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Hat Judd Street London W W I  MO 

Rd Planing applkallon2014/ 36240 • Undiold Garnett NV/3 GPM 

Dear Slr or Madam, 

I write to object to tie above planning applkallon lot the erection oi a mar 
extension and • basement excavation to provide additional living space. The current 
application follows Ai:MAMMA 2013/4006M rejected In summer 2013. 

As a resident In the bubdIng am acutely aware of the previous subsidence problems 
which the building has had and Meng closely renewed the latest structural 
engineer's report RIs clear that the planning proposal would cause structural 
instability to the building and be detrimental to the environment and surrounding 
buildings as well. 

-The soli in this area Is likely to be MI and loose. It will be highly susceptibly to 
rnovemem/cogapse. 11th Is Maly to 
put at risk the structural stabbIty to not only ol Pm A but abo the fiats above. 

"There could also be disturbance by the waterproofing and M e n k e  to the ground 
wee, how as wet as settlement ol the soil/made round below the ground floor 
slab which in turn could cause damage. 

-A,syba.ement development In panicular a huge one such as this can be eblinental 
to the awbonment and the adjacent buildings. The appicant has Ignored the 
uniqueness ot the soli tarlatans In Hampstead 

ant conversions In the neighbourhood on this scale were completed 
tllcyoy,neus. This Is not the case here and the disruption would be 
occupants ol the building. 

Light pollution ol the glass rear box at night is still a major concern & now with 
addition again glass panels. wtN cause eon more tight spillage to neighbours. 

No Constructbn Management Plan has been sutentted 

In the Cometvitlon Me. Statement 1200M ii suggests 'Mal tinclheld Gardens 
possiblyone of the poorest Stretches 01 read in rise Conservation area. 00.10 
unsympathetic alteratIons.dereiction & unsightly lOree.0101 Parking areas & to a 
lets...Gwent recent newdevempmente. it A also stated Mat the Only exCeollOnS 10 



this are no.8.10 & 22. Indeed Hoe Lindlield &miens h idemilkvi in the Conservation 
Area consent as, building which makes a 'contribution to the Conservation kea. 
however the nen, Plans gill propow Me uw of contemporary design & materials 
nal set e totally apart from Me original character g. appearance of the bon building 
8. conservation area. 

Consultation with local neighbours. there was absolutely no formal consultation 
process with thee °thee owners 018 Lindlield Gardens ahead 01 the new planning 
submission. 

Having lived in Mils area for almost ten years it saddens me rose, the extent to 
which °Vi ra l  bulklings are ripped apart from iheir original stale, gardens reduced 
in size due to Increased bard surface areas. Many of the conversions are out of 
keeping with the original look and feel of the neNhbourhoods. It is disruptive and 
neesslut and bad for neighbourhood cohesion. 

YOtifs 

S Zinentreh 


