
Sent: 14 March 
To: Carr,Seenaid 
Cc: Leyland, Claire-Louise (Councillor), Mennear, Andrew (Councillor), SpineIla,Gio 

(Councillor), Marcus, Simon (Concerned) 
Subject: Planning application 2014/1037/P 

Dear Ms Scoimid Carr, 

Please note that in the submission istake in the third patxtgrah stir the 
page. I have now corrected this a rib below, 

Apologies for the confusion, 

Lilian 

10 A Oakhill Avenue, London NW3 7RE 

Application Ref, 2014/1037/P 

Associated Ref  2013/3477/P 

For the attention o f  Ms Seonaid Carr, 

The character. siting and design term o f  the proposed dwelling house emphasizes excessively the bulk, scale and 

size o f  the building that is [ a t  highly visible location, at the junction o f  Oakhill Avenue and Greenaway Garden, It 

detracts Ppm the environmental character o f  Redlc mg C2A and in particular o lOakhi l l  Avenue (DP 23.3) It [errs to 

establish a design relationship with Oakhill AVOIllEC buildings and in particular with the adjoining number 10 block 

o f  fiats, This proposal adds one further floor to the existing building, too closely to the pitched roof o f  number 10 

and is invasive and unrelated to the predominant form o f  the street skyline and the prevailing material and details 

that are part cif the envirenmental qUiliiiieS long established as the .Reddlimg character. 

In contrast, the existing building breaks down the apparent scale and size o f  the building bulk, using separate 

blocks and a setback o f  the main building. The proposed change wil l  obliterate the views f iem the dormer windows 

o f  my habitable room at number 10, which exist by the Northeast side comer from where all the roofscapes and 

st ied trees, im both sides o f  Oakhill Avenue Northwards towards Redington Road are currently in view. 

The choice o f  guile alien materials, such as bronze Raines proposed for the rer ndow surrounds, bronze canopy, steel 

panel, and aluminban garage doom makes this prormsal b r a  threedriorcy Mock of  dins & p a i l  not only from the 

traditional M T  mg conservation area character inaterials, associated with brick and timber windows. hiri also from 

the prevailing eharactx o f  dm nigjority of the sneer's buildiag. 

The design proposal fails to justify the demolition o f  an existing neutral building, dimming to substitute it by 

another neutud building design. This is an unacceptable loss o f  oppomunity to create a special architectural project 

•for a block o f  fiats for this particular location. 

The Rcellrog CA does not need a mega-block o f  Rats that w i l l  result from this proposal which extends beyond the 

ex is t i ngJar  building lines, spreads through and reduces large areas o f  existing vemlant garden. This wil l  alter 



compkiely the tam water regime that atones woes. planet, sluttish worms.. i s ,  buds, owls, spinets and form 
Ream ( = d e  Iliodiccruit 1C11011 accepted responsibility to ensure did the fledgling new and revised thee 
rudocus option such loothtemilL tames and necks to protect the =lung green comdoi. uhich is ono of the 
topographfcal rearms that 11101.11(10C1.110akbill At CHOC and I nail. note. enhancing thew value to control climate 
change. The locl diffecenem =sum a biormene green %alloy and oador to the this arm. The ameni 
will. than, have a detrimental eflhei en the existing air pithy and noise pollution to the. t alley of ouutedin 
biodloasity. 
Furthermore. the block of flats spread by affirmed the =hang umothaphical le. ti, will 31110 aftket is entire was 
nut regime, ibis deserving entireb the acnout orminent produced b) Thamm W1111.1 that Mated thee mobilo) to 
accoramodme into their awe  u infrastmaum No needs moored by application prothnal Ref 2014/1016'P (NTS 
Refte747). which I presume also applicable to thepreset application. 
11ten the report's conclusion cohttlers the kat of randight and fight as being minimal this find 
relationship 10 the ora:( inn will he cnoied by the mthatamial lots ol garden and boundary Item to make room kr 

eon...mason. Mai sill cermet oronsluct overlooking td nether 10 habitable mew on the Heath Etat and West 
Cicada hy the proposed 'serene over the height and depth of p o l e  takthup next to number 1lk beyond the 

atoning rear metope. II will obtionsly open the OPPrmunitY for noise and `Ism' "'"2"'n lbw" the "1""'s lovlb 
of excessively large patios. Weenie& and terraces of number 10 A to the tun and back itill1101% of number 10 block 

The new Nock of flats side =lesion, above the p m  pound lloor loci is located apont•iinnicl> al 700 min Irom 
the site boundasy firm number 10, and 1200 gran nom 111111/14, It Flow eta. he basement suhdvocincm line it 
sited next to the boundary line °numbs 10 block of flab. nee to Amber tkpths we 10 Ml le  lbw. nether. 1 and 
2, the resulting height and the 101.0d1110:111111101011)S, the motel brunet  may m a  toy depth of 1 In. dorm firm the 
ground floor lewd at the Dent of nether 104 and number 10. Considaing the comments provided in number 10A 
IBA mean. them is a clear need to investigate Rinker the hydiologicid tenon finding. and the Permit nth of 
auhildeace (Sr number 10. as well as the landscape Moen which apart from supposing the need fix substantial 
planting does not shy of endorsing the loss of substantial number of trees necessary to make room for extending (by 
12.5 m) the new cominicrion of =comb< accommcdation, baletnien t o m a  patios, oversized lightwell and 
garden Or bow the pointy.' could mango ameba 27 Heath Drive p o l e  properly or amid subsidence claims in 
the blare. It should also mcmum that this block of flats eticasion would impose an obsrmaive blank mall. 
thawthly in. in height over sections of the lower pedal IM el of 110201a 10. 
The London Plan and Camden policy advice for blocks of flan nay transport links sheath be limited to 1 parking 

thme per flat. The proptnal suggests 5 Mame pace, and to include 2 can parking spacee shady leased km 

No p a p a l  to 1111001011C he I n d ,  of wow and Annum to he expected from Idu over not Ond motor room. osier 
a n t ,  plane equipment. as well as Noonan eiramdiliOning is put Paraded. Thee are very invariant detaib to 
prmeet adjacent goofs. as well as to protect flank walls and back gardens. They should be centrally located. inside 
the dwelling house. so as to contain be impact they will create. Proposal for extensive lances. peen mob and 
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Plronitimass panels should be tested. not simply ennoncallY auggewal Local otoditions Ca Mimi design 
soltanno. Reiner/1W immures moo be realistically moposol for thr moons 1 downhod pro iously for application 
itumlwr 2013 1477 P. ninth was Milord. 1 sincerely hom not Camden has been able tri addrou JIttl promos, the 
n.bonol ream, already published as pen of retook panic-Wady reason 1111111hei WIC mood for Mrs relusal. Out 
required suffletattly comprehensive and taboo asocasowm of the pronoun at affordable bosomy. Musts the 
applicant Ms filled to among.=  that an on-site or otrode rtroinbuded is not the wproPriale method tor cnoifing 
the provision of abatable housing (policy CS6 and polky I/P3). Isis an important element for balancing tic 
faxio-ccenomic and environmental balance of RedFrog conscnation area as well. 

should be allowed. to accommodate the demildion of the concrete emturdunan of numbs 10A. 
which is loomed next to number 10 or demolition and emotion of mai° airs to lint floor munnee door that might 
prejadice the life of very important oak nom The survey plan excludes ditst concrete embaninnent ouuide mabet 
10A and mantas 'Ito number 10 Emu ownenhip of this wee is •clvil matter. independent ofplinnins at dos 
point this should be questioned as to sr by the proposed site plans depict this embankment and oak um moldy Ow 
boundaries of number 10A. 
Collation my argurneturs 1 strongly urge you to refuse permission to this IMPlication and amid the eee3hOe aS 

precedents. I also wish to be notified of the committee dile and the decision S t  is finally reached. 
Thank you for your anemion. 
With best sashes. 
Lilian 2 Bnifman. MRTP1. PhD Monica School. UCL) 


