
 

 

 

MINUTES OF MEETING PLANNING SUB COMMITTEE HELD ON 
MONDAY, 9TH MARCH, 2020, 7.00  - 10.15 PM 
 

 
PRESENT: 
 

Councillors: Vincent Carroll (Chair), Gina Adamou (Vice-Chair), 
Dhiren Basu, John Bevan, Luke Cawley-Harrison, Peter Mitchell, Viv Ross, 
Yvonne Say, Preston Tabois and Sarah Williams 
 
396. FILMING AT MEETINGS  

 
The meeting was not filmed or recorded. 
 

397. PLANNING PROTOCOL  
 
Noted. 
 

398. APOLOGIES  
 
Apologies for absence were received from Councillor Hinchcliffe. 
 

399. URGENT BUSINESS  
 
None. 
 

400. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST  
 
Councillor Bevan declared a non-pecuniary interest in respect of agenda item 8, as he 
had received invited to several events by Spurs in the past year, and his involvement 
as part of a residents group which meets with Spurs. 
 

401. MINUTES  
 
RESOLVED that the minutes of the meeting held on 10 February 2020 be 
approved as a correct record. 
 

402. HGY/2019/2929 & 2930 - NOS. 867-879 HIGH ROAD AND LAND TO THE REAR, 
N17 8EY  
 
The Committee considered an application for: 

Planning Permission: Hybrid planning application (part Full/Part Outline) for the 

demolition of existing buildings & structures and redevelopment of the site for a 

residential led mixed-use scheme with up to 330 residential units (class C3), 

retail/café use (Use Class A1/A3), area of new public open space, landscaping and 

other associated works. Full details/permission is sought in respect of Block D, 867 

and 869 High Road (Grade II listed) and proposed Block G to its rear. Outline 



 

 

permission is sought for the remainder of the site, with details of “scale”, “layout”, 

“appearance” and “landscaping” reserved in relation to proposed Blocks A, B and C 

and details of “appearance”, “landscaping” and “layout” only reserved in relation to 

Block E. 

 
Listed Building Consent: Listed Building Consent for Internal alterations and 
associated works to provide 6 x 2- bed flats at 867 and 869 High Road. 
 

Mr Paul Burnham addressed the Committee in objection to the application.  He 

considered that the development would be too expensive for people living in the area 

to afford.  There was a lack of family sized housing, and that it would drive local 

people out of the area.  He felt that explanation given that the registered providers had 

requested tenure segregation in the blocks was no true. 

 

Richard Senna and Sean Bashforth, Applicant team, addressed the Committee.  The 

scheme was a result of a comprehensive pre-application process and was another 

chapter in the regeneration of Tottenham, and the club’s investment in the area.  

Benefits of the scheme included new homes (35% of which were affordable), 

significant park space, a new play area for Brook House School, and would provide 

jobs for local people.  All housing would be tenure blind. 

 

It was envisaged that the school playground could be used as both a playground for 

the school, and a space to be used by the community.  The school would have priority 

over the use, and if a sufficient management regime could not be reached then it 

would remain as a school space.  The Chair commented that this could be considered 

as part of the reserved matters if the application was granted. 

 

Officers responded to questions from the Committee: 

- Parking spaces were distributed across the site.  A parking management plan 

was attached to the app, with details on how it would be allocated.   

- It was not uncommon for public areas of developments to be adopted by the 

Council.  The s106 set out that a public space management plan needed to be 

submitted and approved. 

- A series of layouts which show how internal footprints could be laid out, which 

demonstrated that there was no need for any dwellings to have any north facing 

aspects. 

- The roof garden would be at the 9th storey, not the top of the building. 

- It was not proposed to have any segregation of amenity space between housing 

tenures. 

- The Met Police crime design office had been consulted, and no particular 

concerns had been raised.  It was suggested that enclosed parking areas be 

secured by a design condition, so that the application would continue to be 

discussed with the Police going forward. 

- The area had been identified as a growth area, and in principle was appropriate 

for tall buildings.  The Masterplan framework acknowledged that tall buildings 

were appropriate for the site allocation.  Page 29 set out the proposed storey 



 

 

heights and although block B was taller than anticipated but the location was 

seen as suitable. 

- The design code set out the design guidance for the street. 

- The CIL rate paid would be the rate at the time of the reserved matters 

application. 

- The scheme had been tested in wind tunnel conditions and a wind assessment 

report was available which supported the application. 

- 35% affordable housing was reasonable and was the maximum reasonable 

amount for the site. 

 

The Chair moved that the application be approved, with the additional conditions and 

informatives as set out in the addendum, and following a vote with five in favour, three 

against and two abstentions it was 

 

RESOLVED 

 

i. That planning permission be granted and the Head of Development 
Management or the Assistant Director Planning be authorised to issue the 
planning permission and impose conditions and informatives subject to referral 
to the Mayor of London for his consideration at Stage 2 and signing of a section 
106 Legal Agreement providing for the obligations set out in the Heads of Terms 
below and a section 278 Legal Agreement providing for the obligations set out in 
the Heads of Terms. 

 
ii. That the section 106 legal agreement referred to in resolution (i) above is to be 

completed no later than 1 May 2020 or within such extended time as the Head of 
Development Management or the Assistant Director Planning shall in her/his 
sole discretion allow. 

 
iii. That, following completion of the agreement(s) referred to in resolution (i) within 

the time period provided for in resolution (iii) above, planning permission is 
granted in accordance with the Planning Application subject to the attachment of 
the conditions. 

 
iv. That Listed Building Consent be granted and that the Head of Development 

Management or the Assistant Director Planning is authorised to issue the Listed 
Building Consent and impose conditions and informatives. 

 
v. That delegated authority be granted to the Head of Development Management 

or the Assistant Director of Planning to make any alterations, additions or 
deletions to the recommended heads of terms and/or recommended conditions 
(planning permission and/or Listed Building Consent) as set out in this report and 
to further delegate this power provided this authority shall be exercised in 
consultation with the Chair (or in their absence the Vice Chair) of the Sub-
Committee.  

 
403. PPA/2019/0015 - CRANWOOD HOUSE, 100 WOODSIDE AVENUE, MUSWELL 

HILL, LONDON, N10 3JA  
 



 

 

Robbie McNaugher, Planning, provided an overview of the proposal for the demolition 

of former Cranwood residential care home; and erection of 2 buildings, 1 of 4 storeys 

and 1 of 8 storeys, to deliver 42 homes. 36 homes (86%) would be affordable Council 

homes let at council social rent levels. The drawings also identified indicative 

proposals for a potential further development to the south of the site which satisfied 

the requirement to masterplan the entire site set out in the site allocation (SA51). 

 

Clerks note:  The Chair resolved to suspend standing orders to allow the meeting to 

continue until 10.15pm. 

 

Councillor Ogiehor addressed the Committee.  She supported the need for Council, 

but felt disappointed that there had been no engagement with Ward Councillors 

throughout the planning process.  Cllr Ogiehor agreed with the QRP assessment that 

the design did not attempt to complement the street scape. 

 

Councillor Hare addressed the Committee.  He requested that a development 

management forum be set up to allow other partners and organisations to be 

consulted on the scheme.  The local area was an important wildlife area, and the 

application would require a full ecological impact assessment. 

 

The Chair requested that officers provide information to local Ward Members who 

were not Members of the Planning Committee. 

 

Members commented that there was not much detail in the preapp to be able to give 

much feedback.   

 
404. PPA/2020/0006 - FORMER CAXTON ROAD PFS AT 76-84 MAYES ROAD, WOOD 

GREEN, N22 6TE  
 
Due to the meeting going past 10pm, this item was not considered. 
 

405. UPDATE ON MAJOR PROPOSALS  
 
Due to the meeting going past 10pm, this item was not considered. 
 

406. APPLICATIONS DETERMINED UNDER DELEGATED POWERS  
 
Due to the meeting going past 10pm, this item was not considered. 
 

407. NEW ITEMS OF URGENT BUSINESS  
 
None. 
 

408. DATE OF NEXT MEETING  
 
To be confirmed following approval of the Council Calendar of meetings for the 
2020/21 Municipal Year. 
 



 

 

 
 
CHAIR: Councillor Vincent Carroll 
 
Signed by Chair ……………………………….. 
 
Date ………………………………… 
 
 

 


