
Thornhill Square Association 

Meeting 7:30 p.m. 29 January 2015 

St Andrews Church Hall, Bridgeman Road, London N1 1BQ 

1 Attendance 

1.1 Present 

Jane Attias, Katy Blair, Sue Cartwright, Aron Cronin, Guillaume Duval, Barbara Firebrace, Patrick 

Firebrace, Georgina Jagger, Michael Learmouth, Anna McKane, Claire Milne, Robert Milne, Isobel 

Morton, Rupert Perry, Chris Porter, Sally Westoby, Lisa Wood, Ian Wright and Lydia Wright 

1.2 Apologies 

Paul Convery, Alan Newham, Jeffery Sugarman, Sally Wardle and Beth Wilson 

2 Previous meeting 

2.1 Notes 

The notes for the meeting of 20 March 2014 had been posted on the web site and were formally 

approved. 

2.2 Matters arising 

Nothing was discussed. 

3 The tough choices facing Islington Council 

Councillor Rupert Perry was kindly standing in for Councillor Paul Convery at short notice to 

describe the problems facing Islington Council, given the continuing cuts in national government 

contributions to local services.  

While rural areas were enduring small cuts, urban areas were enduring large ones, which in the case 

of Islington amounted to perhaps a reduction of £1000 in revenue per household. The cuts partly 

reflected the increases that Islington (and elsewhere) had received under the previous government. 

These increases had led to significant improvements that now need to be sustained; for instance, 

Islington GCSE results had risen from the bottom ten to the top forty in the country, and youth 

unemployment had fallen, either because of, or in response to, a greater tendency for families with 

teenaged children to remain in Islington. There was a determination to preserve certain core services, 

such as library provision, even where there was no statutory obligation to do so. 

The Council has made various savings so far, by sharing services with other councils, reducing the 

executive head count, and bringing services back in-house. These have obviously limited scope and 

run the risk of leading to deteriorations in services in the long term that would not be noticed in the 

short term. The focus now is on measures for increasing revenue; these include raising council tax 

(below the threshold of 2%, which would trigger a referendum), passing sports facilities to Greenwich 

Leisure, selling planning advice (above a bare minimum and outside the regulated fee schedule) to 

developers, and holding events in parks. Further cost savings should  be possible by sharing more 

services with other councils. There are also innovative proposals for sharing; for instance, Islington is 

participating in a “joined-up government” pilot with the NHS to employ social and medical case 



workers more effectively and efficiently by training the Council and NHS case workers in the skills of 

each other.  

Other experimental proposals need to be considered carefully; for instance, moving to communal 

recycling facilities for estates could increase fly-tipping, unless perhaps the locations of the facilities 

were prominent or adjoined accommodation (when there would be other disadvantages). (A 

discussion of the requirement to clean streets three times per week ensued; some residents believed 

that this never happened and other residents thought that two times per week was more than 

adequate.) 

There is also limited scope for transferring money between departments. Many road schemes 

(including the conversion of Caledonian Road to two-way working), for example, are paid for by TfL 

and their funding must not be moved to youth development and employment programmes. Similarly, 

the extra money to be raised by increasing the parking fees for diesel vehicles (other than black cabs, 

of course) is ring-fenced for transport applications. (A discussion of letting parking times differ across 

the E zone, while still deterring commuting, ensued; it was contrary to the policy of uniformity across 

a zone and could lead to the dismantling of the E zone, which is currently very large.) 

4 Thornhill Square Gardens and Thornhill Crescent Gardens  

Anna McKane put forward suggestions about the maintenance of the gardens. These were: signing the 

Islington ‘Friends of Gardens’ charter to obtain free insurance for voluntary gardeners, having the 

Association maintain a bed on behalf of the Council, narrowing a rose bed to make it easier to 

maintain, and seeking sponsorship. It was agreed that the implications of signing the charter for the 

work and membership of the Association would be checked again, and that the members of the 

Association present were not opposed to opening membership to all (de jure, as well as de facto, 

which it is at present). It was agreed, too, that the rose bed could be narrowed without loss. It was 

noted, however, that many residents, such as those living near rear extensions from Caledonian Road, 

would see any funding from Andrew Panayi as an attempt to gain influence, especially if it went to 

the Council.  

5 Operations 

Nothing was discussed. 

6           Future meetings 

Nothing was discussed. 

7 Actions 

Robert Milne and Aron Cronin to check the implications of signing the Islington ‘Friends of Gardens’ 

charter for the work and membership of the Association. 


