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LETTER TO CAMDEN COUNCIL PLANNING DEPT; 

PLANNING REQUEST 2013/7034/P 

21 December 2013 

Dear Sir, 

6 SUNCREST CLOSE 

BARTON 

TORQUAY 

DEVON 

TQ2 8HR 

28 Tottenham Street, London 

Planning request 2013/7034/P 

(Erection of three storey rear extension with roof light, following demolition of existing single storey 
external WC and replacement of front light well grill with glass to retail unit and flats) 

I am the freeholder o f  30 Tottenham Street, the property adjacent and next door to  28 
Tottenham Street, upon which an application has been submitted, to build a 3 storey 
extension at the rear of the building. I understand that a similar development is being 
contemplated to the property on the other side and adjacent to me also. 

30 Tottenham Street is made up of 2 domestic flats, an art gallery and office, all of which 
would suffer from such a development with the depletion of natural light. 

I know that M r  Andrew Conningsby, the proprietor o f  Debutart, an art gallery and one of 

my tenants, has already sent an email to  you dated 17th December raising serious 
concerns over the development. 

I fully support and endorse his comments in that the exclusion of natural light will have a 
detrimental effect on any business operating from my premises, but in particular on that 
of ALL my tenants. 



I am the third generation of the same family owning the freehold of 30 Tottenham Street 
and consider any development o f  properties in this conservation area totally out of 
keeping and object in strongest terms to  this application. 

I should be grateful if you would please arrange to  visit my property and the business 
operating from the ground floor of my property before any planning decision is made. 

Would you please contact, in the first instance, my managing agent Charles Bravo 
Management, and / o r  the proprietor of Debutart, M r  Andrew Conningsby both of whom I 
have copied in on this letter. Would you also please copy in on all communication, Mr 
Cavan Wilce, my legal and financial adviser, whose email address also features below. 

No doubt you will communicate wi th me in all matters relating to  this planning issue, 
which I object to  most strongly. 

Yours sincerely 

Miss J.M Mantello 

Charles Bravo Management, Mrs Stephanie Pryke 

steph@charlesbravo.com 

M r  Andrew Conningsby, Proprietor Debutart 

andrew@debutart.com 

M r  Cavan Wilce 

cavanwilce@btinternet.com 



De"lallment 
Manning Union. 
London Borough of 
Camden Town Hat  Argyle Street. 
London WCIHEIM). 

EixibiudataloasflUautc_Mstotasoa. 
Ofr r o t a  te plmittlnoflcsmd.n ow.* 

Dear Mince, Mehta . 

Charlotte 
Street 
Association 

99 Tottenham Steel 
London W I T  41a 

26'  December 2013 

Re: refs. 2013/7034/P and 2013/7765/L: 28 Tottenham Street, London WIT 4RM: 
............ Erecton of 3.stroey row extension with roofIxtt. demotion of existing external we. 

replacement of pprit .1.1ghlr9a 9r1:1 with glass. uealion of flats. etc 

We have had morn lime-consuming dilleculy Ii looting at the trans on the wobble. and 
particularly in printing them out So that we a v i d  discuss the proposals, the applicant's 
drawings W e a r  not be In the Wool Icenal tor viewing. es well as easly printing out. 

There is strong obreclion to the proposals: 

(a). There is Strong OtteCtIon In MinCiale tO the proposed Ihrematerey mar <Mansion (and 
for Me whole width of the hOuse)10 this Lasted Sultana. The WWII and height of the 
extension M I  substantially cover most of the ending historic rear elevation elliot 
Wears  to be the 00Mnal Georgian/1r Cerdwyfapade. 

(b). In their Harlow Saaament. SedlOn 2.3. the applicant Slates that Mere is a precedent 
for the presence of a StmetUre an the footprint of the rear yard. as possibly indicated 
on the OS map of 11394: and the 1974 photograph (showing a high bock web', 
Rare the map and the photo. this could e e l  be abdicating an enclosed rear yard 
NMIetheleat ft Is Very unlkely (and them appears to be no evidence) :het there woJkl 
be an sosenalon higher than one storey in this rear location. 
Also. none of the other Geonpardle C houses in OM tern3Ce appear to show muili 
storey extensions. if any. 

(c). Mandan is also made in their Hadtege Statement that the front facade of the lop three 
Marin was 'replaced using yellow stook brick" in 1974. after being Lifted. Our 
understanding is that the pad of the front facade had to be figure for semen: 
reasons. due to It bady boding It. Typically. the front facade brick walls of Georgian 
terraced houses were often not lied in- to the Wax struClure and party walls behind. 

Conlin/ad to pace 2 



CHARLOTTE STREET ASSOCIATION 26/12/2013: Pogo 2 
Itc...mtzil lppliay;.....AToaenham Street. London WI - con 

(d). There is also strong objection to the oroweed residential mix. which should be 
retained as a angle family house. In Me Application Form. the applicant has stated that 
the existing evidential consists of residential studios at 1 u r e e d  r Floor 
respecUvely. We do not agree that this is the currant planning use. To ow knowledge. 
these upper floors (above the existing Ground Floor Retail use) are one singistrally 
house unit. Our understanding is that the long t a w  Went (of rowe Own 40 yeas. 
and WO left in June 2012). warped these flows as a s i n *  rarity house rah her 
family. bnrIgIng UP her children here: and vmh a bathroom on o w  (100r (rear mom) and 
a kitchen on the other floor (rear room). 

(a). In rehabastIng Ma properly, mere e also Wong oblection to the removal of the 
diagonal chimney slackedireplaces of the rear rooms In the Basement. I .  r a n d  34 
Floors respeedvaly, as pan of the historic I O W  and character of the teled0.3011his 
U S W  Building 

(0. For the proposed Basement eat there appears lo be Inkt or no natural ventilation. 

(9). N i h a u *  there is objection In [mindere to the proposed rear extension. Mere is also 
objection to the proposed materia especially to ponder coaled aluminium window 
frames, and metal dad MUMMY doors, being an extension to a L lewd Buikfing and 
I i  the Conservation Area. 

We we altie concerned that It * I V  deer Mial the proposals are hor refurbishing and 
retaining t ie existing budding elements: 
e.g. the amber panelled talls of the ground Root erttranoo COrndor To the 

reeklendek amber elkingeash mildews: elleina• doors and their unusea: 
atentreVOS: ember W a n e s  and umustraderharcreit etc 

For any Proposies lo Listed BuldIng. proposals for 81: those elements need 
To be spelt out M debit and should be M I S S  and inCOMOrialed aspen of 
The design for arty proposals. 

Yours sincerely. 

Clive Henderson. 
Committee Member. 
clalalatsiChreketeinsahtssidon. 


