
24th June 2012 

Chafies Thuaire Esq. 
London Borough of Camden 
Development Control 
5.1] Floor 
Town Hall Extension 
Argyle Sneer 
London 
I.V0111 8N12 

Dear Mr. Thtv 

Former Nurses Hostel, 29 New End London NW3 1JB 
Application Number 20E230891P and 201230921C 

' y o u  Id life to objeet to the amendments following the revised plans for 29 Ness End. 
Appllcation :lumber 201213089/P 

I wince that the new plans use fro,ted glass Oi l  I t t a j i s  of if 
overcome the 'overlooking issues'. I find this unacoef 
entfircement Is terms o f  ensuring they stay -frosted' is fin ;sue hi t  heea.uae I would 
siSSIT1 u n r e a s o n a b l e  SO a s p e c t  the occupAnts of the SipUSLOIC 
refivonahl2 access to 

•Ihe proposed building broaches CaindonA plum 
the huge increase in volume compared let the 

o,fikvbielmingly. 

is d 
monsfrates this 

ales also concerned Lbal there does not teens to be qtaateinfortit for 
brick crashing \\thief is proposed in the plans Very little refer,. 
methofolo2y and safeguards especially considering that there is a 
the 'SSTS. 

Yours Onefircl-f, 

Nicolas and Vision Norton 



Charles Thuaire 
Development Control Planning Services 
London Borough of  Camden 
Town Hall 
Argyle St 
London WC1H 8ND 

Application Ref 29 N e w  E n d  2012/3059/P —The Nurses  Home 
Associated Ref 2011/4317/P; 2011/1555/NEW; 2011/4322/C 

19'  July 2012 

Re: N e w  E n d  Nurses  H o m e ,  29 N e w  E n d  London N W 3  1JE 

Dear Mr. Thunre, 

I write to express our objection to the above proposed application 

1 Scale 

The proposal plans to nearly double the si2e of  the building taking the floor area from some 
28,000 sq ft to over 48,000 sq ft This represents signIficant over development o f  the site for 
which there is no architectural justification The proposed uplift in volume is over 8,100 sq ft 
of  basement space and an increase to the ground,0  1" and 2"' floors by 78%, 73% and 59% 
respectively. Both the guidelines o f  the Local Development Framework and English 
Heritage are that a replacement building should significantly enhance a conservation area to 
an appreciably greater extent than the existing building We do not believe that this 
objective is met with the current proposal 

2 Impact of  Site Traffic during Re-development 

The demolition and subsequent reconstruction o f  this development will cause severe 
congestion and disruption in this small and narrow street already blighted by the traffic 
generated from the concentration of  schools (Heathside Preparatory and New End) dunng 
the day, the pubs, the village Schul and Tinseltown Any traffic survey of  peak time school 
runs will bear out the suggestion that traffic congestion at these times has reached intolerable 
levels The Applicant's earlier application proposing 32 ton vehicles exiting via the roads 
adjacent to the Old White Bear betrayed its' complete lack of  understanding of  the impact 
the same would have on the locality. The present proposed re-routmg of  vehicular access 
restricted to NEW End is of  equal complacency 

While the developers have Ind out a plan to reduce the 1111 pact on neighbours, for example 
to try and squee2e all excavation into the school summer holidays, there is very considerable 
nsk that they will not run to plan — as has been withessed in other big excavations — such as 



Chostchurch M I ,  NUM which went co f a  kelps than ongnally plumed This nsk 
pu be tome 103% by readmit sod is oblate 

3 W o g  of Essement anima 

The Council is requited to coly perms basemeni and mho undaground development that 
does not cane ham to the built at4 naturel environment and local amenity The plat to Mg 
deep roundup:es to supped theses con soumon is doming The refaence in the planning 
s t e a m s  mats 4 106) to coastal o f  ground movement and groundwoa to ensure "watt' 
effect cc anew m a m a  Asa" is maclequese at4 without supponing evidence 

The moposal is to dig down 3 storeys m area of sand saved by s n a i l  undaground 
strums The depth of the d u n g  is below the w o e  table which will necessitate constant 
d a i m o n  (pompon) of the ate and manse, the chances a <livelong w o e  <owns m at 
unpredictable manna This 'sissy nsky in an area pone to flooding and toed collapses The 
amen  alai mourn oxopla l o a n  of propping upwinth is risky at4 woollen 

In the pas. New End Road has been o k r a  to petal collapse M a e  is a tunnel berate. 
the Hosplel redevelopment at4 the Village Schul & a m i t y  the New End Theme) which 
nada  s the road unsusable fot *monsoon traffic and exposes the sane to Cunha collapse 
The ple-Inving that was needed m develop the old hosp. el a decade ago caused 4an age 
sod some subsidence in s n a i l  Wilda:ton the road as a resul. 

The plioning applasoon has ye. to assets moot itchnologicel at4 simciuual issum stung 
from nich a large and challenging souaure This is * n a n n y  wonymg as approvel is bang 
roughs on way theorolial tad arguably m a m a . .  i n f a n t a .  In shoti the approach 
a p p . . .  to be somewhat myopic, unduly ormolu< and entirely speculative This is nce at 
apt:coach ths. should be encouraged, oi l  lets pawned 

a n a m f ' , I  a:a 
Ihli *0140101 Z. 

!undoes) may be " o c t a l  sui Feting 
2111)) but f a  those who already bee 

inadequate 

ptIkelt is prosently running at Cull ocmpanry with insuflaent space to Met' 
resent demtad It is mutate< m o v a  from the proposed residential ma  or moments 
of 3 to 5 bedrooms Ma second vehicle families will nol be surtaed to the scheme The 
inew.hk manse in visitor: peanut in tem.., of the new development will further 
intensify oompeuoon f a  Nadeau/Awaking 

Of  equal o:ocam s t e  poposal the the coottolled parking ame autaitly lowed on the 
nOnh side of Nes  End, to  so-dtol to the e a  side as to saws wehicula access to the 
development Mos, in our Mar,  mould b a n  • deo-amid effect lathe safety of palestosos 
and other highway users Dua to the d e a n s  °mbar sod s e a  o f  the coot notary  of, sod 
by, vehicles poked co the oath a nod young &Odom emerging from the (mot entrance 
of Healtside Oreproxy Seboot a d d  be substantially seduced The sleety aspect o f  the 

2 



propoul to rt.see the poking bsys is not refelen<ed tnywhae la the wpgatoseloosmeots 
tad thus does not swear to hive been oonwleied 

A<oonfingly,we strongly urge the Counal to retta the <went geogosal 

Yours sin<eiely, 

Addeo Pollard 



Page I o f  I 

Good day, 

I am writing to oppose the plans for the proposed works at New End Nurses Home. Firstly, I do not 
understand why the existing nurses facade which is lovely building cannot be kept with the internal modified 
to make new flats. To tear down the building and start again is a complete waste of resources. Also, the new 
design is not in keeping with the architecture in Hampstead which is a conservation area. Difficult access to 
the site during construction wi/I also make it incredibly difficult for residents to get around the area. 

The building is very large and I think an eyesore. The basement work is the most concerning —the impact of 
such a large basement for residents around the area, including flood and sustenance risk I think is not 
researched on and addressed enough. 

We remain to be convinced it will be the same height as the current building but this is definitely a crucial 
factor. I agree the building should be made liveable again but not to an extent where a good building is being 
torn down for no reason. Our biggest opposition is against the basement. 

hope the Councd will reject the application and retain the facade of the building whEle allowing the internal 
to be updated. 

Many thanks for taking our thoughts into consideration. 

Best Regards, 

Zavier Kwek 


