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Stephen Booth
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4 Mount Vernon 04/01/2017 14:54:23 OBJ
London
NW3 6QS

Printed on: ~ 05/01/2017 09:05:08
Response:

In respect of Planning Application 2016/6654/L', I am writing to object to the proposed erection of
railings as well as a timber trellis to the southern boundary fence.

With regard to the erection of the proposed metal railings, this would clearly make Mount Vernon
(flats) and Mount Vernon House more 'fortress like', something that goes against Camden's
Development Policies Document CPG1 (Design). It would also not be in keeping with the appearance
of other properties, especially in the square, in what is a very important and beautiful conservation area.

I am not entirely clear whether railings will also be erected on top of the wall in Mount Vernon (road),
surrounding Mount Vernon House, facing the square and Holly Hill. If this is the plan, this would look
utterly ridiculous and, for a burglar, be interpreted as suggesting there's something worth burgling in
the property. In any event, this is a listed wall and its appearance should remain in keeping with the
beauty of the surrounding conservation area, with the property not made to look like some sort of
fortress.

With regard to increasing the height of the wooden trellis, currently outside No.s 1-7 Mount Vernon
(road), the height of the trellis is ¢.58cm, not the 73cm referred to in the application. Accordingly, the
proposal is for a near doubling (to 1.1m), not ¢.50% increase, to the height of the trellis. Such an
increase seems totally unnecessary, especially when the fence itself is already c.2.7m in height, as it
would most definitely impact upon the outlook for all of the properties in Mount Vernon (road). With
the properties also being north facing and already suffering from a lack of light, partly due to most of
the trees on the grounds of Mount Vernon House being overgrown (1 is even impacting upon the
fencing, forcing it open), increasing the height of the trellis will further impact upon the light into the
properties.

2016/6654/L

Prof Gordon
Barrass, CMG

3 30/12/2016 14:37:16 COMMNT
Mount Vernon

Hampstead

NW3 6QS

NW3 6QS

This proposal is completely unacceptable. It violates the principles governing the conservation area,
which include the rejection of walls, fences and railings that create a fortress effect. I know of no
property in the conservation area that has such a perimeter.
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Application No:
2016/6654/L

Consultees Name:

Ethan & Tracy
Sassower

Consultees Addr:

5 Mount Vernon
London
NW3 6QS

Received: Comment:

30/12/2016 22:28:07 OBJ

Printed on: ~ 05/01/2017 09:05:08
Response:

We refer to the timber fencing partly facing the entrances to the Georgian terraced houses (1-6 Mount
Vernon), Abernathy House and the pedestrian way leading to Frognal NW3.

My wife and I own, and live with our 3 young children at, 5 Mount Vernon. We object to any
alterations / additions to the existing timber fencing on this residential street (called Mount Vernon).

We feel caged in already as our habitable rooms look directly out onto the existing fence with trellis,
which are already very tall and restrict our natural light. The proposed raising of this composite fencing
(fence + trellis) would adversely affect the amount of daylight reaching our north-facing homes and
indeed the street would become even more of a canyon.

We are unaware of any burglars having gained access to the Mount Vernon residential estate
specifically from this non-pedestrianised section of the street so please provide the evidence, if any
exists, as soon as possible; we do not see this section as being attractive to such criminality as it is
heavily overlooked by no’s 1-6 Mount Vernon and Abernathy House. We do not consider a raised
trellis on top of the timber fencing to offer the desired deterring result.

The proposed radial anti-climb steel frames would be categorically out of place in the remarkably
well-preserved Georgian streetscape and should not be authorised. Existing documentation at the
Holborn Library Archive Department ranging from 1902 to 1986 shows the consistent continuous
simplicity of the timber boundary fencing; this should be scrupulously preserved.

The effectiveness of the proposed anti-climb structures is anyway very questionable, mainly because
the trees are on the property"s side of the timber fencing. Here, the Application by Constantine
Architects shows mainly drawn (diagrammatic) information only. Thus the clarity of significant details
is lacking; in reality the trees except one are not on the street, but instead on the private land. Relevant
photos are available at the Swiss Cottage library"s information desk.

If the trees are such a security risk then rather they should be regularly cut right back (they anyway
block out much light on this narrow street). Alternatively the owners could plant continuous substantial
thorny bushes on their side of the fence. We anyway understand that the porters from the Mount
Vernon residential estate stated that all recent entries by burglars were via open windows! Each owner /
resident has to decide upon the measures to be taken to secure his / her property without affecting, in
this case, the streetscape and the existing amenities of the neighbours.

In conclusion we categorically object to any alterations / additions to the existing timber fencing.
Kindly ensure that the proposals contained in architect’s drawing no. 105 (Mount Vernon — southern
boundary — fencing) are rejected.
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2016/6654/L Prof Gordon 3 30/12/2016 14:37:16 COMMNT  This proposal is completely unacceptable. It violates the principles governing the conservation area,
Barrass, CMG Mount Vernon which include the rejection of walls, fences and railings that create a fortress effect. I know of no
Hampstead property in the conservation area that has such a perimeter.
NW3 6QS
NW3 6QS
2016/6654/L Professor Gordon 3 30/12/2016 14:35:09 COMMNT  This proposal is completely unacceptable. It violates the principles governing the conservation area,
Barrass Mount Vernon which include the rejection of walls, fences and railings that create a fortress effect. I know of no
Hampstead property in the conservation area that has such a perimeter.
NW3 6QS
NW3 6QS
2016/6654/L Professor Gordon 3 30/12/2016 14:35:23 COMMNT
Barrass Mount Vernon
Hampstead
NW3 6QS
NW3 6QS
2016/6654/L Professor Gordon 3 30/12/2016 14:35:30 COMMNT
Barrass Mount Vernon
Hampstead
NW3 6QS
NW3 6QS
2016/6654/L Kristen Lippincott 3 Mount Vernon 30/12/2016 12:05:38 COMMNT I strenuously object to the proposed plans to erect new railings over the perimeter and internal walls of

NW3 6QS
NW3 6QS

this property and to increase the height of the southern boundary of the property with an additional
trellis. The neighbourhood on all sides of Mount Vernon House is a listed conservation area. These
proposals violate the architectural and urban landscaping integrity of the area, which has an open,
residential feel, characterised by low-level wooden fencing, capped brick walls and relatively open
vistas. The proposed alterations are totally inappropriate in terms of both the materials and scale bring
suggested. The addition of railings to the existing brick walls will drastically and adversely affect the
character of the neighbourhood. Moreover, raising the height on the southern perimeter of the property
will reduce natural light and increase the noise levels on Mount Vernon (the street) and the much-used
path to Frognal.
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Application No:
2016/6654/L

Consultees Name:

Mrs R Booth

Consultees Addr:

4 Mount Vernon
London NW3 6QS

Received: Comment:

04/01/2017 14:01:56 OBJ

Printed on: ~ 05/01/2017 09:05:08
Response:

I’m writing to object to the listed building application 2016/6654/L.

The fence on the Mount Vernon (road) side is currently 2.7 meters high which is very high indeed. The
planned, increased height of the fencing will directly impact on the outlook from our house and the
amount of daylight we get. Mount Vernon (road) is already deprived of daylight because of high
fencing and overgrown trees, not only for the residents but also for many passers-by who use this as a
short-cut. This road is perceived to be dangerous by the local residents, with many women refusing to
walk through or requesting someone to accompany them. Please do not allow the situation to get any
worse by increasing the height of the fencing.

The security staff at Mount Vernon block indicated that they have had four recent burglaries which led
to this application. On each occasion, the burglars apparently gained entry through an open window.
Surely the correct response to this situation is to advise the residents in the flats to keep their windows
closed when going out? By increasing the height of the fencing, the residents will be lulled into a false
sense of security. Mount Vernon block already has security staff working round the clock, a porter, a
security gate, CCTV, security lighting and very high fencing. Surely that is sufficient?

Situated in a conservation area, Mount Vernon block should remain in proportion to the neighbouring
properties. Unfortunately, it is becoming more and more like a fortress, overshadowing everything else.

Please keep me updated on any progress.

Yours sincerely,
Mrs R Booth
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