
For the At tent ron o f  Seonaid Carr 
By emai l  and by registered post 

The Director, 
Environment Depar tment  Development  Control Team, 
London Borough o f  Camden, 
Camden T o w n  Halt, Argyle Street, 
London W C I H  8ND 
28th February 2014 

Dear Sir or  Madam. 

We are the owners and o c a p e r s  of N o n  Netherhal l  Gardens, which backs directly onto 14-45 Frognal Cour t  We have 
lined here for nearly 10 years We have r e n e w e d  the documenta t ion  f o r  the new plannIng application f o r  the above roof 

extensbon and ob jec t  to the proposed applicatron f o r  reasons set o u t  below 

This proposal or  one simrlar was rejected by Camden previously Our  object ions were  made t o  you then  None of the. 
wou ld  be resolved by the new apphcation 

General  concerns a b o u t  t h e  application 

We have a number  o f  general concerns wI th the applEcation itself There are several aspects o f  it t ha t  are wrong  and so 
misleading and impor tan t  in format ion  which is not  included in it, which could potent ia l ly lead t o  an Incorrect assessment 
o f  the position 

• The drawings are not  clear. 

• The current  Property is f ive store,/ b u M m g  l o o t  four  storeys). There are garages under the proper ty  on the 
ground f loor  level. This wou ld  lead t o  the new building being 6 storeys " n o t  five, as stated 

• Notably these garages are not shown on the new west elevations o f  the proposed plan at all 

• The plans fu r the rmore  do not show detail o f  the mansards, the roof  mechanics loechnical i tems such as lift shafts) 
wh ich  wou ld  normal ly  t o  above the roof  line and the solar p a n e l s "  all o f  which are general ly unslrghtly, so we 
cannot  estEmate the i r  fu r ther  impact on the environment 

We note that  t h e  occupants of No I l  Netherhal l  Gardens have not  been f lout  red of the a p p k a t i o n ,  as t h e y  should be. 

In te rms o f  specific objections, even based on wha t  w e  can see f r o m  the plans. 

Height  causing loss o f  privacy, d e t r i m e n t  t o  t h e  env i r onmen t ,  loss & a m b i e n c e  and over look ing  t o  N o  9 and other 
proper t ies  in Netherha l l  Gardens 



• Try  fora P•OPIPTI.C.Ad I n  mud% N S W  a i m  Mgt t a m i n g  O a t  M a  < a w a y  H a a t  M s  ~ r o a m i n g  a l  n o  9 

w h o a  O w .  c o m m a .  n o  o v a l o a m a  i s o a a a a .  i t  p e w i t  n o  9 • N o v s  i n  open  a u .  t o  Ow hor izon 1.014nt 
Sporn he v o w i d  D o n  l a d  W a w a  w h a t .  * o v a  b e  M a h a l  by  t a p  n e w  *woman 

• T h .  emlw .114/Mqn w01.40 04410•01001501110 f log whott.O.In•011f h i t  0 0  0.111001aryj well010tvir  Tile new 
r p m  a t s  have n u  l a t a g  r a n d a n  wh ich  yoked o a a  b a c  o w  h a n g  M e t  sad 0 0 1 0 0 M  M e l .  h t  we l l  lithe 
g r O t a  T M  w o u l d  cause Jou  o l  tawny 

• i t  w o u l d  b loa t  T N  a l t a r *  u m  on 0 0  9 w h a h  l a s t  w e l l  l a d  O V A  100 S n o w n e n  h a m  the imoosny 
• h e m  i f *  P H I O • C I M I  O r *  9. how• •1  C a n  is at o w  l a m  e l  M t  h a  had i o c t . . e t e l y l h t  t r m a a m e n  Gitnionwa 

t i l e  a a t h a y • a l a w n e a l  I i h t M t o . . c i I  YV06.0 0 4 1 w  U N  C a n a  by i n t  s t  a r i a  phr.040. 

• The w a n t  o f  h e  p a p a w s  o n  time s a l t  Cl t h e  i n c h * /  e a S P a h a a  h a *  h h a a  +Peta l  w e d * .  a l a i  had 
a n a r o n c h t m a  m o m  i o  b e  o m e n * "  h a  h o s t  a l c a l i l a f a  f i n c h * .  COW1 m a i  l i n e  001101. of Mb 
v a a p e r h a a .  wou ld  h a w  a s e a m  had p e a n w a n a y  d e v o n e n i a  s a w  Oa a n .  601.CW/ Ilav.01111*.1,1 hash; 

raved. 

e n v  to  r • • • • r y  I n t l  t o  sosammall 

G a m  I n a  I m p s ]  G a m  f i n  m a h a l a i t a  a s  Ow I Wwity l  MantIs. w e  NPvt MINNA C O M O %  M o o  time inCitleadl rah 

M y  N o n a  c l a t i o p m a a  and w i t h .  a l  Ow Ow Mad . . . h a  < e a u  t o  h e  a n a i r i s  and u n a v a i l i n g  t a x i  TPss w i n  id“ 
W A C O *  In I N  l i f t  ISIMIOnlii 400.411,44/. w e  h i . *  t O n f • M l a b O u l  he apphan ion  cim h e  a m  0 0 h e  p a w n . ]  to .  loss 
a l  Ide r e d  m o o n  S o n e  S n a t . %  d i e  Gamlen  r a m  i n i u n t  h i t  s a n a r k  R a m a  l uny  h a d a u o o d  M t  m i t c a  had 
c o m I d . e t d l h e r r S l u i O n t M . d  approved t a m  in h e  l e a  d i n e . '  SIMVIOry dint 

C 0 0 0 0 . 1 0 u * C 0 f r A d M i . " ° 4  demote P M "  R O M *  W O N  1h4 W1101100  a i m  l e e  l i n  t o  coni•CI .5.1 vc. ,  require 
S a t a n  who 

yours isnOuer 

O w n  hod Cathryn vaaataor 



Dear Planning Department 

I strongly oppose the planning application above for the following reasons: 

Previous rejections of proposal 
This application has been continuously rejected since 2000. Why do planning applications 
continue to be allowed when the views of residents have been made very clear that they are 
opposed to it. What were the grounds that they were rejected on last time? 

Noise and rubbish from works 
Any works particularly of this scale will cause significant noise, waste and rubbish. It is unfair to 
impose this on residents who have stated time and time again that they do not want this. 

Noise and rubbish 
Many of the flats are rented with a high number of residents currently residing already in property. 
The estate is already very noisy with many people creating noise up and down stairwells early in 
the morning and very late at night as well as late night parties. Further flats will compound this 
issue. 
Similarly waste and rubbish is often overflowing from bins; more people will create more rubbish 
which can attract vermin. 

Parking 
Parking is already minimal. More people will create further demand for these spaces. 

Structural 
The block continues to experience difficulties with aspects of the building structure. Building on 
top of this will compound current issues. 

Heating and fireplaces 
Each fa l ls  entitled to its own chimney and boiler system which I understand is located on the 
current roof. Changes to the structure will directly impact on each flats legal requirement to these 
features. 

I would like to reiterate that many of the flats are rented and therefore leaseholders and 
landholders are unlikely to have received the letter addressed to The Occupier'. In fact many 
residents (those renting) said it wasn't passed onto the Landlord. This is unfair and a failing on 
councils part to accurately and openly inform ALL residents and leaseholders about the proposals. 
Please advise as to how you will insure all leaseholders are successfully informed in the future? 

Please can you acknowledge receipt of email. 

Kind regards 
Sara Bagheri 



PIM 42 Frognal Cowl 


