
Lewis Chum 
F1at23 Simone House, 
74A Holmes Road, 
London NVD5 3AT 

Regeneration and Planning Development Management, 

London Borough of  Camden, 

Town Had 

Judd Street, 

London WC1H SND. 

2nd January 2014 
f Date of letter on 12thDec Due to Christmas period letter only arrived to my flat on 2ndlan. 

For the attention of Amanda Peck, case officer 

Dear Amanda 
Reference: PLANNING APPLICATION NO 2013/7130/P 

Site Address65 - 69 Holmes Road London NW5 SAN Proposed erection of part seven, part three storey 
building with two basement levels to provide student accommodation. 

I write in connection with the above planning, as a resident in the neighbouring block of flats I know the 
site well. I wish to object strongly to the development of a building of this size and use in this specific 
location. 

Firstly there is the concern that the transient nature of the student population breaks down the 



community structure of support and neighbourly Wing. We already experience a level of  dnturbance from 
the existing student population including site night parties and drunken behaviow late at night out on the 
street. The proposed addition of  313 further student rooms will only escalate ihat which is already a 
concern. 

Further to the above is the additional concern of the Infringement upon privacy wi th the proposed plans. 
wi th the proposed armenmoastion over &Wing  our residences. 

Furthermore simply the s i r e  and in panicular the height of  the development Is &considered with regards 
to its & I n t  on the local community. One of the amended we currently enjoy are open views across to she 
city of London. One of the reasons that many of i n  h o w  chosen to live in t he  particular locat ions this 
benefit the removal of  which will have a considerable impact on our  day t o  day Wes and standard ol 

Think you for taking the date to read my concerns. concerns I know from spealdre vAds my neighbours are 
shored. please can I be nodded of the n e t  meeting of the committee t o  M N  w e  can raise these oblections 
for  discussion. 

Yours talthfully. 



Hello, 

We object very strongly to the planning application for erection of part seven and part three storey building at 65-69 
Holmes Road as we did before. 

We consider that the height and size of the building is excessve and will result in an extremely significant loss of light 
and privacy for all flats facing south-west at 55-57 Holmes (ie flats not facing Holmes Road). The matter is even 
worse for us as the loss of light to our children bedroom will be total with the ongoing erection of building at 61-63 
Holmes Road less than two meters away from the window. In addition there will be very significant loss of light for all 
existing buildings directly across the street from 65-69 Holmes Road. 

In addition there is a already a lot of students accommodation in the area so additional students accommodation is 
not the best use of land for good diversity of the neighbourhood. We are also concerned by the noise that could come 
from such a high concentration of students life. We fear also that the noise for air-conditioning and other equipment 
for this excessively lame building could be high 

Road and pedestrian traffic on Holmes Road is already very heavy so we are concerned that the addition of 453 
residents will add significant congestion and lead to dangerous over-crowding notably for children going to schools on 
Holmes Road (St Patricks and CFBL). 

Finally by reading again the reasons why the application was initially rejected we do not find any meaningful 
improvement in the current application and we are very concerned by this lack of consideration by the developer As 
noted before we also have some very serious doubts about the sustainability of the building technology that the 
developer is planning to use. 

As we wrote in a previous mail in June we are not against the development of the site. We estimate that the current 
project is not right in any of its aspects. A smaller building (eg 1 storey/2 storey high) with mixed use students 
accommodation/residential/office/retail would be much more relevant for the area and would benefit all parties 
involved 

We thank you in advance for taking our comments into consideration and we sincerely hope that application to this 
project in its current form will not be granted. 

Please find below mail that we sent in June for reference 

Thanks and best regards, 

Vincent and Comte Houtteville 
Rat 9 
55-57 Holmes Road 
NVV6 3 AN 
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Camden Council Customer feedback and enquiries 
Comments on a current Planning Application - Ref. 9091544 

Pkiming Application Mails 

Year 

Number 

Letter 

Plannmg apphcation address 

TrtIe 

Your First Name 

Last Name 

Dvanoatiotr 

Comment Type 

2013 

7130 

65-69 Holmes Rae 

Mr 

Alexander 

Golthe 

Object 

Postcode NV/5 3BL 

Address litre 1 7 Cathcart Street 

Address line 2 LONDON 

Address line 3 

Postcode HISS 3BL 

Your comments on the plannmq l sa jec t t s  this appbcatton as dssi lsaserely istpasdss1 

application amemly of SLIFfOlIndIng residents by virtue a r m  design, s, 
arid scope Traffic confficls mill rertainly ante between 

veheIes using cathcan Si  and the proposed exit There will 
Ca excess,ve nthse and thsturbance both durng tee 

coithruction and aftenvards [funny nornia1operatront The 

proposed budding ,s entirely mapprconate to the site and 

makes as positive mntrthutlon to the Iocal area or affordable 
[10.111q component The loss of employmeniloorspac..11 

be termmal - new tenants have not so far I . e n  found for 

similar spaces in similar student housing schetnes 
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Camden Council Customer feedback and enquiries 
Comments on a current Planning Application - Ref. 9091544 

Planning Application Details 

elsewhere in Camden (e g the development at the north 
end of Bartholomew Road) and this trend will most likely be 
repeated here 

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

No files attached 

About this f orm 

Issued by Camden Council 
Customer feedback and enquiries 
Camden Town Hall 
Judd Street 
London WC1H 9JE 

Form reference 9091544 
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