
RE: F L A T ! ,  It L I N D E I E L D  GARDENS,  N W3 6PU - B A S E M E N T  REAR EXTENSION 

l a m  OBJECTING to this new application for the following reaps 

DESIGN,APPEARANCE,CONSERVATION 

h Previous planning was rejected for light wells-new plans sh 

are against Camden planning policy. 

n The basement  proposal has not been reduced -it has been increased. 
Basement plans now show 3 bedrooms (was 2).The rooms am larger in size with the addition 
o f  a n e w  plant roomh 

Light pollution o f  the glass rear box straight is P i t  a major concern 8, now with addition of 
side glass panels, will cause even inure light spillage to neighbours, 

h The & n t h  o r  the extension has not been reduced in size & the imegnition with the existing 

mar elevation o f  the house has still not been addressed. 
It is still disproportionate in depth to the balcony above, protecting much further into the 
garden 8, slit] drastically affecting the view o f  Me most  beautiful & tranquil garden from my 
balcony. I waist to be able to keep looking out at this view,not an ugly metal covered box 
beneath mei! 

o Owners have rejected the proposal oafs green rotif "due to the size o f  the 
extension" Thatsaysilall. 

h In has officer's Delegated Benoit in respect o f  the recently refused application 20I3/40061P, 
it was stated ''a significant scaled hack rear extension that is subservient to the fonn 8, 
massing o r  the host building is considered to be the starting point". 
The proposed rear extension has not been reduced in depth & is certainly not subservient to 
the main bu i ld ing in  elevati On the rear extension takes up rtti; a third o f  the area o f  the rear 
fficride. 

o In the same report it also states "that alteihtions should always take into account the 
character & design o f  the property & ifs surroundings. 
I l e  new plans still p m p o s e  the use o f  contemporary design & materials that set it totally 
apart l ipm the original character 8, appearance o f  the luyst building & conservation ama. 

o The t e n s e s  now increased in depth will take away even more o f  one  o f  the most 
spectacular & well established Lmadens in Hampstead within this conservation area.The view 
o f  the current beautiful garden was one o f  the main reasons why I bough t iny  flat in the first 
place-so I donn want it ruined!! 



• The applicants suggest the MO proposed single story extension is on die same seek as die 
winter gawky" Idnorically on the sac. in 11M111:11h11 he projection WO the laden. 
There is absolutely no es Werth wittininel use apnea/sem supped die& I elven cite 
original sinthure would inn has c projected so Ibr no the prden.11 was alto built whilst the 
primal) was • single dwelling AO noi impacting on other& 

• lAgging sip the iiinthlations of a Vicuman pniipab wen as mit Lindfield Gardens 6:-Atheism 
the proven> anis is especially lemon when this property has already sulTene 

roam sew...knee waves. 

• In the Conservation Ana Sthicmcni (1(KXHU miggoas tionkns is possibly 
one ol the poorest swathew of toad in Iht COMON anon atm. ihie hi unsthipathan 
ancranoin.dethetion & unsighily lortwoun parking areas & sin bac. coon recent new 
dcselopmente. 
Ii isalsostated that ihe only exceptions to this ere no.E10 & 21. 
n u t l e t  the original chains & meth of nag MUST be pracncd in this coma/swoon 
arm. 

The only inconevous deed on the rear elmation oeno.8 is the untie Stem) white some 
yeas ago. which his not been igen iniothenel in any shape or limm in thc planning 
application. 
nay is a potential planning gain to (Walden m ha. ng clii. imsight4 balcony mammal & 
ire:peed into a S e e p e d  pound Clots wahine. 

NEIGHBOUR AMENITY 

• Disvabanee during constmetion will WE be a under problem & content 
The applicants has e absolutely no reganl or are the elTeasoetheir major comtivetkn work 
will Macon the Ilse of the residents...they would * p i t y  be living aerate dein' the 
works roes minimum of a year. 

• Noise from increased meanly or the Ile will be gnstaer now,due to die larger 
What plow am in the place in also eliminate any noise or Runes from the new basement plant morn? 

• The new plain do no hie S o  ANY consideraiion the impact on the other 4 leaseholdces 
in the building. 
The nuthituy of the examples m a m a '  by the ciillcnasna death local smecwhilly 
approsed emersion* ere mainly individually owned properties kg: I gosslyn WI. IX 
Ark% right -so these examples ate intimant in their sthument compared to the effects on 

<OM tried mithi mewed building like 8 Lin:hied Gardens. 

• Then: if no es ides plan to tad& die inevitable increased amount of wane & nihnish • the einem se up 
could not a-commode any mete but 

• h is elvishly absurd that such a large family have bough a ismpaty the is way too small fbe 
then in the Ann place, who me relying on totally modifying ib in order fork lobe fit the 
mithostThis is wall, to the &minim neihk presomous building & the other residents' 
lives. I would suggest they Inc thew money more wisely & hiiy a home in Hampstead the 
scans their nest Irons the onset. 



OTHER MATTERS 

• To dale there has been No formal enflaming= promos conducted by the (lineman* 
of this new planning atthmanton with the 4 other ownen of IS Lindfind Garden. 

• An S106 planning agrennent cannot Ix thesubject of a condition St m's form pan *Ube 
planning movement 

• No Commotion Management Plan has non submined. 

• I understand It is a notutremem of Camden that the applwarea neal an ARM. bludy in 
Nippon ol (1.64.which appear% in line been aviioned. 

Youni sinctrely 

Lithe Tyne:cut 
Flat 2, V Unbind (isolons,NW3 API; 
Omer 


