
Dear  Fergus, 

Mr Mar t  Alas (owner  o f  73 Par l iament  Hill, Flat 1), Mr. T o b y  Sa lmon  (owner  of 73 Par l iament  Hill, Flat 2), Mag. 
Dorothea Mez ler -Andelberg  and Prof. Colin Fourn ier  (co-owners  of 73 Par l iament  Hill, Flat 3) and myse i f  (owner  o f  73 
Par l iament  Hill, Flat 4), have had a d i s c u s s b n  regarding the proposed deve lopmen t  at 7 5  Par l iament  Hill 

W e  would jo int ly like to c o m m e n t  as follows: 

1. F rom wha t  can be seen on the submi t ted plans, the proposed project  would entireFy change the v isual  character  of 
the roof to the rear e levat ion o f  the building. The  state o f  the m o t t o  present ly  still fairly c lose to its or iginal period state 
as the exist ing roof  ter race is located only  on the very  top o f  the roof  This would b e  entirely dest royed by the 
proposed project. In fact, the roof  on the third f loor would be comple te ly  e l iminated at the rear e levat ion Therefore, 
the proposal  must  clearly be rejected in a conservat ion area. 

2 Historically, there w e r e  n o  roof terraces or structural changes  on the roofs in the area at all. In order  to preserve the 
period character  of the conversat ion area, the d imens ion  and location o f  roof  terraces, and any fur ther al terat ions to 

a n  existing roof, ought  t o  b e  l imited to wha t  present ly  exists already. Any  plans for fur ther roof  terraces in the area, 
en la rgements  o f  exist ing roof  ter races or structural al terat ions of an exist ing roof m u s t  b e  rejected on the g rounds  of 
preserving the pe i l od  character  of the conservat ion area. 

3 The  proposed,  n e w  location o f  t h e r e o f  ter race is l ikely going to affect pr ivacy o f  the neighbours. 

4. The  schemat ic  d rawings  are incorrect  and vague. F o r  example,  the d rawing  of 73 Par l iament  Hill, in part icular  its 
third and fourth floor, is s imply  incorrect. Th is  could be mis leading as one may  c o m e  to the conc lus ion that the 
proposed project  is similar to the top f loor o f  73 Par l iament  Hill. This is m o s t  certainly not the case, at least when 
judging based  on the p lans  submi t ted for 75 Par l iament  Hill. In any  case, in order  t o  b e  abIe to j udge  the impact  of the 
project, m o r e  accura te  d rawings  will need  t o  b e  submit ted and looked at 

5 The  building is located in a conservat ion area o f  historic her i tage value. A n y  building pro jec t  in the area o u g h t  t o  be 
sub jec t  to di l igent scrut iny in order  to preserve the valued period character  of the area. This can only  be achieved by 
requir ing to submi t  and subsequent ly  examin ing detai led plans and drawings o f  the final s ta te o f  a p roposed  project. 
Drawings m u s t  b e  provided in c o b .  Detai ls o f  proposed mater ia ls  and colours will need to be submit ted. For 
example,  it does m a k e  a huge  d i f ference whe ther  the colors o f  the w i n d o w  f rames  on the roof  terrace will 
harmonious ly  b lend into the roof  and br ickwork  or whe ther  t hose  colours s tand out  unsightiy 

6 The  previous point 5 is on ly  highl ighted by a recent  project  in the immedia te  ne ighborhood,  where  a steel and glass 
structure at the rear ex tens ion o f  a South Hill Park  betiding has been implemented.  Th is  structure is c lear ly  visible 
f rom ou r  bui ld ing (73 Par l iament  Hill). O n e  of the bui lding's f lat  owners  has cal led it a 'f ish tank'. It certainly d o e s  not 
preserve the period character  of the bui ld ing Special  ca re  m u s t  be taken not to repeat  such mistakes. 

Kind regards 
Gu ido  Hagemann 


