
Letter to Camden from Sarre Road Residents 

Regeneration and Planning Management 
London Borough of Camden 
Town Rail. 
ludd Street 
London W a l l  OND 

Your refs: 2013/7585/P and 2012/5012/12 

Dear sir. 

We refer to the Planning Application Consultation (Application ref 
2013/758S/flirt which you invited comments in your letter of 28 November. 

In her decisMn al the recent enquiry into the prevails application for this 
scheme (2012/0512/PI dm inspector took Issue with the detailed design of the 
frontage which she found Incompatible with the surroundings and relectecl the 
proposal on thesegrounds. She went into some detail (paragraph IS. of her 
decision) in itemizing several aspects of the appearance of this scheme which do 
not fit with the surrounding. The developers response to each of these points 
has. In our view. been inadequate and in some cases made the appearance and 
character of the proposed scheme less compatible with the surroundings. We do 
nut see that there has been any significant change in the overall feel of the 
geometry or thrs frontage and the expanses of brkit and glass are d anything 
worse than win the initial proposal. A pankular feature which Is dearly at odds 
with the surroinclings are the 'glass boxes' (intended to emulate bay windows) 
which do nothlw of the sort either in tenns of appearance of functionality. We 
note that the spare provided by these appendages are not connected to the 
normal living space and are likely to be unIntedas storage space Elms degrading 
the appearances the frontage which is so conspicuous tor us. We therefore 
contend that the revised scheme is not minimale for the same reasons eclat M g  It, 
i t s  design as was 55,11w the Ingle( hie in her report We also note that the 
balconies proposed in the design are in Iso not a inairemeni tor providing 
amenity HMCO in the provisions set OM by the councils core strategies the 
t i l i l f * C l O r t  • (1111-11elltS on the incompatibility of the design in ihe original 
submission are etnphasized strongly in paragraph 19 tif her decision and have 
not been ° V e r t  n i n e  by the appearance or the pnipoced scheme In pant. olar the 
propos.tlremans -very Mitering in. haratter Inn i  the %wounding. 

In addition to the reason tor retestingliii otrote% Me inspector was nu wed to 
comment on the Mlle tot 'White Land' which had Natured in the developer's 
rationale for the scheme In Paragraph 21 of het decision she noted that 'White 
Land conies no weight either for or against development' We noted at the 
enquiry that the -White Lour featured very heavily in how the development was 
(omitted. The dr.:dor...4 seas apparently intent on ma simiting the tampon ion 

IhIS land M the dein: imam hnigh he appeared to be kpnave,try lizi• 

precise weaning f f i l •  1 , ”  a .  h o w  I h r  - W I M e  L i n d  11.11 Ii!.. 



h a s  t h e  effect  of  forcing t h e  s h a p e  o f  t h e  development 
is a r b i t r a r i l y  def ined a n d  a p p a r e n t l y  h a s  no signif icance in t e r m s  o d e v e l o p m e n t .  We  n o t e  t h a t  the  r e c e n t  P lann ing  S t a t e m e n t  s e e m s  t 
on this  i s sue  ( p a r a s  5.3.3 a n d  5.3.4.). H o w e v e r  w e  a m t e n d  t h a t  t h e  shape ,  and pa r t i cu la r ly  its he igh t  a n d  p rox imi ty  to n e a r b y  g a r d e n s  a n d  h o m e s  m s  Id be a m e l i o r a t e d  if the  d e v e l o p m e n t  was  n o t  b a s e d  on the  a r b i t r a r y  distinCtiOn. A s c h e m e  w h i c h  w a s  pos i t ioned  a little f u r t h e r  a w a y  from the  s t r e e t  f ron tage  and s o m e w h a t  lower  t h a n  the  c u r r e n t  p roposa l  w o u l d  a l low a less  offensive 
a p p e a r a n c e  from t h e  po in t  of  v i ew of  o u r  a m e n i t y  to b e  produced. 

With r ega rd  to the  p r o p o s e d  s c h e m e  w e  n o t e  t h e  c o m m e n t s  o f  t h e  i n s p e c t o r  in re jec t ing  t h e  p roposa l  as p u t  to t h e  enqui ry .  In h e r  p r e l i m i n a r y  c o m m e n t s  she s t a t ed  t h a t  "the loss  o f  views .. .would r e d u c e  the  e n j o y m e n t  o f  t h e i r  properties' a l t h o u g h  this  WOLI Id lint t e a  r e a s o n  for  re jec t ing  t h e  scheme_ We  t a k e  i s s u e  with this  s ince  t h e  p r o p o s e d  d e v e l o p m e n t  h a s  a n  o b v i o u s l y d i s p r o p o r t i o n a t e  impact 
on o u r  c u r r e n t  e n j o y m e n t  of  the  o p e n  space. 

You k n o w  tha t  this  scheme ,  as  initially p r o p o s e d  ( 2 0 1 2 / 0 5 1 2 / P ) ,  w a s  earlier re jected by the  Council. We  no te  t h a t  a t  t h e  enquiry ,  C a m d e n  Council opposed this  s c h e m e  and n o t e d  t h a t  the  p r ev ious  s c h e m e  to build low level h o u s i n g  in the basin  of  t h e  r e se rvo i r  w a s  a good r e a s o n  for re jec t ing  the  c u r r e n t  app l i ca t i on .  It 
w a s  a r g u e d  t ha t  this  s c h e m e  is less i n t rus ive  a n d  had f u r t h e r m o r e  b e e n  allowed 
o n  appea l .  T h e  r e s iden t s  o f  Sa r re  Road, in par t icu lar ,  w e r e  s y m p a t h e t i c  to this line o f  argument- w h i c h  a p p e a r s  to b e  IllOne e q u i t a b l e  in t e r m s  or-visual impact. We  w o u l d  hope  t ha t  C a m d e n  Connell will c o n t i n u e  to t ake  this  lino s ince it is in keep ing  w i t h  the D r a r s  rejection of  this  scheme. 

W e  r ecogn ize  that t h e  r ea sons  for re jec t ing  the  p r o p o s e d  d e v e l o p m e n t  have 
m o v e d  cm since the  dec is ion  of  the  DCA: on t h e  original p roposa l .  H o w e v e r  we believe t ha t  t h e d e v e l o p e r  shookt  n o t  b e  a l lowed  to build the  p r o p o s e d  unsightly a n d  o b t r u s i v e  scheme  We  hope  t ha t  C a m d e n  Council will s u p p o r t  its bi thjs 



Categories: Orange Category 

Application Ref: 2013.17585.P Associated Ref: 201210521/P 
Dear Sir. 
With reference to the proposed re-development of reservoir street frontage on Gondar Gardens, I wish to register the 
following comments; 

Although the frontage and the roofing have been slightly adapted, the design is still totally out of keeping with the 
area, and shows little regard for the style of the surrounding buildings The people responsible appear to have lithe 
imagination and, as a consequence, I believe the building will not be a gocd advertisement for Camden as a show 
case for modem, desirable, tasteful new builds. 

The 'gap' allowing clear views from the street is very narrow and will deprive local pedestrians of a much valued view 
across the site. Is there a guarantee that this will not be filled in the future? 

I have lived in my house for 40 years and have always enjoyed the dear views across as I walked up Gondar 
Gardens. Whilst realizing that change must happen, I feel it is a great shame that developers are allowed to deprive 
people of their bay plot of green and wild-life area in order to build totally unsuitable buildings in unsuitable plates for 
the sake of making money. 

Asa close neighbour of the site the thought of at least 2 years noise and disruption affecting, in as yet unknown ways, 
the surrounding properties for this uninspiring development fills me horror. 

I totally oppose the frontage design in its present form 



Jennings, Tina 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Categories: 

Dear sirs, 

Orange Category 

I object to Application Ref 2013/7585/P for the following reasons: 

• Loss of the protected Open Space and the sense of openness of the area • Loss of a Site of 
Nature Conservation Importance • Loss of the amenity afforded by the existing public views of the 
Open Space from Gondar Gardens street The cumulative impact on the public infrastructure of 
West Hampstead: transport links, NHS facilities, schools, parking. These services are already 
under stress from the ongoing numerous and sizable new developments in the area • The 
planning application is incomplete and fails to accurately define the envelope of the development • 
Light pollution • Destruction of the reservoir structure 



19.12.13 

Camden Council Planning 

Application Reference 2019/7585 To the Planning Council: 

I am writing in objection to Application Reference 2013/7585 on the following ba-sis: 

- The scheme Is for a tall group of flats running along Gondar Gardens and using 
a large part of the area behind which up until now has been one of the few open 
and yet inaccessible green areas in North London. The buildings will block any 
views from the street or houses around the area as well as seriously compro-mising 

the wildlife habitat that has existed there for so long. 

- West Hampstead is and has been an area of huge development over the last 
decade. There have been hundreds and hundreds of new small (1 and 2 bed-room) 

dwellings built in the area and there are many more planned. According 
to every estate agent I've spoken to the shortage In this area Is In family 
houses. When I sold my previous property (a five bedroom house in Holmdale 
Road, NMI) it was on offer after 8 days for the asking price. This area is in se-rious 

danger of becoming viable for singles and couples only while growing 
families will have to move elsewhere. The initial development plans incorporat-ing 

a number of townhouses mainly beneath the ground level would provide 
family housing whilst maintaining a sense of openness and sky' city areas 
rarely experience. 

- The fad that vertical development has been sharply limited along the opposite 
side of the road effecting any new buildings for the last twenty years makes this 
new and very tall set of buildings even more overbearing and inappropriate. 

- Finally, from a personal standpoint my position directly opposite the stte will be 
compromised in the extreme. I use the small annex at the foot of my garden 
(facing the road) as a studio. Both my light and my privacy will be effected in the 
extreme. 

M I  have stated in previous letters regarding the development of this site, when I 
bought this properly 3 years ago I was well aware that there was discussion re-garding 

the site. I also realise that London has a severe housing shortage and 



that it is impractical to suggest that every green area is sacred and must be kept 
I Just think It Is very short-minded to bulH flat after flat thinking that a sense of 
neighborhood vdll be maintained in the long run. The design of the proposed de-velopment 

is mediocre at best. It will in no way, aesthetic or practically, be an as-set 
to the area. 

Thank you for taking time to consider my opinion in this matter. 

POP 2 


