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Design Statement: Revised Proposal for Rooftop Stair Extension, December 17th 2021
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1.0  Camden Planning Concerns
2.0  Proposed Design Amendments
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����&DPGHQ�3ODQQLQJ�&RQFHUQV

Recent email correspondence from Camden Principal 
Planner, Neil McDonald, following input from the Design 
0GmDFS� BEWJTFE� DPODFSO� JO� SFMBUJPO� UP� UIF� QSPQPTFE�
rooftop stair extension and its relationship to the host 
building.  Neil McDonald requested BMJ Architects 
reconsider the design approach paying particular 
attention and respect to the vertical pink stone convex 
bay design feature over the building entrance.

����3URSRVHG�'HVLJQ�$PHQGPHQWV

In consideration of the comments received BMJ 
Architects reviewed extending the pink stone convex 
bay upwards to incorporate the full stair extension, 
as previously proposed, however this appeared to 
imbalance the façade and was heavy over the existing 
planar glazing features within the bay.

In order to mitigate this we carried out a wholesale 
SFEFTJHO�SFDPOmHVSBUJPO� PG� UIF� FYUFOEFE� MFWFM� PG�
stair working with the Structural Engineer to ensure 
feasibility.  Rather than having the previously proposed 
��nJHIU�EPH�MFH�TUBJS�XF�EFWFMPQFE�B���nJHIU�TUBJS�XJUI�
extended landings, that returns perpendicular to itself.  
This serves to reduce the required head room towards 
the front façade and allows us to minimise any upward 
extension of the convex bay.  We have opted to add 
one stone course, approximately 900mm, onto the top 
of the bay which will contain the minimum head room 
requirements of the extended roof required for the front 
section of the stair.

Revised 3D Section showing revised stair with lobby set back

Revised Plan of Rooftop Stair Extension
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The other key driver for this exercise was that it allowed 
us to push the full height lobby back to the existing stone 
cladding line on the North Façade, where it bounds 91-
���(SBZ�T�*OO�3PBE���5IJT�XPVME�CF�B�OBUVSBM�EFMJOFBUJPO�
line for the building and improves the appearance of 
the extension from the view looking southwards from 
UIF�(SBZ�T�*OO�3PBE�$PMFZ�4USFFU�KVODUJPO�

"�MJHIUXFJHIU�TUSVDUVSBM�HMB[FE�ASJCCFE�CPY��JT�QSPQPTFE�
for the stair lobby that extends the full width of the 
existing vertical convex bay, reading elevationally 
better.  The module of the ribs follows the module of the 
original planar glazing below and the glass box gently 
transitions to the zinc clad lift lobby behind.

West Part Elevation showing 
additional stone course and 
glazed lobby set back

North Part Elevation showing 
additional stone course and 
glazed lobby set back
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3D Concept from Model

New canopy/ 
signage to 
entrance

Extension passenger 
lift lobby and facilities

5HFRQ¿JXUHG�SODQW�
HQFORVXUH���$FRXVWLF�
/RXYUHV��VHW�EDFN�
from facade

Proposed roof 
terrace

1HZ�ÀXH�HQFORVXUH�WDNHQ�WR�
KLJK�OHYHO�IRU�H[KDXVW�

Glazed Lobby set 
EDFN�RYHU�VWDLU�
accessing roof 
terrace

$GGLWLRQDO�
VWRQH�FRXUVH
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5HYLVHG�3URSRVHG�9LHZ�ORRNLQJ�IURP�WKH�*UD\·V�,QQ�5RDG��&ROH\�6WUHHW�-XQFWLRQ
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5HYLVHG�3URSRVHG�9LHZ�ORRNLQJ�IURP�WKH�*UD\·V�,QQ�5RDG��(OP�6WUHHW�-XQFWLRQ



��

ProposedExisting 

����3HUVSHFWLYH�	�6WUHHW�9LHZV

6RXWK�(DVW�9LHZV



��

Existing Proposed

6RXWK�:HVW�9LHZV



�����3FWJTFE�%SBXJOHT












