MINUTES OF MEETING PLANNING SUB COMMITTEE HELD ON
MONDAY, 8TH JUNE, 2020, 7.00 -9.40 PM

PRESENT:

Councillors: John Bevan, Luke Cawley-Harrison, Peter Mitchell, Viv Ross,
Yvonne Say, Preston Tabois and Sarah Williams (Chair)

409. ELECTION OF CHAIR

As the Vice-Chair was not present at the meeting, the Clerk asked for nominations for
a Chair of the meeting.

Councillor Mitchell nominated Councillor Williams. This was seconded by Councillor
Say, and approved by the remainder of the Committee.

Councillor Williams in the Chair

410. FILMING AT MEETINGS

Members noted that the meeting was being streamed live on the Council’s website.
411. APOLOGIES

Apologies for absence were received from Councillors Adamou, Basu and Hinchcliffe.
412. URGENT BUSINESS

None.
413. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

Councillor Bevan declared a non-prejudicial interest in respect of items 9 & 10 as he
was a Member of the Board for Homes for Haringey.

Councillor Say declared a non-prejudicial interest in respect of item 9 as she had been
consulted on the plans in her capacity as Ward Councillor.

414. MINUTES

RESOLVED that the minutes of the Planning Committee held on 9 March 2020
be approved.

415. HGY/2020/0635 - 555 WHITE HART LANE N17 7RP

The Committee considered an application for the demolition of existing structures and
construction of two buildings to provide eight units for light industrial (Use Class B1(c);

Haringey



industrial (Use Class B2); and/or storage and distribution (Use Class B8)) purposes,
with ancillary offices and associated landscaping, car parking, servicing and access
arrangements.

Councillor Gideon Bull addressed the Committee in support of the application. He
informed the Committee that he was impressed by the level of engagement with
residents and ward councillors by SEGRO on the scheme. The current site was a
blight on the local landscape, and the development would provide a much improved
site and a number of jobs.

Steve Lord and Stuart Mills (Applicants) were present and responded along with

officers to questions from the Committee:

- The development would create some traffic in the area, and studies of the area
had shown that the current measures in place at the junction of Perth Road and
White Hart Lane were sufficient unless the area was monitored further for
incidents. A s106 contribution could not be included, but the developers could
make any contributions that they wished to do so. The applicant confirmed that
a contribution would be made to improve safety at the junction.

- A specialist landscape maintenance company would maintain the green walls,
and the cost added to the service charges. A management plan for the
landscaping was required to be submitted as part of the conditions.

- The estate was a secured development, therefore no match day parking would
be possible. A parking management design plan was required as part of the
planning permission to look at the monitoring of parking.

The Committee commended the applicants on a well presented design.

The Chair moved that the application be approved, with the additional conditions and
informatives as set out in the addendum, and following a vote it was unanimously

RESOLVED

() That planning permission be granted and the Head of Development
Management or Assistant Director for Planning is authorised to issue the
planning permission and impose conditions and informatives subject to the
signing of a section 106 Legal Agreement providing for the obligation set out in
the Heads of Terms and referral to the Mayor of London.

(i) That delegated authority be granted to the Head of Development Management
or the Assistant Director Planning to make any alterations, additions or deletions
to the recommended heads of terms and/or recommended conditions as set out
in this report and to further delegate this power provided this authority shall be
exercised in consultation with the Chairman (or in their absence the Vice-
Chairman) of the Sub-Committee.

(i) That the section 106 legal agreement referred to in resolution (i) above is to be
completed no later than 12/09/2020 or within such extended time as the Head of
Development Management or the Assistant Director Planning shall in her/his
sole discretion allow; and



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

(V)

(vi)

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

That, in the absence of the agreement referred to in resolution (i) above being
completed within the time period provided for in resolution (ii) above, the
planning permission be refused for the following reasons:

1. The proposed development, in the absence of a legal agreement to work
with the Council’'s Employment and Skills team would fail to support local
employment, regeneration and address local unemployment by facilitating
training opportunities for the local population. As such, the proposal is
contrary to Local Plan 2017 Policies SP8 and SP9.

2. The proposed development, in the absence of a legal agreement to secure
planning obligations for mitigation measures to promote sustainable
transport, by reason of its lack of car parking provision would significantly
exacerbate pressure for on-street parking spaces in surrounding streets,
prejudicing the free flow of traffic and conditions of general safety along the
neighbouring highway and would be detrimental to the amenity of local
residents. As such, the proposal is contrary to Policy 6.13 of the London
Plan 2016, SP7 of the Local Plan 2017 and Policy DM32 of the
Development Management Development Plan Document 2017.

3. The proposed development, in the absence of a legal agreement securing
sufficient energy efficiency measures and/or financial contribution towards
carbon offsetting, would result in an unacceptable level of carbon dioxide
emissions. As such, the proposal would be contrary to Policies 5.2, 5.3 and
5.7 of the London Plan 2016, Local Plan 2017 Policy SP4 and Policy DM21
of the Development Management Development Plan Document 2017.

4. The proposed development, in the absence of a legal agreement to secure
works to the public highway and other public realm improvements including
White Hart Lane and the connection through Swaffham Way, would have
an unacceptable negative impact the visual amenity of the area and the
operation of the public highway. As such, the proposal would be contrary to
Policies DM1 and DM33 of the Development Management DPD 2017,
Policy 7.5 of the London Plan 2016.

In the event that the Planning Application is refused for the reasons set out in
resolution (v) above, the Head of Development Management (in consultation with
the Chair of Planning sub-committee) is hereby authorised to approve any further
application for planning permission which duplicates the Planning Application
provided that:

(i) There has not been any material change in circumstances in the relevant
planning considerations, and
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(i) The further application for planning permission is submitted to and approved
by the Assistant Director within a period of not more than 12 months from the
date of the said refusal, and

(i) The relevant parties shall have previously entered into the agreement
contemplated in resolution (1) above to secure the obligations specified therein.

HGY/2020/0589 - LAND OPPOSITE 16 PARK ROAD, EDITH ROAD N11 2QE

The Committee considered an application for the erection of part 2/3/4-storey block of
8 houses and flats (affordable Council rent) with cycle and refuse storage facilities and
associated amenity area and landscaping at former car parking site (Class use C3).

Paul Bligh and Satish Jassall (Applicants) were present and responded along with

officers to questions from the Committee:

- Solar panels would be fixed to the roof of the refuse store — if they were removed
/ vandalised, damage would be caused which would render them useless.

- The townhouses would have entrances on Edith Road, and the flats would have
communal entry. There would be no permitted development rights for any of the
properties (condition 14 covered this).

- The courtyard was overlooked by flats in the development, and the bin store
building would add a sense of enclosure and privacy.

- The building was stacked to provide views down the road, and to break down the
mass of the building over the park.

- There would be no overlooking into the new garden space by existing buildings
on Edith Road.

- Existing trees would be replaced with similar species.

- Electricity would be provided via 64 solar panels. Heating and hot water would
be provided via air source heat pumps. All energy required for fuelling the
development would be provided on site.

- The car free status had been removed from the development (as detailed in the
addendum). Five spaces would be provided on site and there was sufficient
space in the area for additional cars.

- The balconies were angled in a manner to limit visibility from the street.

- A condition relating to TV aerials had been including in the addendum.

One Committee Member raised issues in relation to the design — the brick at the front
felt very oppressive and the boxy design did not blend in with the rest of the area.
Officers commented that there was a great deal of variety, rhythm and scale which
made the design appealing and interesting.

The Chair moved that the application be approved, with the additional conditions and
informatives as set out in the addendum, and following a vote it was unanimously

RESOLVED
That planning permission be granted and that the Head of Development Management

or Assistant Director for Planning is authorised to issue the planning permission and
impose conditions and informatives set out in the report and the addendum.
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HGY/2020/0136 - FORMER GARAGES AT ST MARYS CLOSE N17 9UD

The Committee considered an application for the redevelopment of parking spaces
and part of roadway to erect 2 x dwelling houses with front and rear gardens with
provision of 2 x parking spaces.

Annie Gray and Kiran Curtis (Applicants) were present and responded along with

officers to questions from the Committee:

- The conditions set out that fixings be provided for internal cycle storage — it
would not be actively enforced that bikes be stored in them.

- Two parking spaces were provided — one for each house. This would ensure
that the properties were future proofed for any potential disability needs.

- The design team had explored adding solar panels to the roofs however it was
felt that the right mix was to enhance the fabric of the building and use heat
recovery and air source heat pumps to provide hot water and heating. Solar
panels would require annual maintenance and it would be difficult to provide
safe, regular access to the properties.

- The perimeter walls of the old garages would be retained (following a full survey
and maintenance as required), and these would provide privacy to neighbouring
properties.

Councillor Bevan moved that a condition be added in relation to not allowing the

installation of satellite dishes, and an informative that future residents would be

surveyed for their views of the properties. The Chair seconded these suggestions.

The Chair moved that the application be approved, with the additional conditions and
informatives as set out in the addendum and added during the meeting, and following
a vote it was unanimously

RESOLVED

That planning permission be granted and that the Head of Development Management
or Assistant Director for Planning is authorised to issue the planning permission and
impose conditions and informatives.

UPDATE ON MAJOR PROPOSALS

RESOLVED that the report be noted.

APPLICATIONS DETERMINED UNDER DELEGATED POWERS

RESOLVED that the report be noted.

NEW ITEMS OF URGENT BUSINESS

None.

DATE OF NEXT MEETING



29 June 2020

CHAIR:



	Minutes

