
CHETWYND AND TWISDEN ROADS RESIDENTS' ASSOCIATION 

20 September 2013 

Fergus Freeney 
East Team, Dekelopment Control 
Planning, Culture and Environment 
London Borough of Camden 
TCAN 11 Hall, Argyle Street 
London WC1H 8EQ 

Dear Fergus Freeney 

2013i4687iP, 40 CHETVVYND ROAD, NVV5 
Lon conkersion with r k rux  skylight windows to front and new dormer windcw to rear of existing upper 
floor flat (Clam C3) 

We wish to register our strong objection to this proposal 

An similar historical application at 32B Chetwynd Road (2007128581P) rota dormer on the same side of 
he road in part of what is an identical terrace of houses, and a subsequent application rot r B  Chekrrynd 

Road (20091235 VP) tot two dormers were both refused We entirely endorse the CouncilD reasons rot 
refusing both these applications 

We copy below our objections to 325 (200912351P) as these equally apply tothe current application tot 
40(C) (20114687r), a house split into three flats Please take these as our objections, with the addition 
that since 2009 the LDP and CPR were published only reinforcing our reasons rot objecting 

We ask that the application be refused 

Yours sincerely 

Rae Fether 
rot and on behalf 
of the CTRRA Committee 

32 Chetiv3rnd Road Application no 2009/235115 

We strongly obi ect to t h .  apphcation 

1 The apphcant refers to the recently approved dormers at 29C CherThnd Road opposhe 
However, the terrace on the opp o she Ade of CherThnd Road whh. 
winch 29C hes, has an enttrely different planting history to Nos 4-54 Chehwind Road 

2 Sumter applications for dormers m this specific pet of our consenratton area have 
prenously been refilsed mcluchns application 2007/2050/P for this sae Of these, the 
Counat' s refusal for 49 Twuden Road was dtsmtssed at Appeal (AP/X5210/A/01/1070608) 
i l l s  appeal spectficany referred to the harm caused by existmg pre-CA destgnatton dormers 

3 There Is no conten to the proposed di awmgs The settmg seems paracularly relevant here as on 
one stde there are two angle pre-CA dormers on adjacent prop erfies, white the enttre rest of the 
long terrace Is completely unspotted m retallung coo ortgmat profile 



We atrontlY auPPaI the Offiaa's rayon m refusing the previous appbcattoo formulas:I sod 
Amman am thus ale (1007/145UP) 

Since thus refusal the Datmouth Pak CA Stomas hot been whaled. rush Naha emphasizes 
the importance of our misci roofs( ape end the need io promo than fiom t e a  The DPCA 
lopotraPhy meats IAN the roofs( ape of this the is also ovalooked fiom beer could and from 
swoundog taller holdalls 

No diatom to the rue roof prof& h a s t e  allowed m thebullied of Tirade. Rood 1.51 
(odd) aid Cbetwood Rood Hos 4.5. (ern) The tub:hogs are dose ad form way inmate 
spat. t e l l  the roofs we gable from both surrouadug habitable roomsand gado,. ad 
also from the keg news from 'be see  ad houses u the east ad west roues of Tknsdeo 
Rood 

We Aso object strongly re tbe proposal to lautollsoofights to the hot roof dope 

The maul Monad nom blight ebowstbetthe Raidsatial Devdopmea Sandal (SP040 and 
figure I) for habitableroomsObi proposed use gum Seiko "plasma) of 1 lm coast be 
*Awed The a t  bar plan does not debasesthe bawl ovalsb/e ores i.2 lm The Chained 
ond Twi sae. Rood popaaes has hove gory shallow waived roofs ind withstropped 
floor such luttistAe MOM (onto, be created 

Pa the above roans we conada thus apphaaaon should be refused nil's moray re UDP 
Ell Ell B7wdtheDoowhPwkCAAppr00eaondMwagooemPten 

mod Twuden Rood Readers • s Assomoon 14 9 01 


