
Char lo t te  S t ree t  Association 

D e w  /emus Litiier.4.-.0. 

Be 11-0 rcsagt mno. W1.7 .200/O4EE/P 

We WWI to make strong obwction to  this proposal on the following grounds - 

1.0 U s e .  The Wept:Wed changes  of  u s e  are contrary to policy The a u t h o n s a l  u s e s  are 

N011 Ground Boor and basement - Al shop 
Upper f l o w s  - SI business 

The upper b o o n  have been unused s ince the staircase from t h e  ground to  the 
first f l o o r - "  removed without the benefit of  planning consent.  Our Alactiatien 
brought that to  t h e  Councils  attention at the tone  but typically no enforcement 
action w a s  token. This d o e s  not change the dulhOrldtd use.  These premises are 
ideally Suited as  accommodation tor SHE,.  a u s e  which both 0 9 1 3  and E M S  see* 
To protect. 

Self •evidwilly in this c a s e  there can have been no attempt to  let the premises. in 
these  circumstances the applsasnts should certeinly not be rewarded with an 
immensely valuable permission M a  change o f  u s e  contrary to  policy. 

No 13 Ground floor and basement  - A l  shop 
Upper /10Ors - C3 residential 

The upper f lows  comprise a single family unit and Is loss and replacement by 
smaller units is contrary to  0 9 2 . 2 4  Mgt  the SPedflc reference to  Elkeintsbuty 
Ward and FAAP Principle 4. 

2 . 0  D e s i g n .  both buildings are Identified a s  positive contributors t o  the 
Conservation Area. 

No 13 is identified d, the survey  of  London a s  art anginal l e  Century hotee 
subsequently rendered (certaInN much earner than post.  wee) and t h e  Wiener 
retains its original room arrangernent. The window apertures OF NO I I  match 
those  ol No 13. 

There is no nntification tor the demolition of  these  houses  P1013 a n  bet.-furbished 
and No 11 requires little t h o n g e  to  make it suitable for business  use. 

It would greatly enhance  the Conservation Area It in the c a s e  o f  No 13 the 
rendenng w a s  removed and the bnck facade re notated. 

Even were the Council minded to  allow demolition the proposed replacement 
building would neither priatect nor enhance  the Conservation Area. The poor badly 



p r o p o e t o n s  Menthe with es Ineerrectiy sized window heigh% etc 
oversized iluop fascias would be damaging to the d u e  & t h e  am. 

3. A i w a * t y .  The proposal involves gross over.developmere at the beck with 
resultant problems of overlooking, noise nuisance. light pollution and'oss of 
privacy to the detnment of residential amenity to surrounding buildings in Goode< 
end INNtlited Streets. 

4.0 Affordable housing.The scheme is iinited with development at l• 7 
M o d e s  Street and 61.63 Tottenham Court Road. The two schemes will add 
eleven units and therefore trigger off a requirement lor an affordable housing 
contntnition. 

We believe the scheme raises a number of important policy issues to warrant decision by 
DC Committee rather than under delegated powers. 

Best WISheS 

Max ?MAIO 

For CM 


