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I live in Maryon Mews in clear line of sight of nos 22 and 23. One of the most enjoyable and attractive features
of my property is the garden terrace on the first floor. It was one of the key factors in my decision to buy the
property. The proposed development would directly overlook my terrace and the windows of my living room on
the first floor and bedroom on the second floor. It would deprive me of privacy and light. It would dramatically
change the views from my property from the roofline of an attractive architect designed development and sky
to something closer to a tower block. It would significantly impact on my enjoyment of my home and would be
likely to have material adverse effect on its value. In addition, | believe it would significantly detract from the
physical environment in the mews, in terms of loss of light and 'closing in, and its appearance. | object in the
strongest terms.
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| would like to add to my objection, also submitted on the 11 August.

- the planning application is disingenuous in its reference to the supposed consistency of the development with
characteristics of other Ted Levy properties. There is no similarity between the types of property, materials
and design context of the comparator properties that have been submitted.

- the proposed materials and appearance of the extensions are completely inappropriate - the new Mews itself
was constructed of bricks personally selected by Ted Levy - the new development appears to be of a
completely different fabric and designed in a completely different style.

- the pictures of the development are dishonest in their presentation of the new properties as being in keeping
with the character of the mews. The "whiting out" of properties in the Old Mews and the entrance properties to
the Mews creates the false impression that the new all white extensions on top of the properties are somehow
visually harmonious with the rest of the mews, this is not the case.

- one pictoral representation of the new development shows it extending across the whole of the row of
properties next to 22 and 23 Maryon Mews, which perhaps indicates an intent to set a precedent for further
rooftop development to the detriment of the mews as a whole. This raises further concerns about the nature
and impact of the development

| have also submitted similar comments in relation to application 2021/3002/P which relates to the same
proposed development
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I live in 34 Maryon Mews, and my main rear windows look back directly towards the proposed development. |
would like to strongly object to the proposed extension to the roof of 22 and 23 Maryon Mews on the following
grounds:

- the extension would consolidate and increase the impact of the existing unapproved fencing on the roof of
the properties, creating further detriment to the character of buildings of significant architectural merit (the
development was designed by noted modernist architect Ted Levy) within a conservation area

- a further storey added to these properties, would create a disproportionately high building relative to
surrounding properties, "looming over" and creating a significant visual and practical disbenefit to properties
throughout the mews.

- the original design of the "new Mews" (of which 22 and 23 are part) sought to limit the impact of the taller
town houses on both the "old Mews" and other properties in the "new Mews"; this would be lost, destroying the
integrity of the "new Mews" development and negatively affecting the whole of the Mews area.

- The extension would have very significant impact on quality of life in the Mews itself, including in particular
access to light; there is in particular a significant concern that the shared space in the centre of the Mews (the
forecourt area), which is a place of congregation and socialising for mews residents, would lose access to
sunlight for a significant part of the day were that to happen and would be permanently overshadowed by the
development.

- similar extensions to one of these properties have been proposed in the past and either withdrawn or
rejected on the basis of the significant discontent they raised amongst Mews residents, and the concerns
expressed then have not been addressed in the new proposals. Furthermore, no effort has been made to
consult with mews residents or acknowledge those concerns in the course of developing these new proposals.

- there is no need for the extensions in terms of the provision of housing space in the area - these are both
significant sized properties. The concern must be raised that these proposals are largely driven by speculative

interest rather than any consideration of the needs of other residents of the mews at this time.

| have also submitted this objection in relation to 2021/3002/P which is the same development proposal
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