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19th January 2016

Bear Sir or Madam
37 & 39 Budall Crescent, NW3 1RR
Planning Ref: 2015/689¢/P - OBJECTION to Plannins A splication

b am writing to object to # number of aspecis to the above Apphication

Lam the owner of ¢ Gayion Crescent and the rear of my house faces the rears of 37 &
39 Rudall Crescent.

Rudali Crescent ig in a Conservation area. 37 & 39 Rudall Crescest arc part ol a terrace
of & houses wh vas constructed around 1960, !ume houses complement each other.

This Application makes no realistic 2 sment of the rear elevation aspects of the &
house terrace. | can see this aspect from eve y floor of my house as can all others in 4-
10 Gayton Crescent (7 houses as the houses are numbered sequentially).
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This application so far as the rear aspects are concerned this Application bears 2 striking
gef'{zhmm:c a previous Application No 2015/1168/P (o which objected. This repeat
‘xg}phwtmr "nmsi“’g be rejected for the following reasons -

1) At the top level (roof level) rears of 37 & 39 Rudall Croscent, it is propused to add 2
new *‘Geﬂiahx” elux windows in each house Thfe nummber of roof Hights would increase
from 3 - All the other houses in this terrace have three rooflichts, The appearance
will imsi se the integrity of the § house terrace 1o the rear elovation. | object to this
aspect of the Application. I do not believe that this proposed change to the rear
elevations should be permitted in a Conservation area

23 Lalso object to the significant increase in window sizes at both houses ar the firg
floor rear level. The proposed changes to the lower rear elevation are described as -

"The enlorged window 1o 5;’5& bedroom will not effeciively increase overlvoking as the
Eunildings to the reay ...

My objections to this are -
L. The rest of the terrace does not have such significantly larger rear first floor
W ndow% &nd would be severely detrimental (o the appearance of the 5 house

terrace; andg

b

T\eméﬂmtané' ng the extract from the Design Statement that the increasc in size

“will nol effectively increase overiooking” it most certainly would greatly
increase overlooking to the rear of my house (and neighbours' houses) as well as
my {and theiry gardens. The architect’s contention is clearly false.

3} Lalso abject to the proposed use of aluminium framed windows to the rear elevations
Windows should be made from wood as i is in keeping with rest of the terrace and
indeed the rest of Rudall Crescent and G sayton Crescent,

7

You should note that my neighbours at 7 Gayton Crescent, James and Dolly Rnw‘c are
a%;roaffé ané h‘&“e ‘@‘ en t@}' some fmsmhs E Al ¢ V@mzmsd thal they too woul x}‘ra ‘f{ o
of their house faces both 37 &
‘e:uzzif alse. They would Qi}jﬁﬁfz

39 Rudall {zfsw Nt {iwmcm é%;:y wil % 3*% sz?eaug 8

. Prowsett



6 Guyion Crescent
London NW3 1T
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Dear Siv or Madam
7 & 39 Rudall Crescent, NW3 1RR
Flanoine Rel: 2015/6903/P - OBJECTION to Plannine Anplication

Lam writing to chject to a number of aspects 10 the above Application.

This Application relates to the above properties and also Planning Ref: 2015/6896/P. So
far as 6896 is concerned, I have written a letter of objection of today's date; the text is as
follows as its substance applies equally to this Application. 1 have coloured this in

o
BLUT 1 make further comments on this Application at the end in BLACK.
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