Planning application by London Borough of Camden – number 2015/4030/P

List of key points in Objections Submission

· The purpose of External Wall Insulation (EWI) is to save costs and so the question of whether it does, needs to be considered at the planning stage.

· The twin overriding objectives of EWI are:

             -minimising fuel poverty; and

             -reducing carbon emissions

            and these need to be born in mind when considering the objections.

· The failure to notify interested parties of the correct date of the  planning application for work of significant value is highly prejudicial to residents and the wider community. It is unfair to expect to receive objections when residents do not even know an application for planning has been made. Many residents have no idea that changes are planned to be made to their homes.
· There is a feeling that the Council wants to rush this initiative through as fast as it can and that the processes in place for challenge are a sham.
· Residents have been treated unfairly by the lack of drawings  on the planning portal when the application was first registered on the 22 July as they cannot properly object within time without that information.
· No supporting WRITTEN design information has been sent to residents. Potentially removing the ability to hang cherished plant boxes on the window sills, removing the coal bunkers which provide invaluable storage and restricting important access are all very undesirable. There has been nothing in writing regarding the type of render cover and confusion abounds as to the positioning of the brick slips. Finally, written confirmation is awaited that the buildings will not require decoration.
· The Estate is privileged to have been built under the auspices of one of the most honoured and revered architects of the post-war period – Sir Robert Matthew OBE. To vandalise Sir Robert Matthew's Estate by covering it with bland, featureless render and fake brick is seriously dishonouring this passionate socialist and his ideals: high quality, practical, nicely proportioned social housing for the working class. The original brickwork looks good after 60 odd years . Even if capable of being durable for many years, brick slips pale in comparison t bricks which last for centuries. This Estate is sufficiently worthy to be left alone and admired  as a good representation of its era.
· Condensation can result from the cladding but the Council has not produced a report stating the extent of it and the remedies implemented to combat it. The Council should be guaranteeing that  EWI  will not result in condensation or that it will not worsen. Render is also associated with very difficult damp problems.
· The energy survey of the Estate by a chartered surveyor or a Green Deal expert as required by ECO containing EWI  as the “recommended measure” has not been produced despite requests and, unusually, a grant is being sought after the work has been completed even though the ECO rules state that the funding and the work needs to be agreed before work commences.

· The Council charges leaseholders on some estates for energy-efficient measures whilst not on others and so its commitment to any kind of alleviation of hardship for all is called into question.

· The eradication of fuel poverty is a nonsense given the enormous number of  years of savings it would take to recover the project cost. A condensing boiler provides more or less the same energy savings as EWI but is far, far cheaper to install. The installation of EWI is, therefore, an unreasonable service charge for which the Council should not be able to recover.
· In seeking to reduce fuel poverty, the Council has not earmarked energy-efficient solutions to those properties with the highest fuel bills, for example, Victorian properties  and importantly has not explained what makes one estate rather than another eligible for EWI. It has not targeted estates which have a very low number of leaseholders on them, as would be expected.
· A-rated condensing boilers, for which ECO grants are available,  are far cheaper to install than EWI and are even better as they are  more effective at reducing carbon emissions. They are  easy to install, compatible with other technologies, there are no on-going maintenance costs and can be replaced at a later date in keeping with new technology  without a huge investment having been wasted.
· A report containing various energy-efficient options well in advance of this initiative was never made available to residents so as to encourage  debate as to which would be the most appropriate. The Council does not respect residents of council estates who are presented with faits a complis unlike residents of conservation areas to whom the Council curtseys.
· Rendered buildings which require on-going maintenance are not improvements and leaseholders are only required to pay for improvements. Written confirmation from the Council is awaited that decoration is not required  although judging by the experience of other clad estates, residents are concerned that the buildings will need maintaining.
· The Council will be the major funder of the EWI  but its resources would be better put towards essential needs, such as, helping the homeless. Alternatively, towards essential works, such as, renovating the stairwells which have chipped tiles and are in a bad state of repair. 
