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Re Pluses S p r e a d s  thr 14 Other  S t e  NWS S p r e a d s  s a b e r  2014/31154/P 

I an wising so s w a n  this Planning Application. for the f i r m *  eesions: 

I. Although previous agrarians reposed mewling the new building well into 
College Yong very elcee so my grantee and obantesing she s lack  with sipinesi 
b e  of light. die c o n s  possel ( S i b  gig melding 'ma die r a g  is an beck 
=mewls from my premiss reducing the imps of Ion of lire 

2. The a r e a  owner hes modified his own O M  in sponse to local c o m a s  such 
dist ith a n g l e .  • innthonse Isoreeth onattmedve I:deject/es of a screandolf 
wises b e  beet removed, mid cases of the hates which thee the back view of 
Higbee Road Selling, gave been deered wish obscured windows M S S  ORS 
so peawell immediate. dines overlooking. OD r e e v e  amen r i m e  aid POMO 
latwice. Considering that thee we concisely no windows teeing ( S c .  thee I • 
bleak wen) this is • favounbk creek 

& Is coneaketioa with the loyal anzummity. betiding coneemed owners ofpereini  in 
Highgate Road sod College Yee. de Penning A r r a n t  b e  speed Amber 
modinations of the S e e  reposed rms. Thee modifications include e n d o w  to 
t e  resessiots r e a r  peels so prIflent an t insel*  view of the roof as sten from 
than anent s loe  and windows 

4. Is n e s  ea me die doe pen of College Lam coneemed will be improved by the 
reposed new fmnse, with enhanced sacene provkled by the peeence of habitable 
dwellings a t  then the current berg wane red eery  tinted building The owner 
b e  5gm. trouble to teak le  the posentiatly re...ashes' surface with metre 
iadenulion, in the frontage of the houses which wilt S o  enhance she a r e n a s  of 
the walkway as ecom.maaon O d e  other gets aColiess Lane. 



5. I a.rn particularly pleased to note that the applicant has taken steps to ensure that my neighbour its College Yard, Mr, Clarke, will not lose his livelihood (as he would have 
done with the previous applications, rejected by Camden Council) through thoughtfill 
modification of plans so that access and manoeuvrability are preserved. 

In a long process of several previous planning applications, which have all been opposed by 
the local community and rejected by Camden Council, this is the tiro time that a proposer has 
both consulted with the local residents and involved them in fair discussions, listening and 
taking on board our concerns, issues and suggestions. The owner and his team have made 
every effort to keep communication with as all, on a continual basis. 

Therefore, my feeling is that local residents (certainly including myself) have reason to trust 
the new applicant and to feel that his careful consultation process will be followed up, in the 
inevitably difficult period of demolition and construction, by continued consideration of our 
local needs. This will necessitate inclusion of plans to protect and preserve our current 
buildings' structures and boundaries while the building works are being carried out. 

To summarise, the Planner has made considerable efforts to involve and consult myself and 
my neighbours, and I am happy to support the current application. 

Yours sincerely, 

Suzanne I ugwe 


