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OBJECTIONS TO 154.100 ARLINGTON ROAD NWt

REF: CEX0200806/ PEX0200805

We object strongly to the elevational treatment of House No.s 156-'1 50 of this appllcation

as follows:

The replicatlon of the NeeGeorglan (prob. 1930s) facade of No. 162 Arllngton Road

across what is effectively a block of flats ls not an approprlate use of facsimile

design and wlll have a detrlmental effect on the setting of 162 and lts mirrored

neighbour No. 164 (these two houses have been deslgned as a pair adjacent to the red

brick double.fronted end house No. 166).

Whllst th€ horlzontal proportions of openings have been copled over from No. 152,

the vertlca! rhythm (placement of wlndows in relatlon to doorcases, party walls

etc.) has not been adhered to, resultlng in a fmdamental dlstortion of the orlglnal.

lndeed the $Mlvlslon of the proposed Hocks lnto flats (and thelr lntemal plans) bear

no relatlon whatsoaver to the facade deslgn, acloowledglng the fact that thls ts badly

concelved facadlsm and as such neither preserves nor €nhances the character of the

Conservatlon Area (eg. door within fucade of 155 is for use of flat within elevatlon

of 154).

It wlll b€ impossible to provide the fine glazlng barc (transoms, mulllons and meetlng

rails) that glves the 'tradltlonal' tlmber framed box-sash wlndow lts sense of
proportlon, llghtness and elegance wlthln this deslgn. Thls is due to the necesslty for
double glazlng, ln partlcular the new Part L of the Bulldlng Regulatlons which came

into effect in Aprll makes it lmposslble for facslmile sash wlndows to meet aesthetlc

cdterla oyer heat loss crtteria ln new buildings. The facades of 15G160 are drawn

as exact copies of I62. ln reallty, ln vlew of Bulldlng Regulations (modem wall

constructlon, double glazing, alr tightness etc.) the resultlng buildings will be a pale

imltatlon of No. 162 wlth none of tho grace of the original.

The materlals table does not actually specify that the 'traditlonal' box sshes will be

made of tlmber. There is also no detalled section to show where the windows wlll be

set ln relation to the face of the brlchrork (they must be set a brlck's depth behlnd

the facado). uPVC ls not acceptable wlthin the Consenatlon Area both for lts poorly

proportloned framing and for the fact that UPVC framed wlndows are often set

almost flush to ths brlckwork destroying the appar€nt depth and shadowlng of the

facade.
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We make the following comments in relation to the front facade of 154:

The proportlonlng of openings is poon the wlndows of the ground, first and second

floors are all of the same helght and therafore do not relate to the exagg€rated piano

noblle of the adjacent proposed block. The reconstituted Portland stone

"architraveso (actually spandrel panels) aid thls sense of dlsproportion. The
allgnment of the top of the 'stone' panels wlth the adJacent block's parapet results ln
thls feature belng glven further and undue emphasls and ln the attlc storey windows

of l.l,o. 154 belng too short.

Whllst we do not object to the propos€d use of reconstitutd 'stone' elements per ss,

their successful lntegratlon lnto the facade design relles upon the detalls. There is
insufflclent evldence to show how thls ls proposed to be achieved (depth of panels,

Jolntlng etc.). We belleve that the pieces of'stone' are too large to allow them to be

seen as extemal archltraving or mouldlngs and ln thls lnstance will read as flat
panels which have been merely 'stuck' on.

ln general:
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The rear facades, whilst obviously of subsldlary importance, are ertremely
monotonous and wlll not enhance the view from the adJacent publlc car park nor from
Underhill Street. Also the proposed depth of the development rnay cause loss of
amenity and daylight from No.s 162 and I &l Arlington Road.

We are concem€d that the car parklng wlll cause further congestion withln Underhlll

Street (often alread completely blocked by cars queulng for space wlthln the car
park and by M&S dellvery lorrles) and Arlington Road. Residents in adjacent houses

already suffer considerably from nolse and pollutlon as a result of the exlstlng car
park. ln order to enter the proposed basement car parldng of No.s t 54-l 6O the
resldents wlll at times be forced to walt their turn in the M&S car park queue untll
they get to thelr tum offl This development should be car fre€ in accordance wlth th€
pollcles contalned wlthln the Draft London Plan.

The proposed pedestrian entEnce to the car park wlthln Arlington Road ls llable to
attract illiclt usage and lltter and wlll not enhance the streetscape at ground level.

10 The top storey flats are poorly planned and thls proposal ls likely to result in
substandard accornmodatlon ln terms of outlook and dayllghting.

Cycllsts are inadequately catered for. lt ls likely that accldents wlll result from the
us€ of the same nlmp for cars and blrycles.
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