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     8th October 2018
Gideon Whittingham

Senior Planner

Registration and Planning

Town Hall Extension (WC 1H 8EQ)

5 Pancras Square

London

N1C 4AG

Dear Mr Whittingham,

10 Lady Somerset Road – 2018/4092/NEW.
As you are aware there are some discrepancies between approved and constructed. I am therefore submitting this application to seek approval for remedial works to the above property to bring in line with the original approval. 

Please find enclosed the approved Life Time Homes and Planning drawings along with As Built and Remedial works. My client intends to lower the height of the roof and parapet and implement the Sedum roof, change windows to timber and relocate to corners of the property and tint the bricks to match the colour that was approved.

To assist in your decision, I also enclose a set of overlays to help show/explain the following.

Although vertical dimensions are given there are no dimensioned plans with the approved application 2010/0969/P. This is also the case for the Design and Access Statement, I believe the plans and elevations within the DAS match that of the approved drawings.

Please may I ask you to refer to the Life Time Homes document that Camden Planning approved under application 2010/5356/P, this has dimensions. 

If you compare drawing GA.00 to the plan on page 6 of the LTH's, scaled, GA.00 has an internal front to rear dimension of 4.4m but the plan within LTH's gives 4.93. The side to side dimension scaled from GA.00 is 5.95m and given within LTH's is 5.91. However, there is still the depth of the storage/wardrobe to be taken into consideration which isn't dimensioned.

Whilst comparing the two plans please note the bedroom increase in size by 3.8 square metres and the storage/shower increase by 1.3 square meters. Please also see the difference of rear of the Yard's arch. The rear bedroom window also differs.

On page 7 of the LTH's document a dimension of 3.1m is given for the ground floor enclosed court yard, please see the dimension on the attached plans is the same.

Drawing GE.01 does gives a vertical height of the parapet, please note the line of sight is from the woman. Page 4 of the LTM's dose not provide a vertical dimension, however the sight line has change to the height of the man and the distance from that sight line to the top of the parapet is clearly different. The height of the rear parapet indicated in the section on page 4 is shown at the same height as the front which should obviously be lower. One of the requirements for LTH's is that a level ceiling would be required for a ceiling hoist. This could not have been achieved under the approved elevations.

I hope you find the remedial works to your satisfaction and approval can be made.

Yours sincerely 

DWatkins
Darren Watkins ACABE 
The Work Shop
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