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Planning Application Details 

2 Loss of amenity for neighbouring properties through 
proposed terraces and balconies causing overlooking and 
loss of prmacy 

3 Loss of green space through approx 8-10 m proposed 
ertension in contradiction with the Camden Biodmersity and 
Green Policies 

4 Potential loss of existing trees due to the proposed 
application again in contradiction wrth the Camden Green 
Policies 

B. Building materials for the windows, garage door, canopy 
and other areas do not conform wah the character of the 
conservation area 

The area already suffers from high levels of traffic 
congestion, pressure on school places and other services 
and does not require 5 further luxury dwellings I urge 
officers to reject this application 

Allbest, 

Simon Marcus 

If you wish to upload a file containing your comments then use the link below 
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Camden Council Customer feedback and enquiries 
Comments on a current Planning Application - Ref. 9249999 

Pkiming Application Mails 

Year 

Number 

Letter 

Plannmg appheation address 

Trtte 

Your First Name 

Last Name 

Dvanoatiatr 

Comment Type 

2010 

1037 

I r a  oakh,II avenue 

Mr 

frank 

lissauer 

Support 

P o s t c o d e r a t s  7re 

Address litre 1 B oakh l l  Averse 

Address line 2 LONDON 

Address line 3 

Postcode N1tA3 DOE 

Your comments on the planmnq 

appbcation Planning applicatnn refs 201011015/P and 2014/10.37?P 

We have viewed the above p.anning applicalions for both 

the new house and the propc,sed flats and are happy to give 

out support to both proposals As owners s la te  adjant 

property at number a o a k m  Avenue are wetcome the 
redevelopment of the site at number 10a The proposals will 

dearly provide gore quality and weIl-designed bail Claps that 

would will sir well within the ConseNatron Area Tim 

Pape: 



Camden Council Customer feedback and enquiries 
Comments on a current Planning Application - Ref. 9249999 

Planning Application Details 

redevelopment of the site has been long overdue and we 
are glad to see modern designs of both proposals rather 
than copies of older styles This we feel is very important in 
giving the area character and identity Some of the recent 
imitation developments that simply copy older styles do not 
do the Conservation Area any good at all We do not want to 
see the conservation area become Disney Land We 
particularly like the choice of good materials and proportions 
that respect the local traditions of the existing houses while 
achieving good solid modern design 
We also welcome the retention of the existing oak tree in 
the front garden and the clever way that the parking has 
been included innhe design so that the front garden is not 
just a carpark We think that this is a very good design and 
that it respects and complimentsthe character of Oakhill 
Avenue completely. 
The applicant hastalked to on about the side windows on 
our property and we understand that the new designs! or 
both the house and the flats, will not cause any problems 
with booty daylight and sunlight to our windows and there 
will be no loss of privacy between the buildings 

If you wish to upload a file containing your comments then use the link below 

No files attached 
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Issued by Camden Council 
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Dear tilian 

I hope you are v.yell 

I have objected to this applkation and win let you know any news. 

Allbest, 

SEmon 

RE: 0 A Otekisil N W 3  7RE 

Application Ref: 2014;10371P 

Associated R e f  2013/3477IP 

For the attention o f  Ms Seonaid Carr, 

The  • nd design form o f  the p roposa l  dwelling house emphasizes excessively the haiti, scale and 

size o f  the building that is in a highly visible location, at the junction o f  Oakhil 

al Diameter e l  RedFrog CA and in particular o f  Oakhi to (DP 25,3) It fails to 

i t  Avenue buildings and in particular with the adjoining number 10 block 

o f  Pats. Tttis presposett tdds  ettte furtiter floor to the existing building, toe closely to the pitched roof o f  number III 

and is invasive tetd eetrretateet tee the predertrteoaet lbsrtet o f  cite street shotine and the prevailing material and details 

that are part o f  the ccvi reenesneatat qualities long established as the Reiff:tog character. 

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

blocks and a setback o f  the main building, The proposed change will obliterate the views t o m  the dormer windows 

a m y  habitable room ttt number 10, winch exist by the Northeast side c o m e r  from where all the roofscapes and 

stibet trees, on both sides o f  Oakhill Avenue Northwards towards Redington Road are currently in view, 

The choice o f  quite alien materials, such as bronze frames proposed for the avindow surrounds, bronze canopy, steel 

panel, and aluminium garage doors makes this cleat passes] flares four-storey dwelling house depart b o l t  the tiaiditional 

RedlImg conservation area character materials, associated with brick and timber windows, Thus, the proposed 



fountorey dwelling I. & n e s  (tom the prevailing character orate majority dike sweet's dwelling houses and 
floc 
The design proposal falls to justify the demolition of as aiming neutral building. noosing to substitute it by 
n e w  Kithira, b u d d i n g  design.  This is an unaceepuble lOSS O f  apponunity Co M O W  a special architeaural 

lb .  a b lock  o f  f ists the this penicular location. 
The Kenna CA does not end. mep-bbeli of flats S w i l l  t e n  from ibis proposal *loch calends ' , thorn '  the 

th0111111 mar building l i l a  spreads n o u n  and educes l a the  m e s s  o f  e x i s t i n g  verdant garden T h i s  a III alw 

completely dis rain w a r  tonne that sustains nets. plains. Ands. wenn* n e e  b in .  owls. cthorrels and kites 
Ranint 0 1 1 i t t l i n  B i c i d t h e n t h  : w o n  accepted responsib i l i ty  to  ensure d is t  the f ledg l ing  n e w  and n n i s o l  green 

Police* ' a p p a l  such h i th l isers th  %alum and seeks 10 W P M  t h e  e d i t i n g  green w i e l d e r .  x h i c h  is o n e  o f  111C 

topeera l th ica l  realunsw dia l  n a b  b e t w t h l i  O a k h i l l  A v e n u e  a n d  M a t h  O n c e .  enhanc ing  thew i n k . :  w control  eliinalt 

champ:.  T h e  l o  el 4311m: ice+  a n o n :  a h u i d n e n e  green i .al ley a n d  c o m i l o r  to  the O u .  anal .  The cumin pence 
a tn. .  hove a delf inswital  c i r c a  us. the ex is t ing  a i r  qua l i t y  a n d  noise pol lut iOn l o  this calk>. of 01014aMling 

hindisersily. 

Funarmorc rho block of flab owed hy elating the ex is t ing  l o p o t a p h k a l  l o c h /  Wi l l  also e r n  ah e o n  c ate 
inn memo. dna donning enrol, the ththous cont inent  produced b y  T h a w .  Wager d i p  M I N I  their  inab i l i t y  to 

aocommOde le  in to  i h e i t  w a n e  dew infrastructure t h e  n u i r d s a t e t e d  b y  app l ica t ion  proposal  R d 2 0 1 4  11111/.4 (OTS 

Rd 29753), which 1 presume is also applicable 101k n e n  sopliattiot 
then if the report's conclusion ensidas die loss of twilight and light as being minimal, this lining hen no 
n e w e l *  to the effect that will be creaed by the substantial loss of pram and bouncy trees w make men for 
cononseion. i n  will certainly entente overlooking of number 10 habitable rooms on the North n o  and On 
n e n  by the pinated increase over the height and depth of rides ne-up next to number 10. be).ronl the 
ening rear envelope. It will obviously tees the oppommity for noise and visual intrusion from the n e w  levels 
of excessively large patios. balconies and lartatea a n o n &  10 A to the side and b i n  gardens of number 10 block 
if flab. 
The nes Nods of flas side a m n i a  above die upper ground flew l e a  is located approximately in 700 mrn from 
I l le  s i l t  boundary liom number 10, and 1200 n n  liwn atone II lloccver. the basement. sub-basement line is 
sited next to the borndiny I n  another 10 block of flats. Due to Rather dandle use to acme has numbs, 1 and 
2. the metalling keen and the ascend unseen the total batmen may reset ina depth of I I  m d o n  Awn the 
n a n d  floor level r the from of number 10A Ind number 10. CoaskIneles the comment provided in number 10A 
IBA once that is a clear need to inveigigasa Inbar Ma Wrangled Marl findings a n d  the Possible M k  I 

subsidence number 10. es rell is the leedrope even whirs Kari ROM f a l g r a l i n g  t h e  need ihe stthslotwol 

pining does not shy of colossi!'" the km aramential n u t  of trees necessary CO maks room Aw extending thy 
12.5. i n )  t h e  n e w  C e a t a n i n i O n  O f  C a l l a r i e  s i x a m m o d a t i o n .  hs lectoth i  1 0 T a t t h  pat ios,  a s e r s i t e d  l i g h t h e l l  and 

garden or bow the p e n a l  could Mange' a n o n  27 Ilcath Drive garden p r a w n y  o r  w i n d  s u l n i i k i w e  e l a n n s  in 

Ilse th l the.  It should also maiden that the I n a  of lbw extension . . . b u i l  impithe a n  o h n t r u c i n e  blank math 

p o o t h l y e n t  i n  height  o v e r  s e c t i o n s o r a t e  l o x , /  i thrdth I s t e l  o f  n u m b e r  Iii. 



The London Plan and stolen milky ad. we Inc black of flats near tramps. Mika Sould be limbed 10 1 parking 

space per flat The pnomal sigueric 5 parking macs and 10 melody 2 o r  parking masa already leased to 
amber 8. 

No proposal to aitenume the ko la of liaise and ,-dilation lobe expeowl hum MI over n o  and mous-MOM water 
media plane uip.nau. as well as bowman airktimlithintng is put (toward. Thew an way impala!' details to 

egiacati tools. as well al to p r o w  flank oath and bad v i des .  They should be soundly located. inside 

the dwelling home. so as to coniain the tapas they will mate. hyposi  tix exlentive terraces, green moll and 
pbotombak panels should be toted. I n  simply empirically soggemed. Local conditions can defer design 

no l u t i a  Remedial measures mut. lie naliukally proposed for the moors I described previously for application 

nuinlxv 201 477-P.3 -.Mich mac rc-fmed. I .ineerely hopi- this Camden has been able 10 M a u s  and s o r s a  the 

nrienol mama slowly published.t pan of retinal. panicidarly mason number nine gained for this refusal, dm 

requited orificiendt comprOwntric and ninim amoincis 01 the provision of afRirdabk housing. which the 

applicant M. Ctiled ia demonsume that an onste or 011-toe < m u t a t e  is not the appnonaki method for ensuring 

the pa 0 icon of ithirdahle housing (policy OM and policy 0P3). li i s . .  importani &mem roe Sawing the 

socio-economic and on moniental balance of Itedirog cometrarion sea as well. 
No coacenson Mould he allowed, to acesamodsie the demolliion of the concrete onhankmem at number 10A. 
which is loomed next to number 10 or demolition and m a i m  o f  main stairs 10 lira lloor m u m s  door that migN 

penjudict the life of very important anis woes. The survey phut excludes this commis 
10A and cameos it io numbs 10. Even i f  comagip of this tree is a civil matter. indomeadent of planning, as this 

point this should be queslioned act. why the proposal she plam &SO this embarinian and oak Me amide the 
boundaries of number 10A. 

Considering my atmenerm I suantriy min you io Mime pcomimion to this application mid avoid the emits,  oh 

pocednits. I also wish lo be notified of the eaumillte dale and the decision that is finally readied. 

Thank you DX your attention. 

With be. wishes. 



DAR( Mr Khadivi, 

I have objected to this application and will keep you in touch vdith any news, 

Althest, 

Shear Marcus 

RE: 10 A Oakhill Avenue, London NW3 7RE 

Application Ref: 2014/1037/P 

Associated Ref: 2013/3477/P 

Associated Ref: 2013/6777/PRE 

For the attention of Ms Seonaid Carr, 

In reply to your letter dated 19 February 2014, I would like to object strongly the above planning 
application because of the following reasons: 
1. The site stands on the Claygate Member — Clay, Slit and Sand. It is highly shrinkable type of 
clay hence it is subject to potential subsidence and movements. The proposed basement deep 
excavation with its generated earth movements and vibrations will no doubt affect the present 
harmonious earth balance of the territory. This change will affect on the foundation of our 
building located so close to the proposed project risking a substantial subsidence of our building 
(No 10). 
2. The proposed basement deep excavation with its concrete building spread in the proposed 
layout of the new building (from boundary to boundary — which itself is wrong and has to be 
stopped - unlike ground floor layout which is 1 metre from boundaries on both sides) is a serious 
obstruction for the underground water levels or nvers directing the current towards adjacent 
buildings. Unfortunately our building No 10, is located in the lower position (streets general 
gradient) hence all obstructed current with its increased level will be forced towards No. 10. Again 
unfortunately my property is located in the lower part of the No. 10 building (Lower Ground); 
therefore our property and garden flooding will be inevitable. 
3. Loss o f  sunlight and natural light due to the effects which will be created by the 
intense overlooking of No. 10 habitable rooms, considering the expansions o f  the 



existing layout in all directions. This would specially affect badly our kitchen and lounge 
natural light through the existing windows. 
4. Breaching of privacy by proposed terraces and balconies and introducing of new noises caused 
by use of motor room, water tanks and swimming pools machinery and plant to our building and 
garden (No 10). 

5. Taking a big portion of the back garden for the proposed extension (some 10 metres) hence 
eroding the green area and its conservation which is clearly in contradiction with the Camden 
Biodiversity and Green Policies. 
6. Different architectural character of the proposed building compared with other buildings located 
in Oakhill Avenue in general, and with 2 neighbouring buildings (No 8 & No 10) in particular. 

7. Destroying the valuable irreplaceable existing trees that must be uprooted for the proposed 
project and those located downstream of the natural underwater current that will be disrupted by 
the excavations. This will be in contradiction with the Camden Biodiversity and Green Polides. 
8. The choice of building materials proposed for the windows, garage door, canopy 
and other specified small areas in contradiction with the traditional conservation area 
character associated to brick and timber windows materials. 

9. The proposed 5 flats will add to the local traffic problems that in Hampstead Area 
have been always a subject for critics. Also it will add to the existing local schooling 
problems accordingly. 
Considering the above points, please refuse. 
Also, I wish to be notified of the committee date and the decision that is finally made for this 
application. 
Thank you for your attention. 



An.,ntion: M. 

RE: 10 A Oakhill 

Application Ref: 2014/1037/P 

Associated SetS 2013/3477/P 

Associated Ref: 20/3/6777/PRE 

Dear Ms Corr, 

Many thanks the your letters, 
application fu- a dwelling house 
application, their newly proposed 

33 715E 

vary 19', irri-epoois-tcrtlre oh,ireopphratrorrwirsrir,aiiin 
lough the a p p l i t r a v e s t i e d  to improve hirer 

ptable fanatics. such. 

Gb 

The pmposed buildinz is totally out a c h a r n t e r  with the reoi.sti,,r Oakhill Avenue buildings, both in terms of 
bulk/ volume/height and the design. Even their choice. of  maWrials of  bamze frame and steel panr. 
ffiuminium garage door and bronze canopy proposed for the window ,utTounds and other specified smali 

completely alien to the surrounding buildings and the traditional] Redi;rog conservation arc. chater 
associated to brick and timber windows imterials. 

- The pmposed buildina will clearly affect the nmuml topefraphy and its water mil deserves entiitly the 
NeriOUS c.oinments produced by Thames WaWr o n s  stet 39753, mgurding Ref. 201411016,T) thotssitt surely 
ffiso a pplotrittris applicagion Given the topography and natural gradient of  Oakhill Avenue, the risk for our 

Went building, situated at a lower level iiom tOA will remain significant. 

- The proposed building is in complete disaccord with the Camden Diodiversity Report emphasizinu the nec..d 
to ensure prote,rion a l  the exisOng green corridor_ which is one of the. UTographicffi features thaa runs 
between Oakhill Avenue and Heath Drive, to c.ontml climaW change and protect biodiversity. The propowd 
buildinu extends well beyond the existing renr building line, utilising most of  its secluded verdant garden. 
Thus. it will aker completely the min water regime and will certainly atThet what will remain of  the 
existina tite,, plants, shnibs and will also affect Jiro woims, insects_ birds, owls, squinels and loxes. 

- The proposed building will, indood, result in a substan6al loss of  garden and boundary fl2es which wilt allee. 
over of  No. 10 habilable rooms on NE and W theade, by the. proposed increase cwer the height and 
deprh of  garden LISe next to No. 10 beyond the existing rear envelope. Noise. ,nd visual intaision from the 
various levels of  patios. balconies and terraces “, the side and back gardens of  No II) block of  fiats. 

- The proposed building construction is loc2iled a s s o r t s - r e  plus of  the site boundary. ti,isverer die 
basement and sub-basement tine is sited by the boundary I ir,eirt a r I a  further depths to the swimming pool 
heigrn 1 Im down from ground floor level at the front of  No. with number 10). Considering the 
comments provided in No 1OA's IBA report and the need to clearly investigate further the hydrological n3pon 
tindingo, the risk of  subsidenc, tire No. Ill mmains theitfore significant. 

- Enhanced noise and vibration nuisance are to be expected from motor mom, water tanks and plant equipmem, 
well as the ba,ement structures. Enhanced traffic and mduction of  antiiable street residents' parking 

pkices. 

- Their landsmpe repon confirms the loss of  substantial number of  trees to make mom for rhe new constmction 
in the garden. 

- The proposed exWnsions wilt rosult in an out-ol-clutracter obstructive blank wall..4m in height over much of 
the garden level at No 10. 



:My wifo and I sincerely hope. thal Camd d other shon, 
the. adjacent buildings and the area, nate 
hour hag programme. N.00 appreciate Ca 
considcred based on rosararo criteria. 

With hind regards, 


