APPENDIX THREE - _
Photographs of unauthorised staircase and landing access



PHOTOGRAPH A -
OIld line of stairs noted on side elevation brick wall

PHOTOGRAPH B -
Landing of 10, Lansdowne Walk and building line of remaining part of the
terrace




PHOTOGRAPH C -
Old timber conservatory with unauthorised balcony being constructed

PHOTOGRAPH D -
New UPVC conservatory with unauthorised balcony
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APPENDIX FOUR -
Enforcement Notice issued 6 August 2004



IMPORTANT - THIS COMMUNICATION AFFECTS YOUR PROPERTY

THE ROYAL BOROUGH OF KENSINGTON AND CHELSEA

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990
{as amended by the Planning and Compensation Act 1991)

ENFORCEMENT NOTICE
(Operational Development)

ISSUED BY: The Royal Borough of Kénsington and Chelsea ("the Council")

1. THIS IS A FORMAL NOTICE which is 1ssued by the Council because it. appears to
them that there has been a breach of planning control, under Section 171A(1)(a) of the above Act,
at the land described below. They consider that it is expedient to issue this notice, having regard to

the provisions of the development plan and to other material planning considerations.
2. THE LAND AFFECTED

Land at 10 Lansdowne Walk, London W11 3LN shown hatched black on the attached plan (“the
Land") |

3. - THE BREACH OF PLANNING CONTROL ALLEGED

Without planning permission, the installation of metal balcony/veranda and staircase at rear upper

ground floor level of the Land.
4, REASONS FOR ISSUING THIS NOTICE

It appears to the Council that the above breach of planning control has occurred within the last four
years. The metal balcony/veranda and staircase by reason of their protrusion beyond the general
building line of the terrace are considered to cause harm to the building, the terrace in which they
 are located and on the character and appearance of the Ladbroke Conservation Area, thereby
causing a significant increase in harm to amenity of neighbouring premises by reason of privacy
U: \TCLTAAL\WORD\Tamsin ALi\EN's\10 Lansdowne Walk - 03.08.0¢.doc '
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and overlooking. The cumulative effect of which, if repeated elsewhere, will further degrade the
terrace and fail to preserve or enhance the character and appearance of the Conservation Area. They

are therefore considered to be contrary to policies of the Unitary Development Plan, in particular,
policies CD35, CD47, CD50, CD51, CD61 and CD62.

5. " WHAT YOU ARE REQUIRED TO DO
(i) . Remove the rear metal balcony/veranda, staircase and associated railings and supporting
posts.

Time for compliance: Three calendar months afier this notice takes effect.
6. WHEN THIS NOTICE TAKES EFFECT

This notice takes effect on 12® October 2004 unless an appeal is made against it beforehand.

4
Dated: 6 A’yb\ﬁ 22

\ i)
Signed: G‘h{&@(ﬁo-
Director of Law and Administration
(The Officer appointed for the purpose).

On behalf of the Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea of The Town Hall, Homton Street,
London, W8 7NX

ANNEX

YOUR RIGHT OF APPEAL

You can appeal against this notice, but any appeal must be received, or posted in time to be
received, by the Secretary of State before 12" October 2004. The enclosed booklet "Making your
enforcement appeal” sets out your rights. Read it carefully. You may use the enclosed appeal
forms. One is for you to send to the Secretary of State if you decide to appeal. The second is to be
returned to the Council at the same time. The third is for you to keep as a duplicate for your own
records. You should also send the Secretary of State the spare copy of this enforcement notice
which is enclosed.

WHAT HAPPENS IF YOU DO NOT APPEAL

If you do not appeal against this enforcement notice, it will take effect on 12 October 2004 and
you must ensure that the required steps for complying with it, for which you may be held
responsible, are taken within the period(s) specified in this notice. Failure to comply with an
enforcement notice which has taken effect can result in prosecution and/or remedial action by the

U:\TCLTAAL\WORD\Tamgin Ali\EN's\10 Lansdowne Walk - 032.08.04.doc
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Council.

U:\TCLTARAL\WORD\Tamsin Ali\EN's\10 Lansdowne Walk - 03.08.04.doc
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APPENDIX FIVE —
Recommended conditions if planning permission were to be granted



®

Recommended conditions in planning permission were to be granted

1.

The development hereby permitted shall be carried out exactly and only in accordance with
the drawings and other .particulars forming part of the permission and there shall be no
variation therefrom without the prior written approval of the Executive Director, Planning
and Conservation.

Reason _ .
To ensure a satisfactory standard of external uppearance, and to preserve and enhance the
character and appearance of the Conservation Area.

N

The tanding and stairs hereby approved shall be painted white and so maintained.
Reason :
To safeguard the appearance of the building/street.

Notwithstanding the information shown on drawing FPG/04/10LW/2A, the treliis fence
shown on the boundary with 11a Lansdowne Walk does not form part of this permission.
Reason

The removal of the trellis is considered to be material to the acceptability of the proposals,
and for safeguarding the visual amenity of the area. !

The development hereby granted part retrospective planning permission shall be completed
in accordance with the drawings hereby approved within three months of the date of this
permission.

Reason

The Council considers that further works are necessary to ensure that the development is
satisfactory, and to safeguard the umenity/appearance of the area.
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ROYAL BOROUGH OF KENSINGTON & CHELSEA D p&
REPORT BY EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR, PLANNING & CONSERVATION >

. Date: 12/10/2004
DELEGATED APP NO. PP/04/01934/CHSE

This application is for a class of development to be determined under powers delegated to me by the Council on
18th July, 2001 and is not a major, controversial or sensitive application nor one which a Ward Councillor has
_asked to be considered by Planning Services Committee.

Class - 8th Schedule development

RECOMMENDED DECISION: Refuse planning permission

I hereby determing and reffuse this application under the powers delegated to me by the Council, subject to the
conditions indicajgd imposed for the reasons appearing thereunder, or for the reasons stated.

dud
Exec. Director, Flanni d Congerydti Head of Development Control ~ Area Planning Officer

{tlon
:Z 1af o [ed & o
lll"l
ADDRESS OF SITE: APPLICATION DATED  30/07/2004
10 Lansdowne Walk,
London, W11 3LN
APPLICATION COMPLETE  19/08/2004
APPLICANT/AGENT ADDRESS: APPLICATION REVISED-. .
Francis P. Gonzalez Associates,
8 Montague Road,
Ealing, R
London,
W13 8HA DELEG ATED
APPLICANT: Mr. & Mrs. J. Carky, 1 .
4 0Cr 2004
. ] REFUSAL
CONS AREA Ladbroke cCAPS Yes ART "4’ Yes WARD Norland
LISTED BUILDING No ENG. HERITAGE . N/A
CONSULTED 19 OBJ. 5 SUP. 0 PET. 0

PROPOSAL: Form rear landing and access staircase to garden to replace existing structure
and replacement conservatory,

RBK&C Drawing No(s): PP/04/01934
Applicant’s Drawing No(s) FPG/02/10LW/501, FPG/lOLWll FPG/04/10LW/2A,
FPG/04/10LW/4

PP/04/01934: 1 -



REASONS FOR REFUSAL

The proposed landing/balcony and staircase by reason of their
protrusion beyond the general building line of the terrace are considered
to cause harm to the building, the terrace in which they are located and
on the character and appearance of the Ladbroke Conservation Area,
contrary to policies CD47, CD61 and CD62 of the Unitary Development
Plan, thereby causing a significant increase in harm to amenity of
neighbouring premises by reason of privacy and overlooking contrary to
policies CD47 and CD35 of the Unitary Development Plan. The
cumulative effect of which, if repeated elsewhere, will further degrade
the terrace and fail to preserve or enhance the character and
appearance of the Conservation Area. They are therefore also
considered to be contrary to policies CD50 and CDS51 of the Unitary
Development Plan.

The proposed trellis fence will also result in a sense of enclosure to the
detriment of the neighbouring property at 11a Lansdowne Walk thereby
failing to preserve the character and appearance of the conservation
area. It is therefore considered contrary to policies CD36, CD61 and
CDé62

INFORMATIVES

PP/04/01934: 2

You are advised that a number of relevant policies of the Unitary
Development Plan were used in the determination-of this case, in particular,
Policies CD27, CD33, CD35, CD36, CD47, CD48, CD50, CD51, CD61 and
CDe62.



DELEGATED REPORT PP/04/01934
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3.4

THE SITE

No.10. Lansdowne Walk is located on the south side of the road some 55 metres east
of the junction with Lansdowne Road. It is situated at the western end of a unified
group of three properties built as an infill post war development between the Victorian
properties numbered 8 and 11 and is adjacent to a further infill development
constructed in the 1970s known as 11a Lansdowne Walk. It comprises a 3-storey
house with garage and garden plus basement flat.

The property is not a listed building but it is located in the Ladbroke Conservation
Area.

THE PROPOSAL

Planning permission is sought for a rear landing at rear upper ground floor level and
stairs leading to the garden below and a replacement conservatory.

RELEVANT PLANNING HISTORY

On 18th June 1953 planning permission was granted to erect 3 terrace properties each
as a self contained flat, a maisonette and a garage.

On 20th May 1988 planning permission (Ref. TP/88/0241) was granted to erect a
front basement extension, front elevational alterations including a second floor front
extension, rear conservatory extension over existing terrace and alterations at rear
second floor level.

On 4th September 2003 a complaint was received that a rear terrace/veranda was
being constructed at the premises. A subsequent visit by a Planning Enforcement

Officer on 17th September 2003 confirmed that a landing/balcony at rear upper
ground floor level protruding 1.20 metres from the rear conservatory at this level

~ was in the process of being constructed, together with steps leading into the rear

garden.

On 9th October 2003 a further complaint was received advising that the rear
conservatory had now also been demolished. A subsequent site visit by a Planning

Enforcement Officer on 4th November 2003 confirmed that the timber conservatory
had been demolished and replaced with a UPVC conservatory to a similar size and
dimension. Due to it being established that the lawful windows in the parent building
were also of UPVC and giventhat the dimensions were not materially different from
the timber conservatory that had previously existed, it was considered not expedient
to take any further action with regard to this matter.

PP/04/01934: 3
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Nonetheless, the landing/balcony and stairs do require planning permission and an
application to regularise the situation had not been submitted. In the circumstances,
as they were not removed, a report recommending the service of an Enforcement

Notice was approved on 13th July 2004,

This Notice was served on 60 August 2004 requiring the removal of the rear
balcony/veranda, staircase and associated railings and supporting posts and becomes

effective on 12th October 2004 unless an appeal is submitted beforehand.

On 19th August 2004 a planning application was made complete to seek consent for a
revised rear landing and staircase to garden. It is this application which forms the
subject of this report.

PLANNING CONSIDERATIONS

The main differences between the landing/balcony and staircase which is the subject
of enforcement action and that which forms the subject of this application 1s that the
landing/balcony length has been reduced in size by 1.8 metres and the majonty of the
stairs has dropped by approximately 500mm adjacent to the boundary wall with l1a
Lansdowne Walk. This has been possible due to the introduction of three steps at the
end of the landing/balcony.

Nonetheless, the main planning considerations in this case remain. the effect the
increase in protrusion the landing/balcony and staircase has on the building line at the
rear of the premises, its design and appearance on the character and appearance of the
building and the Ladbroke Conservation Area and the effect the landing/balcony, has
upon neighbours’ amenity in terms of privacy and overlooking.

The planning policies that are relevant in this case are contained within the
‘Conservation and Development’ chapter of the Unitary Development Plan, Policies
CD27 (standards of design), CD33 (sunlight and daylight), CD35 (privacy), CD36
(sense of enclosure), CD47 (extensions), CD48 (conservatories), CD50 (other
alterations), CD51 (small scale developments) CD61 and CD62 (Development in
Conservation Areas) are of particular relevance.

Whilst the shortening of the landing/balcony has resulted in views into the
neighbouring properties being reduced, it has failed to deal with the overall protrusion
of the landing/balcony beyond the general building line of the terrace. Policy CD47 is
the relevant policy relating to extensions and has a number of circumstances in which
proposals for extensions will be resisted. Part (a) of this policy is to resist proposals
for extensions if the extension would extend rearward beyond the existing general rear
building line of any neighbouring extensions and part f) is to resist extensions which
would spoil or disrupt the even rhythm of rear additions. Whilst the uniformity of the
terrace has been compromised by the planning permission in the late 1980s for the
conservatory, the building line has remained consistent. The introduction of smaller
landing/balcony, results in the overall appearance of the structure no longer replicating
the design and appearance of the original  balcony and that of the adjacent
buildings, and still has not resolved the issue of the building line being 1.2 metres

PP/04/01934: 4
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beyond that of the remaining part of the terrace. This extra protrusion, together

with the squatter balcony is considered to be harmful to the appearance of the
property, the terrace in which it is located and on the character and appearance of the
Conservation Area. The landing/balcony and staircase are therefore considered
contrary to policies CD27, CD47 a) and f), CD61 and CD62.

Part h) of Policy CD47 is to resist proposals for extensions if there would be a
significant increase in overlooking of neighbouring properties or gardens. This,
together with Policy CD35, seeks to ensure that development, including that from
balconies and terraces does not involve overlooking into a habitable room windows or
private gardens.

Although the existing conservatory, which has recently been rebuilt, and the original
balcony did result in some overlooking into 1la Lansdowne Walk and 9/9c
Lansdowne Walk, and whilst this new proposal does attempt to address the
overlooking into both properties, the proposed new balcony on balance is considered
to still result in a material loss of privacy to 11a Lansdowne Walk. This is because
viéws could still be obtained directly into the ground and first floor windows. On
considering the acceptability of a balcony account should be taken on what access
already exists to amenity space such as a garden. 10 Lansdowne Walk already has sole

~use of the large rear garden of the premises and as such a further balcony is not

considered necessary in this instance. The landing/balcony is thus considered to be
contrary to policies CD47 h) and CD35.

The proposal indicates a trellis fence to be erected on top of the existing boundary wail
with 11a Lansdowne Walk. Whilst this permeable structure attempts to address the
potential overlooking with this property, the resulting increase in height of the party
wall at this point is considered to result in a sense of enclosure with its neighbour,
particularly when viewed upwards from 11a’s conservatory at ground floor level. It
will also result in an increase in height of the means of enclosure, where there appears
to be a consistent height elsewhere. This will therefore be detrimental to the terrace in
which the property is located, thereby failing to preserve and enhance the character and
appearance of the Ladbroke Conservation Area. It is therefore considered contrary to
policies CD36, CD61 and CD62. -

It is not considered that the proposed landing/balcony and staircase, due to their
permeable nature, results in any material loss of light to neighbouring properties to
suggest that they are contrary to policy CD35. Furthermore, the detailed design and
materials for the landing/balcony and staircase, which replicates the iron work of the
neighbouring balconies, is considered in keeping with the original building and
therefore it is not considered to be contrary to policy CD27. These are therefore not
considered to be substantiated reasons for refusal.

With regard to the conservatory, as previously mentioned in paragraph 3.4 of this
report, while the material has changed from timber to UPVC, it is not matenally
different in terms of its size and dimensions than that granted in 1988. The matenal
now also matches the lawful windows in the parent building. Whilst not positively
preserving the building and the character and appearance of the Ladbroke
Conservation Area, it is considered to have left the building and area unharmed. As
such it is not considered contrary to policies CD27, CD33, CD35, CD36, CD48,

PP/04/01934: 5
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CD50, CD51, CD61 and CD62 of the Unitary Development Plan.

Nonetheless, these considerations do not out weigh the harm being caused by the
additional protrusion of the landing/balcony and staircase on the building line of the
terrace and the resulting loss of privacy tol 1a Lansdowne Walk.

Overall, the proposed landing/balcony and staircase by reason of their protrusion
beyond the general building line of the terrace are considered to cause harm to the
building, the terrace in which they are located and on the character and appearance of
the Ladbroke Conservation Area, contrary to policies CD47, CD61 and CD62 of the
Unitary Development Plan, thereby causing a significant increase in harm to amenity
of neighbouring premises by reason of privacy and overlooking contrary to policies
CD47 and CD35 of the Unitary Development Plan. The cumulative effect of which, if
repeated elsewhere, will further degrade the terrace and fail to preserve or enhance the
character and appearance of the Conservation Area. They are therefore also considered
to be contrary to policies CD50 and CD51 of the Unitary Development Plan. The
proposed trellis fence will also result in a sense of enclosure to the detriment of the
neighbouring property at 1la Lansdowne Walk thereby failing to preserve the
character and appearance of the conservation area. It is therefore considered contrary
to policies CD36, CD61 and CD62.

PUBLIC CONSULTATION

Nineteen letters have been sent to neighbouring properties in Lansdowne Walk,
Lansdowne Road and Ladbroke Road. To date five letters of objection have been
received. These relate to the principle of the conservatory and its resulting loss of
light, loss of privacy, the harm being caused to the unified terrace of houses by the
development and an objection against the proposed trellis fence. Each of these
objections needs to be considered in turn.

With regard to the conservatory extension, this is a replacement conservatory, which
was previously granted in 1988. The principle of the extension in this position and at
this level has already been established and there has not been a material loss of light
from its construction. It has been suggested that the west window in the conservatory
should have obscure glazing and be fixed shut. However, the previous conservatory at
this level had a door in this location that was not conditioned to be fixed shut or
contain obscure glazing. It is therefore considered unreasonable to requir¢ this
window to be fixed shut and be obscured, as this is more onerous than what has
previously gained planning permission.

With regard to the loss of privacy caused by the landing/balcony, the Council agree
that the proposal will affect as a material degree the privacy of the neighbouring
property at 11a Lansdowne Walk and as such, as outlined in paragraphs 4.5 and 4.6 of
this report the proposal is considered contrary to policies in the Unitary Development
Plan.

Furthermore, the protrusion of the landing/veranda is considered to extend beyond the
building line of the neighbouring properties and harm the unified group of the terrace.
The proposal as outlined in paragraph 4.4 of the report, is therefore contrary to
policies in the Unitary Development Plan.

PP/04/01934: 6



5.5 The proposed trellis fence is considered to increase the sense of enclosure with 11a
Lansdowne Walk and harm the character and appearance of the Conservation Area.
As such, as outlined in paragraph 4.7 of this report, the trellis fence is also considered
to be contrary to policies in the Unitary Development Plan.

5.6 It has been suggested that the stairs should be located leading out into the middle of
the garden. However, the original staircase was on the west side of the property
adjacent to the boundary with 11a Lansdowne Walk. Furthermore, it is not what is
being proposed in this application and therefore fails to be considered in this
determination.

6.0 RECOMMENDATION
6.1 Ref}lse Planning Permission

M.J FRENCH _
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR, PLANNING AND CONSERVATION

Background Papers
The contents of file PP/04/01934 and E/03/0260 save for exempt or confidential

information in accordance with the Local Government (Access to Information) Act
1985.

Report Prepared By: KDP

Report Approved By: DT/LWJ

Date Report Approved:

M.J. FRENCH .

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR, PLANNING AND CONSERVATION

PP/04/01934: 7



DPc +AL£

11A LANSDOWNE WALK @
LONDON W11 3LN @{)
020 7 727 6263 ‘
6 September 2004 J{
Your ref. DPS/DCN/KDP 149,
Mr K Plaster

Enforcement Officer

North Area Team ex [Hoclrp

Planning and Conservation OIR CAC[AD [cwy :}?

The Town Hall R.B.

Hornton Street W8 7NX K.C.| 14 SEP 2004 {pranming
' C [sw] sk [a :

Dear Mr Plaster ARB ;\PT; [;gs EEE(S:

Town and Country Planning Act 1990

10 Lansdowne Walk W11 3

Thank you for your letters 23 and 27 August 2004, together with plans
PP/04/01934. I note that the application submitted is not for the retention
of the current verandah/balcony and staircase as the Council served an
Enforcement Notice on the owners on 6 August requiring that this be
removed.

I have been to your office on two occasions and I understand from Mr
Inyang that I can ask if you will come and view the impact of the
suggested development from my house. I would welcome this. Perhaps
you would kindly telephone first. '

From the plans submitted, I see that some reduction has been made to the
verandah/balcony, eg. three steps down and then the staircase. I would
ask that this might be further increased to five steps down and then the
staircase, thus reducing the height further. 1 would also ask that the width
of the verandah might be reduced.

Alternatively could consideration be given to a small verandah/balcony
and staircase leading from the centre of the existing doors, this would
remove the proximity of the staircase to the party wall and being
overlooked as people go up and down.

The suggestion of a trellis seems inappropriate merely a barrier
preventing light and the feeling of space and openness.



I find the white railings overwhelming, could they be at the minimum

. legal height and, if the staircase remains adjacent to the party wall, is it

necessary to have railings on both sides of the staircase?

I know that the conservatory is not part of this application, but when the
building work was carried out on it, in 2003/2004, an opening window,
west facing, was included in the new construction. This causes a security
risk to my property and does invade my privacy.

Just a further point, the building line has been extended by No. 10 already

and I would be grateful if any new alterations could be as unobtrusive as
possible causing the minimum loss of light and privacy.

Yours sincerely

TR

Elizabeth Acton Davis



OPc Dy

® 3F Lansdowne Road London W11 3AL 020 7727 8947

Your reference:DPS/DCN/KDP ‘(/jt/
E03/0260 /9 09/09/04

Dear Mr Plaster

Town and Country Planning Act 1990
10 Lansdowne Wailk W11

I refer to your letter of 27th August to Mrs Acton Davis, the owner of 1la
Lansdowne Walk, next door to No.10. As you know, alterations have been carried
out at No 10 to the fairly new conservatory together with a major extension to the
balcony and staircase leading from the conservatory to the garden. An Enforcement
Notice requiring removal of the balcony and staircase was served on the owners on
6th August 2004.

Mrs Acton Davis is most anxious that any new structure in such close proximity to her
tiny house should not overwhelm it, nor shouid it destroy her privacy or her right to
light. As shown in the architect’s drawings the proposed new staircase is certainly
less obtrusive than the one that is to be removed. However I would like to suggest
that the stairs start at a point about a metre nearer the opening from the
conservatory, so that there are at least four or five steps down to the landing against
the party wall. This would increase Mrs Acton Davis’s privacy enormously without
making any difficulties for the owners of No 10. [ don’t believe it would remove
much light, if any, from the basement windows.

I believe that Mrs Acton Davis would prefer to add her own trellis panel to the top
of her wall if it seems in the end to be necessary.

Another upsetting feature of the conservatory is the opening light at the west end. 1
would like to suggest that this window is fixed and that the glazing is changed to some
form of obscured glass - again for privacy.

I understand from your colleague, Mr Inyang, who kindly saw us yesterday, that you
would be willing to visit Mrs Acton Davis to see for yourself how obtrusive even the
proposed new staircase will be unless it is lowered further as I have suggested.

1 am particularly concerned over this present and potential dispute as I lived for many
years at No.8, saw the houses Nos.9, 9A and 10 being built on a bomb site, saw the
clever and beautiful little infill house 11A being built and became friends of all my
neighbours including their Architect, Rudi Mock, who lived at 9A. I would indeed be
sad if there is nothing you can do to solve the problem.

Yours sincerely EX HD(:,JE' cAClAD VCLU AO
Q \_f DIR
M/\A/j (wa( }Fz B, 19 e znnjmnmgl 0
Mrs Jenny Young —
N9 C E JAPP] 1O {REC
ARB FPLN|DES]FEES




Ofc +
38 Sterndale Road, @ M’@F

London W14 OHS

11/9/2004
Kevin Plaster Esgq, 71,( )
K&C Planning Dept
W8 7NX : A,
Dear Sir,

Re: 10 Lansdowne Walk W11
DPS/DCN/KDP/E/03/0260

| refer to the above application for a balcony/veranda at the above address. |
write to you both as a former resident of 9a Lansdowne Walk, and as the
daughter of the architect who designed the group of three houses in 1951.

First, | have concerns about the proposal to extend the veranda because this
will mean that the neighbouring dwelling will be overlooked, and it will further
change the unity and lines of the group of three houses .

Secondly, | am surprised to see that a conservatory on the original balcony,
which is unsympathetic to the original design, and bears no relation to the
other two houses, was granted planning permission.

| ask that these points be considered by the full planning committee. Further,
that steps be taken to restore the dwelling to its original design.

Yours faithfully,

Louise Mock

EX |HDC|TP {CAC[AD |CLU I-':%f
DIR

%33[1 4 SEP 2004

PLANNING
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11 Lansdowne Walk London wil 3LN
Tel: 98711727 7742 E-Mail: Mayers@dircon.co.uk

ex [Hoc[TP [cAc[AD [cLu]A

Mr Derek Taylor DIR

Area Planning Officer B -

Planning and Conservation XC 16 SEP 2004 {PLaNNING

The Town Hall @
Hornton Street C {SW]SE [APP{ 10 |REC

London W8 7NX 7 I ARB|FPLN| DES]FEES
08/09/2004

Dear Mr Taylor

Re: Ref: No: PS/DCN/PP/04/01934/IW
Proposed development at: 10 Lansdowne Walk, London, W11 3LN.

In response to the above planning application, | have looked at the proposed
plans, and | object to the proposal.

The building is one of three houses built in the 1950's, and | consider that the
proposed conservatory/staircase/verandah is not sympathetic in scale and size,
and it breaks the line of the adjacent houses. It also severely infringes on the
privacy of the neighbours.

At the west end there is a window directly overlooking No: 11A and also No: 11,
and the first few steps of the staircase also directly overlook these two properties,
especially No: 11A. The proposed design has a trellis on top, which will create
an even higher unsightly structure, which would appear to be overwhelming in
scale, especially for the very narrow property at No: 11A.

The three houses initially had French windows opening in the middle of the
property with a light narrow balcony, with an equally light well designed staircase
down to the garden facing directly south, thus causing no intrusion or lack of
privacy for the neighbouring properties. | consider that the new development
should return to the originat line of the building, and be reduced in scale and
weight to make it more sympathetic with its surroundings. Also that the staircase
descend to the garden from the centre of the building in a straight line so that it
so that it does not overlook the adjacent properties. Thus not adversely
impacting upon the neighbours, and endeavouring to maintain the overall
character of the property.

Yours sincerely, n

Josie Mayers JjL '} )\&-5;/]

Ol

onx

M
lo/9.



b) 2" Floor Flat
{/ 11 Lansdowne Walk,

London W11 3LN

Mr. Derek Taylor 7[/(
Area PlanningOfficer,

Planning and Conservation, C,/ %
The Town Hall,

Hornton Street,
:London W8 7TNX
“5“":Septem.béi.' 2004 o '. \r B P L

i

. . S TR I TV ER RN TLA ) I PR LRI Sbe J2 UL R P
“Dear Mr: Taylor,”* ~ " e el e e e

... Reference DPS/DCN/KDP/PP/04/01934/TW.. ..

Thank-you for your prompt reply'to mylejtter infdfr.nihg' me jlrr_iore.:‘ﬁ;l‘ly' of .t}_ie\p:rdposed

plaris for 10 Lansdowne Walk, and for including the drawings of. the present proposal.
After studying these plans T am most concerned about the above planning application.

Being one of three identical houses, the proposed conservatory/staircase/verandah is most
unsympathétic both in ‘scale and size tothe character of the building. The enclosed
balcony(conservatory) plus the riew balcony extend considerably beyond the line of the
other buildings in the street with the associated loss of privacy for neighbours who will
be overlooked ori botli sides. .
The window at the west end of the eiiél(j'%éjﬂ balcony(conservatory), and the angle: of the
staircase facing ditectly ‘onto Nos.11 and]a, are both intrusive and. also result in.a
distinct loss of privacy to both properties, =~ ' ' '
The-intended design of the' proposed trellis surmounting the garden wall. of No.11a will
.. be a very high and ‘intrusive structure” éspecially’ for- No.11a, being such. a narrow,
property, and’ will ‘almost “certainly give a ‘fortress-like’feel to it and to No.11 as a
considerable amount of light, and all yi@ws,;o the east, will be blocked.
LT Vot A o A P

I object to the proposal for the above reasons and consider that the position of the
staircase should return to the original desigd of going straight down into the garden from
the central French Windows thereby being more in keeping with the other houses and
overcoming the lack of light and loss of privacy to neighbours.
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F r anCIS P Gonzalez M.R.LC.S. 8 Montague Road

Chartered Building Surveyor FEaling

. Architectural & Design Serwces C O P \\j London W13 8HA

Tel 0208 998 9274
Fax 0208 810 7299
Mobile 07831411631

Attention: Brian Roche

The Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea

Department 705, Room 325

The Town Hall

Hornton Street TA/pend/BR

London W8 7NX FPG/04/10L. W/planning

17" August 2004 RE ¢ PP [04-' \°(24—ILQP
Dear Sirs (Srtonre LT T‘E‘L)

Re: 10 Lansdowne Walk, London W11 %um

Thank you for your letter of the 3™ August 2004 received on the 6™ August 2004. We
express some concemns as to the content as follows:

The conservatory was replaced but in order to regularise matters we wish to include
this replacement in the application. However we refer you to the copy letter attached
from Kevin Plaster and in particular to the highlighted 5™ paragraph, which appears to
indicate that the conservatory does not constitute a material alteration sufficient to
warrant any further attention. However for the purposes referred above we confirm
the conservatory is included ion the application.

Of greater concern is the request to pay the £110.00 for an application fee. This was
paid in person at the reception of the Planning offices in the Town Hall. The lady on
duty issued a receipt from the receipt book and our client has that receipt. We ask you
look further into this matter.

is confirms the additional information requested.
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PLANNING AND CONSERVATION THE ROYAL
THE TOWN HALL HORNTON STREET LONDON W8 7NX BOROUGH OF

Executive Director M J FRENCH FRICS Dip TP MRTPI Cert TS

Frances P. Gonzalez, Switchboard: 020 7937 5464
Extension: 2982

8 Montague Road, Direct Line: 020 7361 2982

Ealing, Facsimile: 020 7361 3463

London, Email: kevin.p!:;.stcr@rbkc.gov.uk

Wl 3 SHA ) Web: www_rbkc_gov_uk K E N S l N G TO N
08 July 2004 AND CHELSEA

My reference: DPS/DCN/KDP/  Your reference: Please ask for: Kevin Plaster

E/03/0260 .

Dear Mr Gonzalez,

Town and Country Planning Act 1990
10/10a Lansdowne Walk, London, W11

1 refer to the erection of a veranda/balcony and stairs at the rear, a UPVC replacement conservatory and
UPVC windows at the above-mentioned property.

The purpose of this letter is to clarify the prannmg implications in these matters following the receipt of
a completed Planning Contravention Notice received on 16" June 2004 and advise of the next course of
ac%ion.

ngg‘ter Tigg’s drawing referred to by you drawing no. LW/10A was in fact not the approved drawing.
There was a later revision drawing no. LW/10B, which is the approved drawing. This later drawing is
‘not annotated to include the words ‘powder coated aluminium’ but in fact states ‘Double glazed with
white finished framing to manufactures’ detail’. Nonetheless, your written statement made in the
response to the PCN does indicate that UPVC windows were inserted when the 1988 planning
application was completed in 1989 and were in existence when the alterations in 1998 to the basement
were undertaken and no material alteration has occurred to them since.
In the circumstances, based on the information submitted in response to the PCN, as the windows have
been in situ in excess of four years they are therefore immune from planning enforcement action.

| As the UPVC windows now form a characteristic of the premises, the replacement UPVC conservatory
being not materially different to the dimensions of the timber conservatory granted in 1988, is |
considered an alteration where it is not expedient to take any further action. |

However, the balcony/veranda and staircase, which has been constructed in front of the conservatory, |
has resulted in a protrusion past the general building line of the terrace in which it is located and
increases amenity problems in terms of overlooking and privacy to the neighbouring properties. Your
clients, Mr & Mrs Carey, were advised of this in a letter dated 22™ September 2003 and requested to
remove the balcony/veranda and staircase.
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PP/04/1934
10 Lansdowne Walk, W11

Meeting in the Town Hall on 8th August 2004 between Nse Inyang and Mrs
Jenny Young with the occupier of no. 11 Lansdowne Walk.

During the meeting Mrs Young and the neighbour highlighted concerns about
the current application and requested that;

1) the window opening on the west flank of the conservatory is fixed shut and
obscure glazed,

2) the platform adjoining the conservatory is reduced in area by grading the
first flight of stairs further back from no. 11, reducing overlooking,

3) and objections to the proposed trellis fence on the boundary wall.

NI stated that they should state their concerns in a letter to Mr Plaster for his
attention, including their request for Mr Plaster to a arrange a further site
inspection to view the existing structure from their property at no.11.




PLANNING AND CONSERVATION THE ROYAL

THE TOWN HALL HORNTON STREET LONDON W$ 7NX ' BOROUGH OF

Exceutive Director M J FRENCH FRICS Dip TP MRTPIE Cert TS

Ehzabeth Acton Davis, Switchboard: 020 7937 5464

11A Lansdowne Waik, Extension: 2982
Direct Line: 020 7361 2982

]{;ln ]d oy Facsimile: 020 7361 3463
LN Email: kevin.plaster@rbke.gov.uk
Web: www.rbkc.gov.uk KENSINGTON
27 August 2004 AND CHELSEA
My reference: DPS/DCN/KDP/  Your reference: Please ask for: Kevin Plaster

E/03/0260

Dear Mrs Acton Davis,

Town and Country Planning Act 1990
10 Lansdowne Walk, W11

[ refer to your enguiry regarding the erection of a veranda/balcony at the above mentioned property and
wish to confirm with you the current situation following the submission of a planning application
regarding a similar development (ref.- PP/04/01934), which | notified you of 1n a letter dated 231
August 2004.

[ confirm that the application submitted is not for the retention of the current veranda/balcony and
staircase. The Council served an Enforcement Notice on the owners on 6™ August 2004 requiring that
this balcony/veranda and staircase be removed. This Notice becomes effective on 12™ October 2004
unless an appeal is made against it beforehand. If no appeal is submitted, the owners have three months
from this date, i.e. until 12" January 2005 to remove it.

The application which you have now been advised of relates to a smaller balcony/veranda. I enclose a
set of dmwmgs for your comments/observations. Please ensure that I receive your comments on this
proposal by 17" September 2004.

Yours sincerely

%5

Derek Taylor,
Area Planning Officer,
For the Executive Director, Planning and Conservation

1’1‘L’ ﬂi’s
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PLANNING AND CONSERVATION THE ROYAL

THE TOWN HALL HORNTON STREET LONDON W8 TNX BOROUGH OF

Executive Director M J FRENCH FRICS Dip TP MRTPI Cent TS

" Miss H C Doery, Switchboard: 020 7937 5464

11, Lansdowne Walk, Extension: 2982
Direct Line: 020 7361 2982

{";]ndgna Facsimtie: 020 7361 3463
t3LN Email: kevin.plaster@rbke.gov.uk

Web: www.rbke.gov.uk

27 August 2004 AND CHELSEA
My reterence:  DPS/DCN/KDP/  Your reference: Please ask for: K evin Plaster

PP/04/1934

Dear Miss Docry,

Town and Country Planning Act 1990
10 Lansdowne Walk, W11

I refer to your letter dated 24™ August 2004 regarding planning application PP/04/01934.

| confirm that the application submitted is not for the retention of the current rear landing and staircase.
The Council served an Enforcement Notice on the owners on 6™ August 2004 requiring that this
balcony/veranda and staircase be removed. This Notice becomes effective on 12" October 2004 unless
an appeal is made against it beforehand. If no appeal is submitted, the owners have three months from
this date, i.e. until 12" January 2005 to remove it.

The application which you have now been advised of relates to a smaller balcony/veranda. | enclose a
set of drawings for your comments/observations. Please ensure that I receive your comments on this
proposal by 17" September 2004.

Yours sincerely

%@rek Taylor,

Area Planning Officer,
For the Executive Director, Planning and Conservation
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11 Lansdowne Walk
W /Z London W1l 3LN

Mr. M. 1. French
Executlve Dlrector
'.Plannmg and’ Conservatlon
The Town Hall

Hornton Street,

London W8 7TNX

2

24" August 2004

Dear Mr French,

R PS/DCN/PP/OI93ﬂW>

Proposed development at 10, Lansdowne- Walk, London W11 3LN

[ would be grateful if you could you please clarify for me if the above proposal is for
retrospective permission for the rear landing and access staircase to the garden that was

put in place recently or is it to replace this new structure?
Thanking you in anticipation,

Yours sincerely,

MOy

Miss H.C. Doery
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THE ROYAL
BOROUGH OF

NOTICE OF A PLANNING APPLICATION

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990
PLANNING (LISTED BUILDINGS AND CONSERVATION AREAS) ACT 1990

Notice is hereby given the Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea Council
have received an application: KENSINGTON

AND CHELSEA
(a) for development of land in or adjacent to a Conservation Area. —

Details are setoutbelow. _ ‘ |
Members of the public may inspect copies of the application, the plans and other documents '
submitted with it at; e oo

© 7 The Pla}ming Information Office, 3rd ﬂoof "The Town Hall, Hornton Street; W8- - _
7NX between the hours of 9.15 and 4.45 Mondays to Thursdays and 9.15 to 4 30
Fridays; )

T - ;o LT =3 o -

SRR R For apphcatlons in the Chelsea area: The Reference Library, Chelsea Old Town o
Hall, Tel. 020-7361-4158. - "

For postal areas W10, W11 and W2: The 1st floor, North Kensington lerary, ‘ -
108 Ladbroke Grove, W11, Tel. 020-7727-6583. h

Anyone who wishes to make representations about this application should write: - -

- -- - to the-Executive-Director of Planning and-Conservation at the Town.-Hall.(Dept... . - ..
705) within 21 days of the date of this notice. Please note that all letters.of
representation are public documents and can be seen by any interested partles

SCHEDULE - ; e

Re‘fer';‘r‘;c’é,: I’_P[O4/01934/IW' d ' Date: 27/08/2004
10 Lansdowne Walk, London, W11 3LN

Form rear landing and access staircase to garden to replace existing structure.

APPLICANT | Mr. & Mrs. J. Carey,

D1737
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PLANNING AND CONSERVATION THE ROYAL
BOROUGH OF

THE TOWN HALL HORNTON STREET LONDON Wg INX

Executive Director M J FRENCH FRICS Dip TP MRTPI Cen TS

File Copy Su'ilchboarc920-7937'5464
Extension: 2079/ 2080
Direct Line-020-7361- 2079/ 2080
KENSINGTON
Facsimile: 020-7361-3463
Date: 23 August 2004 AND CHELSEA
Mweﬁe'f'; PS/DCN/PP/04/0192Tifference: Please ask Bfanning Information Office
A PEEURICE ) AR IR A A & W
DearSu/Madam o SoRE ok . AREE A § A
PR TOM Y et gt T TR

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990
Loeeanve e R N R T

Proposed development at: 10 Lansdowne Walk London, W11 3LN

Brief details of the proposed development are set out below. Members of the public may inspect
copies of the application, the plans and any other documents submitted with it. The Council's
Planning Services Committee, in considering the proposal, welcomes comments either for or
against the scheme. Anyone who wishes to make representatlonsﬁabout the application should write
to the Council at the above address within 21 days of the date of this letter. Please telephone
should you require further information.

Proposal for which permission is sought. Form rear landing and access staircase to
garden to replace ex1stmg structure

8 g,

. pphcant Mr & Mrs J Carey, 10 Lansdowne Walk London, Wll

Yours faithfully

M. J. FRENCH

Executive Director, Planning and Conservation



WHAT MATTERS CAN BE TAKEN INTQ ACCOUNT

When dealing with a planning application the Council has o consider the policies of the Borough Plan, known as
the Unitary Development Plan, and any other material considerations. The most common of these include (not
necessarily in order of importance):

. The scale and appearance of the proposal and impact upon the surrounding area or adjoining neighbours:
. Effect upon the character or appearance of a Conservation Area;

. Effect upon the special historic interest of a Listed Building, or its setting;

. Effect upon rraffic, access, and parking;

. Amenity issues such as loss of Sunlight or daylight, Overlooking and loss of privacy.

Noise and disturbance resulting from a2 use, Hours of operation.

WHAT MATTERS CANNOT BE TAKEN INTO ACCOUNT

Often people may wish to object on grounds that, unfortunately, cannot be taken into account because they are not
controlled by Planning Legislation. These include (again not in any order of importance):

. Loss of properry value;

. Privarte issues between neighbours such as land covenants. party walis, land and boundary
disputes, damage to property;

. Problems associated with construction such as noise, dust, or vehicles (If you experience
these problems Environmental Services have some control and vou should contact them direcr);

. Smells {Also covered by Environmental Services):

. Competition berween firms;

. Structural and fire precaution concerns; (These are Building Control macters).

WHAT HAPPENS TO YOUR LETTER

All letters of objection are taken into account when an applicarion is considered. Revised drawings may be received
during, the consideration of the case and normally you will be informed and given 14 days for further response.
Generally planning applicarions where 3 or more objections have been received are presented o the Planning Services
Commirtee which is made up of elecred Ward Councillors. Planning Officers write a report to the Committee with
a recommendacion as to whether the application should be granted or refused. Letters received are summarised in the
report, and copies can be seen by Councillors and members of the public, including the applicant. The Councillors
make the decisions and are not bound by the Planning Officer's recommendation. All meetings of the Commirree
are open to the public.

If you would like further information, about the application itself or when it is likely to be decided, please contact
the Planning Department on the telephone number overleaf.

WHERE TO SEE THE PLANS

Details of the application can be seen at the Planning Information Office, 3rd floor, Town Hall, Hornton Street
W.8. Itis open from 9am to 4.45pm Mondays to Thursdays (4pm Fridays). A Planning Officer will always be there
Lo assist you.

In addition, copies of applications in the Chelsea Area (SW1, SW3, SW10) can be seen at The Reference Library,
Chelsea Old Town Hall, Kings Road SW3 (020 7361 4158), for the Central Area (W8, W14, SW5, SW7) can be
viewed in the Central Library, Town Hall, Hornton Street, W.8. and applications for districts W10, W11 and W2
in the North of the Borough can be seen at The Information Centre, North Kensington Library, 108 Ladbroke
Grove, London W11 (under the Westway near Ladbroke Grove Station 020 7727-6583). Please telephone to check
the opening times of these offices.

If you are a registered disabled person, it may be possible for an Officer to come to your home wich the plans. Please
contact the Planning Department and ask to speak to the Case Officer for the application.

PLFASE QUOTE THE APPLICATION REFERENCE NUMBER ON YOUR REPLY



MEMORANDUM
TO: FOR FILE USE ONLY From: EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
PLANNING & CONSERVATION

My Ref: PPIO:!IPI934/IW CODE. Al

" Room'No: ~~ 7T " NEWSPAPER DATE:27/08/2004 .~
" Date: 23 August 2004
DEVELOPMENT AT:

10 Lansdowne Walk, London, W11 3LN
DEVELOPMENT:

Form rear landing and access staircase to garden to replace existing structure.

The above development is to be advertised under:-

1. .. .Section .73 of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 - .. - ..

(development affecting the character or appearance of a Conservation Area or
adjoining Conservation Area) :

M.J. French
Executive Director, Planning & Conservation



19-08-04  10:43 020 8810 7299 F.P.GONZALEZ ->02073613463 ECH Page 01

’ ® _ 3
k Francis P. Gonzalez urics™™ )34 v

Chartered Building Surveyor Ealing
Architectural & Design Services London W13 8HA
' Tel 0208 998 9274
Fax 0208 810 7299
Mobile 07831411631

Attention: Brian Roche

The Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea

Department 705, Room 325

The Town Hall .

Hornton Street TA/pend/BR

London W8 TNX FPG/04/10L W/planning

17" August 2004
Dear Sirs

Re: 10 Lansdowne Walk, London W11

Thank you for your letter of the 3™ August 2004 received on the 6™ August 2004. We
express some concems as to the content as follows:

The conservatory was replaced but in order to regularise matters we wish to include
this replacement in the application. However we refer you to the copy letter attached
from Kevin Plaster and in particular to the highlighted _‘5‘h paragraph, which appears to
indicate that the conservatory does not constitutc a material alteration sufficient to
warrant any further attention. However for the purposes referred above we confirm
the conservatory is included ion the application.

Of greater concem is the request to pay the £110.00 for an application fee. This was
paid in person at the reception of the Planning offices in the Town Hall. The lady on
duty issued a receipt from the receipt book and our client has that receipt. We ask you
look further into this matter,

is confirms the additional information requested.
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PLANNING AND CONSERVATION THE ROYAL

THE TOWN HALL HORNTON STREET LONDON W3 TNX

Frecutive Directar M J FRENCH FRICS Dip TP MRTPS Cert 15

Frances P. Gonzalez, ' Switchhoara; 020 7937 5464
7 Extension: 2982

8 Montague Road, Dircet Line: 020 7361 2982
Eihgg- Fisimile: 020 7361 3463
naon, Email: kevin, l;sler@rbkc.gcv.uk
W13 8HA Wi wwmikegok | KENSINGTON
A A
08 July 2004 AND CHELSE
My relerence: DPS/DCN/KDP/ Yo rcl';'.-runcc: : Please ask for:  Kevin Plaster
E/03/0260 "

Dear Mr Gonzalez,

Town and Country Planning Act 1990
10/10a I.ansdowne Walk, London, W11

| refer to the crection of a veranda/balcony and stairs at the rear, a UPVC replacement conservatory and
UPVC windows at the above-menlioned property.

The purposc of this letter is to clarify the pi'anmng 1mp11catxons in these matters following the receipt of
a completed Plannmg Contravention Notice reccived on 16” June 2004 and advise of the next course of

acuon.

Pcter Tigg’s drawing referred to by you drawing no. LW/10A was in fact not the approved drawing.
There was a later revision drawing no. LW/10B, which is the approved drawing. This later drawing is
not annotated to include the words ‘powder coated aluminium’ but in fact states ‘Double glazed with
white finished framing to manufactures’ detail’. Nonetheless, your written statement made in the
rcsponse to the PCN does indicate that UPVC. windows wcere inserted when the 1988 plauning
application was completed in 1989 and were in existence when the alterations in 1998 to the basement -~
were undertaken and no matenal alteration has occurred to them since.

In the circumstances, based on the information submitted in responsc to the PCN, as the windows have
been in situ in cxeess of four years they are therefore immune from planning enforcement action.

~ As the UPVC windows now form a characteristic of the premises, the replacement UPVC conservatory
~ being not materially different to the dimensions of the timber conservatory granted in 1988, is
considered an alteration where it is not expedient to take any further action. _ .

However, the balcony/veranda and staircase, which has been constructed in front of the conscrvatory,
has resulted in a protrusion past the general building line of the terrace in which it is located and
increases amenity problems in terms of overlooking and privacy lo the neighbouring properties. Your
clients, Mr & Mrs Carey, were advised of this in a letter dated 22" September 2003 and requested to
rcmove the balcony/veranda and staircase. .
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THE ROYAL BOROUGH OF KENSINGTON AND CHELSEA

P P ] 4 . 9 3 4 Department 705,
. i Room 325,
' The Town Hail,
M. J. FRENCH, ARICS, Dip. T. P. Hornton Street.
Executive Director of Planning and Conservation London.
W8 7NX
1‘?_ AT IS P GAN 2ALE 2 Telephone: 020 7361 2010
S MONTAGUE Lo Facsimile: 020 7361 3463

= NS

Lenwbony WIR BHA M pucusT 2004

My reference: TP/PEND/BR Your reference: Please ask for. |2 B! A RO b=
Dear Sir (Madam),

Town and Country Planning Act, 1990 - Town and Country Planning {General Permitted Development) Order
1995 and (Applications) Regulations, 1988 Town and Country Planning (Fees for Applications and Deemed

Applications) (Amendment) (England) Regulations, 2002 l O CANSD o=

| refer to your Town Planning Application dated 30 l 7 ( + for A AT,
fxre Sy VD { = / 4

I would advise you that before™-can accept your application as a complete application — it will be necessary for you to

provide the following information:-

Photograph(s) of the existing front and rear elevation(s) in relation to adjacent properties.
Complete and retumn 4 copies of the-enclosed TP.1.Part.

Complete and return 4 copies of the enclosed TP,1(HB/CA)Part.

PLemseE csafin M/cgr\-kltf_&d RY (St AS To
WHeTH=t. S U Aty Licrusn] 1S AtSwe oo The
ERSTTUMNY oF A REP LR EMERNST7T COANS &y Atst S

AYEININ

/
£ Total Fee Required £ 1L O
Received NI
Outstanding g [ l o

You are requested to note that the eight weeks statutory period will not begin until the application has been completed.

Yours faithfully ,

Executive Director of Planning and Conservation

PLEASE RETURN TEAR OFF SLIP BELOW WITH INFORMATION REQUIRED

AR SEI M SRR A s S SIS ST S S i ——— — ——— e — — T Tl i — —— — — — — — — — — — —— — . — — — — — -

REF: TP/PEND/BR

Address: L= AN D AN = \J\]M
(- ONDB ¢V il

To be completed by applicant: Please find enclosed the tollowing:

Signed

Date D4/313




Page 01

20-08-04 13:02 020 8810 7299

->02073613463 ECH

F.P.GONZALEZ

L : (01e6698¢82 oy ND3Y :..a guﬂbg

Folelll ™ O.Ei 2?6@ s

(ANNYISD N SYEHISVYY B2IM GASYD

TNy 290 Nevywhied N )
HXOG BS¥D =V 2o MM B EVD

SN W P S B S S mad e

kol gL
- Q0 = 0)) ) /3555

wmmm..«. )mg? %@@@ﬁ o
mn?m.om N u.!iUOHM@i ot sedac it \DM\
02E/1 D gdéagaﬁ \ﬁ\\/ m.E
| B o

oy = w0 (L]oz PP

d\i_ﬁ L 1w q?\b 7327y,
oy Eﬁ«m\s\\?o) 3 \qu
. \w;\sw &\3



v
— ’ X Y j
APPEAL
TO: Derek Taylor FROM: Rebecca Townley
DATE RECEIVED: 12/04/2005
- EXTN: 2081

APPEAL - KIP APPEAL

CASE OFFICER: hod ADMIN OFFICER: JQ .

OUR REF: ODPM REF:

PP/04/01934 App/K5600/A/05 [N 8316

ADDRESS: 10 Lansdowne Walk, London, W11 3LN

Description: Form rear landing and access staircase to garden to replace
existing structure and replacement conservatory.

REASON FOR APPEAL: REF

THE APPEAL WILL BE DETERMINED BY WAY OF:

WRITTEN
REPRESENTATIONS

INFORMAL PUBLIC
HEARING INQUIRY

START DATE OF APPEAL | S™ A?f'\\. JOcS
3rd PARTY LETTERS DUE: _ Q@™ '.AQ"\\- Zeol SENT: ARS Pwd eof
. /
QUESTIONNAIREDUE: _ @9™ Aol “6S  sent: Use Apil wosn

WRITTEN REPS STAT DUE: @ 1™ M% ‘o sent: i /"\’Aj 05

INPORMA HEARTNONSPET BUE SENT
RUBT TS Uy =Rt T 5T NALIE» S
PROOT BTN T ‘ AT

FINAL COMMENTS DUE | T™ June 0% SENT:




PLANNING ANDCONSERVATION THE ROYAL

THE TOWN HALL HORNTON STREET LONDON W8 7NX BOROUGH OF

Executive Director M J FRENCH FRICS Dip TP MRTPI Cent TS

File Copy ) Switchboard: 020-7937-5464

File Direct Line: 020-7361-2982

File Extension; 2982
Facsimilie: 020-7361-3463

KENSINGTON
AND CHELSEA

Date: 22 Apnl 2005

— My Ref DPS/DCNAPPIO40T93d—————Pleaseask form MK Ptas
ODPM's Reference: App/K5600/A/05/1178216

Dear Sir/Madam,

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990

Notice of a Planning Appeal relating to: 10 Lansdowne Walk, London, W11 3LN
Appellant: Mr. & Mrs, J. Carey,. Agent: Francis P. Gonzalez Associates,

A Planning Appeal has been made by Mr. & Mrs. J. Carey, to the Planning Inspectorate in
respect of the above property. This appeal is against the Council's decision to refuse
planning permission for : Form rear landing and access staircase to garden to replace existing
structure and replacement conservatory.. This appeal will proceed by way of WRITTEN
REPRESENTATIONS. Any representations you wish to make should be sent to: The
Planning Inspectorate, Room 3/19 Eagle Wing, Temple Quay House, 2 The Square,
Temple Quay, Bristol, BS1 6PN. Please note that any representations already made at
application stage will be forwarded to the Inspectorate.

Please send 3 copies and quote the ODPM's reference given above. The Inspectorate must
receive your representations by  27/05/2005 for them to be taken into account.
(Representations made in respect of the planning application have already been copied to the
Inspectorate, and these will be considered when determining the appeal unless they are
withdrawn before 27/05/2005). Correspondence will only be acknowledged on request. Any
representations will be copied to all parties including the Inspector dealing with the appeal
and the Appellant. Please note that the Inspectorate will only forward a copy of the
Inspector's decision letter to those who request one.

I attach a copy of the Council's reasons for refusal and the Appellant's grounds of appeal. The
Appellant's and Council’s written statements may be inspected in the Planning Information
Office after 27/05/2005 (please telephone ahead in order to ensure that these are
available). If you have any further queries, please do not hesitate to contact the case officer
on the above extension.

Yours faithfully
M. J. FRENCH

Executive Director, Planning and Conservation
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NOTICE OF A PLANNING APPEAL

Reasons for Refusgl

- The proposed landing/balcony and staircase by reason of
- their protrusion beyond the general building fine of the
terrace are considered to cause harm to the building, the
terrace in which they are located and on the character and -.
appearance of the Ladbroke Conservation Area, contrary to
- policies CD47, CD61 and CD62 of the Unitary Development
Plan, thereby causing a significant increase in harm to
amenity of neighbouring premises by reason of privacy and
overiooking contrary to policies CD47 and CD35 of the
Unitary Development Plan. The cumulative effect of which, if
repeated elsewhere, will further degrade the terrace and fail
to preserve or enhance the character and appearance of the
‘Conservation Area. They are therefore also considered to be
contrary to policies CD50 and CD51 of the Unitary
Development Plan. The proposed treliis fence will also result
in a sense of enclosure to the detriment of the neighbouring
property at 11a Lansdowne Walk thereby failing to preserve
the character and appearance of the conservation area. Itis
_ therefore considered contrary to policies CD36, CD61 and

CD62

- R | N L et

Grounds of Appeal: 10 Lansdowne Wa&, Lbndon Wil

References to the UDP policies as scheduled below: |

CD35. Visual privacy.
The conservatory to the_rear ground floor was permitted in 1988 and constructed on
the original balcoqy, built as part of the original house. The house referred as 11a
Lansdowne Walk is a later ac!dition. In permitting the infill and construction of 11a
[:an§downe Walk, the Council did not consider the issue of visual privacy as a
significant factor for refusal. The original balcony and staircase would have had-a -
similar outiook on the ad]o_ming dwelling. It is therefore considered that the new
1?.g:)axtlhtr_v,r and replacement staircase does not have a significant increase in overlooking
e original structure and the effect should be deemed as neutral. The OS may
attached confirms the above. ' : Smap s

CD47. Building Line. A : ' o

The Council consider the new gantry projects beyond the general Building Line of the
neighbouring extensions. In fact there are substantial rearward extensions in the -
terrace referred as Lansdowne Walk and these project beyond the rearmost line of the
gantry. The replacement staircase commences along the same line and extends beyond -
this line on downward descent. Reference is made specifically to Nos 1 and 12
Lansd?wne Walk, _14 Lansdowne Road and the rear garden level conservatory
extension of ﬂfle adjoining property 11a Lansdowne Walk.. It is therefore that the
rgantyeférralmd staircase comply with policy CD47. Photographs 1 and 2 are attached for



(AR

g 1o

et D62" rvation Area Policy. _

cons that the gantry as built preserves and enhances the character and
appearance of the Ladbroke Conservation Area. On inspection it will be noted that
this section of the terraced houses is of modern build and we reiterate tha the new
structure of the gantry and staircase conforms and merges with the external .
taﬁapea_rance of th1s terraced houses. In respect of character, scale, pattern and materials

€ new structure in no way can be deemed as harmful to the appearance of the

ter?:c%'l'he ntiwgaqny_iantconsideredto set a precedent in respect of rear-ward
ggleml cl):lﬂ asdin gerltlan a;e historical eéxtensions in existence that project beyond Fhe

CD50. Pe.rmitted AMlterations.

gl'ztiul.:m]t that the building is a modern building when compared to the traditional
bll dsnz.m v:llas to the East and West of the terrace. The design of the new structures
blends in with T.he appearance of the applicant’s building and is not considered to be
incongruous with the appearance of this modemn part of the terrace. Photographs
attached numbered 6, 7, 8 and 9. showing front elevations o

The gantry blends with the existing balcony and roof tetrace structures that exist to
the other buildings within the terrace and we cannot therefore see how the proposed
development is seen as causing cumulative effects to the Ladbroke Conservation

Additional: - _ S |
The attached letter from the Council clearly considers the conservatory as
complimentary to the appearance of the fenestration and doors to the building. In this
instance the replacement conservatory is not deemed to form part of the development.
‘However in accepting the conservatory the Council have permitted the centrally
positioned doors providing access from the conservatory. The need to provide a

- landing therefore follows on from this as does the requirement to provide a
~ replacement staircase affording access to the garden.

The staircase is a replacement to the original reinforced concrete structure. The height -
from the conservatory to the garden has not altered and as such the height of the new

staircase is the same as original. The new structure has been constructed to satisfy the
legislation in the provision of staircases and now offers a proper going and
comfortable use of the applicants. We therefore submit that the staircase should not
form part of the Council’s objection. :

_ The proposed trellis is considered to be removed from the application and the
applicant accepts the refusal to permit this temporary structure. The applicant
confirms that the trellis has not been constructed. ' :




THE ROYAL
PLANNING AND CONSERVATION BOROUGH OF

THE TOWN HALL HORNTON STREET LONDON W8 7NX

Executive Director M J FRENCH FRICS Dip TP MRTPICent TS

Francis P. Gonzalez Associates, Switchboard: 020-7937-5464 &

8 Montague Road, Direct Line: 020-7361- 2982

Ealing, Extension: 2982 KENSINGTON
London, Facsimile: 020-7361-3463 AND CHELSEA
Wi3 BHA

pate: 22 April ZUUS

My Ref: DPS/DCN/PP/04/01934/KDP
ODPM's Reference: App/KS600/A/05/1178216 Please ask for: Mr. K. Plaster -

Dear Sir/Madam,

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990
Appeal relating to: 10 Lansdowne Walk, London, W11 3LN

With reference to your appeal on the above address(es), enclosed you will find the Council’s
Questionnaire and attached documents as necessary.

Yours faithfully,

M.J. FRENCH

Executive Director, Planning and Conseérvation

Enc.
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THE ROYAL
PLANNING AND CONSERVATION BOROUGH OF

THE TOWN HALL HORNTON STREET LONDON W8 TNX

_Executive Director M J FRENCH FRICS Dip TP MRTPI Cert TS

Office of the Deputy Prime Minister, Switchboard: 020-7937-5464
3/19 Eagle Wing, Direct Line: 020-7361-2081
Temple Quay House, Extension: 2081
. 2 The Square, Temple Quay, KENSINGTON
Bristol, BS1 6PN Facsimilie: 020-7361-3463 AND CHELSEA

Date: 22 April 2005

My Ref: DPS/DCN/PP/04/01934/KDP
ODPM's Reference: App/K5600/A/05/1178216  Please ask for: Rebecca Townley

Dear Sir/Madam,

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990

Appeal relating to: 10 Lansdowne Walk, London, W11 3LN

With reference to the appeal on the above premises, | return the completed questionnaire
with supporting documents. In the event of this appeal proceeding by way of a local Inquiry
the Inspector should be advised that Committee Rooms in the Town Hall must be vacated at
5.00 p.m. unless prior arrangements have been made for the Inquiry to continue after 5.00
p.m.

Yours faithfully,

M.J. FRENCH

Executive Director, Planning and Conservation

Enc,
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The Planning Inspectorate

QUESTIONNAIRE

PLANNING, LISTED BUILDING CONSENT OR CONSERVATION AREA CONSENT

For official use only
Date Received

APPEAL REF: [ APP/ kseeoffles] 1178 216 | GRID REF: B |

APPEALBY: L M7 #Mr8 T carey ]

sme: (16 Lansdowne  (aetlie | posTcODE Ll |

You must enisure that a copy of the completed questionnaire, together with any enclosures, is sent to us and the
appeilant, within 2 weeks of the ‘starting date’ given in our letter. You must inciude details of the statutory
development plan, even if you intend to rely more heavily on some other emerging plan. Please send our copy -
to the case officer. Their address is shown on our letter.

if notification or consultation under an Act, Order or Departmental Circular would have been necessary before
granting permission and has not yet taken place, please inform the appropriate bodies of the appeal now and ask for
any comments to be sent direct to us within 6 weeks of the ‘starting date’. ,

1. .Do you agree to the written representations procedure? . i
(An exchange of written statements, which will be studied by the lnspector %ES D NO
prior to visiting the site). ’
if NO, _
Do you wish to be heard by an Inspector at _{a) a local inquiry? or D YES E’\(O

(b) a hearing? [Ives [0

Note: If the written procedure is agreed the Inspector will visit the site -
unaccompanied by either party unless the relevant part of the site cannot be
seen from a road or other public land, or it is essential for the Inspector to
enter the site to check measurements or other relevant facts.

2a, If the written procedure is agreed, can the relevant part of the appeal site be seen | [:I YES @/NO
from a road or other public land? ’
b. Is it essential for the Inspector to enter the site to check measurements or other %S , D NO
relevant facts? :
If the answer to 2b is YES please explain: T0  gduad éafw
7 T
3. Please provide the name and telephone number of the officer we can contact to Name
make arrangements for the site visit, hearing or inquiry. Q Tovan lQQ
Telephone no.
0207 361 2081
4. Does the appeal relate to an application for appro'val of reserved matters? \:I YES @ﬁo
5. Was an Article 7 (Regulation 6 for listed building or conservation area consent) @aﬁzs DNO D NA

certificate submitted with the application?

PINS PFO1Q (REVISED FEBRUARY 2003) 1 | Please turn over
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_ ~
<~ 6. Did you give publicity to the application? @)YES [Jno

~ Article 8 of the GDPO 1995

- Section 67/73 of the Planning (Listed Buildings & Conservation Areas) Act 1990

- Reguilation 5 of the Piannmg (Listed Buildings & Conservation Areas) Regulatlons 1990

7. |s the appeal site within an approved Green Belt or AONB? l:] YES ENO'
Please specify which l - i | ) C e _

8. is there a known surface or underground mineral interest at or within 400 metres I:l YES B;NO
of the appeal site which is likely to be a material consideration in determinsng - -
the appeal‘? If YES, please attach detalls :

9. a. Are there any other appeals or matters reléting to the same site or area still D YES D NO

being considered by us or the Secretary of State? ' :
If YES, please attach details and, where necessary, give our reference numbers.

b. Would the development require the stopping up or diverting of a public right D YES D NO
of way? if YES, please provide an extract from the Definitive Map and Statement
for the area, and any other details. .

10. Is the site within a Conservation Area? if YES, please attach a plan of the [Z/YES I___] NO
Conservation Arga. (If NQ, go to Q12)) :

1. Does the appéal relate to an application for conservation area cohsént_'? D YES B’NO,

12. a. Does the proposed development involve the demblition, afteration or extension D YES | @/NO

of a Grade | / lI" / i listed building? Grade | /11" / |t
b. Would the proposed development affect the setting of a listed building? D YES E'ﬁo
« If the answer to question 12a or b is YES, please attach a copy of the relevant . Date of listing
listing description from the List of Buildings of Special Architectural or Htstonc | ‘|
Interest. {(if NO, go to Q14.)
 13. Has a grant been made under Sections 3A or 4 of the Historic Buildings and D YES IE’NO
Ancient Monuments Act 18537 h

14, a. unld the proposals affect an Ancient Monument (whether scheduled or not)? D YES E»NO

b. If YES, was English Heritage consulted? Please attach a copy of any comments. | [_J¥Es [ w0
ot e

15. Is any part of the site subject to a Tree Preservation Qrder? , _ D YES B’NO
If YES, please enclose a plan showing the extent of the Order and any relevant details. . ,

16. a. Is the appeal site in or adjacent to or likely to affect an SSSI? -' D YES MNO

If YES, please attach the comments of English Nature.
b. Are any protected species likel.y'to be affected by the proposals? E—Y‘ES—E'NO
_If YES, please give details.
PINSPFO1Q ' 2 PINS PFO1Q
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7. Copies of the foliowing documents must, if appropnate be enclosed with
this questionnaire: .

Is the development in Schedule 1 or colurnn one of Schedule 2 of the Town &
Country Planning (Environmental impact Assessment) (England & Wales)
Reguiations 19997 if YES, p[ease indicate which Schedule.

Is the development within a ‘sensitive area’ as defined by regulation 2 of the
Town & Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) (England
. & Wales) Regulations 19997

Has a screening opinion been placed on Part 1 of the pianning register?
If YES, please sehd a copy to us.

. Ahy comments or directions received from the Secretary of State, other

Government Departments or statutory agencies / undertakers whether or not
as a result of consultations under the GDPO; :

. Any representations received as a result of an Article 7 (or Regulation 6) notice;

A copy of any notice published under Article 8 of the GDPO 1995; and/or
Section 67/73 of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas)
Act 1890; and/or Regulation 5 of the Planning {Listed Buildings and
Conservation Areas)Regulations 1990;

. Any representations received as a result of a notice published under Article 8

and/or Section 67/73 of the Planning (Listed Bw!dlngs and Conservation Areas)
Act 1990 (or Regulation 5);

Details of -any other applica_tiohs or matters you are curréntiy considering
relating to the same site;

For all appeals, including those against non determination, you must”
provide details of all relevant development plan policies. Each extract must
include the front page, the title and date of approval or adoption. Where
plans & policies have not been approved or adopted, please give the

stage or status of the plan; [y foeks uwdp ¢ fery
(Peleped Mag 2002) e e

Any supplementary planning guidance, together with its status, that you

consider _nece§séw: Ehadk an (I A\(’Q
N @«M Memp’

[Jves

Schi
— .

YES

D YES

o

Sch2 col1
[

(o
o

Documents
Enclosed

Number of |-

N/A

k. Any other relevant information or correspondence ycu consider we should be /
aware of, A
To be sent
. . . - . . Enclosed within§ -
l. Please provide us with a list of conditions which you consider shouid be weeks from
imposed if planning permission is granted. You need not submit this with the - | start date
other questionnaire papers, but it should reach us within 6 weeks from the
starting date. Being a questionnaire paper, the list should be submitted /
_separately from your appeal statement
PINS PFO1Q 3 Please turn over




18. a. Please include: . :
i) a copy of the letter in which you notified people of the appeal;

ii) a list of the people you notified; and ) ' A A -
jii} the deadline you gave for their comments to be sent to us. - [27 MCI»:(, oF '
: _ ‘ _ : . ] o o Number of | .
b. Copies of the fgllowmg documents must, if appropriate, be enclosed Wl[t‘] Documents N/A
the questionnaire. . -
- ‘ : ‘ Enclosed

'i) representations received from interested parties about the origi‘nal application;| - 5 :

ii) the planning officer's report te‘eemmittee{ DELECATED ' v

iii) any relevant committee minute. ' v

19. For appeals dealt with by written representations only

Do you intend to send another staterment about this appeal? : B/ D
If NO, please enclose the following information:- YES NO.

a. In non-determination cases:

i} what the decision notice would have said;

i) how the r;'elevant development plan p_olicies relate to the issues gf_'this appeal.
b. Ir; al'[ ca:%es: |

iy the relévagt planning history;

i) any supplementary reasons for the decision on,’.che application;

~ - . .
iii} matters which you want the inspector to note at the site visit.

anliz
Y

. Was it necessary to i ayor of London about the application? D YES® D NO

If YES, please attach a copy of tha on.
b. .Did the Mayor of LLondon issue a direction to réque planning permis D YES D NO
' If YES, please attach a copy of that direction. \

FLF W

| confirm that a copy of this appeal questionnaire and any enclosures have been sent today to the appeliant or e

agent. . . o : )
Y e e B - £ )

_Signature ﬁ Wf i - ] on behalf of r%kf(f C |Councii

Date sent to us and the appellant \T—/ '7-'?-/ L&-/O‘S : J ‘ ' '

Please tell us of any changes to the information you have given on this form.

This document is printed on a recycled (UK) paper contalning 100% post-consumer waste.

© Crown Copyright 1998, Copyright in the printed material and design is held by the Crown. You can use extracts of this publicqtion in qon-commercial
in-house material, as long as you show that they came from thi§ documant. You should apply in writing if you need to make copies of this document
{or any part of it) to: )

The Copyright Unit

Her Majesty’s Stationary Office
St Clements House

2-6 Colegate

Norwich NR3 1BCG
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APPEAL NOTIFICATIONS

Re 10 Lansdowne Walk, London, W11 3LN

Please complete the list of those to notify of the appeal and return with the file(s) to the
Appeal Section within 24 hours. Thank You. ‘

W COUNCILLORS:
avth

1. (JJJ/- l} L'\\f\olg
o, U Ermege p-Tlomlin
Ay Gideadt Walle Ao

3.

SINGTON SOCIETY

Mrs. Ethne Rudd, 15 Kensington Square, W8 SHH

CHELSEA SOCIETY (Mr. Terence Bendixson, 39 Elm Park Gardens, London,
SW10 9QF) '

RESIDENT ASSOCIATIONS AND AMENITY SOCIETIES:

1.

2.

3.
i L 3RD PARTIES ORIGINALLY NOTIFIED

L OBJECTORS/SUPPORTERS

. STATUTORY BODIES ORIGINALLY NOTIFIED
ENGLISH HERITAGE

OTHERS ......ccooiiiiiiinecciicie



NOTICE OF A PLANNING APPEAL

Reasons for Refusal

Property

The proposed landing/balcony and staircase by reason of
their protrusion beyond the general building line of the
terrace are considered to cause harm to the building, the
terrace in which they are located and on the character and
appearance of the Ladbroke Conservation Area, contrary to
policies CD47, CD61 and CD62 of the Unitary Development
Plan, thereby causing a significant increase in harm to
amenity of neighbouring premises by reason of privacy and
overlooking contrary to policies CD47 and CD35 of the
Unitary Development Plan. The cumulative effect of which, if
repeated elsewhere, will further degrade the terrace and fail
to preserve or enhance the character and appearance of the
Conservation Area. They are therefore also considered to be
contrary to policies CD50 and CD51 of the Unitary
Development Plan. The proposed trellis fence will also result
in a sense of enclosure to the detriment of the neighbouring
property at 11a Lansdowne Walk thereby failing to preserve
the character and appearance of the conservation area. It is
therefore considered contrary to policies Cb36, CD61 and
CD62

10 Lansdowne Walk, London, W11 3L.N

Proposal

Form rear landing and access staircase to garden to replace existing structure and
replacement conservatory.

Plans and drawings are/are not available for inspection.

(If plans are available, these may be seen in the Planning Information Office between the
hours of 9.15 a.m and 4.30 p.m Mondays to Thursdays and between 9.15 a.m and 4.00 p.m

on Fridays)




NEW APPEAL DATE: 13/04/2005

TO: Mr. D. Taylor

A NEW APPEAL HAS BEEN RECEIVED, WHICH FALLS IN YOUR AREA - FILE(S)
ATTACHED. THE SITE ADDRESS IS:

10 Lansdowne Walk, London, W11 3LN

1. PLEASE INDICATE THE OFFICER WHO WILL BE DEALING WITH THIS APPEAL.

2. PLEASE INDICATE THE PROCEDURE BY WHICH YOU WISH THE APPEAL TO

BE DETERMINED.

TTEN REPRESENTATIONS

« PUBLIC INQUIRY

N.B. The appellant has requested Written Reps/a Hearing/an Inquiry. The appellant has the
right to be heard. If the appellant wants a Hearing and you choose Written Reps, this may
result in an Inquiry. If the appellant requests an Inquiry and you would prefer a Hearing, a
letter outlining reasons why will normally be required.

3. YOU ARE REMINDED TO ORDER LAND USE MAPS AS APPROPRIATE AT
THIS STAGE.

PLEASE RETURN THIS SHEET AND THE ATTACHED FILE(S) TO THE APPEALS
SECTION WITHIN 24 HOURS

THANK YOU



