
Dear Mr Thuaire, 
We are writing, as daily users of Hampstead Heath, to express our concern about fresh plans to 
redevelop Athlone House. The loss of this fine building, and the character it adds to the Heath, 
would be a planning disaster, and we strongly urge you to turn the plans down. We see nothing in 
the new proposals that would provide a good reason to alter the decision made to reject the first 
application. 
Yours sincerely, 
David and Venetia Lascelles 

David Lascelles 
2, St Albans Road, 
London NW5 1RD 



kit e pr 

CatacteaC 

What I would like to know a t so i  s how Can 
either so disgusting negligent O R  copup t  that it has alit ascot the 
public to be put h o o c h  a position that there is even a paas.sshalso 
that the building should be demolished. I have seen your o al 
take people who d o n o r  pay enamel tax or  parking tickets to Court 
and use the full force o f  the law to crush inOviduals, VET when it 

comes to a developer with largo pockets (and dare I say lots of 
cash 

, 
nod nod  wink wink)  Camden Couneil planning department 

all o f  a sudden goes jel ly legged and lets the developer walk 
all over  them like Camden Council d i a l  exist, Fer gods sake, has 
Camden Council not got any balls to fight big companies,  only to 
crush small individuals OR has the developer "got at" you '? 

Really whoever  at your Council agreed to allow the construction 
o f  the Eats BEFORE restoring the building wants sacking isnnaodit 
and investigating for in either signing a negligem agreement, or I 
dea r ,  R e n o  only  he one  o f  the  2. 

Sincerely 

Kia Foster 

d it is a ho 

ent that is 



Dear Sir, 

It recently came to my notice (2911212013) that there are plate to tear down Athlone House. This is 
desecrationE Especially as it stems from a breach in the original agreement. I'm sorry if it is more expensive to 
restore the building rather than tear it down and do a new build but this stems front the time that nothing was done 
(i.e. The 3.5 years it was left derelict.) and is evidence of the bad planning (callous disregard?) of the purchaser as 
regards the site. 
I feel that this amounts to vandalism and to reward it gives no honour to the council. 

Yours sincerely, 

Marion and Douglas Prah. 



Dear KS Theisen 

aln venting te ca lacss  ely views attttttt the decry ttonandrehnil 

I feel that the deinolition unnecessa , f l a t t e n  the site, they were Ur renovate the I 
despite a new owner  taking possession o f  th 
agrecinenl and is R e a d y  trying to flout it. I would 
parking restrictirms - hut I can't. So why should the de 
o r  the community? 

Kind Regards 

Julia Sparkes 

O v a t e ,  London. 

demolish ii. .1 feet that this should be upheld by law 

ew own er would have h e e e m a r e  o f  the 
be able to gout  la‘vs and agreements - especially 

t h p e r s  be able to do this, especially l a t h e  detriment 



fyi 

In the absence of  Mr  Thuaire. 

Regards, 
Yvonne 

Dear Mr. 

I respectfully petition that permission is not granted for  the demolition of  Athlone House. 

Apart from the historical value of  such a property, I believe the approval of  such a scherne at this 
point sends a strong message to future would be developers that councils ultimately have no powers. That 
rules and agreements stand for  nothing. 

I feel this would be a slippery slope, please take care. 

Wishing you all the best for  2014 
Regards, 
Yvonne Wright (Sneinton, Nottingham) 



Glendon Athlone Hann Piannod Appikanon 

tent w h o m  was pany to an agnomen. vtlucts included the manitedave and union') of Alekne 
Houle. 

IT wel d e b b n l a  allOweel to deMiCeale lot sant s a yea s I o w a .  4stab • s to M a e , *  Oilier 
the Oenvin Cebith I . .  OeraolltIon and ! M I M I  bane dingnant in sly* and suitable loss ding/mot 
t a w  I t  bu.li In bwribicn would d u n e  O w .  o h n e . ,  01 1114 consenation 

'144 4 m m / i n  onlaotabut by La Camden, MyeliO(t die plenums application should be 'Ansa 
and efiltacernem sawn I t  napienented for Ittlfeateen at MI eset t i le t  Objetliv• 01 The e e l "  a. 

yours wicently. slbn spine.* 29 onion N y m a n  [ 'o rnate  London +V la 20c020/105 9359 



Athlone House 

Dear Mr Thuaire, 

I was shocked when it came to my notice that Athlone House is still under threat from the 
developers. Far too many houses in this area are being swept away by short sighted 
redevelopment, not of affordable houses for bard-working families' but empty mausoleums for the 
super rich. 

If Athlone House, a very fine specimen, is knocked down on your watch then it will be a tragedy 
indeed. 

The wrecking ball has already started knocking down the street of Highgate school houses, a 
street that was reminiscent of North Oxford, just round the corner - to lose Athlone House as well 
would would wreck the whole area. The historic character of the area needs protecting. 

Yours 

Katherine Toy 



(lb r e a l l y  beautiful hui ]ding, Athktne House. 



ge Lawn Road 
London 
NW3 2XS 

31 December 2013 

Mr Charles Thuaire 
Development Control 
Planning Services 
Camden Council 
Town Hall 
Judd Street 
LONDON 
WC111 WE 

Dear Sir 

P L A N N I N G  A P P L I C A T I O N  — A T H L O N E  HOUSE— A P P L I C A T I O N  2013/2742/P 

I am writing to lodge objections to the proposed 'tear application Mr the dernHition o f  Athlone House and 
the replacement plans ler a large residential residence to be built t a i l s  place, 

Athlone House clearly does make a "positive contribution" to the Highgate Conservation Area and adjacent 
Heath area, and its demolition e p u l d  be positively harmful to the Highgate Conservation Area. 

The  building is an imposing red brick one with gables, (whets and extensive and attractive stone Dames 
surrounding the gothic style windows on all sides o f  the building, 

Them is also an attinctive gmen roof  over a sun lounge on the south side and also an attractive clock tosser, 
and the 0111.1ThIce tower is clearly impressive, with attractive use o f  stonework above the entrances. 

Whilst the building isn't listed, it still is an attractive and well-proportioned building, and doesn ' t  have to 
have listed status or  b e  an exceptional building to he capable o f  making a "positive contribution", and 
thereby attracting the proteetion ol' the relevant tests set out in the current National P l a n n i n  Poliqy 
Framework "Conserving and enhancing the historic e n v i r o n m e n r  at paragraphs 126-141 to justify 
demolition. 

Al the last planning enquiry, the Inspector coneedthl that the building made a "positive contribution" to the 
conservation area, although he went on to state that a mplacement building o f  high quality would he 
acceptable, 



However. the Inspector dismissed that appal on the sole basis that the then proposed uttpleeement 
building's size infringed Camden's policies relating to biddies' sunounding the heath. see L.Iklialkitt 
ThIMDffitffirciet I Camden RS' Vlachae 170081 3 All FR an 

The Inspeefor need not have gone an lo expnms eny Mom .tall in telethon to the c a r o l  building or the 
media of the proposed replacement building. other than the We question miming to the muncil's policia. 

His observations on the m i l t  Of the then proposed *Wenn and the 'positive coratibution- made by the 
damn building weren't m o s s y  foe the dismaml of the appeal, and shadd as a moos of law be ironed a 
being -ablated:me. 

I i i .  intoned dito Ihme comments now hind the local authoring a any planning WAMPUM III any nay. 

It should also be taken min vaitaderanon that at the Iiipector relaxed the tin:Aiom appeal.. no challenges 
eadd be bow& in the High Conn relating to his fintlingg concerning the mem...tithe current buildingand 
the don reposed reditteenient building, as needier the council, not the (i i)  nt London. and the interested 
pales wouldn't hate been able In %vet the tat of hong a ' m u m  aggnevol" for the puqvec, of mina 
affif W a a l  of Ike Town and Coggin P1499rng Act I i  at sec1100.10(1)taghl id the Planning 1.1-imal 
Halldlem and tomenation Nrczal 10 1990 1 mouhl ref lo lake • Lake 119551 1 P 
accordingly. 

I would also n u e  dot the prety.ent building clearly sathlics a number ol viten, in the English Heritage 
Maudlin, and it is annopated that Itaglisb Heritage nihl he keen in tele, to thew in more &lad in their 
ragtime to this sseoneehod planning application 

The building gas pne•iinnly mwssed a, nulling lumina mmiaMaina' and nothing seen., 161 love 
chimed nakedly any diffenont view being taken. 

Ii real.. correct that die building has suffered from umampethetie secretions ova the years, but ii Would 
be remembend that the putpose of the mention' originally approved of was to Mali* the building's 
fordo 

However. not withstendum the Modems, the main a:imposition of the building conama in autective led 
brick with Hone facings and window fmmet and many of the cnitpnal H a w s  do remain ouch as the 

n i t s  la the welts above she endow.. along with the chimneys. the slaw cart. the clock 
lower end sun lounge gnaw anamemal raol 

f l it  intim impartial minainiiis n i n e  is atrnin the entranee loner. which mill retains at awn:mitt 

The Melding is also d e m o  historical imam in ICU of the an:MUM Soloman and the original 
do Iv '  emery. and is theiefort of imam lottie boil Much zommunify and culture. 

Thee is also no evidence that the building has anencied Si Ica c Men offered for sale on the open market. 
or any evidence 10 M p g  that any rellOalitien plans could invommite the proem building 

There Is also wartime ha dilapidation% in the building, and clearly this hos been the feult of the owners who 
have d a s y  Wowed I S  Mildew to fell into disrepair to p ie  *dewlap for replacement Wens. 

Ike original scheme in 2003 attached conditions commis  the retention of the building es a condition of 
he grant 01 the then planning Feminine. S die demolition oldie 1930's m a n i a s  and M a  repbaDernere 

In nal% 



The council is still therefore under an obligation to enforce the pr 
content building should be refurbished as part o f  the grant o f  the plat 
fiats in the grounds. 

Pc 

d is o f  uninspired design as a 

Again, the previous comments  o f  the Inspector aren ' t  binding on eh eessueueii. The  scale, bulk and massing 
would clearly be harmful to the consena t ion  area and the heath setdng, cpu iat 13 tire south elevation. 

The design is clearly a cross between a mock Lute hens and mogul temple style, d 
balanced composition, with numerous pilasters that boar no functional ttteaning to tite overall design. It is 
also d e a r  that the centikl tower appears to have been based on the much mstre i m p t i s i n a n d  halaneeel 
conumsitionally o I' the present one. 

However, this tower appears to spring out from nowhere at the a m  o f  the building like a rather large turnip, 
unlike the present one which has presence forming the entrance gates to the present building. 

In addition, compositionally, the two small domes on either side o f  the proposed replacement building have 

no proper function and appear to have been simply placed there like up turned saucers. 

The overall effect o f  the replacement design is rather like an over  decorated and convoluted chest of 
drawers, with the pillars and windows being splattered all over the somewhat boxy and auto fused and 
contrived pastiche design. 

It is therefore contended that conservation area consent and planning permission should again h e r e  fased itt 
this instance, and the council should now seek to enforce the previous agreement drawn up in relation to the 
2003 planning applications. 

The building should also be designated an asset o f  community 
Act 2011 and I make such an application in respect o f  the preserve 

oder 
_ 

l i v e r 8 . 2 ( i j a f  thg_bovellikip 
Athlone House accordingly. 



Re-enclosed objections with page numbering corrected. 

9c lawn Road 
London 
NW3 2X5 

31 December 2013 

Mr  Charles Thuaire 
Development Control 
Planning Services 
Camden Council 
Town Hall 
Judd Street 
LONDON 
WC1H 9JE 

Dear Sir 

P L A N N I N G  A P P L I C A T I O N  T H  H O U S E "  A P P L I C A T I O N  20I3/2742/P 

I am writing to lodge objections to the proposed new application for the demolition o f  Athlone House. and 
the replacement plans ibr a large residential residence to be built its its place. 

Athlone House clearly does make a "positive contribution" to the Highgate Conservation Area and adjacent 
Heath area, and its demolition would be positively harmful to the Highgate Conservation Area. 

The building is an imposing red brick one with gables, turrets and extensive and attnictive stone frames 
surrounding the gothic style windows on all sides o f  the building 

Thew is also an attractive green roof over sn ass lounge on the south side and also an attractive clock tower, 
and the en lance tower is clearly impressive, with attractive use o f  stonework above the entrances. 

Whilst the building isn't listed, it still is an attractive and well-proportioned building, and doesn't have to 
have listed status or be an exeeprional building to be capable or  making a "positive conttibution", and 
thereby attracting the proteetion o f  die relevant tests set out in the current. Nationil Ptanstistg P — 
Framework "Consewing and enhancing the hisurie environment" at paragrap16 126-141 to justitN 
demolition. 



At the lam planning enquiry. the l o s e s  conceded that the building made. -positive contribution" le tlaz 
COMM/ asion area. although he al.111 Oil to stile due a s l a m s .  Padding of highquality would be 
acceptable. 

However. the Spector dismissed dui appeal on the sole basis that the then proposed replseenieni 
building's size infringed Camlen's polies miasmg to hiiiklinp surrounding the heath. sOC 
ISthellettineiotylv Camden I S.C. & Vlashos L2OU5 3 Al! ElkS 

The Inspector need not have gone ea to express any views la all in gelation to the current budding or the 
ITICribl of the proposed replacement buiWing other dun the w e  questions Satinet° the owners polkies. 

His Mundt/OM M I *  n a i l s  a t  the then proposed 3C11011C and the -positive contribution" made by the 
current building vonsm'i s m u t )  for the disposal oldie appeal. and should as a maner other be treated as 
being -obis dicta". 

Ii is S o m a  ihai thine comments nom bind the local authority or any planning consist  in any way. 

h should also be Son considuation thai as Ilk k n o t t i e r  M A N N '  the prey IOUS sneak. no challenges 
mold be brought in the High tout! relating to his S e e s  concerning the menu of tho c u s s  building and 
the then proposed replacement Molding, as neither the WWII.  nor the City *(London. and the intereated 
genies woulchit have been able h. satisfy the IC1,1 o f  hang a "Nowa aggro el" fix the purposes Of Melia 
Yard I S I S  of die TC.111 antic ',noun Manning Act !Snot s l i m  bq !manta the Platys. I Lewd 
A d a m  end O v e n  noon eons) Ao OM I mak' 1131‘ l i k c I l 9 l  I P flO 
ectordimpy. 

I would S o  a s k  that the present building clearly satisfies a number of cruces in the English 'Isaac 
checklist, and it is anticipated that English Hemp: 'sill he teen to refer to fibs in more detail in Sir 
sponse to thin miscorneitul planning auntie-num. 

The building a as e s  Minty s c o u t  as makings noon% c ',minim/on- and milling scorns in have 
'lunged 1191.111) an) M i e s i  stew being taken. 

II is 3110 C O M O  11131 'he building Ian suffered from sympathare enemas over the )rests, S i t  should 
be remanbensd its ihe s n o w  of the 11.11111311011. 311M11111111 'open cal often. to r u s e  the building's 
fess. 

However. nut minuends the Minuets. the main composition of he budding remains in annictive 
brick with stale facings and window f i n s  and many of the original features do rennin such as the 
onvironnal a i d s  in the arches above the windows, aloes with the (Money-, the none not ,  the clock 
lower and son lounge greet onstnemal roof. 

The M O M  i M M I M I I M  rents 

comae 
g Sane is again the s u e s  tower. %inch sell retains its impressive 

lric building I,, alm ol unne lostonral merest in view of OK 113C111113.1 Solomon and the origami owns ie 
the Century, and is therefore of interest to the lac& harsh tsunami) and culture 

These is also no evidence that the building S attempted to hove been offered far sale on the open meek* 
or any evidence to suggest that any renovation plans now inasonde the press buildins 

n a y  is also reference to dilapidations in the building. and Serly this S been the [suit * M e  owners who 
have clearly allowed the building in fall into disrepair to gain advantage for replacement plans. 



l iw  impel scheme in 2003 attached condoms commuting dic potion of the building as a condition of 
IN grant a die Oleo planning s i n i a s s  ler the dcmiilinon ° l  ac 1930M extensions and their maim:trent 
ti flab 

The council is WU M S S  under an obliges lo he probates s e a m s  hem 2003 that du 
S S  building should be refurbished as pan of the want oldie Naming petit ion for the building of the 
O s  in the pound. 

Nothing Nu changed in S t  t s p .  and any commonly made by the Inspector in relation to g o  M s  is 
an 110I binding on the council or an lksehonent Control Committee. 

The cusp replacement plan i f  Slalinial in conception and appearance and is of uninspired design Oa a 
classical pastiche and is. smeller Omani of the previously teased scheme. 

Again, the pylons commas ° C S  homes mob binding on the council. T O  sole, bulk and ionising 
would clearly be hanmil lathe conservation area and the O P  setting, especially the south eleAtion 

f l i t  desipt is clearly a cross between mock S S W  and mogul p o l e  rile, and is chased mats oui my 
behmeed oymposIllaiy, with s t m o m  p e a r s  the l o t  no functional meaning to the oveall desip. Iii. 
also d e r  that the c o o l  lower i m p s  to hes c boon Mod en the mach mom imposing and balanced 
compositionally of the proem one. 

How eve. this Iancr apron to 'ping out from nowhere M S  top of the building lac a rather htrge lump 
unlike the p p m  one which h prcsocc Miming the entrance pea  to the present building. 

In addition, composminalb. tlw Ivo small domes en S e t  side of the proposed mplacament building ham 
00 peeper fialania aild appear to have been imply placed them like up termed sauces. 

The overall effect ° e l k  p l o p s  design le rather l i e  an mar decorated and convoluted then of 
S w a m  with the pi l ls  and u mem-. being splatteed all over the somewhat boxy and confused and 
connived pastiche Sip. 

It Is therefore contended that conservation area semeni and otannina peantsslon should again be refused 
In this butane% and the camel should now wet to enforce the previous agreement dram up In relation 
to the 2003 planning appallonm 

The building should also be designated an asset of conimimily value under shiminalijiildfilis 
e i g a i  and I rnake such an spoliation in respect 04th. preservation of Athlone House accordingly. 

Yours faithfully 

SW 



Hat 2 
505 Cowbridge Road East 
Cardiff 
Sth Glamorgan 
CO 1BB 

31 December 2013 

Mr  Charles Thuaire 
Development Control 
Planning Services 
Camden Council 
Town Hall 
Judd Street 
LONDON 
WC1H Sit 

Dear Sir 

P L A N N I N G  A P P L I C A T I O N  — A T H L O N E  HOUSE— A P P L I C A T I O N  2013/27421P 

I am writing to lodge objections to Me proposed new application thr the demolition o f  Athlone House and 
the replacement plans tiara large residential residence to be built in its plate. 

_Athlone House clearly does make a "positive contribution" m the Highgate Conservation Area and adjacent 
Heath area. and its demolition would be positively harmful to the Highgate Conservation Area. 

The building is an imposing mi lbr ick one with gables, turrets and extensive and atoned ve stone frames 
surrounding the gothic style windows on all sides o f  the building. 

Them is also an attinctive green r ic i f  over a sun lotmge on the south side and also an attraetivt ties 
and the entrance tower is clearly impressive, with attractive use o f  stonework above the entrances. 

Whilst the building isn't listed, it still is an attractive and wellmitmortioned building, and docsn't have to 
have listed status or be an exceptional building to be capable o f  making a "positive contribution", and 
thereby attracting the proteetion o f  the relevant tests set out in the current National Planning Policy 



FralPebork omen nig and enhancing the historic environment si paragraphs 126-101 to ;tate& 
demolmon 

At Ow last plan g enquiry, the limcaor conceded dug die building made.-positive caninhown" to the 
coos:entalon area although he cm on l o n e  that a replacement building of hip twaloy would be 
acceptable 

Howemr, the Inspemar rlinnunkal ibra appeal on the sole basis I S  the the proposed replaccincni 
building's site inning.4 (:amden'. panties Mating to buildinp summing lha heath. Ste It, .010111.1 
Himomadriniintvt Camden L II C A Warhat 1700111 3 All ER At 

The Impactor need noi haw gone ail 10 et [WM. an) vitae at all in relation to the W a l l  binding or the 
metila of the proposed replminon Podding, other than the die question* Moine to the coonciet 

His obstnagions oo Ow moils oldie dm proposal whoa: and the -positive cantrIbutiot made by the 
eusansil building moren'i necessary the die disposal at the mood. and Mehl  sa m a t h /  or lax be treated as 
being -abitertheia" 

h is inconao Ova them comments now bind the local alahono or any pluming camniuce in am any. 

Ii shotdd also b: taken ink, coosidtmlion M u n k  Inywoor Mined the previous appeals. no ohalloigth 
could be bran* in the High l a m  Malmo w hit Anthem concerning the leefiborthecutrent building and 
the then mooned replaccmcm bidding. as neither the council. law 111cC to. or London. and Ow imermal 
pinks wouldn't M c  been able to unary the lest othcmg a -penon atiriet o r  rot die pompom of aim 
zop L u p o  or the Town and Comma) PjAitows Act NCO or mobil I l l i t h )  oldie Planning 
andd logue l .Cot thapsaanatha t i  I would rola ton Iii v I eke Hatt I I P th 
accordinglk 

I would alsosmut I S  the proem building clearly moaner a nunthtt orcihoia in the English Honest 
checklist. and It Is anticipated that English Ileniage will be k m  to refer to these In inure detail in their 
impose to U.S misconceived planning application. 

The building was previoutb aatoed as ntaking a ^ratan° aminlatioir and mining room In have 
changed taking). any dilTemm • im bang tarn. 

h is also corm dm the building has kii(lcial litnn irmympaihror alteration over I k  p m .  but it should 
be rementhentd dm the outpost oldie mammora ontonallk appeared of was to le101t the building ht 
kiln 

However, not whbelanding the Aerations. the main canposition of the building moons in atutdve red 
brick with sow brings and window frames and many of the Mabel M i m s  do remain such as the 
otnanacausl Adis  in the macs above the windows. along with the oblatory, the gone work, the clock 
Meer and Am barn gt green onsinaual roof. 

The mail Imponstd remaining feature is spin the o n c e  lower. which dill retain. Os tinpivalive 
proems 

The building is also of some historical interest in a m  of I.e architect Soloman and die anginal menus in 
the 19'. Ceram, and is &Mare °tint/am to the local Jewish camatuaib and tuition. 

That is also no evidence del the building hes anemmal lo have been Mired tor ask on ihe apen 
or any evidence to suggest that any renovation plank could M a m m a  dm promo balding. 



Them is Ms* recoil:ace to dilapiclaueos in the building, and clearly am bus been the fail titheowns= who 
tem clearly allowed the building to fah inio disrepair iss gain ads a m p  for replacemem piths. 

The original scheme in 2003 affacbed conditions concerning the retention of the building as a condition of 
the grant of the then planning partition for the ckmodtion of the 1930's extensions and their replacement 
by Ilan. 

The council is siill therefore under an obligation Ic enforce the pinions apeenents thsin 2003 that die 
etment building should be rellubished *smut of !bestial of the plowing pertnisaien for the building of the 
Oats in the pounds. 

Moth' g has changed ' that mien.  sal any 0011111kilte made by the Impeder in relation Co dim issue is 
apin not binding on die council or any Development Comm! Committee. 

The curium nylacancin plan is Stalinist in conagion and appearance and is of uninsimd design as 
classical pastiche and ss a smaller version °idle inevitably refused scheme 

Again, the mouses commons of l c  Inspector aren't binding on Sc council. the scale, bulk and mewing 
would eluarly he hamtful 10 the tomessavon area and dic heath scaling, qweislb the tante elevation. 

The design is ckaily a cross between a mock Lugo:lithe and mogul 1001+10 rayle, and is cluncred with oui any 
balanced composition. with muumuu plamers dui beat no functional meaning In the overall design. Ills 
alus clear that the ccniml u n s e r ,  appears to base been based on the much more imposing and balanced 
composnionalb of the pmsem sme. 

Ilaucser. Uhl+ low is esir t .  to spring an from unsubtle at the lop of die building Ince a rather large gulag 
unlike the pksent one winch has presence fanning die entrance pies io the K a t i  building 

In Wilson. composmonsils. 'Inc Iwo small domes on either side of the thoposed replacement building lute 
no gnaw 'unction and appcar 5. have been imply placed dine like up lamed saucer,. 

11w °serail Oleo or the replacement design Is mike I l k  an over dimmed and COMOIsiled chum of 
drawers. with the palms and nrndons. being splutenal all over the somewhat boxy and conks:Ail and 
confused padwhe desip 

Iris therefore <amended 'Kai comeivallon area consem and i a m b i  permission should again be infused 
In this instance, and the conned Should now seek 10 enforce the MAMA agreement drawn up in relation 
to the 2003 Planning etnAlWinns-The 

building should also be designaied an asset of community value ruler stsiguallifiglii,gpagg 
Act 2011 and i make such an application in reaped of the preservation of Ath1000 House accordingly. 

Yours faithfully 



Ms ( h - ' f l - - .  
- 

Plannm, 
Camden ( ova, d 
Town thdl 
Judd Straw 

WC1H 9.1E 

Des Sit 

PLANNING APPLICATION - ATHLONE HOUSE- APPLICATION 201.32742/P 

I. I amwdSgonbeMlfofCASPtnkndsedjecaionnIolbepmpeacd new applanima tor 
the demolition of Athlone House and the roplaceman plans for a large residential 
residence to be WM in its place. 

2. CASP is. as you may know, the borough wide tenants and lemeholders group 
ropreiennag WAN pommy tetanus and kaaeholdas in sued pnmenith in Canniest 

3. Athlone House death does I mike a -ryrsiiirc conothuison" in the Hight:me (7omen anal 
Area and adjacent Heath Men, and its tleinolition would be gossip, ely harmful 00 IIM° 
Highgate Cense:moon Apes. 

0. The building is an impo..ing rell brit I. one with gables. iuncts and coons% e and wuraeihe 
none frames minnunding ilw gothic le indows no all sides ol ibu 

5. There is also an aurscove gown sad mcr a sun hump" on the south side and also an 
mown e clock mute. and the entrant,: unser is clearly inmemmve. ith mum-live u.n ot 
uonewo4 thine Ow mammy, 

6. Whily the budding orel lisled..1 slid1 is an nOraclive and well. proponairval bedding. and 
damn'i bine lo hose !NW slams ot he an Osteplional building in be capable ot making a 
p̂osuisc mowing:on". and dwitto amaccing the pogo:bon ot die with am bests 'Cl ow 

in Ow current Naiumal PI-mid Pallor Plana, -etm..en mg and enhancing he 
hisiont einiownwin" al 126-101 tommd) &niobium. 

7. Ai in: law planning caution.. Ilse lotspemor entweded Ilni He building Milk a "pomine 
ominnliam" in the conscn aline area. although he weld on in scale that a 4:011:1:414:111 
building 111 high quality would he 14 



8. Honorer. the I n m a n  dismissed that 1 1 S  on die sole basis that die then proposed 
reptacernere building's sin infrinp:d CsnideiCspolicies relating to buiknngs sunoundmg 

heath. see (1t..ih&Haa,anascoeleaslv Chemin L B C  A %%echos 120081 
A n n a  r 

U. The !memos need not have plie on 10 C‘pre.s any views in an in relation in die aim"t 
building or Ilse maim of the riptiseli nthIscemtni budding. other then Ow site daemons 
relating to the mancil's policies. 

10.His observations on the menus of the then proposed scheme and the -thisithe 
contribmion" puede by the current building weion'i neu:smar) for the deposal of the 
appeal. and should era manes of LIS be nemed as being "inter dicta. 

1 1 .11 is incensed dun these cornmeals now bind he local p011Inelly or any planning 
commence in any was 

12.1t 4wneld also he taken into oniiktaieun dna at the Inspector refused the pen 1011, 
appeals, no challenges could be brought in the High Coon railing to his finding. 
concerning the merits ol the COMM building and the then propowolreplacemem budding. 
as neither the council, nor die Co of London. and the imereoril panic' wouldn't have 
been able to wooly the tel ol being a "pinion aggrieved" for the purposes ol stag 
Jule i mouth this Town ind fauns. Piffinilint Art K V  Of t r i m .  611110.SM iii 
Plannindi iamt lainkiim., owl ITheseeVsks Most% An lQtfl I %wield refer you le Lair 

Lake119551 I P 6aceetdingly. 

I t  I wouth also argue that the presets budding ckerly smisho. a number of enwria in die 
English Heniage ChCCIIISI. and it is anticipated dun English Heruage will he keen to refer 
in ihew in i n n  detail in their mambo to this moconcessed planning appk.4111011. 

14.1110: building was previously assessed as making a "teethe taininbution" and nothing 
seems in have changed topuitify any diffesong view Nine taken. 

13.11 is also Coniml ihai SIC building has suffered I n n  ins'' ingredient 411Cralli ,,,, iner Ilie 
'can. hui it should be ternembered thai the fffirpoW of the fenoValiffin 
ariVintd 01 ww. to TANIS lilt building 's leature, 

IA. However. rim wulumanding the amnions. MC main coniposition of the building reman 
in alltarliti: red Iwit with done facings and window frames. and nom/ id the original 
known do remain MI6 er ihe °nonlegal niches in the alms above he wusslistfl. along 
with the chinirrty.. SIC Mae Mort. the clock lower and sue lounge green 
mot. 

1 7 The MIN IMpliflaIS It11111Millf ieanire i. again the 01111Met lower, which still regains its 

Ilt.The budding is also of scene historical netted in slew of die mohnect Soknan and the 
original owners in the I t  tenon . and is then:lure of intere.si its the kwal Jewish 
community and culotte. 

1911cre is also no et W o n  that the building has auereplod ache Stood lot sale on the 
own maitet. on) es Won.: to ...goat dim any itnovaiion plans could incommage the 
proem building. 

20. 'Mere is also relevance in dilapidatioas in the heikling. and dearly this has Inn the Ian 
ol the owners who haw clear!) allowed die building to fall into disrepair to gain 
advantage law replawnieni 
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21. The original %chum: in 21M5t aitacholconditions comerning the toenail oldie addled 
as a condition of the gram of the then phoning permission for the demolition of Me 
1930s MOthintels and their replacement by Os. 

22.11w council is then:lore ander an obligation io w a n e  the pervious agreemems hum 
2003 don ihe c o n  budding should be refurbished as pan oldie gram ol the Sennett 
pennioion for the building of the dais in the rands. 

23. Nothing has changed in dor room. and any comments made by the Inspeetor in relate 
i o t a  osac is Nola i n  binding on MC Connell or any DevelopmentControl Commitiee. 

2.1.The a r r a i  replaceinem plan is Scalia' in concem ion and appearance and is a 
uninspired design as a classical paws: and is a smaller version of the pevinusly lathed 
sclb:me. 

25. Again. ih: previous mamma. ol the Inspector areal binding es Ile ealithd. The wale. 
hulk and massing would ekan) be hamlet to the comervaio• area and the heath saing. 
espesialh the math C104100. 

26. The design is cited a cross Iwiween • mock Luanne and mogul temple style. and is 
eloiieral a out my balanced composhion. with numerous p a w n  Mat bear no 
Ilinelional meaning to die ovendl deur.  his also dear thas the morel Meg appears ni 
have been baud on the much more imposing and Kalanced eimmosionnally oldie pawn 

27. Hamer.  this tower a p a r t  to aping out limn nowhere al ilw top of die building like a 
rather large d n a .  make die penal. ale a Mall has prthence Conning the alhange gale. 
In ihe mesa building. 

2e lii addilion. compinilionally. the I t s  small domes on either side of the paused 
replaceniem building hate no proper racoon and appear in have been 'Maly Mecca 
dam like up onied maker,. 

29 The toatall effect ol the Mghleeitimil design is tallied like an liter deconileil and 
anriduieil chew of drawers. with the pillars and a maws being pa ined all in a ilw 
somewhat Miab and maned and comma poodle &mai. 

30 I i i .  clwrelone contended dian casservithon area consent and planning gennisakin shoal 
again he refusal in this instance. and die council should now wet to enlose lie 1ni.vnills 
agreeMela drawn up in relation to die 2003 planning appin morn. 

71 The building should Woo be dammed an asstl rd isinunstay value wider taggo.faLL1 
of the I amliaen Ant 3011.111Id I Make such an applicanon in respect of the thesernmion of 
Mame House accordingly on beall ol CASP. 

PROVI•dtlal IlF 41111.1 H(nNINC 

I . In olir %wt. the proposed scheme tot the repayment building appears to consul ol 
camel) personal aCiainimegfrititill. and that there is no provision for any (mm of social 
housing wistaria 

2. We understand that dos May have been wised somewhat but we remain n e a t &  Om 
there will Im am IWO, nom lor &gains in any appro'ved scheme. or if it is. we 
helm% e nut OW Allegan' inii) itch lo he slimed of such a goadgion al a lawr dale. 

3. We beheic ibis lobe the case, as ilw Appllednl is setting planning pemsinion lot a 
image dwelling he homed and his family. and we believe Ma provision of social 
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Issuing Mr penults In housing need will not b e .  feature that the Applicant will be 
panicultely oft:cent:deka. 

4. This is Mud ud by the contempt that has beet shown by the Applicant Cot the wishes of 
the local cemmunity in seeking to dentolish Athlone House in the fini place and eeplace 
ii withs teplacemem buildiag. in lunch or the original planning obligations roe the grant 
o(phinuobdiendpccrnflattttdtiui3Có. 

3. We as a borough wide Oqpithalion are eaten* opposed lot planning schema is ndadoa 
lo buildings welt as Addeo.: Houw being tamed into luxury atommodation roe 
millionaires a s  lisle of rinanmal unnyeam aid when homelessness in the bosough is a 
key housing issue. 

Tows Mithiblly 

CstCASP 



Dear Sire 

I wish to object to the application to demolish the house and to replace it with what an inappropriate mansion which 
would be damaging to the Conservation Area and to prominejnt views horn the Heath. 

M Reynolds 
9 Highgate Heights, 77 Shepherds Hill N6 5RF 



Dear Sirs 

I wish to object to the current application to demolish the existing house and to replace it with an obtrusive, 
inappropriate building which would damage views from the Heath and be damaging to the character and appearance 
of the Highgate Conservation Area. 

(Mrs) L L Reynolds 
Highgate Heights, 77 Shepherds Hill N6 555 
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( plagnmg deralinieni 11,:1,..211w1.1,1, 11411 g”..,‘ )iv'ivllivviiili 111 
th, V.11, le-,1.01Ph aPh.,4,111. 
1111 11,1) ha, elmngtd? ApralIMITly ( OM' Ot 1111 .211.,.g> or von 
t.y.nd 
It oad (a./.1C011,111CIP h1th, (MP) OWL the hillIhehhh to fall ...110 

hOhh h,P.P..10hPit, and Grand 1.),,ps h, 
glory 1 vol arid pa,R., 1112 Mk:, 

AtI11011, Io11., to b., dr,tio;,c1...ou 110ke 11, I .1.km 11111111111,' hay C1111111111 
Priti phir,111112 kifighlug,Toci. outhIP hi3 hPRIPp dmgedou, 

dtmto.2. nu, l o c . A a l l .  1111)1)111111)2:21°that ....cm ,ft ia to pa,. on to ow 
thge to iqt,11,,, ptan on the that dc.rolaft., N. and [01 

P OW, PI Ithhhhh. 
liv Be.oAc:i 

Dorothy Boswell 

PIP'0102 . 
, COPort 

h P5 

, 

lodged 
ond 11.11)1 

I'll) LII Iv hl 

i., 

1..)iandeh,Idi 



flu 
= how they 

was a condition 01 tire original 
C O L I f l e i i  d o n o r  enforce it and p 

airborne Janes 

demol utioa an Athlone House. I objea 
aid do and ihat in oppose the phut 

o Athlone Hoarse what 
It will h e  disgraceful if the 

yoa  do nnd have no abide by the lams 



Dear Charles Thu re, Relallo.20(3/7242/9 

I am writing to you to express my very sarong objection to the taos leecent application by developers 1° he 
allowed to destrany Athlone House and replace it whit what looks like a very enormous o_sityof an 
alternative. 
F o r t  start it is surely a disgrace that the developers o f  tha, hats already built have not been forced to carry 
out their original obligation o f  restoring Athlone House, and seem to be getting away with flats that are 
totally out o f  keeping with the older main building. 

I have, in duct, a very personal reason for wanting Athlone House to he preserve 
As a school girl in the 1930s, my best friend was the niece o f  the owners o f A t h  lone I-louse at that nine, As 
very earnest and committed tennis players (and members o f  our School Tenni 
allowed to practice tennis playing on the tennis court down on the court below 
weekends and sometimes also on Wednesdays. Afterwards, on Sundays w e  would be Dv( errtat 'take tea' 
with the family in the drawing room. 
Consequently I became very aware o f  the size, the atmosphere and uniqueness o f  this extraordinary 'house', 
which seemed more like one o f  the fairy-tale castles o f  central Europe often depicted in fairy-tale books. 
Many y e a s  later, in the 1970s alter m y  husband died, I came to live in Highgate in M ill field Lane, and 
would recall those years and my friend whenever I saw the house when walking on the Heath. 

A s ]  say, it is such a unique house - (it should he in capital letters, HOUSE ) We  should Inc proud to have it 

as part o f  north London's heritage and not let it just  he discarded. Also it played a vital part in London's 
defence during the W W 2  - which should never b e  forgotten either. 

I am writing tan you as I am sure you will do all you can to prevent  this new application (see R e l N o  above) 
Inann being approved. 

Yours sincerely 

lean Eisler 
2, MillIneld Lane 
London 



NO ND 



Dear Sir 

ReP2013 7242 

I write to object to the proposed dc 
the house be restored as a eoncliti o a o f  a 

i would appreciate an explanation in laytnan's 
by one part o f  Camden Cryincil can he unilaterally 

A 

Yours sincerely 

I.M.White 
7 Bacons Lan 
H i g h s S . M t h  BL 

Dense The Leone  I sliest 

e pascal 0 C the nearby tan 

how the teens 
ded ha another 

p t r a t i t  5 ttppttetttt 



Dear Mr. Thuaire, 

We would like to record our objection to the proposed demolition and redevelopment of Athlone 
House. Did the applicants have any serious intention of preserving and improving the existing 
house? This must be open to question; yet it was on this basis that they were given planning 
permission to develop the rest of the site. 

If the applicants are permitted to demolish the main house they will be benefitting from their failure 
to observe the terms of their agreement with the Council. If the house has deteriorated in the last 
five years, it is the applicants who have allowed this to happen. Therefore it will constitute a very 
bad precedent for the council's dealings with future applicants, who may well conclude that 
anything they agree as a condition of obtaining planning permission may be ignored down the 
road. This is a very serious matter. 

Astor the argument that it will be uneconomic to renovate the existing house this is by no means 
certain. It may be uneconomic in terms of the developers making a mammoth profit from 
demolition, but a private buyer might well find it attractive to use the house for the use for which it 
was intended, if the purchase price of the house is not based on the right to demolish, which the 
present owners do not enjoy. 

Antony and Arlene Polonsky 
Flat 18 Broadlands Lodge 
18 Broadlands Road 
London N6 4AW 



Attn. Charles Thuaire / PLanning Department. Re Planning Application 2013/7242/P 

Dear Charles 

I want to let you know of my of objections to the destruction of Athlone House. 

The house should be renovated as that was part if the agreement re the building of flats in its 
grounds. 

We don't want an extension of Bishops Avenue on Hampstead Heath, that level of ostentatious 
eyesore needs to be contained not indulged. 

Camden council knows that the new planning application is 60% bigger than the original house 
which is in breach of planning laws, the council represents the people & should stand up to this 
level of flagrant disrespect & manipulation. 

Kind regards 

Diane Wheatley 

Sent from my iPhone 



Dear Charles 
Prn strongly opposed to the proposal to knock down Athlone House to build new flats. It 
woe Id be a navesty and shouldn't be allowed to happen. 
Yours sincerely 
Kate Brotherhood 

Sent nom intytPhone 



Dear Mr Thuaire 

I care little for Athlone House per as. However, I do care - deeply - both about planning 
procedures, compliance and enforcement, and also about keeping the horizons of Hampstead 
Heath uncluttered by new buildings. 

I understand that the former owners of Athlone House were granted permission to build adjacent 
to it ON CONDITION THAT they refurbished Athlone House. In selling Athlone without complying 
with this requirement, they have surely broken the terms of that permission. 
Logically, the flats constructed on the site were constructed without permission, but I understand 
no action has been taken against that developer. 

I understand that Athlone House was sold to its current owner around 2005. Surely they must 
have been aware of the planning requirement they needed to fulfil. Anyone who has ever bought 
any property in England knows about the solicitors' searches that reveal such things. 
Surely they didn't just ignore this legal requirement in the hope that the building would deteriorate, 
thus releasing them from their obligations?! Cynically, I fear they did, and I ask myself how this 
was allowed to happen. 

That the current owner wants to replace Athlone with a new 'palace' is deeply frustrating on 
several counts. First, it apparently makes a mockery of the planning system and Camden's 
enforcement procedures. 
Secondly, I believe the time for building of personal palaces in our cities has come loan end and I 
don't with to see their construction supported by any of our London boroughs. Thirdly, keeping the 
'countryside' feel of much of Hampstead Heath, without being overlooked by more buildings on the 
horizon, is important to a great many people. 

I urge you and the council to recognise and act on your responsibilities in this matter, to reject the 
current planning application, and to do all in your power to ensure that the terms of that previous 
planning permission are adhered to. 

Jackie Jones 
1 Dukes Head Yard 
N7 5JQ 



Please reject the inappropriate proposal for replacing Atli/one House. This constitutes a breach of earlier 
undertakings to the Council and if allowed to proceed would set a noxious precedent. The plan would result in 
marring a uniquely historic London landscape. Please enforce the agreement with the owner made several years 
ago and save the historic house. 

Yours faithfully, 

Victor Schonf old 
Beyond the frame Ltd 
27 Old Glouce>ter St 
London VKIN 3XX 
England 



From: Mary HArrington 
Sent: 05 January 2014 
To: Planning 
Subject: Fvf Automabc reply AtNone House ref 2013/74242/p 

Categories: Orange Category 



GAIL WALDMAN 
a C M W 9 . L A V E N V E H H G M E  LONDON No 5HL 

Planning DeparMsem 

DY omen Pilialituro camdcii coa uk 

Oar Mr Timone, 

Its. Athlone Haste 2613/7242M 

I ta oh 1i ohthet to the demolidon of Addate House and to the annual Molding for 
hit ioi kmking 

I. nIC medal 106 Apganati requites thm Adams° Home iv rosined. The gala 
have been built and profit made. This Arcanum is binding and the ON ner 
must adhere to it. 

n i t  COM of mfitrbishrisent anon an aiguman tbm can lie made Ihr &volition 
of a building that makes a significant connibufion to a Consenstiai Area. 
There is nothing in die NPPF that stases this a l l  or Would be taken into 

ficfurbishmem and lestoration to the limited degree sequinrd in the Section 
Ion Agreanem a perfoaly rossible. his recognised (lam an auchfica with 
many gran' °Hyrum° nob working on old. Mame and listed buildings) 
thai O.1101aDOTICO.IS a pall dal OWN OR Sq. OMR than building new 
luiddinp. She owner MOM have beats. advised by his team of profasiamb 
thin ibis would be beet.. in that mon is not inn potidon to ague dal 
refinbishment is 001 • salt 

No decision should be made undl die House is reinspected and die mate of dm 
building is assessed against its condition when planning ',emission the 
uthonnion was granted. The applicant appma to claim the buiWirtg has 
deteriorated. If it is the one that the condition of buildhig is wone than when 
the consent was given, then the on nays have father Faikd to meet die Mins of 
the Section 106 Arcanum. The NPOF specifically does not a/low an 
applicani so clam die Wog of lack ol maintenance as • can. for demolition 
or a licroage math I fleal people u ill want to know if any deterioration has 
tk:CIMVAI. 

Simonton haa the benefit of mailing die embodied enemy. his Ittl as 
though the teas buildings going beyond Ms minimum standanb of Building 
Rthoilmion. Les el a of the Code for Sustainable Homes. attained through 
wrothing linev and nice hugs. Indiana the applicant I s  no thought l a  die 
longs" ity oldie annual building or climbs abinde. 



-2-No 

public benefit meows from demolition of Addax Hare and Ow troroing 
of the proposed hotkling, 

The proposed building would not prorone or enhance the Cooserroutto Arch 
Keened Hare or the entomb, of Kentwood rid l b  Her r  Athlone Home 
enhances Li.i listed as a meant coombute In Camden', Area Appraisal and 
its derolkion would mum setwastuel bona lathe Cenferntion Awn 

8. k is the %fared rid broken Fortin.% ebielt n e t  the grater wirehair.% to 
r a m  of Athlone Home Ilan the kerb through the surrounding trees. The 
hen Inspector was mher eattrackinor on this point. He stated I S  the 
proposed w a r e  of the Nu applies tom m Ilat herrunal line and that the 
broker leonine * M e  aiding Athlone Home conroborol wthoof 
the contemner Aral l i i .  the k r  omen* together usth the cans bulk and 
the intended effiXI of promthenee. or on Jammers. of the landsame whit* 
would erne thisproposal to seriously detract Irom and d r a w  the 
Consavatket Are and the listed landrapm mthin wroth the propmed 
building is set. 

For On the above reason I objea in the %minter perible tams to these applkanom 

Yours sincerely, 

Gail Waldman 



copying Planning e mail address also as requested in Chares'out of office 

Dear Mr Thuaire 
I am writing to express my concern at the above planning application. Athlone House is a beautiful 
Victorian house which my wife or twill see every day when walking our dog. The new purchaser of 
the site bought with full knowledge of the obligation to restore. This application is therefore 
opportunistic and I would urge Camden to maintain the original position it took that the house is 
worthy of preserving and the application should not be allowed. If the application is allowed we will 
lose an important part of our local heritage and the loss cannot be reversed. I also understand that 
the new house contravenes rules on rebuilding on Metropolitan Open Land as it is 60% larger 
than the current house. 

Best Regards 

Andrew Sulston 
45 North Road 
N6 465 



Dear Chad 

(would like to lodge my objection to the proposals (or Athlone House. This is a ben Itiful 
building which should be preserved and conserved as part o f  the character and history o f  the 
area. It is certainly much loved by many people who can see it in prominence when visiting 
and walking on Hampstead Heath. A new building albeit replica is not acceptable. 

Whilst. a number o f  buildings in the area have been replicated in design and rebuilt tone on 
Hatnpstead lane in pathicular between Bishopswood Rd. and Stormont rd.) and with some 
integrity, these are more modern interwar properties with substantially less architectuail 
detaiI and merit. Whilst a rebuild may be feasible the detail, materials, fabric and batting 
technics that make Athlone house what it is and with is natural weathering and ageing simply 
cannot be reproduced. 

It is highly opportunistic on the part o f  the developer to make pm post Is to reproduce the 
building ramtrary to previous planning conditions. (ant not against the Inc o f  the building for 
icsidential purposes with flats o r  varying sizes and would in •fact encourage this. But these 
cant be achieved within the existing building, just perhaps with less profitability. 

I am somewhat staprised that a building such as Athlone House has not been yet given listed 
status in view ()His stature in the surrounding environment and landscape together with its 
historic and architectuitil qualities. And more over that it was a planning condition that the 
building shouldbemaintained as part tiffany development o f  the site. 

Yours sincemly, 

Antonbi and David Clarke 

14 (Merton Rd 
NI 2LA 

Sent ['tom myiPad 



Dear Sir, Madam, 
I with to convey my very deep anger at the proposed demolishing of Athlone 

House, It is imperative that the council refuse the destruction of this landmark building and one 
that the local community and indeed those from afar wish to see restored. 

The council had an opportunity with the last developer to ensure that the house was restored, but 
as is the case to  often with local government they allowed themselves top be hoodwinked whilst 
the developers laughed all the way to their offshore bank accounts, do they ever visit the area to 
admire the flats they built, do they spend money in the local area, are they or were they interested 
in preserving the fabric of the building ? No, they were not and no they don't spend money in the 
local area or care. History now appears to be repeating itself and the council seems to be allowing 
it to happen without a fight. Camden wouldn't tolerate this sort of action by a small householder 
and yet it it allows itself to lay down and play dumb to these people. 

You should remember that you are here to listen to and respect the wishes of the many people 
who wish too see this magnrficent house saved. What legacy do you the council want to have 
when you look back on your careers and from the top deck of a bus look out onto bland and 
uninspiring flats and wonder why the but stops at "Athlone House" when there is none. Will you 
tum to your fellow passengers and announce that you, the council were responsible for it's 
wholesale destruction in order to appease developers who have long since fled the scene of this 
architectural crime ? I fear not. 

Haringey Council owned a house in North Hill and that has been successfully restored to it's 
former glory, even Witanhurst has been revived. Therefore it is nonsense by the owners to 
suggest that this house should be demolished. Might I suggest you, the members of Camden 
planning travel a little north from the confines of your office to view these two buildings and see 
what can and should be done rather then wait until the elements destroy this place. 

This is , as it stands, as simple case of the owners knowing the price of this building but not it's 
value. You, the council owe this to locals, this generation and future generations. Don't look back 
on your careers as condoning vandals. 

Yours sincerely, 

M Schlote. 



Dear Mr Thuaire, 

I add my voice to the many imploring you to do what you can to prevent the destruction of Athlone 
House which is architecturally and historically important. 

The commitment made in law to restore/retain the property needs to be enforced from a legal, 
moral and aesthetic perspective. If not enforced a precedent is established whereby the council 
would be seen as powerless in the face of developers and their resources as they pursue their 
ends at any cost. 

Yours sincerely, 

Simon Fairburn 

NVV3 2ND 



Attn. Charles Thuaire I Planning Department. Re Planning Application 2013/7242T 

Dear Mr Thuaire, 

In mlation to the proposed redevelopment o f  Athlone House, the Planning Brief  prepared by Camden 
Council in February 1999 specifically concerning the development o f  Athlone House cited many reasons 
why the demolition o f  Athlone House would be unacceptable - particularly in points 4 3 . 7  and specifically 
4.3.8: 

"The t o t t e d /  will seek the  retention o fho i l t l ing t  which make poeit ive ethet ibution to the character cd 

ap h e a r t h .  e i d  a thrigervation area ins t i l  other eases, co thener  or  demolition i f  an unlisted building in 
ionierv idion urea will normally he grunted only wheth it thin d e  shown shut she building detracts f r o m  the 
character  o f  t h e  area or  u h e r c  the contribution of Ike propored  replat einem when rompared  with that of 
the existing building h u n t '  h r  o f  m o r e  or  equal  bean/ii  to the centervat ien urea" 

It SOCITES the council have, in the past been diligent in their efforts to protect the conservation area strain' 
which Athlone House sits, the MOT and The Hampstead and H ighgate Ridge-area o f  special interest 
particularly as noted in 233 

"During Wither periodv the M a m e  [fourth site beauties thore pu»ninthu and  the s h e  i t  clearlyvisibie 
f rom a number carnage points on the herald 

I trust the council will uphold these laudable applications o f  planning law in the light tsf the proposed 
derntslidon and prevent same while enforcing the agreement based on restoration and conservation °lithe 
existing structure and the area. 

Yours sinceicly, 

Simon Fairburn 
2140 



Dear Mr Thuaire 
ref. 2D1 3/7242/P 
I have become aware that once again Athlone House is at risk of demolition and replacement by 
an unsightly modern house. As I'm sure many people have commented, the Victorian house is an 
important part of vistas along the northern part of the Heath, and as a frequent heath-walker, I am 
disappointed at the prospect of its removal. Are there any planning constraints that can be 
employed on behalf of local people? 
I ems Haringey resident. 
Mark Afford 
Crouch End, N8 



Dear Charles Thuaire 

We have just completed the restoration of our 1840s granite property in Aberdeenshire and know 
what joy old buildings are, and how pleasing they are to the eye, and yet internally can be 
sympathetically renovated so that still have the character of the original property but can far 
exceed modern requirements in terms of their isolation properties, even the stringent ones 
required in Scotland. 

I therefore urge you to retain the property on the Hampstead Lane in its original form, rather than 
allow a modern replacement to be built in its place. People come to the UK for the heritage and to 
see the culture. Yes, there are new buildings as well, but if we want glass and chrome, where all 
heritage has been removed, than we can go to Dubai or the UAE. I however prefer to see my 
heritage for real not as a historic picture or photograph. 

Please reject any proposals to damage the external facade of this property 

Regards 

Peter Sedge 

Roslyn 

High St 

Kernnay 

Aberdeenshire 

AB51 5NB 



Dear Mr Thuaire 

I am e-mailing to add my voice to the many objections tam sure you have already received to the 
current planning application in respect of Athlone House. 

This could hardly be a more important site, because of its impact on the Heath as well as its own 
intrinsic value. 

There is also an important point of principle here: regardless of the difficulties that restoration of 
the house may now face, planning policy is surely fundamentally undermined f developers are 
allowed to think that they can profit by disregarding the conditions previously imposed upon 
development (here, the 2005 permission). 

Yours sincerely, 

Nigel Giffin 



Dear Mr Thuaire 
I am a resident of Highgate and frequently walk on Hampstead Heath. I object strongly to the 
demolition of Athlone House. Camden Council should take action to enforce the obligations and 
commitments made by the developers which they gave in return for planning permission to build a 
block of flats. They have had the benefit of this and are now seeking to renege on their part of the 
agreement. If Camden grants permission for the demolition this is an unacceptable precedent and 
a message to developers that they can run rough shod over planning laws Salpy Kouyoumjian 
10 north grove 
Highgate 
London 

Sent from my iPad 



Dear Charles Thuare, 

I would like to register my objection to the distruction of Athlone House. 

Athlone House plays a major part in the history of the area and it would be a huge loss 
to be dernolished. There can be no moral justification for its loss. 

Please register my objection. 

Yours sincerely 
Ann Forster 

are to 



Dear Sir 
I recently took a walk on Hampstead Heath and was admiring the striking architecture of Athlone 
House, as it sits among the trees overlooking the Heath. I was astonished and dismayed to hear 
that it was threatened with destruction by developers. Surely this is part of London's heritage, to 
be enjoyed by residents and visitors alike? I 
I enjoy protected landscapes in the South Downs National Park where I live - doesn't Hampstead 
Heath need the same kind of protection? I cannot understand hoes local coundl could allow such 
vandalism. I sincerely hope that the decision will be reconsidered. 

Yours faithfully, Janet Stuart 



Application to demolish Athlone House 

We have known and loved the view from the top of the Heath across the Ponds to London for 
many years. 

Athlone House is an integral part of this view cherished by many. 

The David Chipperfield Apartment scheme exists on the basis that Athlone House is restored. 

That the developer did not follow through with Chipperfield and employed a second Architect to 
document the apartment scheme, made a mockery of the planning process in the first instance. 
The net result is an ordinary building beside the Heath. That the developer did no follow through 
with with the restoration of Athlone House should surely be considered a breach of the initial 
planning approval. 

The multiple versions proposed now for the site are representative of the lack of skill and 
architectural ability of the applicants Architect, who in some circles is apparently considered an 
articulate Classicist. Others know his work as poorly proportioned, lacking in clarity of detail and 
lazy in Historical reference, 

The recent proposals for the Athlone site look more like a successful used car dealers mansion in 
Pasadena or Mafia bosses Villa in St Petersburg, and certainly not of the quality required to 
replace the current house on the site. Certainly no where near the standard required to address 
the Heath, Kenwood and the London Skyline beyond. 

That this current application has gone so far also says something of the poorly conceived and 
inadequate British planning system. 

Long live Athlone House, 





Dear Mr. Thuaire & the Camden Council, 

I throughly disagree with any approval of the plan to demolish Athlone House and replace it with a 
large house. I do not believe that a breach of contract should be rewarded with looking the other 
way. It is not right that someone should be rewarded for not following the letter of the law. 
Otherwise, why bother to put such clauses into contracts? Allowing this rebuilding on Hampstead 
Heath is heresy. I do not like the idea that if one has money he or she can make decisions which 
should not be allowable. 

Yours sincerely, 

Janet Munro-nelson 
Lawyer 



Dear Charles, 

I am writing to object to the proposed application to this historic house. A new, much larger out-of-context Heath 
mansion is an unwelcome development in the area, impacting the character of the Heath itself - which residents and 
amenity groups have long sought to protect and which are governed by specific legislation and case law. 

I would like to ask vdw previous undertakings by the developer to restore the House, in exchange for the building of 
tam, have not been honoured? Notwithstanding any neglect on the part of the developer - a trick of the trade - the 
Highgate Society argue that architectural detail could still be preserved. I would ask that Planners follow this up - 
and, should it come to Committee, that councillors conduct a site visit. 

The saga man example of the economics of super-gentrification, which left unchecked will drive character, value and 
amenity from the area rather than enhance it. 

CHr. Theo Blackwell 
Cabinet member ton Finance 
Gospel Oak ward (Lab) 

How to get in couch 
Surgery on Ist Saturday of each month - 10-11am Queens Crescent Community Ce 
Daytime telephone - 020 7974 1969 
Skype surgeries 6pm-7pm Sundays, or ad hoc if you email in advance 
Twitter is also an easy way to get in touch @camdentheo 

J0111 Camdenis online community to get regular updates about neighbourhood and borough wide 
issues wsw wearecamden or2 



I hereby object to the piRposal to demoboh Ath le t e  brautifut huildtng and pact e l  -ha 
history that I believe should b e  retained. 

regards 

Martin Taylor 
215 Liverpool Road 
London NI 1TX 



Dear Charles, 

I utterly oppose the destruction of  Athlone House. It is a historic local landmark very visible from 
the Highgate side of  the Heath. 

You must not let the developer renege on theft previous agreement to restore it in retum for 
granting permission for  the new flats. 

Yours sincerely 

Claire Stephenson 



For the developers to renege on their previous agreement to restore the building in exchange for building 3 blocks 
of flats is completely monstrous. This is a particularly important local property and please do not allow them to get 
away with it. 

Bryan Hammersley 



Dear Mr. Thuaire, 

Ref: 2013/7242/P 

Ath lonet tp l iAgplmSappl icat ion 

I object to the application made by Athlone House Limited ("AHLI. 

It is clear that AHL is trying to renege on its promise by which it gained planning permission in the first place to build 
flats. Whether it ever intended to honour its obligation is questionable and, doubtless, it will seek to panic those 
from whom it seeks permission by raising the "spectre' of insolvency but, at the end, Athlone House can and should 
be restored, as AHL agreed; and whether by AHL or a new owner. 

The grounds on which I object to the application are that: 

• The area that the proposed new development would cover would be 60% larger than the current 
building. Such a development would be in breach of the rules governing the rebuilding of houses on 
Metropolitan Open Land, as held in the matter of Garden House (2008); 

• Permission to erect the flats, in the first application, required Athlone House to be retained and restored - 
an obligation that continues even if Athlone House is sold; 

• Athlone House is rich in architectural detail both inside and out and tile evidence gathered, among others, 
by the Highgate Society shows that restoration is not only possible but also economically worthwhile; and 

• The proposed development would be intrusive upon the Heath and detrimental. Its size, scale, style, colours 
and detail would not only be out of character with its direct local comparator, Kenwood House, but also 
damagingly so with its nearer neighbours. 

Please acknowledge safe receipt. 

Yours sincerely, 





I am emailing you to object to the proposed demolition of Athlone House. 

Athlone House is of historical interest and it is located in a unique, beautiful place - Hampstead 
Heath (which is a conservation area). 

I am a resident / home owner in Highgate. 

Please refuse the planning application to demolish Athlone House. 

Yours sincerely 

Karen Davy (Mrs) 



I object strongly to the proposal to demolish Athlone House. Camden should enforce the basis on which planning 
permission was given tor flats on the site and require the house to be retained and restored I regularly enjoy the view 
of Athlone House from Hampstead Heath and believe this fine house should be retained for the enjoyment of all 
Londoners The proposed new house would be intrusive in scale, style and colour, and would constitute gross 
overdevelopment of the site 

Ellen Gates 
11 Grove Terrace 
NWS 1PH 

his ant vi roses an dmulmuru because uvasti Andinirusprote on Is actv 



Dear Mr Thuaire. 
I was born within two Heath and have ved close to the Heath for the past 
50 years. I use the Heath there, picnic with my children, fly 
kites and swim in it's ponds. 
I supported the Highate Society and other protest groups when Athlone House was under threat 
previously and was relieved, along with everyone else, when a deal was agreed with the 
developer o f  the site that he would restore the House itself in exchange for planning permission 
to build around the remaining land. It wasn't perfect but at least the house would be saved for 
future generations to enjoy. 
To now discover that the developer was allowed to not just renege on his end o f  the agreement 
but was also allowed to sell the house on without the restoration being done. And to further 
learn that the new new owners are claiming that the house is in such dire condition it will not be 
possible to restore appalls me on so many levels. It a) make a complete mockery o f  agreeing 
anything with Camden Council - as clearly any agreement is not worth the paper it written on 
and win not be enforced. b) has allowed the developer to make the money he sought from the 
project but without having to spend the money on the restoration c) has meant that the house has 
not been touched since the original agreement was made and therefore allowed the house to fall 
into a further poor state d) and finally sends a message to any unscrupulous developers that 
Camden is a 'soil touch' to deal with when it comes to preservation and properties o f  historical 
significance, 

Can you explain or st 

a) The developer was not ttetd to his end o f  the agreement - as surely there was a written a d 
signed agreement in place. 
b) He was allowed to first build his development whilst doing nothing to the House In terms of 
restoration or protection from further deterioration. 



c) Why hewn Slowed to sell the house on to mhos when he I S  a duty land legally blndliisj 
contract in place with ° W e n  Council to restore it. 
d) Why the council did not intervene prior to his selling lean or prbr to the house idling Into 
further disrepair. 

Do you not feel that you have hear played? 
It is deeply concerning to me that Camden Council has been so feckless in dealing with WI 
developer and holding to personal accoum those who make ameemems with ahem. You have 
severely let down not just the resident.: of Camden and the wounding b o w &  but ell those 
residents of London who enjoy the Heath and those to whom preservation of our histeen 
buildings MAIM 

Yours sincerely. 
Claire McArthur 



Dear Mr Thuaire 
I have just returned to the UK on January 5th and hope my objection can still be accepted. 
It is with amazement and great concern that planning for a further " 
Athlone House " scheme can be considered given the original conditions regarding the 
development of the flats being finked to the preservation of the fine original Victorian mansion. 
The new proposal wit absolutely ruin the stunning view of the existing house enjoyed by 
thousands of heath visitors. The size (some 60% greater) and style will be more than obtrusive , a 
major blot on the landscape and must surely be rejected. 
Work is obviously necessary but this is a case for sympathetic restoration and not bulldozing to 
rebuild an out of character project to attract a substantial developers profit. 
I suggest that your authority at the very least reverts to the agreed 
2005 terms. 

Michael Hunter OBE 

23 Broadlands Road Highgate N64AE 



I object to the pusillanimous way in which Camden has not enforced the contract to restore Athlone House Why was 
the original developer allowed to build the fiats before re-doing the house? How come the property was allowed to be 
sold on to another developer with work stiil outstanding? 

Dinah Bond 
Highgate resident 



Dear Mr  Thuaire 

I am writing to object to the proposed demolition & replacement of Athlone House,Highgate. 
My reasons are as follows. 
I visit Hampstead & Highgate g, admire the house very much. 
It is a splendid Victorian building. 

The proposed replacement looks like a very bad imitation of  a Georgian classical building. 
It is improper for the developers to promise restoration if they were permitted to build flats in the grounds 
& later say they cannot afford it. 
They should not be allowed to get away with it, as it would set a very unfortunate precedent for  other 
developments locally & nationally. 

Yours sincerely 

Nigel Clark 
148 All Souls Avenue 
London NWIO 3AB 



Charles 

I object to the request from the current owners of Athlone House to demolish it. 
It has been a part of the Heath and views from it for the 44 years since I was born in Highgate and 
is integral to the character of the Heath and surrounding areas. 
It is a magnificent property that would benefit massively from the refurbishment and restoration 
that was agreed with the council in exchange for the planning for Caenwood Court. 
It would also be a disaster for local planning if such agreements were to be allowed to be to 
blatantly ignored as this one has. 
I believe if the current owner refuses to carry out the agreed restoration works the property should 
be subject to a CPO and auctioned. 

Yours sincerely 

Tim Steiner 
Toby Steiner 
Fifi Steiner 
Ben Steiner 
Josh Steiner 

Resident at 3 Sheldon Avenue, NI6 US. 

Sent from y iPhone 




