware of the sensitivity of their situation and the strictness
of their licence conditions, Granger took full advantage of the unconstrained TEN to hold the
wedding with loud music emanating from the Premises until 0115 on Sunday morning, taxis calied to
the premises until 0130, the collzction of equipment outside delivery/collection times {0145) and no
personnel on the door of the Premises at all; all of these would be breaches of the current Granger
ficence. Granger's actions demonstrate that Granger pay only cynical lip service to respect for their
neighbourhood and unless specifically controlled, Granger's commercial advantage tramples over
the quiet character of the neighbourhood and the needs of its residents.

Granger’'s Application seeks an additional half hour at the beginning and end of weekdays and one
hour and two hours increases to the weekend opening Umes. These represent significant
degradation of the quiet nature of the neighbourhood, especially at the weekend and would make
Granger's the earliest opening premises in the Immediate area of Clerkenwell Green despite the
proximity of residential neighbours, Bill Granger agreed the current hours specifically and his lawyer
stated: “We know how speciol the weekends ave for the residents”, Granger now seek to galn pure
commercial advantage with apparently absolutely no regard for anything else let alone Islington
Licensing Policy. There is no licensing justification for the increased hours sought and significant
reason to believe that it will have 3 material adverse impact on the COA,

Granger placed » clear and special emphasis in its first two applications on its claim that ¥t
operations were “not alcohol led”. That always seemed doubtful but now proof appears to be
emerging with a demand within 15 months of opening to allow drinks to be served without meals. it
was clearly understoond and agreed by Granger that since its operations were not alcohol led, the
condition that drinks are only served with 3 substantial measl was not problematic. Granger should
be required to keep 1o the statements and justifications it made to get the licence in the first place

Nothing about the proximity of local residents to the Premises or the quiet character of the
neighbourhood have changed since the First Application, or the Second Application, as granted.
Granger have failed to comply with even thelr current ficence and despite numerous breaches
appears to believe it is entitled to demand more. The Application seeks the relaxation of important
conditions and a significant increase in hours early in the morning and late at night without any
licensing justification whatsoever and without any explanation 25 to how that has no cumulative
impact in the CCIA. Granger know full well that their variation proposals will not only not have no
impact on the CCIA, as required by islington Licensing policy but that the changes will have a clear
and adverse effect on the neighbourhood and its neighbours but it simply doesn’t care since it can
then make more money.

Health

Granger are seeking a relaxation of the placing of rubbish on the street. They have breached their
current Licence obligations on waste disposal on 8 number of occasions for hours on end which is
both an eyesore for thase of us who live here and allows food waste and liquids such as oil {see
pictures from 4 May 2015 bank holiday) to sit on the street obstructing the pavement and creating a
health hazard. This is unacceptable as it stands and should not be rewsrded by a relaxation. Indeed,
Granger should be subject to stronger conditions requiring them to have their waste collected like alt
other tenants in the Buckley Building from the integrated bin stores.

Crlminal Activity

The cumulative impact area was designed as part of islington Licensing Policy because the area was
saturated with Beensed premises and suffered from drink related anti-social and criminal behavicur,,



Granger got its licence since it would only operate as a restaurant and would only serve alcohol with
meals which would mitigate the effect of alcobo! consumption. This was exceptional treaiment but
now Granger want to be allowed to serve alcohol to anyone without buying a meal which raises the
very much greater concerns of anti-social behaviour of alcohol only consumption. This variation is
entirely inappropriate in the CCIA and seams very likely to have an adverse effect on the CCIA and
should consequently be refused.

Protection of Children

Haywards Place is a busy thoroughfare for pedastrians heading to and from St lohn Street and the
supermarkets and food outlets there. It is also busy with children going to 5t Peters and St Pauls
Schoo! and The Dallington School or heading to the children’s playground in St James’s Churchyard.

Nonetheless, Granger regularly and thoughtlessly deposit their food waste rubbish on one of the
pavemerits so that children and buggies are forced onto the street carriageway.

Conclusion

Granger agreed its current licence hours and conditions after detziled nepolistions and
volunteered those conditions to the licensing Commitlee in October 2013, Now, less than 15
months after opening for trade, Granger seek to renege on what they sgreed, undertonk and
offered to get a licence in the CCIA and which the Licensing Committes took great care to consider
in granting Granger an exception to the bar to new licences in the CCIA because the terms {larzely
drafied by the objectors) addressed residents’ concerns.

Granger seem incapable of keeping their word or to what they agreed to get thelr licence. This
Application is wholly disvespectful of the quiet character of the neighbourhood, the needs of its
residential neighbours and the significant amount of consideration that the Licensing Committee
has already been obliged to devete to it. Since Granger seems incapable of keeping its word and
seeks only its commercial advaniage with no regard for Islington Licensing Policy or even
complying with its current licence, the local residents are heavily reliant on the Committee 1o
ensure that Granger is made to keep iis word and to keep 1o its current licence conditions,

1t is further submitted that if this Application is granted it will set a very dangerous precedent and
encourage other applicants to adopt Granger’s cynical "foot-in-the-door” to obtaining & licence in
the CCIA. In order to protect stated Islington Licensing Policy and to stop yet further erosion of the
CCiA, and for the other reasons stated sbove the Application should be refused in is entirety,

Yours sincerely




Rey 16

~-C3rigingl Message-—
Froam:

Sent: 23 July 2015 08:58
To: Galiacher, Simon
Ce:

Subject: Objection to Granger's New Licence Application

Dear Simon,
i wanted to add my voice of objection to both Leora and Victor's objections to the new Granger application.

Granger have not shown themselves as responsible with very many instances of their rubbish blocking the
pavement, leaking onto the pavement in a vast array of small plastic bags, sometimes on both sidaes therafore
forcing people passing into the road to get past where accidents are more likely to happen. 1t is somewhat cynical
that they place their rubbish out of sight of their patrons when most of the rest of us place our rubbish immediately
outside our homes for collection,

| aiso notice that members of staff are sometimes smoking cutside on the side and | wanted to check whether their
numbers arg included in the number of patrons allowad 1o smoke cutside? Additionally, | have seen what | belisve
t¢ be patrons simoking on the other side of the road » the Church gardens side - 50 that seems 1o be another
infringement of what was agreed,

In prder to preserve the gulet of Clerkenwell, and In keeping with the cumulative impactof fallout from incressed
licensing hours it is essential that Granger's hours are not increased. | understand there is 2 question of whether
alcohol can be purchased without food and | am very against thel as that would make their establishment more akin
to a public house. There are plenty of pubs close by where people can obtain a drink without eating if that's what
they want.

Thank you very much for adding my objection to support the more detailed objections sent in already by -aﬂé

Very best of wishes to you,




|
Subject: Granger Oblection

Disor Simon,

Plagse fing ohioohad my ebiection o the Grongsr Licence extension.

Regords




Licensing Act 2003 Representation, July 2015

Premises name & address: Granger & Co (Sydney Food), 48 Clerkenwell Graan, 01

Anonymity of representation: | wish my identity to be kepl anonymous Yes/No
Dear Sirs,

1 object to this application as 2 local resident having given consideration to the Licensing Act
2003 and its regulations, the national guidance and the Council's Licensing Policy including
policy 002 regarding the Clerkenweli cumuiative impact ares,

We ask the Sub-Commitise to nole the history of licence applications by Granger & Co,

1. In June 2013 Granger filed a premises licence application for the sale of alcohoi on
and off premises from 10:00 to 00:00 7 days a week with regulated entertainment.
Prior to the Sub-Commitiee Meeling Granger proposed amended hours and removad
the request for off sales and regulaled enterialnment.

This Sub-Committee rejected the application considering Licensing Policy 002 and

residents objections. it noted that the premises is In "an area of narrow streels” and
that the proposed activity (even without regulated entertainment) "would add to the

existing problems of cumulative impact outside the restaurant.”

2. Granger filed another premises licence application with significantly reduced hours
and strict condilions. These were based on negotiations with local residents.

On the basis of the amended hours and added conditions, the Sub-Commities
approved the second application,

3. The current application seeks to add an extra 8 opening hours per week making the
closing hours nearly as late as the very first June 2013 application. It reduces a key
condition that alcohol only be sold In conjunction with a meal. And it does not provide
an adequate plan for the licensee to no longer breach condition 10 of its licence.

Consideration of this application is simple.

Conditions in the Clerkenwell cumulative impact area have not improved since the current
licence was granted and the new application would increase the impact the restaurant
currently makes with its existing licence. Therefore this application should be rejected for the
same reasons as the June 2013 application was rejecled.

Closing hours Result
First application 00:00 Mon-Sun Amended by applicant
First application 23:00 Sun-Thurs Rejecled
amended prior io 00:0G Fri and Sat
commitice
Second appiication 22:30 Mon-Fri Granted
22:30 Sat
17:00 Sun
Current application 23:30 Mon-Sat Please rejoct
18:00 Sun

Therefore on its face this application is essentially the same as the initial application (as far
as weekdays and Saturdays are concerned) and should be rejected for the same reason.
indeed for Mondays through Thursdays the current application proposes 30 minutes later
closing time than the first application with pre commitiee mesting amendments.




in addiion

Residents are currently considering whether fo instigate a review of the existing licence
bacause of material breaches of licence conditions and onegoing evidence that the existing
licence is adding to the cumulative impach

Any atternpt to extend the opening hours and relax conditions regarding alcohol being sold
with a meal will Increase the cumulative impac! of this premises.

« The restaurant already creales a negative cumulative impact in terms of early
daliveries, volume of deliveries, Iale departures of clientele, rubbish removals,
rubbish obstruction of the pavement and aliraction of vermin,

s Exiending the hours would mesn noise dislurbance from even eariisr deliveriss and
later clientele departures, as well as & greater quantity of rubbish which is already
obstructing the pavement and Increasing the likelihood of vermin,

+ Removing the reguirement for alcohol to be served only with a meal will allow a
proportion of clientele (regardless how small} to consume only alcohol from 11am to
9pm. This creates further risk of noise disturbance to neighbours. And the differing
rutes for different clentele and differing last call hours seems untenable with no
management plan offered by the applicant.

Furthermore, the first year of operations demonsirales a disregard for the community,
Grangers & Co breached condition 8 throughout the first year of operations.

» Residents have photographic evidence of the rubbish obstructing the public footpath.
On at least 8 weekly basis pedestrians faced problems walking down the public
footpath due to the volume of rubibish, stacked rubbish falling over to obstruct the
entirety of the pavement, and leaking rubbish containers spilling sauces and ol onlo
the pavement. This creales a hazard especially for elderly and children.

¢ MNote that Haywards Place where the rubbish is left has significant pedesirian foot
traffic and a large proportion of children and elderly. 1 is used as a cuf through to St
John Streel on the morning school run, afier school en route to Bt James Park and
Spa Flelds playgrounds, and as the quickes! route to 81 John St food shops by
elderly residents al Priory House (the shellered accommodation just 100 yards away
on St James's Walk/Sans Walk),

Grangers & Co also breached the Licensing Objective relating to Protection of Children from
Harm for more than ana%@ar of operations.

s The customer bathrooms were on full view to children - including direct view of two
urinals. Rather than obscuring these low lying windows (at child height) like all the
other Buckley Building occcupants, Granger left these bathroom windows transparent
and did not shield the view of the urinals. Even afler residents made complaints, it
took Granger & Co one whole month 1o place stickers on these windows to obscure
the view,

2

Impact on lslinglon's Licensing Oblectives

Public Nulsance: This application fails lo demonsirate it would not give rise 1o a negatlive
cumulative impact in terms of public nuisance. The application aisc doss nol address
Licensing Policies 8, 18 and 21. This license stands lo increase noise from customers
leaving later at night, noise from increased traffic at night, noise from earlier defiveries and
more rubbish removal, nolse and blocking of pavement from customers smoking outside,
and rubbish blocking the pavement.

Crime and Disorder; This application fails to demonstrate it would not give rise 1o a negative
cumulative impact on in terms of crime and disorder. It also fails to address Licensing




Policies 1 and 2. This application seeks {o license a new restaurant with 88 covers (large by
comparison for the neighbourhood) serving from 07:30 1o 23:30 Mondays to Fridays, 08:00
to 23:30 Saturdays and 08:00 to 18:00 Sundays in an area of narrow streats, low traffic flow
and raany residential properties.

The premises are located on Sekforde Bt and Haywards Place. Sekforde Stis primarily
residential. Haywards Place is partially residential. In addition, much of the large residential
block of 201 8t John St backs onto Maywards Place and neighbouring Woodbridge St And &
smaller residential block on Aylesbury St also backs onto Haywards Place. Furthermore the
neighbouring streets of St James Walk and Sans Walk also have significant resideniial
populations, and St James Walk includes a large block for older residents.

Public Safely: This application falls to demonstrate it would not give rise to a negative
cumulative impact in terms of protection of public safety. This application threatens public
safaty not only due to the aforementioned increase in crime, disorder, and antisocial
behaviour associated with alcohol consumption, but also due 1o loitering in the sireet after
the licensed howrs.

Islington has the second highest density of licensed premises in London and suffers from
well above the London average for viclent crimes atiributable fo alcohol, Clerkenwell is
already designated as an area of cumulative impact and saturation. This situation should not
be further aggravated with an additiona! licence.

Conglusion

Clerkenwell is a mixed used area and those of us who live here accept and enjoy that aspact
of its character, Offices and skilled craft workshops can co-exist easily with the resident
population largely without any significant issues since their hours are principally limited to
normal office hours on weekdays.

Licensed premises properly operated and kepl appropriately separated from residential
areas can add lo the allraction and vilality of the area. Howeaver, peaceful co-existence
requires certain limils to be respected and balanced with the needs of local Clarkenwelt
residents to ensure this saluraled area does not suffer from additional cumulative impact.

The applicant premises are on the border of mainly residential streets, in close proximity

to numerous older residents and sheltered housing, and they seek to extend their hours
beyond those of the majority of other licensed premises in the area. In addition to the
cumulative impact these extended hours would create, they would also give Granger& Co a
competitive advantage over other local restaurants and establish a dangerous precedent
that their compelitors may seek o pursue.

A reasonable number of licensed premises are welcome provided that they demonstrate by
both word and deed that they are responsible neighbours who will respect their domestic
neighbours’ reasonable needs. Granger has not demonstrated this, and the new application
does not properly consider the Council’'s own Licensing Policy nor the needs of local
rasidenis and the community.

| hops that you will therefore give rasidents’ objections due and proper consideration, and
reject this licence application. Thank you in advance for your time in considering this
representation.

Sincersly

Please note that local residents have discussed this application. If multiple objections are the
same/similar, it is due to our approach as a communily. Therefore no one objection shouid
be discounted by the Commifiee simply because it appears the same/simiiar.



From

Senk: 21 July 2015 11:22
Fo: Gallacher, Simon

L& o]

Subjeck: Obisction Granger & Co (Sydney Food), 48 Cerkenwell Green, ECL

Simon,

Piease find attached our oblection with detalls on grounds of the objsction for above schema,
Any questions please do conlact us.

Fegards




Licensing Act 2003 Representation, July 2018

Premises name & address: Granger & Co (Sydney Food), 49 Clerkenwell Green, EC1
Representation made by:

Dear 8irs,

We object to this application as a local resident having given consideration to the Licensing
Act 2003 and its regulations, the national guidance and the Council's Licensing Policy
including policy 002 regarding the Clerkenwell cumulative impact area.

We ask the Sub-Commitiee to note the history of licence applications by Gramer & Co.

1. In June 2013 Granger filed a premises licence application for the sale of alcohol on
and off premises from 10:00 to 00:00 7 days a week with regulated entertainment.
Prior to the Sub-Committee Meeting Granger propossd amended hours and removed
the request for off sales and regulated entertainment.

This Sub-Committee rejected the application considering Licensing Policy 002 and

residents objections. It noted that the premises is in “an area of narrow streets” and
‘that the proposed activity (even without regulated entertainment) *would add to the

existing problems of cumulative impact outside the restaurant.”

2. Granger filed another premises licence application with significantly reduced hours
and strict conditions. These were based on negotiations with local residents.

On the basis of the amended hours and added conditions, the Sub-Commitiee
approved the second application.

3. The current application seeks to add an extra 8 opening hours per week making the
closing hours nearly as late as the very first June 2013 application. it reduces a key
condition that alcohol only be sold in conjunction with a meal. And it does not provide
an adequate plan for the licensee to no longer breach condition 10 of its licence.

Consideration of this application is simple.

Conditions in the Clerkenwell cumulative impact area have not improved since the current
licence was granted and the new application would increase the impact the restaurant
currently makes with its existing licence. Therefore this application should be rejected for the
same reasons as the June 2013 application was rejected. .

Closing hours Resuft
_First application 00:00 Mon-Sun Amended by applicant
Firsl application 23:00 Sun-Thurs Rejected
amended pricrlo 00:00 Fri and Sat
commitles
Sscond application 22:30 Mon-Fri Granted
22:30 Sat
17:00 Sun
Current application 23:30 Mon-Sat Flease reject
18:00 Sun

Thersfore on its face this application is essentially the same as the initial application {as far
as weekdays and Salurdays are concerned) and should be rejected for the same reason.




Indeed for Mondays through Thursdays the current application proposes 30 minutes later
closing time than the first application with pre commiiies meeling amendments.

In addition

Fesidents are currently considering whether to instigate a review of the existing licence
because of material breaches of licence conditions and on-going evidence thatl the existing
licence is adding to the cumulative impact:

Any attermpt 1o extend the opening hours and relax conditions regarding alcohol being sold
with 2 meal will increase the cumulative impact of this premises.

#

The restaurant already creates a negative cumulative impact in terms of early
deliveries, volume of deliveries, Iate departures of clientsle, rubbish removals,
rubbish obstruction of the pavement and attraction of vermin,

Extending the hours would mean noise disturbance from even earlier deliveries and
later clientele departures, as well as a greater quantity of rubbish which is already
obstructing the pavement and increasing the likelihood of vermin.

Removing the requirament for alcohol to be served only with a meal will aliow a
proportion of clientele (regardiess how small} to consume only alcohol from 11am to
9pm. This creates further risk of noise disturbance to neighbours. And the differing
rules for different clientele and differing last call hours seems untenable with no
management plan offered by the applicant.

Furthermore, the first vear of operations demonsirates a disregard for the community.
Grangers & Co breached condition 8 throughout the first year of operations.

#

Residents have photographic evidence of the rubbish obstructing the public footpath,
On at least a weekly basis pedestrians faced problems walking down the public
footpath due to the volume of rubbish, stacked rubbish falling over to obstruct the
entirety of the pavement, and leaking rubbish containers spilling sauces and oil onto
the pavement. This creates a hazard especially for elderly and children,

Note that Haywards Place where the rubbish is left has significant pedestrian foot
traffic and a large proportion of children and elderly. It is used as a cut through to St
John Street on the morning schoo! run, after school en route to St James Park and
Spa Fields playgrounds, and as the quickest route to 5t John 8t food shops by
elderly residents at Priory House (the sheltered accommodation just 100 yards away
on St James's Walk/Sans Walk).

Grangers & Co also breached the Licensing Objective relating o Protection of Children from
Harm for more than one year of operations.

]

mpact on

The customer bathrooms were on full view to children — including direct view of two
urinals. Rather than obscuring these low lying windows {(at child height) like all the
other Buckiey Building occupants, Granger left these bathroom windows transparent
and did not shield the view of the winals. Even after residents mads complaints, it
took Granger & Co one whole month to place stickers on these windows to obscure
the view.

shingion's Licensing Obiectives

Public Nulsance: This application falls to demonstrate it would not give rise 1o a negative

cumulative impact in terms of public nuisance. The application also does not address
Licensing Policies B, 18 and 21. This license stands 1o increase noise from customers
leaving later at night, noise from increased traffic at night, noise from earlier deliveries and
more rubbish removal, noise and blocking of pavement from customers smoking outside,
and rubbish blocking the pavement.



Crime and Disorder: This application fails to demonstrate it would not give rise to a negative
cumulative impact on in terms of crime and disorder. It also fails to address Licensing
Policies 1 and 2. This application seeks to license a new restaurant with 88 covers (large by
comparison for the neighbourhood) serving from 07:30 to 23:30 Mondays to Fridays, 08:00
{0 23:30 Saturdays and 08:00 to 18:00 Sundays in an area of narrow streels, low traffic flow
and many residential properties.

The premises are located on Sekforde 8t and Haywards Place. Sekforde Stis primarily
residential, Haywards Place is partially residential. In addition, much of the large residential
block of 201 St John St backs onto Haywards Place and neighbouring Woodbridge St Anda
smaller residential block on Aylesbury St also backs onto Haywards Place. Furthermore the
neighbouring streets of St James Walk and Sans Walk also have significant residential
populations, and St James Walk includes a large block for older residents.

Public Bafety; This application fails to demonstrate it would not give rise to a negative
cumulative impact in terms of protection of public safety. This application threatens public
safety not only due to the aforementioned increase in crime, disorder, and antisocial
behaviour associated with alcohol consumption, but also dus to loitering in the street after
the licensed hours.

islington has the second highest density of licensad premises in London and suffers from
weli above the London average for violent crimes attributable to alcohol. Clerkenwell is
already designated as an area of cumulative impact and saturation. This situation should not
be further aggravated with an additional licence.

Conclusion

Clerkenwell is a mixed used area and those of us who live here accept and enjoy that aspect
of its character. Offices and skilled craft workshops can co-exist easily with the resident
population largely without any significant issues since their hours are principally limited to
normal office hours on weekdays.

Licensed premises properly operated and kept appropriately separated from residential
areas can add to the aftraction and vitality of the area. Howsver, peaceful co-axistence
requires certain limits to be respected and balanced with the neads of local Clerkenwell
residents to ensure this saturated area does not suffer from additional cumulative impact.

The applicant premises are on the border of mainly residential strests, in close proximity

o numerous older residents and sheliered housing, and they seek to extend thelr hours
beyond those of the majority of other licensed premises in the area. In addition to the
cumulative impact these extended hours would create, they would also give Granger & Coa
competitive advantage over other local restauranis and establish a dangerous precedent
that their competilors may seek lo pursue.

A reasonable number of licensed premises are welcome provided that they demonstrate by
both word and deed that they are responsible neighbours who will respect their domestic
nsighbours' reasonable needs. Granger has not demonstrated this, and the new application
does not properly consider the Council's own Licensing Policy nor the needs of local
residents and the community.

We hope that you will therefore give residents’ objections due and proper consideration, and
reject this licence application. Thank you in advance for your time in considering this
representation.

Please note that local residents have discussed this application. If multiple objections are the
same/similar, it is due to our approach as a community. Therefore no one objection should
be discounted by the Committee simply because it appears the same/similar.




| R |

Sent: 27 July 2015 09:26
To: Gallacher, Simon

e
Subnect: Grangsr

Dear Bimon,

{ would like to add ‘m? my objection to the new Granger application,

1 ike both the food and the front aspect of the property. However, the following negatives completely outweigh any
positives of the current situation;

1) Huge amounts of rubbish left on the streets. This is frankly an embarrassment when we have family and friends to
the ares and such a shame in what is otherwise a tidy neighbourhood.

2} Largs numbers of smokers on the streets.

3} Moise of refuse collection late in the evening and early in the moring.

Best regards,







Senl: 22 July 2015 15:2

To; Gallacher, Simon
Lubiect: Granger restaurant licensing extension

Dear ¥ir Gallacher

Piease find attached my formal objection to the licensing alteration regarding the sbove premises.

Whilst | do not want {o hinder local enterprises which do bring enterprise and jobs etc. into the ares, these
restaurant owners need 1o take responsibility for the fact that they are operating in 8 highly dense residential area
and their activity does impact negatively upon loca! residents.

it Is not the restaurant activity per-se that is anti-social, it is the servicing, waste removal and deliveries etc. etc.
which take place in order for these premises (o operate. | am regularly woken by smashing glass at 3 and 4 o clock
every morning as & restaurant several hundred melers away has to have their used bottles disposed of at this
extremely sarly and very guist time of the day.

The waste crepted by the Granger restaurant snd dumped in bags along the street s not acceptable. Thers should
be an greangement with the landlord of the Buckley bullding whereby they can recycle as much as possible and also
to store their waste under cover along with the other users of this bullding. This arrangement should form a part of
thelr icensing agreement,

Yours sincerely




Ublection to Application by Granger & Co (Sydney Food), 48 Clerkenwsll Green

Wae ask the Sub-Commities {0 note the history of licencs applications by Granger & Co,

1. In June 2013 Granger fled & premises licence application for the sale of slcohol on and
off premises fom 10:00 to $0:00 7 days a week with regulated entertainiment. Priorto
the Sub-Committes Meeling Granger proposed amended hours and removed the
request for off sales and regulated entertainment.

This Sub-Commiliee rejected the application considering Licensing Policy 002 and
residents objsctions. # noted the premises is in "an area of narrow streels” and thet the
proposed activity (even without regulated entertalnment) "would add to the existing
problems of cumulative Impact outside the restauranl.”

2. Cranger filed ancther application with reduced hours and strict conditions. On the basis
of the amendments, the Sub-Commitiee approved the second application,

3. The current application seeks to add an extra 8 opening hours per wesk making the
closing hours nearly as {ale as the very first June 2013 application. It reduces a key
condition that alcohol only be sold in conjunction with a meal. And it does not provide an
adequate plan for the licensee to no longer breach condition 10 of its licence.

Consideration of this aop! (g,

Conditions in the Clerkenwell cumulative impact area have nol improved since the cusrrent
licence was granted and the new application would increase the impact the restaurant
currently makes with its existing licence. Therefore this application should be rejected for the
same reasons as the June 2013 application was rejected.

Therefore on its face this application is essentially the same as the initial application (as far
as weekdays and Saturdays are concerned) and should be rejected for the sams reason,
indeed for Mondays through Thursdays the current application proposes 30 minules later
closing time than the first application with pre committee meetling amendments.

ication is simp

Closing hours Result
First application £0:00 Mon-Sun Amended by applicant
First application amended 23:00 Sun-Thurs, 00100 Frl and Sat Rejecled
Second anplicalion 22:30 Mon-Fel, 22:30 Bat, 1700 Sun Granted
Current application 23:30 Mon-8at, 18:0% Sun Please reject

| Address




--—-Original Message-——
Sent: 44 July 21606
To: Gallacher, Simon

Subject: 8 more Granger objections

Hi Simon,

ters are B more objeciors to the new Granger licence spplication. 'm not near a scanner so tock a photo of the
petition. i you need ma o scan and emall it to vou | ¢an do that this evening.

Many thanks,






Appendix 3

Save for a maximum of 15 persons up to a terminal hour 21:00 the premises shall operate only as a
restaurant with alcohol being sold to a customer solely when in conjunction with a meal for that
customer. A meal shall not be constituted by bar snacks or a single side order of food.

No rubbish will be moved, removed or placed outside the premises other than in Haywards Place on
collection weekdays only between the hours of 08:00 and 18:00 and 09:00 and 17:00 hours on
Saturdays but not Sundays or Bank Holidays. The licence holder shall ensure that no rubbish is placed
on Sekforde Street at anytime and shall not obstruct any pavements or roadways adjacent to the
premises and a member of staff will check this area at least twice a day to ensure that this is complied
with.
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