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From: Marlin Jourdan 
Sent: 31 July 2013 12:4] 
To: Planning 
Subject: All Hallows Church Applicator No 2013/4184/P 
Follow Up Flag: Follow up 
Flag Status: Orange 

Comments from Martin Jourdan 

I live immediately opposite All Hallows Church and I would make the following comments about the 
application 

] .A ]  present there is an ugly high wooden structure with scaffolding blocking the south side of the church 
and anything will be an improvement on this.However I remain to be convinced that any extension to this 
historic church is necessary and that the provision of disabled access and toilet facilities cannot 
be arranged in a more friendly way. 

2. The plans as submitted would seem to substantially reduce the light to the back extension and garden 
of my neighbours, Mr and Mrs Thomas Meere, who live immediately opposite and would be most affected 
by any development 

3. There does not seem to be any provision made for parking with this new facility Even at present I dare 
not move my car when concerts are held in the church for tear that I will not be able to park on return I 
presume that the church would seek to extend usage with this new facility. 

4. At the moment following a church concert there is a great deal of noise as chairs and other furniture are 
removed, sometimes going on till one o'clock in the morning I do not see that the proposed extension 
provides facilities that will change this. 

5.1 presume that the church still owns All Hallows Hall, a two storey building immediately beside the 
church on Courthope Road. 
At present this is let to a private primary school. Could it not be reclaimed by the church and used to 
provide the community facilities and toilets with disabled access that the church desires 

6. My personal preference would be for the church to landscape the southern aspect betoveen Shirlock and 
Courthope Roads and no improve the environment of the area At the same time they could look at other 
methods of developing the facilities that they need. 
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From: Keith Kendrick 
Sent: 31 July 2013 13.24 
To: Planning 
Cc: 
Subject: All Hallows Church - Planning Application no 2013/4184/P 
Follow Up Flag: Follow up 
Flag Status: Orange 

Dear SIMMadam @ Camden Council Planning, 

I would like to add my voice to the below emaii from local residents re All Hallows 
Church Planning Application no 2013141343P 

I object to the proposals because of all the issues raised by Mr Ferraro and would be 
grate-MI if you would add my protest when considering the planning application, 

Yours, 

Keith Kendrick 

To m o r o n  (mcallldnll.gon.ull 
Subject, All Hallows Church Planning Application no. 2013/4184/P 
Date. Mon, 29 sal 2013 30 :49:29 +0100 

To: Camden Council 
Ref: Comments on a Planning Application -Consultation Period to 2nd August 2013 
Planning Officer: Ms Angela Ryan 
From: Richard Ferraro BA(Hons) DipArch ARB BOA KRSA - 29 Shiriock Road, 
London NW3 2HR 

Ref: Planning Application no: 2 
Savernake Road, London NW3 

4184,,P - All Hallows Church, 

Dear Sir /Madam 
I am a local resident living close to the above application site I am also an Architect 
:vith specialist experience of Listed Buildings and Conservation Aryan gained over 35 
years of professional practice I wide to lodge significant objections to the Planning 
Application, details above, as follows 

1. Design / Architecture / Setting / Mansfield Conservation Area / Listed Building 
Status 

s I ° b i n d  to the proposed new budding in its enteety 
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• The da i ly  I. Insenskra to lb Wel s a b o t  In the Mansdeld Ccoservadce Am 
hi whkh Importer= Is gban to the madly %barbs. and Edwardian bulldbp, 

traditional b o n s  and materials, sad to the DEMI layout of b u n d l e  Mho 

• The proposed new bulking MI 1 w . . .  deltterfous effect on this archlteauralb 
W e b b . *  dwel l  building, Al Ifalloon Church, whath S .  Grade r Lkted 
• diddled by Gies GlItort Scott, ccenpletad &Ida 

• Imporiently, the church h • frewsbndIng budding In lb ordinal condltIon, 
e t o i x e  Kra macilleMkes ar M i d a s  In quality end unkryenem rely hi pert on 
the rabbet  die third, Is a strong, knoceing, s e n a t e  Tann. It surrounded by 
rEdenthil S e a t s  on three ddan and dare h an empty a of land along lb 
Routh a probing haportent sspersike between the church and the 
nebhbourIrs redoundsl bulleinp of lower height to the south, In ShIrlock Raid 
and Courlhope Riad. (Part of d i .  ! b p  of lend t o n s  dia site of the proposal.) 

• The ;teemed new bulking e l l  t e  attothed to the ebbing church building and 
wHi I I  up the Important space of m a n i k i n  on the south side of the church. The 
proposed new bulking MI therefore s p a  the Seance, 
composition and architectural strength or N s  linpreteid ?newton:My sem:tuft 

• t e e  the other three facades. the south (bade of the church Is of Noy Nib 
Quality. with venire' buttresses coning to die ground, all bait of = S l e d  done 
with accentuated Minh and other nigh quelke dets11111. The °debit materials 
are SI In tact and In good condition. The m b a r  fun height elements grille south 
facade need to be viewed Lion wiltnerrupted way, N I  height, In &dello 
appreciate tee line quality of the building es • seperele entity, es Intended by the 
Arthilect. 

• The proposed new hulking also farms • bawd extension to the 
church's Imporisnt west façade (Its Wont'), radry alto %Mock Reid. The now 
to l l ing mold substantially change the visual dwacter of the wan rapids In an 
Inopproprlete mama; from an archkactural point of view. Cursedly the west 
hued' Is spninetrIcel and makes a powerful erchltectural statement, with It's 
vsry fine high level circular wined gins window, set in stone surround with 
e w e  mullked end ardeulatIons. This unusual feature. together with the central 
door.losated Wow It on the eastnven central aids of the building. form a strong 
cannel compoddon In this symmetrical west facade. 

• The proposed new building would unbalance the Important syrnnsetry of this 
façade, and the proposed new entrance at the SW corner*, the church 
would detract from the Importance of the original central entrance. 
These effects are veto undesirable regarding the Integrity and quality of this 
significant wee presented batons church. w i t h  Is.  rime example of work by this 
eminent architect. 

• The proposed new bulling e l l  have a deleterious affect on the 'setting oldie 
Listed church building on the south side. the proposed new building would 
eliminate Ihe medbille of access to die base of the south façade, which should 
be endued and viewed from ground level in Its enttrety without 
particular because it is the agy  * o d a  a/ the church that d o e  not trait onto • 
street 

• There Is a strong case for removing the eaktIng orgy wooden fence at the SW 
conwr of the church. fronting onto Mirka  Red. PothaPs to be mallet' RV 
fallings Or appropriate design, to better view and appreciate the south facade 
oblictuely from ShIrkock Road. 

05/012013 
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• The strip of land Sonata sootiest& of the church could/should be 'snooped 
appropriately, ag • prden, not ugly concrete es It is now. I N .  sumach 
would better enhance the e n g  south * o d e  of the church, end could enable 
ent ra in  public access to aganciata due important Maeda alas 
beading, currently reenact W the ugly fence. 

• in addition, the proposed new S l a m  is intrusive and insendaye 'lording no. 
$6 %block Road and in particular its rear tatteralon, wbeh was bulit many years 
ago This is an established residential prepay with ground and fist boor 
windows lacing onto the site of the proposed new building ben the boundary). 
The new building would result in unacceptable loss of amennand privacy to this 
residential property. 

Z. Use / Integre/Radon or Use, Comerrenn Use/ Insect on Local Residents and 
ConnunIty 

• Germany The building is a Church. and I understand Mis use has been continuous 
since It was contracted. There Is. more recent privately run nursery school in 
the o p t  aides church at Infer ground Irak with external playground, accessed 
from the est  side hi Courthope Road. (NB hit not aware lithe use of the crypt 
C I  m . w y  school has Pitmans Permon.) 

• Awn. Sue to Tine owning otexarb of classical music are held in the church. tor 
wiuldu dente a n  be purnssed and, cm the w h a t  these even we both 
tolerated and enjoyed by the local residents mid community, because they are 
alearaM to n o o n  end Wrap's. 

• Hamster, when the conarts take plain there Is considembia disnordon and 
disturbance to the beat residents over • two day period, moony s weekend. 
Ilgs is due to the need for bode to unload matins scalleidng to spoon 
seating sound and other equipment forth' concert • M o r i n  by Its removal. 
There Is ebo perkhig Ithaca In the area on T h e  occasions due toe In 
ears al both stalland s t e l a e  of the concerts. This Into an area already 
suffering from isnot umbra capacity for residents, and paddies stress. 

• Particular problems a n t  at present due to the removal process of equipment 
after a concert, often n i b s  place after Me concert finhhes. carrying on trebly 
into the early hours oaths following morning (commonly a Sunday). This 
Invokes truck movements and the I n  This Is unnasonabk and unacceptable 
fecal residents, pardeulerb those Tech( the church in Solemn* Read end 
Shirbck Road. 

• On one occasion that I know of he the pat borne yews ago), the church building 
was rented out to a commerdel recording company tore period of ene (or 
n o w t  two?) weeks of continuous use. During this period the church was not 
accessible and there was no public performance. Extreme parking chaos resulted 
in the area for the whole period, and there was s great deal of late night 
disturbance. I was one of sear* people who objected most strongly about this 
to Father Holciang as the church, and to my knowiedge this type of blatant 
commends' activity has not been repeated on that scale. 

• However, there is a great deal of concern locally that the current Pinning 
ApplIational approved, will result in an imenaRcatkm of use of anent 

leg more frequent careens) resulting in national 
unmeant& disruption, disturbance, late night Whits and parking diem This 

OSMIL1013 
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Is because tlie propand now building would 'Mince  the t i l t s  t i the  church, 
ineludbig additional babes, t a r i n g  h a t s ,  at 

• Farther, I t  c o n c e r t  t e e t h e  thatch wig viaw an approval d e e  Planning 
Appleallon es an opportunity to rant the bulling oaten • Tully commercial bSe 
(nen tough Menne:ant) to racardlt companies or other commarcbl 
orgerdstions. l i t  aubsene would be Intone's!e to local r o t a t e  aid the local 
co.muwtltyloreits a b e t  mantionad reasons, and would not be compete 
with i s  use of I S  t u f t  prbnelly a • place of worship Ni my view, 
commode use c i t e  type must not be permitted. 

• in ce l iba te ,  my first position is to object to the new N e t s  as • whale (see I 
above" HOWINet, lithe Council did see IR to grant any sort fitting 
Permission for additional facilities at the church. Its t w e e  t h e t a  CURRENT 
"non-cnurcif activities be defined and restricted to no maw t a n  b cunsmay the 
case, le concerts of desks l  music at current frequent:flattops 2 or 3 a err). 
This should be done via.  specific Condition in any Node  of Approval i t  Include 
the definition of t a t  is an acceptable event. plus raslrietkes about 
frequent and hound/ operatian, ow parldre truck mammals, end a ban an 
late night working and dentin. 

• AND i request the addition o f .  further Condition In • P l a t t  of Apperni. slurdd 
any Planning Permission be ranted, to wholly a b u t  the a n  of the church as • 
commercial recording studio or f t  any atter commercial um, or fat ray other 
activity japan from concerts as mentioned above) that would generate 
unacceptable devotion, disturbance and a d d i b l e  peddle stress. 

3. Access and Togas for People wan Obit 

• lam not against the church providing Improved a c c o s t  the main building for 
people with d e b i t ' s ,  and access for people with dlambIlltlas to the tasting 
S t a b s  the inapt and/or ineallingana or two new i d l e s  at ground level for 
P e e k  with &abaft 

• However, these o l g r e v a  do not m u t  either the new balding as proposed. 
or probably any new teldIng. A m e n  modest and e t  crest appranth would 
suffice. 

• for temple, If Improve access b required lathe maln c h u t e  b e t e  be 
asprierlate anci nay  Ni construct • suitably d i e t e d  leal gradient ramp from 
the main p a t  entrance anta in front of I S  west Ingade l u d a s  to the mouth 
side of the b e s t  to mike usa &an t a b  boadrey t h e e  as an attire 
excess pant to the church. This ramp Ind acme  amid form I S  basis of • new 
landscaped approach to the a m p s  land an the south side of the church, to 
imptuve e n a c t  and to open up the dew of tne south b o d e  of the church from 
Snidock Rand 

• Such a landscaping scheme could also address the requirements for 
security, privacy and amenity of no. S6 Thklock Road. 

• Regarding e t a  foe disabled people to toilets, it may simply be a case 
of Matting • p l a t e n  lit tram the m i n  church dorm to the crypt, of 
agerapdate t e r  and n o t a t e  the retract cement 

• Howeverdf m e t e  the N a n e t t e . '  for d b i e l l e  access did result in tne need 
for • nem bulking thiscould be anal (la minimum size necessary) and must 
be w e a k  • design point of view. 

05/0112013 



Page 5 of 

• in my view, any small new building must be set wed back from the west lac 
the chinch In Shirlock Road. And great cart must be taken regarding design 
impact On the Grade i r  Listed church building. end ,t, set hug. 

In conelteke.loblea Colin current proposals In their entirety and strongly request 
PM the Count* refines Planning Permission. 

Years sincerely 

05/08.2013 



Regeneration and Nannkig Development Management 

London Borough of Camden 

Town Hall 

Judd Street 

London Wit-1MM 

29aJuly 2013 

Attention: Angels Ryan 

Dear Angela, 

All HaIlews OvwckSavernitife Road NW3 250 

APplkation Ref: 2013/4111W/R 

i aped to the woposed new building in its entirety as It will have a deleterious effect on my parental 
family PloPerty no.56 Period( Road. 

The proposed new bonding b inowslve and Insensithe regarding no.56 Minot& Road and in funicular 
regarding the height and width of the proposed extension, which will adversely affect the daylight and 
wnlight to no.56 Period Roads ground floor kitchen. bedroom and WC windows (the bedroom and WC 
windows are not shown on We plans and the ground floor is Incorrectiy noted &a basement' on the 
section). the owners of no 56 Shirlock Road have a statutory fight to 1St and on thls bath the proposed 
new DuRding is unto:SAW in MIRO Weir right tla &flight and Sunlight and wle have a deleleriOus 
effect on their home environment. No. 56 Period Roads extension was bulit over TO years ago with 
permission agreed If is an established re/Menthe property with windows facing onto the the of the 
proposed building. The new Wean& would overlook 56 Shirlock Road and result In unacceptable loss of 
amenity. loss of privacy and have • deleterious effect to the property no.56 %dock Road. 

The proposed nature of the light well is genera a concern. The width is noted as I meter from the 
proposed extension to no 56. wiwows, which m reality less than. meter from face to Axe wall. This is not 
acceptable f l i t  will have an impact on dallied and sunlight to h0.56 property. 

The light well also PoSW a security problem for the residents of 56 Sinnott Road and during the meeting of 
the 2SIT Mly 2013 Geoffrey a member of the church count& was very critical regarding the residents of 56 
Wood( Road claiming Net the security problem would be theirs along with the cleaning of the light well. 
Therefore thh proposed new building is not in the best Interest of the residents. My new buliding should 
not be at the delltment of Others lathe loss of security. loss of privacy and loss of amenity of ion's:ending 
residents of 36 years Le the y a w n  of no.56 Shirlock Road. 

NO details 01 toilet and idtchen venting anangements are shown on the applicstion dravAnp. It should be 
Peach denoted that soli and extract vents are directed up the south wall of the church and dtsdaargedat 
high parapet level to avoid noise and smells close to no.56 Shirlock Road boundary windows. The location 
of the final disdiaige point for rainwater nn-off from the proposed flat roof Is also unclear. This extensive 
roof slimed drain away from no.56 boundary, to the east of the roof. This new buedIng proposal does not 



consider the impact on in  neighbours property and in light of this and with respect the council 
refuse this application for planning permission. 

!truly believe the extension will eventually operate as •comments1 venue N I  H a w n  is listed In Time Out 
and Nso has its own website to hire out the church or the crypt and from past twerkince. when • third 
party rents space in All Hallows Church. the Church apes not lake responsibility for overseeing arry noise 
and disruption, particularly at night in Heat is In entirely residential area. There I s .  great deal of concerr 
lObally that the Current Planning APOlkabon. If approved, will result in an k‘tenalkallort of use of current 
•non.churth- w h i n e s  leg more frequent concerts) resulting in additional unacceptable clIsruptbn. 
disturbance, !ate night activity and parking chaos. T M  Is because the proposed new biusrig would 
enhance the facilities of the church. including additional toilets. catering foibles,  en. 

Furthermore Ian, seriously concerned that the church will view an approve] to the Planning Application as 
an opportunity to rent the building out one fully commercial basis to recording companies or other 
organisations. Currently on the attach website people can be a good steward by giving charitable 

donation to ensure the upkeep of the Grade II listed building. However I feel that if the Planning 
Application was approved the Church would be rented out o n .  commercial basks to ensure this Marko, 
opportunity was exploited. This outcome would be intolerable to local ref:Peres and the local community. 
and should not be penrytted. 

The car parking Proposal remains unacceptable, and the applkalSon does not address the concerns voiced 
by local residents. The proposed side extension is designed fore greater number of events at a larger scale 
and this will increase theca' parking numben, particularly as the Church does not have a dedicated 
loading bay for off -meet parking. lhese additional cars will reduce the number of car parkkry spaces 
evalabie for residents and as a consequence cause locals added stress, create more noise and disruption 
and will have a significant negative impact on a quiet residenhal area. 

In cofriuslon. I would ask the council to refuse Planning Pennesion in its entirely, however lithe Council 
del grant any son of Punning Permission for abitional facilities the thumb it needs io wholehearledlY 
support the necessary concerns of the residents 01 56 Dudack Road i.e. address the issues of loss of 
securily loss of privacy and loss of amenities Including daylight and sunlight and its deleterious effect on 
their property. 

I I N N  summit Richard Ferrarcrs letter objecting to Nanning permission for the new build in particular I 
Mink it Is Imponant that the CURRENT 'non-church' activities be defined and resuicted to no mote than is 
currently the case, ie infrequent concerts. This should be done via a specific Condition in any Nolke of 
A v o w a l  also to include restrictions about hours of operation. M i d  movements, and a ban on laie night 
worlds* and disruption this would protect residents from the 'creep' effect etc. 

AND I support Richard f enarrys request for the addition of a further Condition in any Notice of Approval. 
should any Planning Permission be granted, to wholly exclude the blatant use of the church as a 
commercial recording studio or for any other commercial use, or for any other activity that would generate 
unacceptable disruption and dish/Mince to the local residents and surrounding communiiy. 

D r a f t  I support the church in their wish to Improve access to the existing toilets in the crypt. and/or 
Installing one or two new toi let  at ground level, for use by people with disabilities. However I do not see 
the need forties proposed new building or any new building. It his been suggested that installing a 
platform Ilft horn the main church down to the crypt would be suffice. ti it did require a new building to 
achieve this objective, this could be smell (le minimum she necessary) and could be property set well back 



f rom t h e  wes t  facade In M i r k a  ROad Co e n s u r e  n o  56 security. privEY a n d  ameni t ies  including Me i ,  night 
t o  daylight and sunlight w a s  proteaed. 

In Condi:00M I StrOnttlY0Ittal t o  the proposals  in their  en t i re ty  and I t o r t o n i  t ha t  the  C o u n t °  refuses 
manning PerraktIOn. 

VOWS sincerely 

renea a Were 



Page I gin 

From: annie aberdeen 
Sent: 31 July 2013 15 55 
To: Planning 
Subject: All Hallows Church, Planning Application Ref, 2013/4184/P 
Follow Up Flag: Follow up 
Flag Status: Orange 

Subject:  FW: Al l  Hal lows Church, 
Planning App l ica t ion  Ref: 2013/4184/P 

To: Camden Council 
Planning Off icer: Ms Angela Ryan 
From: Ms Anne Aberdeen 

Ref: Planning Application no: 2013/4184/P - 
All Hallows Church, Savernake Road, 
London NW3 

The ibllowi tientF; reflect my viuweconuenting lIly propourd planning pplical 

Al] Hallows Church: 

Object ions about  Design 

. I object to the proposed new 
building because the design is 
inappropriate for the location. 

. The design is insensitive to the 
requirements of The Mansfield 
Conservation Area, where 
importance is given to preserving 
the existing Victorian and 
Edwardian buildings, and the 
resulting local environment. 

. The proposed new building will 
have a deleterious effect on this 
important church building, which is 
a Grade II* Listed Building. 

. The church is a free-standing 
building, without any 
modifications or additions. It is a 
strong, imposing, separate building, 
and this should not be 
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compromised. The proposed new 
buthing the to attached to the 
S a l i m  building and wig fill up the 
isipoitant space on the south side 
of the thumb. The proposed new 
building the therefore spoil 
this important freeotanding 
structure. 

• The south cathode of the thumb is of 
high quality. with vertical butireesee 
butt of stone. The south facade 
needs to be viewed uninterrupted to 
appreciate the One quality of the 
buthing. The new building val 
remove this possibffity. 

• The proposed new building wit also 
spoil the church's west facade 
facing onto Shirked( Road. The new 
butdeg would change the visual 
character of this in an inappropriate 
way. Currently the west facade is 

. The wMSS 
Mamed glass feature. together with 
the central doors below it on the 
central axis of the building. forms 
strong corroosilion to enhance the 
symmetry. The proposed new 
building would imbalance this 
irnportard symmetry. 

• The proposed new entrance at the 
SW comer onto church would also 
detract from the importance of 
the original central entrance on the 
west side. This Is 

• The proposed newbulldng will 
have a deleterious affect on the 
Wetting of the Listed church 
building on the south side because 
the proposed new bitting 
mu l l  remove the possibility of 
ao:ess to the bases the south 
facade, which should be enjoyed 
and viewed from ground level. 

• The strip of land aloro the 
south side of church should be 
landscaped as a garden to improve 

05/03.1013 
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the selling of the Listed Building. 
• in addition, the proposed new 

building is Insensitive regarding the 
residential property at no. 56 
Shirlock Road and In particular its 
rear extension. The new Siding 
would result in unacceptable loss of 
amenity and privacy. 

Objections about Use 

• The building is a church. primarily 
used for worship. It has been a 
church since it was buft hi 61914. 

• From time to time evening concerts 
of classical music are held in the 
church. for which tickets can be 
purchased. These events are 
tolerated and erftoyed by the local 
residents and community, but only 
because they are infrequent. 

• NB: I do not object to the 
continuation of the concerts on the 
current basis at current frequency. 

• H s  particular problems SM 
at present due to the removal of 
equipment Sowing a amen, 
often takmg place Just alter the 
conceit M a h n .  carrying on noisily 
into the early hours of the 
Sowing morning. This aspect is 
S 

• However, there Ise peat deal of 
concern locally that the current 
Planning Applicatbn, if approved. 
WI resift in an intei .16.464 of use 
of current anon-church' activities 
(eg more frequent conceits)' 
resulting in additions unacceptable 

dieruplice. disturbance, late night 
activity and parking chaos. This is 
because the proposed new building 
contains additional facades aid 
numerous toilets. 

• Further. lin concerned that the 
church will view an approval of the 
Planning Apphcatbn as an 

04 0% 1013 
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opportunity to rent the building out 
on a fugy commeraal bade (even 
11)041 Intermittent) to recording 
companies or other coniineclal 
orgartisalbne. This outcome would 
be unacceptable to local residents 
due to increased levels of 
disruption. and would not be 
compatible with the use of the 
church as a place of worship. 
Common:id use of this type must 

t be permitted. 
• In conclusion. I object to the new 

bugling ass whole. However. If the 
Council did see tit to grant any sat 
of Planning Penninlon for 
additional facilities at the church, Ifs 
important that the currentchurch" 

activities be defined ge 
concerts of dassled music) and 
restricted to the current frequency. 
This should be done via a Condition 
WI any Notice of Approval. 

• I also request the addition of a 
further Condition in any Notice of 
Approval, should a Planning 
Permission be granted, to wholly 
exclude the use of the church ass 
0 3 M M a r d a l  =ceding studio or for 
any other commercIal use or for 
large gatherings riot related to 
worship. 

People with Disabilities 

. I am not against the church 
providing improved access to the 
main building for people with 
disabilities. and/or Median° one or 
two new toilets at ground level for 
people with disobliges. M subject 
to appropriate design. 

. Meeting these objectival; does not 
require either the new building as 
proposed, or any new building. 

. To provide access for disabled 
people to toilets it May simply be 

(1,11S Nil 
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case of installing a platform lift from 
the main church down to the crypt, 
subject to the required consents. 

. However, if meeting the 
requirements for disability access 
and toilets did result in the need for 
a new building, this should be of 
minimum size for this purpose. 

. Any small new building must be set 
well back from the west facade of 
the church in Shirlock Road. And 
great care must be taken regarding 
design and impact on the Grade II* 
Listed church building, its setting, 
and the amenity of no. 56 Shirlock 
Road. 

In conclusion, I object to the current 
proposals and strongly request that the 
Council refuses Planning Permission. 

Yours sincerely 
Anne Aberdeen, 
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From: Ryan, Angela 
Sent: 01 August 2013 05,17 
To: Planning 
Subject: P M  Objections to planning application 2013 /418* -  FAD Angela Ryan 
Follow Up Flag: Follow up 
Flag Status: Orange 
Hi, 
Please redact and upload onto idox. 

Thanks 

Angela Ryan 
Planning Officer (East Area Team) 

Telephone: 020 7974 3236 

From: Deb Williams 
Sent: 01 August 2013 08,52 
To: Ryan, Angela 
Subject: Fin: Objections to planning application 2013(4134/P - FAO Angela Ryan 

Dear tots Ryan, 
As I haven't received any reeeiptficknowledgment o f  the comments I posted on the Calcide 
planning application we butte or my email to the general planning email address, and given 
tomorrow's deadline For objecting to this application, I am now I:Awarding my email 
hope that is okay, 
Thanks, 
Debbie 

From: Deborah Williams 
Date: T o ,  30 Int 2013 17: 
To:  -rolanningfineamdengootfic 
Cc 
S u b l e c : j e c  tons to p a r o * o n  dcli l i r t  - FAO Angela Ryan 

I tried to leave our objections to this planning application made by the church Iwod 
us on the Camden planning application website hut it wouldn't allow me to do soda 
to send as three sepange tillbmissions, which may not he very usentnendly for am. 
set out our objections in full below, 

Our main concern is the coo 
bring to what is otherwise a tat 

We believe than this application isles 
hand t o r e  about the exna inco 

commercial concerts at the (church. 

oise that this proposed developnaeta 
so:teflon area 

rdi 

d with the 50 people ( t o o )  who worship at the 
generated Icy hosting even more large 

This is a massive concern to us, as He conceits 
nuisance, 600 odd people ardving and then Ravi 

ke place there are already a significant 
onee is very nosy and totally inappropriat 
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deb quid raddeallel a n .  Worse audi is the incredible smogs of none generathl beton: and after 
m o a n  Nun the ages and choir these oc acme and are erected at the sun of the day and 

the. w i t .  they n n  down and moused 'Ace the s w a n .  This is the s i c  noises. scaffolding 
being put up and it very, very noisy. 

At the last huge cones held at the church pin a few weeks ago. we were woken at around Sant on 
the Satiety musing as all this metal wetting tribune v s  &leered and noisily assembled - 
antes a wry loud clardeing. disturbing n o s  Then the &unending and removal of all the staging 
me wan on until pain 2 en on the Sunday morning 1 km ever. i he dissenting wasn't compined 
even by 2 am: so Islet that Sunday. after the church ten ice sled as midday, they continued to take 
d o s  list scaling this stem on m i l  about 4 pm. This mean' thai. whilsi the cones UST may have 
Sued just a couple of hOun. we I S  tenible noise from the church for siniully the whole sekend 
This also disproves their claim in the applicadon that they have addressed nogliboun complaints 
following the 2012 Highpie a n a l  Conceit in moor s e m  cooccii, Sh II. regard to OK nos. They 
clearly haw not. 

We M e  ream the application that the propomal hems of usage may be unlit Pp... on Sashea and 
emit mid-afternoon on Sundays • and ihal the chink don't even limit ihon.sclveaw, Ihal. nue. 
suggesu Mae they think this 6 actssahk in a quite residential sea and will become mouthing of a 
n o s  hiss not acceptable and'., also suspect that these 'hots of usage" do net in ebeir month 
include setting up and distending time. 

Them: yes lame coneats already scan lobe happening more and more often and seem to be gnus 
louder and louder, with S .  considernion being giVen for nearby misidems. Not only does this ercale 
an enormous laCkel bui ob.-jowly Main the mob are busy with MSc all day and parking tor 
resides(who poy lot this pn.dcgrel b o o r s  impossible. 

At page 2 of the " ( S u i s u n  SimenwriCi the church says ie would accept a limit to Wry lase 
then.. se a condinon of a s s  al el steed linen all of the Sow, tee think this candies) as 
conga and actually b.thete dial. given that this is nide em otherwise quite area.. tont ban on such 
lase evestb should be impend as a condthon ores planning pemsion 

Despite what the applkado• e n s  steads are NOT condstem with the the of a church. Surely ns 
use Mould be limited 10 quiet worship . ii shealdn't be sting hall up as a risal ki the 02 rise! 

Conceit aside. this proposal would also lead lea lot more s i s s i e s  asthma sahat is Wing called 
the "main s u n s '  en the application every day of the week • plcam num due this s i n u s  ii 
actually rarch o t r  used at the i s m s  and, on those occasions when ii is. mates a let mot ems 
than the useofthe other a lums and dillies ith 

Likewise, we're concerned that i n k  proposal annex doormen haft apen (such s i n  nice weather 
elel. we will hear a kn of noise from doom siding at tales neer to themeless or in die tea inn. As 
it is so quia arouad haw which people eMoy as ie 11(00.66411bl a n ,  mind navels a long way and 
we hoar people neer the church when we S t  indoors (through our winds/s)and when we me on our 
senesce. which 6 direcely opsisite where the smosed annex would be 

Al the very 14:1111, we think limited hours of use shoo] be missed on the PcoP00.:0 sone•in41,01d 
s l y  and lath ems. especially al the weekends. 

We am also concerned about the e l l s  on local parking of more nosily Hams the church al all bus 
and at the themes of more nebbish S k a s e  around the sue. 

I. malty, m ouldien like ice add thai we feel this &pelicans distil have been nonfied I,,ne 
thanks the two neighbount identified Sine. as this affeen all ncirby homes less the thine and 

05/062013 
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Deborah WWhrnc and Adrian Tempany 
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Jot's Nan 
OlMoint 1019 Q. 
Nunnery 

bthroct. Ottoman to Al H A M  Ctitheb exmoon. Savors* Rom PAV311.0 R& 2013141849 
k a p ,  unities: Follow no 
Flag Maws: therm 
Appends* Ref. No 21113/4184/1 

Auenthm: Cate I n k y .  Camden Plimning 

Dear Sir Madam. 

I write to formally lodge my objeedons to the poopmed catasion to the All Hallow, Church, 
S a n t o  Rd. 

hive along Saventake Rd from the chard. have viewed the plans seid am swam that the Parish 
mouth& the plans Pb. dirmosirm with Real roams. I Mktg 11 185 promoted esoutolea Saks 
eetkery. 

My Mat-mint we. 

lehtorkal areldsmoral 

All Hallows is the single most in.paiaauplea o t d t i a o d  MOM in the Mansfield 
CanilltaliOn Aral.11 is Gonda 11̀ limed Wiped noon aed We si lent imponance well. 
doemeented. I do 001 belitft Sapwood baihfing lo be sensitive at complimaaary in design or 
scab le the misting thumb. I i i  defiellely not an ashancement to the building or the Omen-anon 
Am 

The Church is deemed m a lite standing building. The Conwnunon Area policy nu to umbra the 
p p  known toddies* This extension mum permanent irrepamble damage to the shah facade. 
sedIc ihe coliwsi Al itsv building on Skidoo& Rio& It demob Intin thi I llurcli ambileclein: In is 
erithety as. single Inc--landing building. The Cut that tlw Church i n  envied an ugly overtired 
Other fence to &motif dee p p  ism ream to replace ii with a Immanent) exunmmi 

On a mom detailed level, the pooposed building would damage the °tinting sinciiii) of the ads 
imidential property. No. 56 Sherlock Road. 

Cramerdal ele. 
Mealy the kw concerts the Medi  hiss are relathely iota% but on the occasions slit.. Inger 
menu are held. the S n o b s  noise and parting pnroure these place upon u s -  local rSduluis 

In panieultar, the law ...tuning early miming removal of seating, mossiest instrumems.ele is very 
disturbing arid usteetPlahk. 

I am very enintenml that. 0 the curlew planning proposal is approved, this will lead to an 
inicesifianion of ihese owls This lanai acceptable at any Mel as the increased dimption would 
have a very negative impact upon our In one s m a r t  and amenity. 

OS/OMNI 3 
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Should approval of thine rant+. in any form. go fonsaid I would further reaped conddiorn in be 
[Mewl upon the approval. mantling the commercial Inc of the church and Nether implomenting 
OMMilloMK On liming. rano. al.. and frequency of mc for any 'Amnia '  rank being held there 

Disabled tones acerb,I 

Inse no ohmuon in principle to improving On anress for ihe disabled. li is not rin.msary honest( 
10 tomiruci a building a n u s  mile in ceder w manly these needs flu in claims* Paructilarb. I 
Mons  dui Il nen lintels are envisaged • this is a lapnumber dou would onl) be cssam AO %cry 
much larger CbCKLIK SiVitOg rite lo Ilsesuspicion dug inloSlkalion orate is being c o a s t e d .  or 
moonily ovoid become mom possible sod d a m n =  likely. 

Odwr internal optima oda  and they should be caplored. iron OXICIIO011 S deemed neessnat) a a 
solution. a mos* mewed ° O m  would be possible without deal:eying Ow envoi.> of the area. and 

Wend deuroyirq die beauty o f  the current southern and amens aspects. 

In stmomitry. I a k a  to the proposal O m  In Its endrea sod r e a m .  shou Comma reheat 
permission for planning. 

Yours Sincerely 

lobo & Sophie 

OK OK I I 
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1111111111111111111111111 
From: Matthew Lewin 
Sent: 01 August 2013 18:54 
To: Planning 
Subject: Planning Application no 2013/4184/P 
Follow Up Flag: Follow up 
Flag Status: Orange 

Ref: Planning Application no: 2013/4184/P - All Hallows Church, Savemake Road, 
London NW3 

I live at 24 Estelle Road, NW3 2JY, and I write on behalf of a number of 
residents of Estelle Road to object strongly to this application. 
They include Victoria Bridge, Arthur Bridge, Florence Bridge and 
Mathilda Bridge all of 15 Estelle Road, and Vivienne Lewin of 24 Estelle 
Road. 

Despite the severe disruption, congestion and inconvenience caused to local 
residents when various events, such as concerts, are held in the Church 
itself, these are occasional and we are all prepared to accept the temporary 
chaos that ensues. 

But this proposal is of a different order altogether, and will constantly generate 
a great deal of traffic, congestion and disruption to what is a residential area in 
a conservation area. To give planning permission for this commercial 
development would be to make a mockery of the spirit of declaring 
conservation areas in the first place. 

The council has a history of ignoring the objections of residents of this area to 
commercially motivated developments. One example is the disgraceful 
decision to allow No 8 Estelle Road to be converted into a HMO to house 17 
people! This decision did not even go to the planning committee but was 
taken by officers under delegated powers and the whole thing stinks to high 
heaven! 

I hope, therefore, that you will study carefully the following detailed objections 
which, I know, have also been sent to you by other people in the area. 

Objections about Design 

. I object to the proposed new building because the design is 
inappropriate for the location. 

. The design is insensitive to the requirements of The Mansfield 
Conservation Area, where importance is given to preserving the existing 
Victorian and Edwardian buildings, and the resulting local environment. 

. The proposed new building will have a deleterious effect on this 
important church building, which is a Grade II* Listed Building. 
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• The church is a free-standing building. without any modifications or 
additions. It is a strong. Irrposing. separate building, and this should not 
be eemPrertesed. The proposed new building wtil be attached to the 
existing buttering and will NI up the important space on the south side of 
the church. The proposed new building M I  therefore spoil this important 
free-standing structure. 

• The south facade of the church is of high quaNty, with vertical buttresses 
built of stone. The south facade needs to be viewed unktiempted to 
appreciate the fine quality of the Siding. The new building will remove 
this possibility. 

• The proposed new building wil also spoil the church's west facade 
facing onto Shirlock Road. The new building would change the visual 
character of this man inappropriate way. Currently the west facade is 
symmetrical. The unusual circular stained O M  feature, together with the 
central doors below it on the antral mds of the building, farm a strong 
conposition to enhance the symmetry. The proposed new building %add 
unbalance this important symmetry. 

• The proposed new entrance at the SW comer of the church would also 
detract from the Importance of the original central entrance on the west 
side. This is undesirable. 

• The proposed new building will have a deleterious affect on the 'setting' of 
the Listed church betiding on the south side because the proposed new 
building would remove the possibility of access to the base of the south 
facade, which should be enjoyed and viewed from ground level. 

• The strip of land along the south side of the church should be landscaped 
as a garden to improve the setting of the Listed Butiding. 

• In addition, the proposed new building is insensitive regarding the 
residential property at no. 56 Shirlock Road and in peak:Par its rear 
extension. The new building would result in unacceptable loss of amenity 
and privacy. 

Objections about Use 

• The building is a church, primarily used for w a s * .  It has been a church 
since it was built in c.1914. 

• From lime to time evening concerts of dassicid music are held in the 
church, far which tickets can be purchased. These events are tolerated 
and enjoyed by the local residents and community. but only because they 
are infrequent. 

• NS: Ido not object to the continuation of the concerts on the current basis 
at current frequency. 

• However, particular problems exist at present the to the removal of 
equpment fohowing a concert, often kiting place just after the conceit 
finishes, carrying on noisily into the early hours of the following morning. 

114 04 1013 
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The aspect is unaciseptable. 
• However, there is a great deal of concern locally that the current Planning 

Application, If approved, will result in an intensification of use  of current 
bon-church" activities (eg more frequent concerts) - resulting 
in additional unacceptable disruption. disturbance, late night activity and 
parking chaos. This is because the proposed new building contains 
additions b a t h e s  and numerous toilets. 

• Further, Fm concerned that the church will view an approval of the 
Planning Application Sean opportunity to rent the building out on a 
fully commercial basis (even though intermittent) to recording companies 
or other commercial organisations. This outcome would be unacceptable 
to local residents due to increased levels of disruption. and would not be 
compatible with the use  of the church a s  a place of worship. Commercial 
use of this type must not be permitted. 

• In conclusion, I object to the new building a s  a whole. However, if the 
Council did s e e  fit to grant any sort of Planning Permission for additional 
facilities at the church, ifs important that the current 'non-church' 
activities be defined fie concerts of classical music) and restricted to the 
current frequency. This should be done via a Condition in any Notice of 
Approval. 

• I also request the addition of a further Condition in any Notice of 
Approval, shoed a Planning Permission be granted, to M x *  exckthe the 
use of the church as a commercial recording studio or for any other 
commercial use or for large gatherings not related to worship. 

People with Disabilities 

• I am not against the church providing improved access to the main 
building for people with disabilities, and/or installing one or two new toilets 
at ground level for people with disabilities. Al mthject to appropriate 
assign. 

. Meeting these objectives does not require either the new Wilding as 
proposed, or any new building. 

• To provide access fur disabled people to toilets, it may simply be a case 
of installing a platform lift from the main church down to the crypt, subject 
to the required consents. 

• However, if meeting the requirements for disability access and toilets 
did result in the need for a new building. this should be of minimum size 
for this purpose. 

. Any small new building must be set well back from the west facade of the 
church in Shidock Road. And great care must be taken regarding design 
and impact on the Grade II* Listed church building, its setting, and the 
amenity of no. 56 Shirlock Road. 

I object to the current proposals and strongly request that the 

ot 0%1013 
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Council refuses Planning Permission. 

Matthew Lewin 
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Followl* 
Pla l a m  Owls 
P a d a  lo P S a i A p p i a n *  no 2013/4184P s M  Haws Qwa S e n .  Rd NW3 

C o .  Prod lo a s  P a u l  2613 
R a f t  Olken TM N a n  Rye 
F a r  Robed D a  RIM .37 Slack R e a  l o n a  1W73IR 

A n s a * I t  201314144/14 

Dee St 'taste 

S t .  a s  redden end a r i a  4•43 new * a  close 10 00 above spas** 
etilaa o b a  Io ta  proposed Talension e a  a Applabon oils dribrely. fix the 

A D n a .  M a m b a  & Cawanen 

I. TINT d n a  l a r a v o  To la M a  a t m  on Inn Manna C a n a a n  Arco. in vonch 
Impanos a g k a  a ' .  e a r s  VIclan n Echwelon buisanp thee Iniabcoal grins and 
M O S S ,  illid a t e  F e n  d b u t t ' s  end open.soece 

2. The f l e a  elendonand s a r a n  a Mrs • a n a l  e4ed s i n  K a r s .  a 
s t r a n a l i g r u l  N i a t a y a r d a r t  O r a  ir l i l a  bidding. P o r n  wrote 'One ol Ow 
ao o h a n a l  Nada a lErigal n i t  daub. 13toofloshaa. 
ATI H a n  l a  bestindre b a l m  N S W  inaleakes or aka 
m a w  n n  a In p a l a t e  a s  l u t a  d i a  a .  soa 
lurroundad b y _ -  a s  i t  t i l e  idne. Old Ihin t i e  awl! 
I c a  l a  p a d a  b w S t . e l e a s t a i n l i e  a r a b  aide. 
b o a s  d a i s  R I O  a g a g a =  a l a  e a  In S a x *  Road 
(PM oftdaldp S a l  fames Or a r a w  propal.) 

4. T h a l a m i *  S a n  a s  s a d a  t o  t a n g  d u d I  S a c  and oanneNty Nona Oa 
c a m p s  of airabon on tie souln Mi l  of Ma a r c h  h a  MCA R o m a  a s  Yam 
b e a n  W a s  a r s * *  so M a l t a  eadilhed leased r a s a  en *Tease Tina 
d e s l t ç d  entonment vinete me t a m p  giral ly a r a d  n l e a s  3 storeys el 
h a t  The G a z a  a a s  In a s  S i —  May mo I o n a  t a w *  sea 
O i t a *  a f a r a d  p a n t  ITS a 414440a7 ae ane win W * S t "  IS d l a n  Rd 
l a g  nacieteched soda H a n  l a g  5I5d. end t e a k *  Tis I r a  Mould Bo ma& 

S. The y a w  new b a n g  s a l l  I r a n i  S in• a r c s  composition end irelaola 
sang* of a N o w a y  a r a n i a r a n d a  O a / 0  n TWo w a i n *  rarman 
c labary  To, me spawn a n t .  t a r a g n o  b• leen s w a n  meonua 
unique m a  the noun Tads a a l g a  a n  a s .  raw. 

6. M a w s  a k a  a IS snot Impala a n  I o n a  i t  Slack Rosa TNT pawed 
R a t a n .  O a ,  a b e t  tam I S  a u l t r i m p  M a  t a n  Tao  a a w l  N a d a  MS 
a l t a c a l a  l o r a  a t a n  m a i  d a d  liplkowy from ine a w l  55sotadurd 
fiSt tam 

7. I t .  s e a s .  a r e  lo Ila Church Is a n d  s t s  l i n t  Th. pwo.ed arla 
d r a m  Mho IRV w i w S e a  shwa S i ' .  k m  Is 
i spo lne  Mho a r s  c a n  c a n t .  ar 
* p a p a  Ito mit Imo CannopeRa. aol fran S h a g  I r a  t a Q i  earl 

IL h a l l  agree I S  l a  se Nrong m a  kw r a n g  Mo M a p  ugly wooden/as data 
t a w  O a *  S I M I  toning 0010 Smoot Road To • proposed la On ftgabon. I l l *  sad 

05/0112017 
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S o w  a view of the landscape space and large tree beton° along he tooth Wade. Mel could Men 
be t e a  obliquely from Sa lad '  Rao 

9. The south pop ol Al H a b r a  costa then bee green. M a n n a  awn scone N Mei is m y t h ]  it 
b e  N u b  cbonvag(antenue n e e d )  one *hose etionliold a level wen Me mein G u n  Ow 

10. The prepeeed ansaelon is mermen* to no 56 Sbelock Road and . p e r m s  1 5 1 w  exteneca. 
n i t  S e t  a no. " I  bon m a y  Yaws ago and h a  grouno end first boor windows 
the Ctsettls lend Oho we we tole they *greed toe! the erne of ewe construction. The new 
budding d a r n  mutt in a moonedde k m  a smeary to no 56. 

P a t e n  a. kens 

L I le e s t i o d  O W N  Haecws mull provide improved &cops to the man 111019 10€ people 
eN5 scene for people with deatinses to Knot learees. 

2. I W h e n  inn 6 nevi wets  ate envisaged • tee s e  legs number that n e e 0  onlY be necessary 
way mum Seger i r o n s  (see below) 

3. ROT 1110 2001 M e w  Herelecok sanitary PrOw1.0A lot pubbc enienemvenr I ex tor up to 250 
M e "  and 2 for 40 lerhetos. Yet only S a e  Cl ttiony mon peon* you need to 
eccommolese in other words. even ' M y  A l  Hallows ham a oongiegalon C01.0101 
01500. they see only need ONE urines tumble] we. 

4. One a the " " n i l l a i n  t i m e  OWI or on ems rase u d d e r . =  ( I  S p a  upturn Vie men Church 
t o r )  I uncicaland could be oreverted for t usc f l i e r  l a i r s  i n  et beo new laded ai 
pound k r  p i t o *  with dust 

5. A w a l e  * d o r m  Ifteauld be r e e d  • the Cable:pit and el tn• b a c  to preen, w a n  to 
Me Crypt II n nol nondairy h y m n  b aorenutt • b u g  ol MS m o b  a a o  b e n y  mete 
needs las e clawed) 

molest mid dlearsetapaesdt Fambled 
red a l m a °  f a n  S r  U S W  Mau. 

C. Use & e v e n  on Loan Resdonle aMown* 

I .  A l  Nsitirre is • Church. and on l a  p u m a  S t e n *  n u  • N u b b y  a t C o w e a t e  Rd. as 
e e l  as emend out the bolding tar rsherads e e l  ruble e x c . &  1 1 w .  been a b l e  to 
cbtennne the Use C i s  Mel A l  H a a n  etlege end S F  g n a w  h o s e .  eternarnol use for 
Ilve OW43 MIMS way This should be denied es pad el  the n e n n t e i l l i  applestoca. 

2. ROT IMO to a n t  evening M a  concern are nod In the Chuck keellablIdusla can hit 
b o m b e d  one. on the * W e .  MOW b o n e  e n  iotended by bit  t e l l  N A Y S  ond cannenny 

they ore moos. end Iniedulni 
3. However. when k n o t  o n i o n  bee plea. e w e  b conederstie dnruplan end daturtence to the 

tesissilli o n e  s t a o  day pads;  ncemesy neekend.  Then we weer with i n n s  (seeing. 
leell it Ing. sound e q u i p s *  boding and union:ling. ovally el events. hours m the mating 
teflon Sends* 

4. Then n etiolobbb m u m  an reed beak e e l  parldnd in f i e  s e e  on nese o a t s  due toe 
Sege.r Aka of o n  d i k e  S I  e V  g i r d s  S i b  m i t a .  T s  lees SMOKly sultan from ten 
01 pe.kr.g c e p a *  i r  faeldlnle and pelting W m .  i s . — e p t ' s .  al the. Me Church net upon 
Occurn c t e l e d  a w a y ,  gelded el • least sercel bid I S  _._w_ 
prnan0.1 And a s  11015 a s  upon ur ine  w a n  kargaemi epiremenb 
pen ot ten apogean 

S. the number of l a l l •  M e t t l e  o p p u g n  spparstilly needs to accenntodele I m p s  Si 
occuping p0S1 allowly hunched@ al people. Lets see one Soigne kw 500 pence ewe 
(lecatling F I S  s l e d  S S W  i t  need. • modal  Route) and b e n  • modes begotten 
Mem Cane by Car. g l w e  vile they pada On Meow eireete. vAlt no pisec pStMg Wee 
prtrAsen (Pond  On Iftn•11•11 Rd. • b lab  tmey)sitt o n ,  R e e s e  an 
i t  kw bangle.  only I disabled epee, On S t i t c h  Rd. used by awl 
Cor Clue space. 

6. Owen On stress o n u s  u n d u e  to D e c  and paddy dot Is e k e s *  caused by the adsang 

05/05.2013 
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Cl m e a n s  n e n  lite el the w a w a  In l i p  ewe use end O S  Inenseeellon Mei so 
mmelabe l a d  b l a  I tweld I r a  licebbt the eseketen Weed be stedated by • belle is 
peblg Imped obey i s  m a t  i i  a t  Eke* tee maw Mat shoal be coneend by 
Carden's Hlepaya Dept? 

I. II re mg wellwanl wards Me epacelion 
O h a t i k l i t s .  S 

2. amid be named On the weals et barelleace elm,.. end element to 
l a  n a b  el reddens. el I n a  w e  the use O a t  Ord 1111111610 lb 6 1 ~  San 
ealenellon se le etry meth de eastroamy awake a/ ellealed e a s e  irel lecebas re newer 

3. mat i n  rause be supeetaa by • b i t  e a  p a d a  m a d  seamed. WM • a v o w  le en 
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