
The Heath et Hampstead Sotie 
The Society examines a t  Planning Appllernleess relating to Hampstead. and assesses Mem 
lot their Impact on consentabon end on the b u t  envkorimem. 

M i m e  84 Camden, 0188818. and OetelopmeM 

Respeese OWICTION 

Planed% Mimet ic .  2014/1742/P 

M e e t s  18 Magna, Way London NWT 6X6 

Amend/neontomes a be door 
hone *demon ol pant w a s .  • magation of 
swimming Pool; provisional awned gnaw 
tett u s a  abet /nom to ten garden *vs.: 
insertion of doors and ...meows it Itmentent 
level: shetsilont to lennuelion tenant & 
Wanton: ntinuation ot s a w n  ricicome. 
fievowectluel In miation 0 planning 
pomistion 12009/0603/PI dated 06/10/2009 
lot the ...ovation of binernere Intel below 
misting dweihrshoust and approved 
*mention to m i n e  the bawnwat lot 
a6Stional ancillary moans 

Jenne Inherited Date 12 August 2014 

This Is the most recent I n .  M e i  succession at  applkabons and appeals W the owner of 
this properly. The development is now complete and this application is made 
reirospectimly to regularise a number of stniticant bleaches of development 

Due to the size of the applicatim, we have been unabie to prepare. hal SubMiSSIOn within 
the consultation poled. however we wish to Oblett on a number of grounds Melodies 
those set out in general terms below, and would be glad II you w i t  aceeM title m • heeding 
Obnletten for which we will be providing more (Maned grounds n soon as possible. 

The m i t t e n  referred to arei• 

• gear extension enlarged from consented scheme, and basement changed to lower 
ground storey by reducing ground levels and adding doors and windows The rear 
extension now resembles that refused at appeal In 2006. 

• Front extension comprising below ground Mani and utility MOMS extends beyond the 
limits of the applicant's ownership Into Frogns Way and Inter ims with existing toad 
drainage. 

• General reduction In permeability and sustainable drainage as a reum of ham ravine 
being SUbStituled for soft landscaping. 



Although not referred to In the application, there have been other changes hens the 
approved scheme at the horn of the proPelTy, which we expect to be the ettbieet of. 
future retrospective application. 

We would also refer ffle <WWI 10 Our lather Submissions Malec to thts property es 
follows.. 

• ilegurst foe enforcement action dated 30 September. 5 October and 13 October 
1011 (eacbdIng Item 3 wlikh Is no longer relevant) 

• Objection to applicat mt reference 1012/6523M dated IS January 2013 

1111%0pound would like further copies of these Items, please let us knew. 

The mewls Pumpthm c•-n.  PO lox 33114. London two IKD Ifiliabegb1011111011811161Wil 
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n o n  O n e  dicandenew 

pannalidolandgraniderwevuk 

l b  ' r o w e l  W a y  London N M  OM 

Planaing eledication 2 0 1 4 / 1 7 4 3 / P  (retrospective) 

OlUICTION 

we are writing to object to details of the above application:• 

One of us has lived In Fiegnal Way since 1944. and can state positively that the No 18 
has always had a very modest area of frontage. which included a O e n  cemented sloping 
'amp leaning LO a ground-fine garage, only a few feet separating the gravelled area of 
the roadway hont the heat door. Images can be provided to show this) 

The highway area ef  Aeons! Way In front of No IS formed a large circle, the curving kne 
of which renewed the line of the grassed frontage of No 20 (known as Slue Tiles) as is 
correctly shown on the Land Registry records. The symmetry of the whole turning circle 
was an aesthetically attractive feature of the road. It also w a i l  .4 essential feature for 
the purposes of 'turn-around' of Council and other large vehicles sernng the prOiXttiel 
In this Cul.de•sec road. 

P r o n e  Way is a presage and much Irequerlad feature of the Hampstead Conservation 
Area At the t o e  of Planning 'Wheaton  an inighbews and public members were 
concerned to preserve the he nerf  style o f  No I I ,  originally an artist's Studio. The 
plans whinnied in 2009 were therefore subject to  b o y  careful scrulaw, with particular 
sensitivity to maintaining the appearance of Freund Way. 

Neither the extension of the heritage area r e  the underground externem were part Of 
the submission and nether w o e  have been suppetted I made public. 

The subterranean S e n a %  ot the d o w n  frees original Naming Consent is Olen 
concern to us than the tberwersue prkwiple involved and the n e w t  and territorial/ 
traffic encroachment, c a n o p i e d  to N. 

The two level basement at the front of the site, and also the extension e l  the frontage 
he  err parking purposes. extend beyond the Original Land Registry property 
Peamdagly we feel it would represent compliance with undeclared, pewit* 
M a n t i s  if retreepective Planning Consent were granted. 

Furthwattew t h e n  cg additional trentage encroaching Into the roadway 
undesirable he bath C S  pacucat reasons. The enlarged 
(eutraidy adablehed as a gravellad roneourt) In front of No 18 changes the previous 



circular sweep of  grassed frontage. The parking element incorporated Is excessive and 
unjustified since therein ample parking space available in the road itself. 

To formalise this boundary extension by granting Planning Permission would set a bad 
precedent, also potentially allowing further alterations to the appearance of No 18 
frontage. 

We are also most concerned about the proposed 'railings and ironworks'. 

On t h e s e  g r o u n d s  w e  t h e r e f o r e  o b j e c t  t o  t h e  r e q u e s t  f o r  re t rospec t i ve  Planning 
Permiss ion f o r  t h e  changes  t o  No 18 Frognal  Way. 

Or Christopher a Williams MA BM FRCP FRS 

Or Christina IS Williams Mn FRCP 

11 Frognal Way, NW3 6XE 

13.08.2014 


