
Comments for Planning Application 24/01196/FULL

 

Application Summary

Application Number: 24/01196/FULL

Address: Sugar Quay Jetty Sugar Quay Walk London

Proposal: Use of part of Sugar Quay Jetty for seating and service in association with the

restaurant and drinking establishment use (Sui Generis) located on the ground floor of the

adjacent Sugar Quay, Lower Thames Street, together with associated works including installation

of furniture, and perimeter planters and benches. (RECONSULTATION)

Case Officer: Samuel James

 

Customer Details

Name:  Stella L

Address: Sugar Quay 1 Water Lane London

 

Comment Details

Commenter Type: Other

Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application

Comment Reasons:

  - Noise

  - Other

  - Residential Amenity

  - Traffic or Highways

Comment:I'm writing to object to the proposed planning application. Since the completion of the

apartment building in 2018, the jetty has been open to the public and has become a valued space

for residents and the wider community. It would be incredibly disappointing to see it converted into

part of a private restaurant. As leaseholders of Sugar Quay, we contribute to the jetty's upkeep, so

I believe we should have a voice in how it's used.

 

As a resident, I'm also strongly against the idea of a restaurant in this space. I have serious

concerns about increased noise, waste, odours, pests, and the heavier footfall and delivery traffic

it would bring, especially in the evenings. It would really impact the quality of life for those of us

living here.



 

 

 

Environment & Planning Department Our Ref: dd/lb/Sugar Quay 
City of London 
PO Box 270 Your Ref:  
Guildhall 
LONDON                                                                                                   27th May 2025 
EC2P 2EJ 
 
 
Email only:  plans@cityoflondon.gov.uk  

 
Dear Planning Authority,  
 
Re: Proposed change of use of the Sugar Quay Jetty, Lower Thames Street, London, 
EC3R 6DQ to Restaurant/Bar seating area serving the existing A3/A4 uses of Ground 
Floor retail unit of Sugar Quay for up to 169 covers from 08:00 to 22:00 hours: Title 
no: EGL574894  
RECONSULTATION: 24/01196/FULL 
 
We write with reference to the above re-consultation and confirm we act on behalf of 
a number of residents of Sugar Quay, and we respectfully ask the planning authority 
to resist this application for a change of use in this residential area.   
 
We write further to our original representation dated 18th January 2025, and attach a 
further Acoustic Report commissioned in response to the additional information 
submitted by Quantum Acoustics submitted on 25th April 2025. 
 
Please could you confirm safe receipt of this letter, and if you have any questions please 
do not hesitate to ask. 
 
Yours faithfully  

David Dadds 
David Dadds, Barrister 
Solicitor-Advocate 
DADDS LLP 
 
 
 
 

mailto:plans@cityoflondon.gov.uk


List of residents:  
 
Marcus Silver apt 22 
Annie Le Quesne apt 24 
Nigel Le Quesne apt 24 
Loren Le Quesne apt 24 
Lara Le Quesne apt 24 
David Collins apt 36 
Karen Collins apt 36 
Jacob Collins apt 36 
Nathan Collins apt 36 
Derek Song apt 46 
Antonia Osgood apt 53 

Alastair Macaulay apt 63 
Ming Zho apt 98 
Sylvia Zang apt 98 
Gokhan Saygi apt 121 
Hatice Muge Saygi apt 121 
Pat Goldrick apt 123 
Ros Goldrick apt 123 
James  Prince apt 125  
Susan Prince apt 125 
Isabella Prince apt 125 
India Prince apt 125  

Miles Prince apt 125 
Neslihan Yilmaz apt 127 
Graeme Anderson apt 156 
Iain Reitze apt 157 
Jackie Alexander apt 157 
David Whitehead apt 158 
Ms Qilan Fu apt 162 
Mikael Olsson apt 164 
Katrina Olsson apt 164
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Comments for Planning Application 24/01196/FULL

 

Application Summary

Application Number: 24/01196/FULL

Address: Sugar Quay Jetty Sugar Quay Walk London

Proposal: Use of part of Sugar Quay Jetty for seating and service in association with the

restaurant and drinking establishment use (Sui Generis) located on the ground floor of the

adjacent Sugar Quay, Lower Thames Street, together with associated works including installation

of furniture, and perimeter planters and benches. (RECONSULTATION)

Case Officer: Samuel James

 

Customer Details

Name: Miss Amerjit Grewal

Address: 12 avenue road Harold wood

 

Comment Details

Commenter Type: Member of the Public

Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application

Comment Reasons:

  - Residential Amenity

Comment:I work in the area and use it as a public space. It would be unfair to make it private as

the provisions remaining for public use are non existent



Comments for Planning Application 24/01196/FULL

 

Application Summary

Application Number: 24/01196/FULL

Address: Sugar Quay Jetty Sugar Quay Walk London

Proposal: Use of part of Sugar Quay Jetty for seating and service in association with the

restaurant and drinking establishment use (Sui Generis) located on the ground floor of the

adjacent Sugar Quay, Lower Thames Street, together with associated works including installation

of furniture, and perimeter planters and benches. (RECONSULTATION)

Case Officer: Samuel James

 

Customer Details

Name: Mrs Judith Golova

Address: 13 Highland Road Purley

 

Comment Details

Commenter Type: Member of the Public

Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application

Comment Reasons:

  - Noise

  - Other

Comment:This is part of a common walking route for tourists, residents and commuters. Their

sense of safety would be eroded.



Comments for Planning Application 24/01196/FULL

 

Application Summary

Application Number: 24/01196/FULL

Address: Sugar Quay Jetty Sugar Quay Walk London

Proposal: Use of part of Sugar Quay Jetty for seating and service in association with the

restaurant and drinking establishment use (Sui Generis) located on the ground floor of the

adjacent Sugar Quay, Lower Thames Street, together with associated works including installation

of furniture, and perimeter planters and benches. (RECONSULTATION)

Case Officer: Samuel James

 

Customer Details

Name: Mr Ben Lawn

Address: 2 Hermitage Bridge Cottages Hermitage Bridge WOKING

 

Comment Details

Commenter Type: Member of the Public

Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application

Comment Reasons:

  - Other

Comment:This jetty is a lovely space for the public to wander at lunchtime



Comments for Planning Application 24/01196/FULL

 

Application Summary

Application Number: 24/01196/FULL

Address: Sugar Quay Jetty Sugar Quay Walk London

Proposal: Use of part of Sugar Quay Jetty for seating and service in association with the

restaurant and drinking establishment use (Sui Generis) located on the ground floor of the

adjacent Sugar Quay, Lower Thames Street, together with associated works including installation

of furniture, and perimeter planters and benches. (RECONSULTATION)

Case Officer: Samuel James

 

Customer Details

Name: Mr ROBERT DEELEY

Address: 81 Pathfield Road LONDON

 

Comment Details

Commenter Type: Member of the Public

Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application

Comment Reasons:

  - Other

Comment:This is a loss of public amenity space purely to benefit a private business. There will be

a significant loss of benefit to the public who will be discouraged or prevented from accessing the

space. It was designed to be open to the public and must remain that way.



Comments for Planning Application 24/01196/FULL

 

Application Summary

Application Number: 24/01196/FULL

Address: Sugar Quay Jetty Sugar Quay Walk London

Proposal: Use of part of Sugar Quay Jetty for seating and service in association with the

restaurant and drinking establishment use (Sui Generis) located on the ground floor of the

adjacent Sugar Quay, Lower Thames Street, together with associated works including installation

of furniture, and perimeter planters and benches. (RECONSULTATION)

Case Officer: Samuel James

 

Customer Details

Name: Ms Martha  Grekos

Address: MGLC Legal Limited 20 St Andrew Street London

 

Comment Details

Commenter Type: Other

Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application

Comment Reasons:

  - Noise

  - Other

  - Residential Amenity

  - Traffic or Highways

Comment:Please find attached a letter on behalf of my clients, Pat and Ros Goldrick, residents

and leaseholders at 123 Sugar Quay, 1 Water Lane, London, EC3R 6AP, who object to the above

planning application.

 

Yours sincerely,

MGLC Legal Limited



Comments for Planning Application 24/01196/FULL

 

Application Summary

Application Number: 24/01196/FULL

Address: Sugar Quay Jetty Sugar Quay Walk London

Proposal: Use of part of Sugar Quay Jetty for seating and service in association with the

restaurant and drinking establishment use (Sui Generis) located on the ground floor of the

adjacent Sugar Quay, Lower Thames Street, together with associated works including installation

of furniture, and perimeter planters and benches. (RECONSULTATION)

Case Officer: Samuel James

 

Customer Details

Name: Ms Martha  Grekos

Address: 20 St Andrew Street London

 

Comment Details

Commenter Type: Member of the Public

Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application

Comment Reasons:

  - Noise

  - Other

  - Residential Amenity

  - Traffic or Highways

Comment:Please find enclosed a link to the petition that over 1,523 signatories have signed to

date against this planning application. See: https://www.change.org/p/prevent-the-conversion-of-

public-jetty-to- private-commercial-use?source_location=search They all wish to make sure that

the whole area remains open and accessible to all the public.

 

Yours sincerely,

MGLC Legal Limited



24/01196/FULL | Use of part of Sugar Quay Jetty : OBJECTION: Reasserted

Letter sent as email to Samuel James, Planning Officer, City of London

June 4th 2025

Dear Sirs,

We wish to reassert our former objection, having read the new documents submitted by
the applicant.

The applicants are not offering meaningful mitigations to deal with the real issues raised
by this application. They are suggesting that any tangible mitigating conditions are
kicked into the long grass, to be dealt with later by Licensing or an ‘future operator’s’
Operational Management Plan, something to be negotiated away from the public eye.

There is no acoustic design mitigation: a roof or coverings for example. ‘Coverings’ could
be the subject of another Planning application, the applicants say.

Only a Planning condition about no amplified music, embodied from the start, would
save the residents from music as entertainment is unregulated until 11pm. The
applicants weave many words around this issue but are not offering a condition to
protect the residents. They offer no tangible mitigation to protect residents from the
noise made by drinkers: they simply disagree that the raised voices of a large number of
drinkers will affect the people who live immediately above.

The applicants’ proposal will do nothing but create more anxiety for the residents and
more work for more departments in the City of London.

Therefore we stand by our objection.

Michelle Lovric

Vice-Chair, River Residents Group





The applicant is wishing to change this privately owned public space (see further below, section 4) for
commercial use in order to simply attract a potential tenant for the restaurant that has been vacant since
2017. This is not an acceptable change of use of open space, especially when it is used by residents,
workers and visitors alike in a densely populated and tourist part of the City of London. Providing public
access to the jetty (including the private residential part) represents a significant public realm benefit of this
kind in this key area of London, which mitigates the impact of the lower soffit on the sense of openness of
the Riverside Walk. If this is turned into commercial use, not only is this benefit lost but the above
mentioned strategies would be breached as the street scene and views towards the famous landmarks will
change and be far denser for all users in that vicinity (including the addition of tall umbrella stands, heaters
and substantially reduced open space and views towards the famous landmarks).

2. Contrary to planning policy CS19

This application is contrary to Policy CS19 (Open Spaces and Recreation) which “encourage[s] healthy
lifestyles for all the City’s communities through improved access to open space and facilities, increasing
the amount and quality of open spaces and green infrastructure, while enhancing biodiversity, by: …
protecting existing open space… securing public access… securing additional publicly accessible open
space and pedestrian routes.”

Providing enough publicly accessible open space to meet the needs of the daytime population for both
recreation and workspace in the densely developed City has long been a challenge, which will be made
increasingly difficult by the predicted growth in the workforce. The City of London Open Space Strategy
Supplementary Planning Document (SPD) identifies current open spaces and recreational facilities and
highlights areas of need. At present, there are 0.06 hectares of publicly accessible open space per
thousand daytime population and it is important that this ratio should not fall as the daytime population
grows. Publicly accessible open space provision needs to increase, especially in the eastern sector of the
City, where current provision is lowest and the greatest increase in workers, residents and visitors and
density of development is expected.

3. Contrary to planning policy DM3.5

This application is also contrary to Policy DM3.5 (Night-time entertainment). Policy DM 3.5 states that:
“Proposals for new night-time entertainment and related uses and the extension of existing premises will
only be permitted where it can be demonstrated that, either individually or cumulatively, there is no
unacceptable impact on: (i) the amenity of residents and other noise-sensitive uses; (ii) environmental
amenity, taking account of the potential for noise, disturbance and odours arising from the operation of the
premises, customers arriving at and leaving the premises and the servicing of the premises. Applicants will
be required to submit Management Statements detailing how these issues will be addressed during the
operation of the premises.”

The applicant has provided an outline operational management plan that only provides that for 169 covers
what the servicing hours will be (9am to 9pm) and what the operating hours will be (8am to 10pm) and that
they will use signage at the entrance and exit to state “please leave quickly”. In a letter dated 22 April
2025, the applicant further adds that there will be no live music and no off-licence sales and table service
only.

This is not good enough. The applicant has not shown how the amenity of the residents and other noise-
sensitive uses have been considered nor are we satisfied that the environmental amenity has also been
taken into account. The noise caused by this commercial operation will mean large disturbance to not only
residents given the amplification of noise (see further below, section 6), but also there has been no
consideration that the public highway (I.e the Riverside Walk) will also be disturbed as waiters will have to
cross from the restaurant, either carrying trays down the stairs across the public highway/riverside walk to
the jetty or pushing trolleys down the ramps, across the public highway/riverside walk to the jetty - whilst
at the same time trying to navigate those who are walking, jogging, on bikes, pushing pushchairs, in
wheelchairs and even residents arriving at their homes with luggage/shopping given that one access to the
restaurant is via the stairs/slopes that residents and delivery drivers (to the residential block) use. This is
not practical given the segregation between the restaurant and the jetty and the area cannot be serviced
without putting others at risk.

Lastly, there is likely to be an increase in anti-social behaviour and such premises will put the community
at risk of public nuisance. With restaurant furniture being left on the jetty overnight,  with intensity of use
anti-social behaviour will congregate, impacting residents, given that is where the majority of the
residential blocks are situated. In addition, there will be more rubbish in that area and nothing has been
suggested as to how to abate this.



Material Considerations

4. Private amenity space

The part of the jetty that is proposed to be changed to eating and drinking use is the private part of the
jetty that is allocated for private residential use for the residents of Sugar Quay. This is not only seen in
planning permission 14/01006/FULMAJ but also the supplementary river works license that is granted
between the Crown Estate, the Port of London Authority and the freeholder SQ Holdings Limited dated 16
August 2019 which states as follows:-

Para 13.3 “not to use the area of the jetty reserved for private use other than as private amenity space for
the residents of the adjoining residential block known as Sugar Quay and not to hold any events or private
parties within this area.”

As such, the residents of Sugar Quay all pay a maintenance fee for the upkeep of the jetty. That private
residential use is private publicly accessible land, more typically known as Privately Owned Public Spaces
(POPS). This is an area that is owned and maintained privately but are legally required to be open to the
public. In essence, this is the “village green” of that area which the applicant now wishes to put into
commercial use for eating and drinking.

The Public London Charter, produced by the Mayor of London, applies to public spaces so as to ensure
that public spaces remain open and accessible to all Londoners. This is not being applied here and the
commercialisation of public spaces comes at the cost of accessibility and affordability. In line with the
Good Growth objectives of the London Plan (in particular GG1 Building strong and inclusive communities)
public spaces should be places that all Londoners - regardless of age, disability, gender reassignment,
pregnancy and maternity, race, religion or belief, sex or sexual orientation - can spend time in and enjoy, in
comfort and safety both day and night, avoiding separation or segregation. The management of public
space significantly affects how it is used and perceived by the public.

5. Petition by users of the jetty

We also enclose with this letter a link to the petition that over 1,523 signatories have signed to date against
the change of use of this jetty. See: https://www.change.org/p/prevent-the-conversion-of-public-jetty-to-
private-commercial-use?source_location=search They all wish to make sure that the whole area remains
open and accessible to all the public.

6. Noise

The noise aspects have been covered in length by the submission and technical reports from Dadds LLP
and RBA Acoustics and we do not intend to cover them further here, subject to adding that we agree with
the response they have provided: namely, that noise impact to residents will be ‘Substantial’ and lead to a
‘Significant Adverse Impact’ to the existing residential amenity. Residents should not have to not use their
balconies and close their windows in order to be able to enjoy their amenity.

Conclusion

We urge you to decline this application for the reasons mentioned above. The development proposals are
not acceptable.

With best wishes,

Martha Grekos
Director (Barrister)
MGLC Legal Limited








Slope/stairs that comes out of the restaurant that waiters will use.










The Riverside Walk (public highway) that waiters will need to cross over, to get to the jetty.




Photos from the balcony of 123 Sugar Quay - noise impact and nuisance will be ‘Substantial’ and 
lead to a ‘Significant Adverse Impact’ to the existing residential amenity. 




Use by the public (walkers, runners, wheelchair users, pram pushers, bicycle users etc) will all be 
restricted in this Privately Owned Public Space. The commercialisation of public space comes at 
the cost of accessibility and affordability. The management of public space significantly affects 
how it is used and perceived by the public. 




Comments for Planning Application 24/01196/FULL

 

Application Summary

Application Number: 24/01196/FULL

Address: Sugar Quay Jetty Sugar Quay Walk London

Proposal: Use of part of Sugar Quay Jetty for seating and service in association with the

restaurant and drinking establishment use (Sui Generis) located on the ground floor of the

adjacent Sugar Quay, Lower Thames Street, together with associated works including installation

of furniture, and perimeter planters and benches. (RECONSULTATION)

Case Officer: Samuel James

 

Customer Details

Name:  Fiona Lin

Address: 58 Fenchurch Street London

 

Comment Details

Commenter Type: Member of the Public

Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application

Comment Reasons:

  - Other

Comment:Public space and access is precious in London, particularly open space and areas by

the Thames. I object to another part of the city and its open areas being taken over for private and

commercial use.

 

On a personal level, I work near the Tower of London, and walking on / stopping at the Sugar

Quay Jetty is something I will often do during lunch, improving my wellbeing (and probably

productivity). Based on other public comments, this is not an uncommon usage of the space.

There are alternative walkways in that area, but none quite as spacious or accessible (for

instance, for those in wheelchairs). For comparison, see how cramped and congested the nearby

walkway, that west of the Custom House Lower Stairs, can get.

 

Beyond that, limiting access to the Jetty would be materially detrimental to the tourist experience

of the Tower of London and the area nearby it. I went to the Jetty at around 1.50pm on Monday 2

June, and from high-level review, it seemed like most of the people sitting at or walking by the

Jetty were leisure visitors to London rather than local workers. There were around 85 people in a

5-minute period on the Jetty, on a random Monday - this is a popular spot to walk by or stop for a

drink / snack, and limiting access to it reduces the accessibility of London as a place for all but

wealthier visitors.

 

Whilst the Jetty is busy already (indicated by 85 people being on the Jetty on a Monday

afternoon), the proposed change in usage would likely be more disruptive to residents too. Various



residents have already made submissions on this application, but even at a common sense level -

I can see how a more fixed drinking and eating establishment would cause more noise, pollution

and commotion than people just walking by or having a light picnic, which seems to be the

common usage of the Jetty right now.



Comments for Planning Application 24/01196/FULL

 

Application Summary

Application Number: 24/01196/FULL

Address: Sugar Quay Jetty Sugar Quay Walk London

Proposal: Use of part of Sugar Quay Jetty for seating and service in association with the

restaurant and drinking establishment use (Sui Generis) located on the ground floor of the

adjacent Sugar Quay, Lower Thames Street, together with associated works including installation

of furniture, and perimeter planters and benches. (RECONSULTATION)

Case Officer: Samuel James

 

Customer Details

Name: Mr Keith Mansfield

Address: Flat 801, 1 Pepys Street, London EC3N 2NU

 

Comment Details

Commenter Type: Neighbour

Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application

Comment Reasons:

  - Residential Amenity

  - Traffic or Highways

Comment:With friends, as a nearby City resident I actually spend a portion of most days on the

jetty at Sugar Quay. We are not alone. All life is there, a wonderful diverse attractive space on the

river, to talk, laugh, people watch and admire those wonderful views - the envy of the world. It a

space for health and happiness. While we sit and chat there will be people come to exercise, to

dance, to read, children to play, and of course many taking photographs. Walking tours come

through, and we chat with and welcome visitors to The City. It would be an absolutely massive

setback to quality of life in The City if the plan were to go ahead. All of the jetty is well used and

well loved, but the main proposed seating area is the busiest part where people exercise, dance

and mix freely and happily. The loss of amenity to The City community and the visitors we

welcome here, would be catastrophic. But there's more.

 

I believe it would also be extraordinarily dangerous to turn the jetty into a restaurant space for

diners. The Thames Path in this area is a wonderful resource, and therefore incredibly busy. You

have runners, sometimes individuals but often groups of 30-50 people running at speed along the

Path. You cannot stop people running here - it is the prime spot for wannabe healthy people in the

City. You might want to stop the electric bikes and scooters, but of course the Path is not policed

regularly so these also come through at speed. It is unimaginable that staff will be wheeling hot

dishes, drinks, sharp cutlery across such a continually busy thoroughfare, diving between the

traffic. Anyone who approves the plan has to take responsibility for the inevitable accidents that

will occur.



 

And if the solution is to close the Thames Path in the one spot where the whole world wants to

travel it, with views of Tower Bridge itself, detracting from the enjoyment of hundreds of thousands

of people for the sake of a would-be restaurant, then shame on everyone concerned.



Comments for Planning Application 24/01196/FULL

Application Summary

Application Number: 24/01196/FULL

Address: Sugar Quay Jetty Sugar Quay Walk London

Proposal: Use of part of Sugar Quay Jetty for seating and service in association with the

restaurant and drinking establishment use (Sui Generis) located on the ground floor of the

adjacent Sugar Quay, Lower Thames Street, together with associated works including installation

of furniture, and perimeter planters and benches. (RECONSULTATION)

Case Officer: Samuel James

Customer Details

Name: Dr Marie Shaylor

Address: 

Comment Details

Commenter Type: Member of the Public

Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application

Comment Reasons:

- Residential Amenity

Comment:I work very close by to the jetty in the city of London and use it every single day. In an

already very busy city of London area it is difficult to find space to sit, eat, relax, or socialise

outside. There is not enough space for the amount of people present in the area. Losing the jetty

would be devastating to me and many other workers like me. The jetty is in regular use by the

public and local residents, and is much appreciated by everyone in the area. It is not fair for this

essential piece of outdoor public space, which is enjoyed by so many, to (even in part) simply be

sold of to the highest bidder, at the detriment of local residents' and workers' mental and physical

health. Extremely disappointing this application is even being considered.



Comments for Planning Application 24/01196/FULL

 

Application Summary

Application Number: 24/01196/FULL

Address: Sugar Quay Jetty Sugar Quay Walk London

Proposal: Use of part of Sugar Quay Jetty for seating and service in association with the

restaurant and drinking establishment use (Sui Generis) located on the ground floor of the

adjacent Sugar Quay, Lower Thames Street, together with associated works including installation

of furniture, and perimeter planters and benches.

Case Officer: Samuel James

 

Customer Details

Name: Mr Bronek Masojada

Address: Members Room West Wing, Guildhall London

 

Comment Details

Commenter Type: Alderman

Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application

Comment Reasons:

  - Noise

  - Other

  - Residential Amenity

Comment:As members of the Civic team representing Billingsgate Ward we are writing to object to

this proposal.

 

A change of use from a jetty where people may gather but not picnic to restaurant will cause an

increase in noise and disturbance in front of the only residential building on the Thames in the

Ward of Billingsgate. There will also be substantial serving staff traffic across the Thames

Walkway. This is a danger to tourists and others using the walkway. These factors alone should

be grounds for refusal.

 

A result of this change of use is the loss of public amenity space. The jetty itself is described in

planning documents as having two areas - one for public use, and the other for the residents of

Sugar Quay Warf. In reality there has been no distinction between these two areas, so the

occupation of part of the jetty by a restaurant will lead to significant loss of use of the jetty, a

detriment to public amenity.

 

- It is not clear that SQ Holdings has the right to unilaterally "takeover" this space without the

agreement of the Sugar Quay leaseholders. At the time of the leaseholder purchases, they were

promised use of the jetty space. In a the Deed of Variation dated 11 May 2016 between the City

Corporation, Fishmongers and SQ Holdings Limited, there is an enclosed river works license



dated 2015 between the Crown Estate, the Port of London Authority and SQ Holdings, the jetty is

specifically shown as two separate spaces on plan BLA-JL-00 - a public area and a private area.

The private area in turn has a restriction "not to use the area of the jetty reserved for private use

other than as private amenity space and not to hold any events within this area". This has now

been made stronger by the most recent river works license dated 16 August 2019. This shows

quite clearly that throughout the river works licence process this was intended as amenity space.

 

We are supportive of the plans for Custom House which which feature a Cultural Café F&B

terrace.
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Application Summary

Application Number: 24/01196/FULL

Address: Sugar Quay Jetty Sugar Quay Walk London

Proposal: Use of part of Sugar Quay Jetty for seating and service in association with the

restaurant and drinking establishment use (Sui Generis) located on the ground floor of the

adjacent Sugar Quay, Lower Thames Street, together with associated works including installation

of furniture, and perimeter planters and benches.

Case Officer: Samuel James

 

Customer Details

Name: Mrs Melissa Collett

Address: Member Room West Wing, Guildhall London

 

Comment Details

Commenter Type: Councillor/Ward Member

Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application

Comment Reasons:

  - Noise

  - Other

  - Residential Amenity

Comment:As members of the Civic team representing Billingsgate Ward we are writing to object to

this proposal.

 

A change of use from a jetty where people may gather but not picnic to restaurant will cause an

increase in noise and disturbance in front of the only residential building on the Thames in the

Ward of Billingsgate. There will also be substantial serving staff traffic across the Thames

Walkway. This is a danger to tourists and others using the walkway. These factors alone should

be grounds for refusal.

 

A result of this change of use is the loss of public amenity space. The jetty itself is described in

planning documents as having two areas - one for public use, and the other for the residents of

Sugar Quay Warf. In reality there has been no distinction between these two areas, so the

occupation of part of the jetty by a restaurant will lead to significant loss of use of the jetty, a

detriment to public amenity.

 

- It is not clear that SQ Holdings has the right to unilaterally "takeover" this space without the

agreement of the Sugar Quay leaseholders. At the time of the leaseholder purchases, they were

promised use of the jetty space. In a the Deed of Variation dated 11 May 2016 between the City

Corporation, Fishmongers and SQ Holdings Limited, there is an enclosed river works license



dated 2015 between the Crown Estate, the Port of London Authority and SQ Holdings, the jetty is

specifically shown as two separate spaces on plan BLA-JL-00 - a public area and a private area.

The private area in turn has a restriction "not to use the area of the jetty reserved for private use

other than as private amenity space and not to hold any events within this area". This has now

been made stronger by the most recent river works license dated 16 August 2019. This shows

quite clearly that throughout the river works licence process this was intended as amenity space.

 

We are supportive of the plans for Custom House which which feature a Cultural Café F&B

terrace.
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