




vulnerable residents amenity. 

Your own policies also state requirements for appropriate Construction Management 
(Amenity Annex .5) The two buildings are nested. There has been persistent vibration 
and noise to an extent that items were regularly falling from shelves. Decibel meters 
recorded daily peaks of 90+ decibels and regular peaks of over 100 decibels. Hearing 
loss, extreme distress for terminally ill residents have been two outcomes. My partner 
who suffers from COPD was hospitalised several times during the build and neighbours 
who s children have dust allergies noted flare ups. Examples of poor building 
management have been: There has been sanding of exterior walls with no scaffolding 
wrap and at the same time excessive dust on windows and in the air was obvious. My 
partner was then hospitalised with yet another COPD attack. The number of 
attacks suffered in the building period was extraordinary. 

A carbon monoxide flue at face level by the Omnium Court exit to garden and bins. This 
was clearly covered by 50c’s builders when working near it but is deemed acceptable for 
Omnium Court residents? 

We saw working at height directly above us with no cordon and were hit with debris. We 
note that the first application which was approved but lapsed had a building management 
plan stipulation. When we queried why the previous retrospective application did not we 
were told it was due to the fact it was retrospective. Yet the issues described above 
happened after planning was granted. You will fail in your duties to residents if 
retrospective planning isn t used as a loophole to allow poor practice, setting bad 
precedents and creating risk for all Camden residents. The council has a clear 
responsibility to prevent this. Please note that should mediation (to find a sensible design 
which serves everyone) be offered we would gladly attend and work to find a solution. 

Yours faithfully , Gary Martin & Thomas Smart Flat 7 Omnium Court WC1R 4BE


