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The Society ozairniwa all Planning Applications relating to thrinrosteed, and ansi 
them foe their Sepia on CORSOMIl00 and on De local an trunnion 

Ta Laud.. B e n *  of Camera. Dm deposal realm' Team 

Planning ReP 2017R2421P 
Address. Athlone Flow.: liampuvad Lane N6 
Dm:option: Oemolition of Athlone louse: New Whedroom boise. 
Cow Dike.. tIudcsmoairc Date 17 Demobs 2013 

Once again we have to spend lime end money in objetimp to Ibis profoundly 
0100Pubt had t w i l l e d  proposal. on behalf 01 all 'how %Ito Immo and love 
Hampstead Heath. his depressing drat cc have spun to And means of opposing 
appliatma with unbinds' resource. 

The escort rarebit,: concern about, and apposition to. the prwrious 
2009 M i l  P. nalmly shawl hy you. and mimed on Appeal hi April M I  I. mini 

idorvad and was vorofwarsly espressed s i t s  time. Went ore you are snare 
of the Ilact this public opinion tallaillt unchanged, and so far as we can an 
unanimous. in he Sec of these new proposals 

The rtima,c and thdY &the Plathth18 system is to express and a n o n  public opinion. 
16.Is dowsons: to ea in the public littered. 

This proposal, which follows the disappointing Appeal Inspector's April 2011 report, 
dismissing the AppoiL tat leaving opportunities open Dr Daher application. is 
vinoally identical 101k previous design. albeit a Iliule smalkr. All the applicants' 
objectives ' twin tutehaagal. the site layout mid eroldrotere resins undamaged. aid 
the hum caused to Hampstead Heath also remains unclunged. 

A number of 'atomism issues are raised in the Report, relating to die impact of the 
proposed new house on the Heath. on which we comment in Pen B below. 

The major, and °residing issue ItOVICKT, drat involves no coallia with the 
Inspectorh report is that of emedevekweseet Is M a n g e ' s *  Open Land. We 
eddies this as Dhows: 



A. METROPOLITAN OPEN LAND 

The sac ineonomenibly is *ohm MOL. Tbh. oa. fully explomd in the Appeal 
RfTorl.eWeetall), on panto 14. Xo. and parocularly m p a  21.22. l'oneluding pan 
72 makes it Clear in Cm that the Appeal um. Jomnivocr.1 on the Iasi. of MOL 

We haw in Hantfalead • pemodar. pxral .  reason la place real importance on 
de. elopmeni. indeed Oesnlevelopment in MOL. The 21107 Judicial Renew ram 
developmeni am The Goan House. Vale..' Health is,.. decided nphenly on Ike issue 
of a nrplacemeni **be in MOL; a Planing pcmiimron for this how.: o n  rooked on 
ihcmwoeofavenievelopaicnt. OukScem,gasenmn "IPPE, porn so• 

'.1 LIU ‘hokh npard the runsintaion of new building ...3 tnoppnryonap. in the 
Gown Belt kttepnoal to thaw i n  the rqdpremeni of a bundling. pnWn/Olthe new 
buildlag Li In the some ant and not mainialv l a i r  than theme it nylaces-Judgementsof 

the High Coun and or the Coma of Appel . Heath and Hampnead 
Society b. London Borough of Camden ; the Ciarden House ease, raCCUI 454/2006 

In dye can of the mmious poposel. 2009 3413/P. Me use of the proposed new house 
was very substantially bager Man that alike mating Athlone Homo. and than Appetl 
decision was inevitobly mule on the l.si4s. The mende.0 set by mine Gwen House 
case 

In the can of the puma proposals. the sin of the palmed new house. although a 
little smaller than befom Is still considetably- Lainatalstr— large than that of die 
existing Athlone House. 

final netts is sir& in the applicant* Planning Report to this reduaion in size, but 
no coawsison S ma& showing Me disani) of fine. areas beim= Athlone Home 
and the new home. Plainly. they 6a not n i b  this devains and entemaning point to 
be mamba. 

m a c  se the las: 

Athlone llosse as casting: 

Proposed *es loose: 

teaclothn hinenieni areas 

IIIttel Boor arm 
(or. ezelading tawniest anws 

All arm ripes taken from apfAimiion &comma& no; checked by is. 

The Garden Howe &vision nike that hil,CITIC/II new areas should be taken into 
account. The) are pan o( be desclopmncni & t a n k  end are i f l k  flooapace. 

1310 is a 

U M  se as. 

2,751 sq.) 

47.6% 



Whichever area o. lam, the pmsthal ckarly matedelly brier Man the taming 
building 

rhos an awn cAmcknac Went.: of Mc unamethability of the animism and ma 
lead to Rana 

The tiothew mold consider returning to the High Cowl in &knee 01 this priapic 

A. ondwaied above, them se other issues Mich we wisb to raise. io support our 
fundantenial objeconthis to this spoliation trine are minas MOM we reared lo on 
the Apnl 2011 Alma thocovion. 

In the rthou ease al R Olid 0 *min  (I, Op Lid) v Parana, Dean DC (20131 JPL 
l i l t  the Admmitinmi,cl'aun said 
-AreWma appeal dctunut .40 “opubly al being a material roinideruriost A 
reWait action um material w a n ,  %no dblingsdshable. A dreidua maker is a 
ashaquerti ruse therefory ahould &rule holier the earlier dation was 
dbfinguLikuhk and. fan cli.fingui•hohk. Acre I b s e n  dkagrerme at nctglt the 
earlier decision addsisv rectum. I. deporoa.• from i t  " 

We suggesi dist bide weight should be aitahol Co the April 2011 Althea' decision. 
Ibr the nations given Wow. 

B. OTHER PLANSiING issues 

I. Impact on Hampstead Heath. 

This oceans is die math issue. so Wes the grneral public is coneatied. 
Many hundreds of thousands of eighthscomeeach year. many Oakes mos° 

paths though this pan orate Heath Thew ano amen of national importance. Wale 
would sayof Ithenalend sithaseanec: ate 13MIMT M pub them al our peril. mete on 
nowhere in London remotely like he I 'coin: poki ly  iltMitCVC on any British urban 
ann: II is precious beyond wank 

We make no moth* thr saying ihai a t  way surpnthod that the Appeal Inspector, 
enooneoust). &all with lathreacad I lath as irk were any open spew in any park. He 
Ms not oaken he Miller smoothly enough. 

The impan of the nopcsal hare. designed to Ire highinlile.eonspieuota and star-important 
would be. dinner. and we a w n  thin you should istai the Inspethots 

opinion andjudgernent a demonstrably wrong 

We do not Mikis° per mew choice of areldithouul my* Ws% santghi we think it 
baciumblooling irying loo thole a period kong.gone. hui ate do cnocise the way in 

hill this +who on wed loo roolove a pnamoton paothelw. a renthookr of (caiman's 
Palace al Ike People on Itueluacsi rather than ihe won. mouthed. Indy cloak:al 
archathithe 01 Reams' I louse. io whoa a hit hem conthanni by Ow applicants. 



This.. wilitit III this Walls:Al, and would he stirs hanniul indeed to the character of 
this pan of Hampnesd Heath. 

The repute even suggests (pont 31) that the brightly-toned Bath gone. in whidi the 
facades are constnnied. would desksa in u n i t  Not in the lifetime of musts 
ebildnin thing today. it nit 

In another sedum. the Inmcmor (pont 33) admits that swomeineality adds to the 
minim-maim ol rigida>. N A  and dominance, wbeteas Si asymmetric undies eclectic 
mon: ronmnfic scheme could be said to have an opposite Mica" Ile also says that the 
nen holm: "would not be redeem"! bother nor& he admits that the new home 
noted he dominant by comparison with the memetic non. of Athlone I louse. 

Ye' he still rays (pars 37) that it would not be dornapng to the character ol the Iloth 
We can only tespond. by pointing out the flews and meonsimenem in his report 

We smc dm the proposal would be seriemsly intrusive. and damaging to dm dulliCler 
of Hampstead Heath 

2. Section 106 Agrofinem 

it immthwelleasible kiwi !het the itsInnlor tl..l nol onsis1 on the latiNlictical alive 
Section 106 Agmentem. &slimed w mums: lie commotion of theexisting house 
Aihkine Hough This was an own,  pan of the extremely lucrative Phoning 
pcnnission granted in M S  for the &mamas of the old wanime hospital buildings 
and the building of Chomond Own: 22 luxuty flats n3 blocks. 

The valuable pan of than pcnnnalon Von inmkinented quickly. ond the elegant David 
Chipperfleldidesipied &as woe Mon. and °wiped. The 5 106 Agreement to restore 
Athlone House was ignored. and the !muse allowed to dettrionite, *01St ills now 
dilapidated (though will in good wnicsural condition). That pan of the site unsold 
MT, and the law flouted: the S106 Agreement has net been implanatted. 

A SCCIUNI 106 Agreement altactim w the land conamod. non the *won .original Of 

The nPfical win an niniononily for thie unlawful situation lobe minified. but the 
Impeder merely mews (pan 17i that "there Is no fiblink pfelpta of liming the 
owner to arty out the refurbishment ". going on to my that the costs of 
implementing the penoined refiunishinem work are uneconomic. Since Alien has 
Sliming law got to take into meson the financial state of an applicant. or hi. 
liabilities rising (mm a Inn Agrtrincm? 

We my u.s Ilw loshewr was surely menace' in this mention. and mint have been 
unduly influenced by n hat the applicants said shout the economies of Ow pnyea. 

We any that the S106 AinCtine111 minI IsO satisfied. 



1. Roluthisbman emu 

alto challenge the basis and context of the thrum prevented by the applocania QS 
fie the oefuthishment of Athlone Heat 

fhb n estimated at L14464.1100.00 net, plus fees and VAT: tad (20,973,300.00. 
Thm amounts to C7.319 sq m. net. (or £10,539 per ati m. mem) 

For dth money you could builds rite new home from sash,  of considerable luxury. 

Returlethment. ol a house. alben on a nate of dilapidation dui: to the neglect of its 
on nem. nude abe pothohle for mohnantoally leth. Why. lie instance. neght it be 
ntataCar) to vend to21.400 net on foundation?' The home ainml) e•eas. and the 
refforboilomeni proems'. involve only way ROOM irklmonc And why no less than 
1.1.10t.non net on emonal walls? They ',heady min. Them smother anomalies. 

Ii us clear ihai these eons have been inflated, to make it appear Mai rellebislomeni i• 
tonthembloor re lean not Viable. 

The & o w n  on the implementationadmen* Aralit111 is therefore moped 

a. Di0vimn1 01 c‘wlance pn-satted at the uuuu,eollIw Appeal 

We are dismay-el that, in the Inn of documents comothavol h). the 'mean .  that it 
no mention either oldie 1A11111010110:110na Ina& by dm Soda). the Highgate 
SoCitly. 11.101,11 I tentage. the Vocionan Society. and. succession ol eminent 
= h o w a  and architectural historian., noi to speak of the many hundreds oileuias 
from membera of the general m a n  tee know of 650l. This suaseas to to Moo other 
these ncre unread. or was disrepanled I f  the latter. we think that 10111C melananon 
of dos mode 10 have been given 

In either caw. public opinion seems to have played littlepan in the deci.ion.malms 
Proems 

We OW Y.4. In CO ,, ,  , 011ourO4ralintl.110IN illwanding the content of We 
Inspeaor's April 201 I Acme.. 

Part A reser salettless in lamarretertask 
Pen B ksabdasdals.ppad tar objection 

Bob m e  had to rebut 


