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16e September 2015

Laura llazelton
Planning Solutions Team
Lo:rdon Borough of Camden
2od Floor, 5 Pancras Square
c/o Town Hall, Judd Sheet
London, WCIH 9JE
(by cmail only)

Dear Mrs. Hazelton,

OBJECTION TO PLAI\IITII{G APPLICATION REN zOlsI44iIOIP
BELSTZA PARK HOUSE, 59{0 BELSTZE PARK LOI\[I}ON,IYW3 4F^I

I am a leaseholder inthe above building. My name is Ivor Lunzer and I own Flat 3.
I arr writing to formally object to the current planning application ref.20l5/44701P, relating
to the existing building @elsize Park House) at 59-60 Belsize Park, London, NW3 4EJ.

This planning application proposes the following development:

'Erection of an additional floor to provide 2 tlats (2 x I bedroont) at roof level with rear
balcontes, installation of rear dormers, installation of roof lights tofront andreqr elevations,
and aherations to the front and rear elevations to existingflats.'
herefore

I object on the fotlowing grounds :

l. I arn a long leaseholder but I have not been served the required certificate as stated in
the application and therefore this application should be declared invalid.

2. This application assumes that planning will be grant€d because the previous
application was granted but the previous application expired almost a year ago.
We (the flat oumers/leaseholders) did not raise any objections to that previous
application only because we wene not notified of it and did not receive the requisite
certificate. I am informed that there have been six applications to create
accommodation in the roof space the first of which was in 1987. They have all been
refused except for one that was withdrawn because requested information was not
supplied.

3. I have been advised that the ceiling heights do not confirm to minimum standards and
I feel that these flats are so $nall as to be out of keeping with the rest of the building
which houses eight 3 bedroom flats that offering spacious family occuption.



4. The application states that the area under the stairs can be used for parking bicycles as
this area is currently not used. That is not true. The area under the enfrance stairs is
the only available space to store rubbish bins for theten flats we have now. It is an
essentisl requiremont espocialty with less frequent colleotion$. Thsr€ is ns other area
accessible by the refuse collectors available within the building. If there *ere 12 flats
in total would result in a reduction of space for the existing ten flats.

5. Adding a further storey to the top of the building would make the building look top
heavy. One of the stated rensons for refusal of the 2010 application was that any
attempts to draw attentionto the building wouldbe harmful to the character and
appearance of the adjacent historic buildings and the ConservationArea as a uitole.

6. The ConservationArea Group commented that the proposed rendering would be out
of keeping with the style date and appearance of the building. As a leaseholder I do
not want the extra responsibility of the cost of maintaining a rendered finish as
opposed to the strrrent briek work,

The above are my main objections in respect of the planning aspect, there are other
considerations that affect the leaseholde,rs, the health issues caused by the construction and
the inconvenience and uphoaval for the occupants of the building. It is proposed that the
current water anks that provide water to all ten flats are moved and this disnrption will be
overwhelming forthose farrilies inthe buitding with small children.

I trust that you will consider my objections and refuse perrrission in respect of this
development.

Yours sincerely
N

4\ '-l/:l . a"-nn P"'/
Ivor Lunzer I

Leaseholder Flat 3
59-60 Belsize ParkNW3 4EJ

camlh067
Rectangle


