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Dear Hugh. 

I am f l o g  NI obactIon to the above proposed development al Omen Court. As per the ettedied 
M e t  I have been Informed by Jonathan Merkwee that. e s  you were on hotbed during the 
consultation perke. wry obiectlone submktee during week beginning fiSeptentbsr would be 
taken Into account before you reed' your dedebn. 

I understand that the current daee usage of the bolding a CA (a house in rn.rniple occupation). 
and not c C  dwelling house. which Is Me d e n  usage on the submined appication. The 
epolkallon is therefore flirmid from the anted. 

The applicants made the borehole* for the gmunewater measurement Omni; the Ume Of year 
When rainfall S a i l s  lowed. I believe that Omen Road was flooded in 2002. and soi l  is 
Irresponsible to take measurements when the water level Is note' its peek. The appecent should 
be m o l e  to take borehole measurements during the vAnier months. when Taiga  S e t  Os highest. i 
also undertone that. during renovations to net t o t  Roselyn Cowl (the neighbouring building). an 
underground spring was discovered. The MOM poper measurement of the w a s  level clime 
more antt. 

The Vs-Totten foundatbne of Oman Coen m e  not stable. Cracla w e . - — " -  throughout the 
tsiliding. caused by movement thet is not longetending. M a n g  m a m a  works to the building. 
hither cracks were created. although Me developers naturally dented ell Involvement end the 
residents had 10 make repairs et their M T  COOL 

The Lifetime Hornet Assessment Stales that t a r  parking will be Weeded v e  permit HAMS On 
the street'. This Is In clear breach cA Canden's awl  a w a r e  development policy. end Indicates 
that the d r a b n e s s  do not undertiland the plannkm nibs  In the borough. 

Finally. and perhaps most worryingly. the Dmign 8 Access Statement stelae that 'Omen Court is 
red beck double fronted mansion bkock COMptlidng four storeys plus a mansard roof? Omen Court 
MS Ogg storeys M e  a TOMIOrd roof. Such an asteentery e r a  In the plennkm optmegon 
extremely wean°. and the basis of the applicants evidence must be Sawn kilo doubt on ohle 



point alone. If they have based theft findings on an incorrect number of floors in the building, then 
it could have potentially disastrous consequences. 

Several residents have submitted objections to this scheme, and have gone into great detail on 
the flaws of the BIA alone. My predecessor, Chris Knight, also objected to the previous basement 
development in Oman Court, which was so similar as to be identical. There are too many 
questions not answered, and the fact that the boreholes were drilled during the dry months; that 
there are already cracks in the building; that the applicant does not understand the car-free 
development rules in Camden; and that the applicant is unable to even count the number of 
storeys upon which they make their entire assessment, must bring the application into disrepute. 

I would encourage you to reject the application. 

Kind regards, 

Tom 

Councillor Torn Currie 
Hampstead Town Ward 
Conservative Party 
Camden Town Hall 
Judd Street 
London WC1H 9JF 

Tel: 07783 401 129 


