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Dearest lovely friends and family,

Stop the Blocks is back!

Please could you object to the monster development planned at the back of my house? It will take 30
seconds...

Click here: http://planningrecords.camden.gov.uk/Northgate/PlanningExplorer17/PLComments.aspx?
pk=421875

cut and paste the text below and fill out your address. By this Thursday, pretty please!

Apparently, it is a numbers game and anyone is entitled to object...

Much love xxx

ps - [ didn"t write the email below...although I do enjoy a strongly worded email ;)

Dear Camden Council,

I am writing to comment on the planning application for 156 West End Lane, ref: 2015/6455/P. 1
strongly object to the planning application as submitted, for the reasons set out below, both individually
and in combination together.

I write this as a frequent visitor to the neighbourhood.

*  The proposal does not meet the policies in the Neighbourhood Plan, which has now been formally

adopted by Camden Council, in accordance with the Localism Act 2011.
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+  The plans are completely out of step with the existing character of the properties in the West End
Green Conservation Area.

*  The proposed development is completely out of character with the surrounding built environment.
It completely disregards the architecture around it and the character of other buildings. In particular, the
houses in Lymington Road are three story Victorian properties and the proposed development in its
existing form will tower over these properties impacting their light, their views and the use and
enjoyment of their properties.

*  The height of the proposed development will overlook other buildings and significantly impact on
residents’ right to light and privacy, the impact will be particularly severe over Lymington Road where
residents will be overlooked when in their gardens and main living areas of their property.

*  The proposed development includes a proposed private road for which it is envisaged residents of
the proposed development will use as an access road. It is proposed the access is situated immediately
behind the garden walls of the Lymington Road properties. The obvious consequence of this will be a
substantial increase in dust, pollution, noise and damage to the general conservation area. The impact
on the Lymington Road residents will be substantial but generally this increase in pollution will also
have an impact on the wider population.

*  The proposed road between the Lymington properties and the proposed development is an
obvious security risk. It will allow easier access to the gardens and properties of Lymington Road.

*  While I support the proposals for 50% affordable housing, I suggest the proposed location of the
affordable housing - which will include larger units for families - would be much better located at the
eastern end of the site, where it will provide much easier access to the games area and open space.

*  The development plan appears to have dismantled two walls, one along Potteries Path and one
currently at the end of Travis Perkins’ yard which form the walls of the football pitch, currently the
only recreational space available for young people in the area. No development plan should threaten or
encroach upon this valuable public space.

*  The games area (MUGA) to the west of the site, although not being sold by the Council, will be
significantly affected by the proposed development - especially in terms of: loss of light where children
will be playing in shadows after 4pm for most of the year.

*  The developer"s Daylight and Sunlight report is probably one of the most deceiving documents I
have ever read in respect of this issue and one which completely ignores the reality of loss of light in
the context of this development. Lymington Road residents generally will already be aware that the loss
of light will impact almost every home on the street and will take some homes below the minimum
BRE acceptable levels. We would ask that Camden, who will profit massively from any development
on this site, should carry out its own independent assessment. It is patently obvious from the report that
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the only reason the height and mass has been slightly reduced during the early consultation process is to
mitigate against even more massive overshadowing and loss of light.

*  The lack of cumulative impact assessment of the raft of developments already underway in the
area is disappointing — this includes Ballymore, Iverson, Maygrove and Liddell Roads which are all yet
to be populated. The current lack of primary and secondary school places, along with the impact on
already overstretched GP services, of which there are fewer in the area than in living memory, has not
been properly examined or considered by this plan.

Thames Water has already filed significant objections to this development on the grounds that there is
insufficient water and sewage infrastructure in the area to support the development.

Finally, I am aware of the alternative scheme by Create Streets which I feel provides a more realistic

and welcome approach to the site.

I ask that the Planners and the Committee should carefully consider all of the objections raised in this
letter and refuse this application.
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