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4.4 Trees

No trees would be affected by the proposed extension as shown in the plans below. 

The existing, mature garden will be fully retained, and the only loss would be to the first 
metre of lower flower bedding.
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5.0 Conclusion

The proposed extension is designed to be sympathetic to the existing architecture and 
use of materials of the surrounding existing buildings both old and new, this project seeks 
to respect all adjacent properties.

The proposed extension follows the same characteristics as the existing property and 
have been carefully designed to retain the existing mature garden and have no negative 
effect on existing trees and the character of the Conservation Area as a whole.

The design makes the height consistent with the existing trellis and incorporates a sloping 
roof to ensure no material ‘visual impact’ or ‘light impact’ to the neighbour. 

The proposed development has been carefully designed to be sympathetic and 
visually appealing. The design makes the height consistent with the existing trellis and 
incorporates a sloping roof to ensure the extension has no impact on the neighbour’s 
daylight, outlook or privacy.

We trust that the application will meet with your support. If you require further information 
please contact Sam Bryan or Daniel Leon of Square Feet Architects.
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6.0 Appendix

For reference, the permission for the neighbour’s rear bay window extension, from 1995. Post preapplication enquiry discussions.

On Tuesday, December 15, 2020, 11:53, Ogunleye, Joshua <Joshua.Ogunleye@camden.
gov.uk> wrote:

Hi Daniel,
 
Thank you for your email. I have noted your points concerning the window design and 
would advise you add this to your design and access statement as a response to the 
Pre-app comment. Please be advised that all details of the application will be given 
consideration with the intension of reaching an on balanced decision. We will seek to 
work with you in a positive and proactive manner to address any concerns we might have 
concerning the detailing.
 
Regards,
 
Joshua Ogunleye  - Planning Officer 

On 3 Dec 2020, at 17:30, Daniel Leon <daniel.leon@squarefeetarchitects.co.uk> wrote:
 
Dear Joshua
 
Thanks for your note and feedback on our outline proposals.
 
I do however respectfully disagree with some of your views on the best design and 
suggestions for alterations to the window format arrangement in particular.
 
We feel that aligning the windows with those above is not appropriate, and loose thew 
chamfer,  as it would lead to a ‘boxy’ extension and be overly uniform. You note that you 
welcome the chamfer, which is a design detail to bring max light into the ground rooms 
and minimise ’tunnelling’ - well in order to retain this the ground floor windows need to 
take a slightly diffident arrangement to this above, and the second floor windows are 
different from the first.
 
There are many very contemporary ground floor rear extensions approved and built in 
Camden which have no relation to the windows above. The slight shift in window positions 
is a minor thing we believe and provides a design solution that is sympathetic to the host 
building and appropriate to this location.
 
We are keen to submit a full application very soon but wish to hopefully iron out some 
wrinkles in the planning department’s view on the designs as they stand. I think they are 
very minor in nature but nevertheless our client has strong feelings about retaining the 
design as they stand. It feels that your comments are quite subjective and ‘down to a 
matter of taste’. The proposals are very much to the homeowners taste and not affecting 
the conservation area. 
 
Please could you reconsider your position ahead of submitting the full application, to 
hopefully smooth through the application and avoid delay and debate during that period.
 
Let me know your thoughts. Happy to discuss if that would be helpful.
 
Kind Regards,
 
Daniel Leon - Square Feet Architects


