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London Borough of Islington

Planning Sub Committee B -  12 March 2019

Minutes of the meeting of the Planning Sub Committee B held at Committee Room 4, 
Town Hall, Upper Street, N1 2UD on  12 March 2019 at 7.30 pm.

Present: Councillors: Kay (Chair), Chapman (Vice-Chair), Klute, Woolf 
and Poyser (Substitute) (in place of Khondoker)

Councillor Jenny Kay in the Chair

35 INTRODUCTIONS (Item A1)
Councillor Kay welcomed everyone to the meeting. Members of the Committee and 
officers introduced themselves and the Chair outlined the procedures for the 
meeting.

36 APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE (Item A2)
Apologies were received from Councillor Khondoker.

37 DECLARATIONS OF SUBSTITUTE MEMBERS (Item A3)
Councillor Poyser substituted for Councillor Khondoker.

38 DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST (Item A4)
Councillor Poyser declared that he had publicly supported Unit 8, Roman Way 
Industrial Estate, 149 Roman Way (Agenda Item B6) and therefore he would not 
take part in the decision making on this item. He also declared that he had been a 
school governor of St Joan of Arc Primary School (Agenda Item B5) many years ago 
but this would not preclude him from taking part in this item.

39 ORDER OF BUSINESS (Item A5)
The order of business would be B5, B3, B1, B6, B2 and B4.

40 MINUTES OF PREVIOUS MEETING (Item A6)

RESOLVED:
That the minutes of the meeting held on 27 November 2018 be confirmed as an 
accurate record of proceedings and the Chair be authorised to sign them.

41 1-3 HUNGERFORD ROAD, ISLINGTON, LONDON, N7 9LA (Item B1)
Erection of four storey building (appearing as a pair of semi-detached properties) 
containing 9 self-contained residential units (C3 use) (4x1 bed, 3x2 bed, 1x3 bed 
and 1x4 bed) together with ancillary private patios to rear elevation and communal 



Planning Sub Committee B -  12 March 2019

2

rear garden and front boundary wall and railings (following demolition of existing 
buildings on site).

(Planning application number: P2018/2649/FUL)

In the discussion the following points were made:
 The planning officer stated that Condition 26 should be amended to state 

“Notwithstanding the details shown in the approved plans, prior to any 
superstructure work commencing on site for the hereby approved 
development, full details of a lift as a means of access to the upper floors 
shall be submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning 
Authority. The approved details shall be implemented in full prior to the 
occupation of the development”.

 In response to a member’s question, the planning officer advised that the 
demolition was unauthorised. However the issue had now been resolved and 
there had been a successful prosecution.

 The planning officer confirmed that it would be possible to require the 
developer to pay for a new section of pavement outside the development. 
However the applicant had already signed the agreement so this would have 
to be added to the heads of terms and re-signed.

 Given the site history, members asked whether a project manager and other 
professionals could be conditioned. The legal advisor stated that if it was 
considered necessary, reasonable and enforceable, this could be conditioned.

 The chair asked the developer to become a good neighbour to residents and 
suggested paying for a street party and giving a donation to the residents’ 
association. The legal advisor stated this was not a planning matter and 
could not be conditioned. The applicant stated that he was happy to make a 
donation to the residents’ association.

 In response to a request from the chair that the developer should leaflet the 
whole road with contact details of the architect, structural engineer and 
project manager, he stated that he would do this.

Councillor Klute proposed a motion to amend Conditions 3, 4 and 5 requiring that all 
bricks used should be reclaimed stock to match the existing brick throughout the 
development. The wording of this would be delegated to officers. This was 
seconded by Councillor Chapman and carried. 

Councillor Klute proposed a motion to attach a condition requiring a chartered 
member architect, structural engineer and project manager be appointed to work 
on the development and for them to be recognised by their recognised bodies and 
to be a point of contact for residents. This was seconded by Councillor Chapman 
and carried. 

Councillor Kay proposed that the S106 be amended to require the developer to pay 
for a new section of pavement outside the development. This was seconded by 
Councillor Klute and carried. 
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RESOLVED:
That following consideration of the case officer’s report (the assessment and 
recommendations therein), the presentation to Committee, submitted 
representations and objections provided verbally at this meeting, planning 
permission be granted subject to the conditions and informatives set out in 
Appendix 1 of the officer report as amended above and subject to the prior 
completion of a Deed of Planning Obligation made under Section 106 of the Town 
and Country Planning Act 1990 securing the heads of terms as set out in Appendix 1 
of the officer report as amended above.
above.

42 23 ROMILLY ROAD, LONDON, N4 2QY (Item B2)
Creation of a basement extension under the footprint of the existing house including 
the formation of light wells to the front and rear of the property. Conversion of the 
existing single-family dwelling house into 2 self-contained flats (1 x 3 bedroom unit 
and 1 x 2 bedroom unit). 

(Planning application number: P2017/1670/FUL)

In the discussion the following points were made:
 The planning officer advised that since the addendum report had been 

published, an additional objection letter had been submitted by an objector 
(unable to attend on the night). This letter was passed to the Chair to 
consider during deliberation.

 The planning officer stated that the consideration of the application had been 
deferred for work on the structural method statement, structural drawings 
and a groundwater report. These had now been provided and did not raise 
concerns. The scheme was compliant with policy including the Basement 
SPD.

RESOLVED:
That following consideration of the case officer’s report (the assessment and 
recommendations therein), the presentation to Committee, submitted 
representations and objections provided verbally at this meeting, planning 
permission be granted subject to updated and additional conditions set out within 
the addendum report and recommendations contained within Appendix 1 of the 
original committee report (attached as appendix A to the officer report).

43 63 ABERDEEN PARK, LONDON, N5 2AZ (Item B3)
Erection of a timber clad outbuilding located to the end of the rear garden.

(Planning application number: P2018/2871/FUL)

In the discussion the following points were made:
 The planning officer stated that Paragraph 4.3 of the officer report should 

refer to 34sqm as being the size of the proposed outbuilding and not 33.6 
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sqm. This represented 15.1% of the garden and not 14.9% as stated. The 
garden was within the Aberdeen Park Conservation Area.

 The planning officer advised that the garden could be accessed from a side 
entrance through a gate.

 The chair asked the planning officer to set out what could be built under 
permitted development rights and the officer advised that the applicants 
would be able to build on up to half of their garden if it was solely being used 
in connection with the main building as a single family dwelling. The size of 
the building the applicants could build under permitted development would 
be greater than the one being sought but it would be limited to 2.5m in 
height rather than 2.8m which was currently being sought.

 In response to members’ questions, the planning officer stated that there 
was no plumbing for a toilet but there would be drainage for a sink.

 Members discussed how to add more weight to the existing drawing to 
ensure the building did not become a separate self-contained residential unit. 

Councillor Klute proposed a motion that a condition be added to ensure that the 
proposed layout be in accordance with the drawing as the approved plan.  This was 
seconded by Councillor Poyser and carried.

Councillor Kay proposed a motion for Condition 7 to be revised such that the 
outbuilding not be used for overnight sleeping. The wording of this would be 
delegated to officers. This was seconded by Councillor Poyser and carried. 

Councillor Poyser proposed a motion that a further condition be added to ensure 
that the trees removed as a result of the development should be replaced 
elsewhere in the garden with suitable replacement trees, details (including suitable 
species) to be agreed with by Officers. This was seconded by Councillor Woolf and 
carried.

RESOLVED:
That following consideration of the case officer’s report (the assessment and 
recommendations therein), the presentation to Committee, submitted 
representations and objections provided verbally at this meeting, planning 
permission be granted subject to the conditions and informative set out in Appendix 
1 of the officer report and the amended and additional conditions above.

44 BASEMENT AND GROUND, 37-39 EXMOUTH MARKET, ISLINGTON, 
LONDON, EC1R 4QL (Item B4)
Change of use from Sui Generis (Betting Office) at ground and basement levels, to 
A3 (Restaurants and Cafes) at Ground Floor Level and A4 (Drinking Establishments) 
at basement level.

(Planning application number: P2017/1262/FUL)

In the discussion the following points were made:
 The planning officer advised that an appeal for non-determination had been 

submitted to the planning inspectorate and therefore the sub-committee no 
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longer had the power to determine the application. The recommendation 
should be changed to recommend that the appeal should not be contested. 
The legal advisor stated that the sub-committee could still decide what 
decision would have been made had the appeal not been submitted.

 In response to an objector’s concerns about smells and noise, a member 
stated that the extractor flues had been secured in order to prevent smells 
and licensing consent would be required which had controls to control 
objector’s concerns. If any more plant was required, further planning consent 
would need to be sought.

RESOLVED:
That following consideration of the case officer’s report (the assessment and 
recommendations therein), the presentation to Committee, submitted 
representations and objections provided verbally at this meeting, the appeal for 
non-determination would not be contested by officers and this decision would be 
communicated to the Planning Inspectorate. 

45 ST JOAN OF ARC PRIMARY SCHOOL, 54 NORTHOLME ROAD, LONDON, N5 
2UX (Item B5)
Proposed single storey extension to the south east corner of the existing school 
building as an expansion of the existing after school facilities including a Reception 
Office, Library, Meeting Rooms, Teaching Kitchen and WCs and store rooms 
including new separate accessible entrance (following demolition of existing single 
storey building).

(Planning application number: P2018/1231/FUL)

In the discussion the following points were made:
 The planning officer advised that additional comments had been received 

from residents in relation to the use of existing facilities, the pedestrian gate 
and queries about the management plan of those using Rosa Alba Mews. 

 In response to members’ questions, the planning officer advised that the new 
extension was flat roofed.

 The times that children were dropped off by parents for breakfast club and 
after school club was discussed as were the number of children that used the 
clubs.

 In response to a members’ suggestion that the hours could be term time 
only, the planning officer stated that the council’s policies encouraged 
community use.

 The headteacher explained that the design of the school had made the 
provision of breakfast and after school clubs difficult. The current design was 
not ideal and this proposal would enable a proper entrance to be provided. 

 The gate that would be used and which presented difficulties for objectors 
was discussed. Hours of opening, operation and safeguarding were 
considered. 

 Officers clarified that Condition 9 be amended so that WC’s, storage and 
office facilities be excluded from the restriction on hours of use.
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Councillor Kay proposed a motion that the construction management plan (condition 
7), management plan (condition 11) and Community Use Agreement (condition 12) 
should be amended to ensure that the details are finalised in consultation with the 
school and residents of Rosa Alba Mews, so as to demonstrate how future occupiers 
would be actively encouraged not to use Rosa Alba Mews as a route. The approval 
of such details should be delegated to officers in consultation with the chair. This 
was seconded by Councillor Woolf and carried.

RESOLVED:
That following consideration of the case officer’s report (the assessment and 
recommendations therein), the presentation to Committee, submitted 
representations and objections provided verbally at this meeting, planning 
permission be granted subject to the conditions and informatives set out in 
Appendix 1 of the officer report as amended above. 

46 UNITS 8, ROMAN WAY INDUSTRIAL ESTATE, 149 ROMAN WAY, LONDON, 
N7 8XH (Item B6)
Change of use of the ancillary storage function to the brewery to a mixed B1(c) 
(Light Industrial) and A4 (Drinking Establishment) use, with limited hours of 
operation.

(Planning application number: P2018/3090/FUL)

Councillor Poyser who had declared an interest in this item, did not take part in the 
consideration of this item.

In the discussion the following points were made:
 In response to members’ questions about whether there had been any 

reports of anti-social behaviour, the planning officer advised that there had 
been one report of noise and urination; a door had been added to the 
building to reduce noise and the premises would have to obtain licensing 
consent for the external area.

 The chair suggested to the applicant that more engagement work could be 
done with neighbours.

Councillor Kay proposed a motion for Conditions 5 and 6 to be amended to require 
outside furniture to be cleared away at 9pm, the wording of which was delegated to 
officers. This was seconded by Councillor Chapman and carried.

RESOLVED:
That following consideration of the case officer’s report (the assessment and 
recommendations therein), the presentation to Committee, submitted 
representations and objections provided verbally at this meeting, planning 
permission be granted subject to the conditions and informatives set out in 
Appendix 1 of the officer report as amended above.
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The meeting ended at 10.50 pm

CHAIR


