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PLANNING SERVICES APPLICATION

CONSULTATION SHEET 6
APPLICANT: . :

Robert L Adams Architects,
1 Dalling Road,

Hammersmith,

London,

w6 0JD

APPLICATION NO: PP/00/02822
APPLICATION DATED: 05/12/2000 DATE ACKNOWLEDGED: 8 December 2000

APPLICATION COMPLETE: 08/12/2000 DATE TO BE DECIDED BY: 02/02/2001

SITE: The Old House, 13 Holland Street, London, W8 4NA

PROPOSAL: Internal alterations to second and third floor to create en suite bathrooms and dressing rooms
to adjacent bedrooms, proposed orangery at ground floor level on top of previous extension and creation of
off-street parking to the rear of the property, all for residential use,
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PLANNING AND CONSERVATION THE ROYAL

THE TOWN HALL HORNTON STREET LONDON W& 7NX . BOROUGH OF
. Executive Director M ] FRENCH FRICS Dip TP MRTPI Cent TS
Switchboard: 020-7937-5464
The Occupier Extension:  2079/2080
File Copy Direct Line:  020-7361- 2079/2080
file o KENSINGTON
file Facsimile:  020-7361- 3643 AND CHELSEA
Date: 12 December 2000
My reference: Your reference: Please ask for:
My Ref: DPS/DCC/PP/00/02822/KO Planning Information Office
Dear Sir/Madam,

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990

Proposed development at: The Old House, 13 Holland Street, London, W8 4NA

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 representations about the application should write to the
Council at the above address within 21 days of the date of this letter. Unfortunately, the Council does
not have the resources to advise objectors of the Committee date, and you should telephone for further
information.

Proposal for which permission is sought

Internal alterations to second and third floor to create en suite bathrooms and dressing

rooms to adjacent bedrooms, proposed orangery at ground floor level on top of
_previous extension and creation of off-street parking to the rear of the property, all for

residential use.

Applicant  Mr. & Mrs. Briance, The Old House, Holland Street, London, W38 4NA

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 to consider the policies of the Borough Plan, known as
the Unitary Development Plan, and any other material considerations. The most common of chese 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 traffic, access, and parking;

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

Noise and disturbance resulting from a 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 property value;

. Private issues between neighbours such as land covenants, party walls, 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 you should contact them direct);

* Smells (Also covered by Environmental Services); ‘

¢ Competition berween firms; '

. Structural and fire precaution concerns; {These are Building Control marters).

WHAT HAPPENS TO YOUR LETTER

Planning applications where objections have been received are presented to the Planning Services Committee which

is made up of elected Ward Councillors. Planning Officers write a report to the Committee with a recommendation
as to whether the application should be granted or refused. Lerters 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 Committee 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. It is open from 9am to 4.45pm Mondays to Thursdays (4pm Fndays) A Planning Officer will always be there

1o 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, SWS, SW7) can be
viewed in the Central Library, Town Hall, Hornton Street, W.8. and applications for districes W10, W11 and W2
in the North of the B(';rough 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 with the plans. Please
contact the Planning Department and ask to speak to the Case Officer for the application.

PLEASE QUOTE THE APPLICATION REFERENCE NUMBER ON YOUR REPLY



REASON FORDELAY

Ao L]

This case has been identified as a “Target” application, Which has the target for being
passed through to the Head of Development Control within 6 weeks of the date of
completion. '

In the case of this application, there has been a delay of. é M‘#J 7

-

CASE NO.

I have been unable to pass through the case within the target period for the following
reason(s) [highlight as necessary] - :

1)  Delays due to intemal Consultation . (i) Design
[highlight one or all] _ (i) Transportation
(iif) Policy
(iv) Environmental Heaith
(v) Trees
“(vi) Other

2)  Further neighbour notification/external consultation necessary (spread or time
period)

3)  Awaiting Direction from English Heritage/other EH delays...
5‘#& Y- 4 An?cﬁ'sﬁ'm -

4)  Revisions requested, but not réceived in time

5)  Revisions received but tnadequate

6) Revisions received but reconsultation necessary

7)  Of the Committee cycle

8)  Applicant’s instruction

9) OTHER REASON.......

(Case Officer)




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 KEINSENGRON

an application: AND CHELSEA
{(a) for development of land in or adjacent to a Conservation Area. —_—
(d for consent to demolition and/or alteration of a building which is of

architectural or historic interest. __

Details are set out below. R
Members of the public may inspect copies of the appllcatlon the plans and other documents
5 subrmtted withrit:at; PSSR T ] STy g

‘s__t PEiL A M ."? '., vt TR P A

The Planning Information Office, 3rd floor, The Town Hall, Hornton Street W8
. TNX between the hours of 9. 15 and 4.45 Mondays to Thursdays and 9. 15 to 4 30°
Frldays e

For applications in the Chelsea area: The Reference Library, Chelsea Old Town
Hall, Tel. 0171-361-4158.

For postal areas W10, W11 and W2: The 1st floor, North Kensington Library,_ ...
108 Ladbroke Grove, W11, Tel. 0171-727-6583.

“ Ar;yonewho ‘wishes to makerepresentatlons about this appllcatlonshould wrlte
to the Executive Director of Planning and Conservation at the Town Hall’ (Dept
705) within 21 days of the date of this notice.

i+

-

SCHEDULE e

Reference: PP/00/02822/KO Date: 15/12/2000
The Old House, 13 Holland Street, London, W8 4NA
Internal alterations to second and third floor to create en suite bathrooms and dressing rooms ‘3

to adjacent bedrooms, proposed orangery at ground floor level on top of previous extension
‘and creation of off-street parking to the rear of the property, all for residential use, W’
NS

APPLICANT Mr. & Mrs. Briance,

"D11737



PLANNING AND CONSERVATION THE ROYAL
THE TOWN HALL HORNTON STREET LO)&J wg  INX p BOROUGH OF

Executive Director

()W\\ 2 0'DEC 2000 () submo: o207537-85

The Occupier] /M \7/ Extgnsion:  2079/2080

4 Gregory Placer- " Dfgct Line:  020-7361- 2079/2080
"2, . A ane 0| con
London  |733] 10 |wen|-me J5IG | Bes [FEES KENSINGTON
W8 ANG . Facsimile:  950.7361- 3643 AND CHELSEA
Date: 12 December 2000
My reference: Your reference: Please ask for:
My Ref: DPS /PP/00/02822/KO Planning Information Office

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990

-~

L

Proposed development at: The ,OIdJ House, 13 Holland Street, London, W8 4NA

L
e

Brief details of the proposed: ’deve]opment are set out belo / Members of the public may inspect
copies of the application; ‘the plans and any other dOClglﬁ‘JltS submitted with it. The Council's
Planning Services Comr{nttee in considering the propos{ll welcomes comments either for or against
the scheme. Anyoné “who wishes to make represeptatlons about the application should write to the
Council at the above address within 21 days of ;he date of this letter. Unfortunately, the Council does
not have the resgurces to advise objectors of thé Committee date, and you should telephone for further
information.

Vs
Proposal f(r which permission_is sought

e

v

d

Internal alteratio reate en suite bathrooms and dressing
rooms to adjacent bedrooms, proposed orangery at groynd floor level on top of

previous extension-and creation of off-street parking to the rear of the property, all for
residential us/s:_.a/

S .
-Applicant Mr. & Mrs. Briance;-The Old House; H(Tl/l nd Street, London, W8 4NA
~ Yours faithfully, s

_pﬁ-ﬁ,p\M. J. FRENCH

— | o /5’//2_/7\ Jpo

xecutive Director, Planning and Conservation

/%f'o« [ e ABOUE .

M

/ tHave No © BdECTIONS
WNHATSOEVER %

// 7,,(/W |



 WHAT MATTERS CAN BE TAKEN INTO ACCOUNT . .
When deahng with a planning application the Council has to consider the policies, ofthe 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 Conservarion Area;

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

. Effect upon traffic, access, and parking;

. Amenity issues such as loss of Sunlight or daylight, Overlooking and loss of privacy,
Noise and disturbance resulting from a 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 property value; _

. Private issues between neighbours such as land covenants, party walls, 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 you should contact them direct);

e Smells {Also covered by Environmental Services);

. Competition berween firms;

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

WHAT HAPPENS TO YOUR LETTER
Planning applications where objections have been received are presented to the Planning Services Committee which
is made up of elected Ward Councillors. Planning Officers write a report to the Committee with a recommendation

as to whether the application should be granted or refused. Letters recetved 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 Officet’s recommendacion. All meetings of the Committee 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. It is open from 9am to 4.45pm Mondays to Thursdays (4pm Fridays). A Planning Officer will always be there

to assist youl.

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 youarea reglstercd dlsabled person, it may be possible for an Officer to come to your home wu:h the plan Base
contact the Planning Department and ask to speak to the Case Officer for the application. = . -

PLEASE QUOTE THE API"LICA TION REFERENCE NUMBER ON YOUR REPLY

- la
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23 Ingelow House
Holland Street
\/7' London W8 4w —
o

( 29 Decenper 2000 Fi
q" ,?po {RECEIVED BY PYANNING SERVIC }
“ir, Md French ) - i EX wocl w y sw | 3 | EnF CK/
Exec, Director, IR 77
Planning and Conservation N

The Town Hall , 2000 (§§E;>
Hornton Street W8 4NF 2522_2

Dear Sir, - izt oA - i{ﬁ %%gi%ss
Your Ref: DPS/DCC/{TT?EiEE%i:::’/)

e write in reply to your letter off Decérm concerning
the planning application for work at The 0ld House, 13
Holland Street W& L4NZ (a listed property), and in particular
to the request to create off-astreet parking to the rear of
the property. '

YWe consider this an site for a parking area
for ‘the following ‘ -
The plans which we have inspected in the PFlanning Office do

not show the row of 12 garages belonging fto the Ingelow House
estate which are at a distance of 5.5 metres from the rear

wall of the Old House. For several years we have occupiled
garage No. 4. This has an up-and-over door and is immediately -
opposite the proposed automatic gates. Should the application V///
be approved, -therefore, we consider it essential that any new
gates (each 1,5 metres wide) installed in the rear wall be wither
sliding gates or an up-and-over door, thus minimising any in- :
convenience to ourselves and to garage No. 5 in particular as
well as to other garage users. -

In addition to the 12 garages, there are 6 hard~standings in
this confined area, plus 2 spaces for workmen's vans or other
short-term visitors to Ingelow House; this means that already
there there are as many as 20 cars coming and going in this area
every day. For several of the flat-dwellers, their only aspect
overlooks the back yard, and some of them have small patios, os-
tensibly for their enjoyment. It is therefore environmmentally
highly undesirable to add in any way to thi¥: volume of traffic

in this area, The plans show just one car in the garden, but
the young Briances are approaching adulthood and will, no doubt,
have their own cars in due course, W11l they in future also

be free to park in the garden? Or any visitors to_the 0ld House?
Or workmen's vehicles? Or any large deliveries too “arge to be
taken through the house? What is there to stop them?

The very important question of ACCESS. The barred opening be-
tween Ingelow House and The 01d House leading to the parking area
on the Ingelow House estate is private:property and is marked as
such on the leases of the 26 leaseholders in the block., e

e¢re opposed to its being usedfor any purpose other than to glve
access to our back door and to our garden to. the south’ .to all
Ingelow House residents as well as those residents with garages
or hard-standings.

The conly other access to the proposed parking area is via Gregory

OVEeIr v weveons



¢

Gregony Place, which is a public highway at the end of which is

a securiiy gate leading inte the yard. But..to reach the proposed
entrance in jthe’ wvall'of the .garden of the 0ld house one, would: have to

drive along this yard. This again would be Just a further in- -
conveniance for garage users, .

If this application is granted, we are concerned about all:.the
necessary materials for the work. How would- they.be,.brought .on
site? Agaln, we are. opposed to,the use of the Ingelow House access
area for this~ purpose“ds it would‘cause huge inconvenience. ito -our
residents (as,well. as dirt. and noise). overi.a.long period of time.

On the basié of past experience in ourblmmediate neighbourhood: we,
unfortunately, find. that, whatever conditions. or restrictions are .
imposed by the Planning Committee, they aresvery..goon broken or

ignored. And we are 1eft to live with the conpequences;: :

There is,.of gourse,.and alternativexfornr. and.Mrg..Briancew: » -
They continue, like so many othenndenlzens oﬁ the.borough,sw1thn,
their street parking or find a nearby garage  to rentys That .
would seem;to us to be-the. only sensible solution.- . .
We. therefore ask the Planning Committee to.give .our..concerns
the most serious consideration when discussing .this.application,
Yours sincereiy,

DA I mMn

Ceonrad- and--Anne Iieholscn AT

cc. All members of the Planning Committee

Chairman, THO
Ingelow House Residents Association

oy
e

TR BT
N :

¢
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Dr Greta Amott
16 Ingelow House
Holland Street
London W8 4NE
England

Telephone: 0207 9373830
E-mail:gretaarnoti@hotmail.com
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ENGLISH HERITAGE

Director of Planning & Transportation Your refs: LLB/00/02823
Royal Borough of Kensington & Chelsea
The Town Hall Our ref: LRS/2701/0
Hornton Street . .
: P Cal

LONDON Contact Calvocoressi
W8 7NX Direct Dial: 020-7973-3763
For the attention o / -

- 20 DEC 299
Dear Sir/Madam

Planning (Listed Buildihgs and Conservation Areas) Act, 1990:
THE OLD HOUSE, 13 HOLLAND STREET, W8

Applicant: Mr & Mrs Briance

Grade of building(s). 11

Proposed works: Internal alterations and proposed orangery at ground floor level

Drawing numbers: ~ 241/F001, F002, FO03 & FO06A. 241/P004AE PEIAEDBHITZRINING SERVICES
. _5,’; hoct N | o Jew | se [ene [ A

Duate of application: 05.12.2000 4 T/

Date of referral by Council: 12.12.2000 S 2'7 DEC 2000 @/

Date received by English Heritage: 14.12.2000 .

Date referred to GOL: 15.12.2000 ses] 10 | mec | whe | O | BBY |PEES

You are hereby authorised to determine the application for listed building consent
referred to above as you think fit. In so doing English Heritage would stress that it is
not expressing any views on the merits of the proposals which are the subject of the
application, nor any parallel application for planning permission.

Yeoyrs faithfully

The Secrsiary of Siate has

P Calvocoressi considered the informstion given
above and does not intend to

| require the appiicatici: cencerned

I 1o be referred 1o him

- Signeg J QR ik LR

| Date U 'Jk)w

5 P

l.ondon Region

The Nutional Monuments Record is the public archive of English Heritage

23 SAVILE ROW, LONDON W1X 1AB
Telephone 0200 7973 3000 Facsinnle 020 7973 3001 World Wide Web hutp:jjweow.english-heritage org.uk



. Furthermore; Mr. & Mrs. Briance have

from : Flat 32 Ingelow House
Holland Street
London W8 4NF

INGELOW HOUSE
RESIDENTS ASSOCIATION

Gfilzee |

MoJo Fl‘ench EBq. ' FRICS- y Dip.TP. ’ mePI.
Executive Director
Planning & Conservation

The Town Hall .
Hornton Street Cioﬁ 282
London W8 TNX

2nd January, 2001,

Desr Mr. French,

Re. : Proposed development at & The 0ld House
1%, Holland Street, Lonfion W8 4NA

Your letter dated 12th December was received/on 19th. With Christmas
in between the 21 days given have not been sufficient time for the

Residents of Ingelow House to view the pldns and make representations
concerning this request. . /

5t specified how they intend

to have access to the rear of their garden.

May I request an extension of time/for the Residents to pursue this
matter ? ’

Tours faithfully,

o Sigh-.

[RECEIVED BY PANNING SERVICES|

Ann Smyth :
Secretary | 5 IHDC N Al W | s Jen | 2O
/

(go - 3'JA\( 2000

/
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3l / Ingelow House
Holland St

London W8 4NF 41 2e0)

29 December 2000

Mr MJ French

Executive Director, Planning and Conservation
The Town Hall

Homton St , London W8 7TNX

Dear Sir, 23 22~

Your Ref.:DP/DCE/PP/O0/0822/KO

We write in reply to your letter of December 12" 2000 concerning the planning
application for work at the Old House, 13 Holland St, W8 4NA, and in particular the
request to create off-street parking to the rear of the property.

We wish to make one representation:

There are already 12 garages and 6 hard standings in this area, plus 2 spaces for
workpeople and short-term visitors, which means that already up to 20 cars a day
come and go in our back yard. We therefore strongly request that, if permission is
granted, the Briances be asked to access and exit their new parking area through the
Gregory Place gate so as not to add further to the car fumes at the back of Ingelow
House. Gregory Place is a public highway, whereas the entrance at the rear of
Ingelow House gives access only to residents and car owners.

We therefore ask the Planning Committee to gi the most serious

consideration when discussing this application.

Yours sincerely [
RECEIVED BY PLANNING SERVICE
DIR v
: : - 3 JAN 2000 \J
Cc: members of the Planning Committee \ qﬂ
= '/IO Rew 1 ARG ;‘t‘:"’ %gg FEES
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PLANNING AND CONSERVATION

THE TOWN HALL HORNTON STREET LONDON W§ 7NX

Executive Director M ] FRENCH FRICS Dip TP MRTPI Cert TS

The Occupier .
Flat 24 | Ingelow House,

Switchboard: 020-7937-5464
Extension: 2079/2080
Direct Line:  020-7361- 2079/2080

THE ROYAL
BOROUGH OF

Holland Street, KENSINGTON
London W8 4NE Facsimile: 5707361~ 3643 AND CHELSEA
Date: 12 December 2000
My reference: Your reference: Please ask for:

My Ref: DPS/DCC/PP/00/02822/KO

Dear Sir/Madam,

Planning Information Office

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990

Proposed development at: The Old House, 13 Holland Street, London, W8 4NA

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 representations about the application should write to the
Council at the above address within 21 days of the date of this letter. Unfortunately, the Council does
not have the resources to advise objectors of the Committee date, and you should telephone for further

information.

Proposal for which permission is sought

Internal alterations to second and third floor to create en suite bathrooms and dressing
rooms to adjacent bedrooms, proposed orangery at ground floor level on top of
previous extension and creation of off-street parking to the rear of the property, all for

residential use.

Applicant Mr. & Mrs. Briance, The Old House, Holland Street, London, W8 4NA

Yours faithfully,
M. J. FRENCH

ecutive Director, Planning and Conservation
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WHAT MATTERS CAN BE TAKEN INTO ACCOUNT ‘

When dealing with a planning apl‘)lic.ation the Council has to consider the poli‘cies 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;

. Ameniry issues such as loss of Sunlight or dayl;ght, Overlooking and loss of privacy,
Noise and disturbance resulting from a use, Hours of operation.

WHAT MATTERS CANNOT BE TAKEN INTO ACCOUNT

Often people may wish to object on grounds that, unfortunarely, cannot be taken into account because they are not

controlled by Planning Legislation. These include (again not in any order of importance):

. Loss of property value;

. Private issues between neighbours such as land covenants, party walls, 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 you should conrtact them direct);

. Smells {Also covered by Environmental Services);
. Competition berween firms;
. Structural and fire precaution concerns; (These are Building Control matters).

WHAT HAPPENS TO YOUR LETTER

Planning applications where objections have been received are presented to the Planning Services Committee which
is made up of elected Ward Councillors. Planning Officers write a report to the Committee with a recommendation
as to whether the applicarion 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 Committee 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. It is open from 9am to 4.45pm Mondays to Thursdays (4pm Fridays). A Planning Officer will always be there
to assist you.

In addition, copies of applicarions in the Chelsea Area (SW1, SW3, SW10) can be seen at The Reference Library,
Chelsea Old Town Hall, Kings Road $W3 (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 1o come to your home with the plans. Please
contact.the Planning Department and ask to speak to the Case Officer for the applicarion. - |

PLEASE QUOTE THE APPLICATION REFERENCE NUMBER ON YOUR REPLY



\ _e
,;'-fr L Gl i/ 2e0

~ 26 Ingelow House, Holland Street, London W8 4NF
telephone-fax-messages: 020 7938 1512 /

Mr M.}. French {

ICE
Executive Director !RECEIVED BY Pl,ﬂANNWGﬁ SEERN\: A
Planning and Conservation | 5 Hocf _ﬂ Sl >
The Town Hall — Homton Street l B*A 000 :
London W8 TNX -3 JAN 2 NO/
20122000 ‘;:::_-ﬂ: o |rec ] ans ﬁ,"fg Q04 |rees
Dear Sir, — 3222

Reference: DP/DCC/PP/Q0/08227KO

Following your letter dated 12-12-2000 concerning alterations to the listed ‘old House’, T am only
qualified to assume that the proposed changes will be within the rules conceming conservation and
‘character’. However, [ do have some concern over the effect the proposed garages at the rear of the
building ; of particular concern is the fact that there is no access to the rear of the property without
crossing the privately owned areas at the rear of Ingelow House. In fact, the only access point to ‘Old
House” would seem to be either through the front door or over the roof!

1 use garage number 7. This , like the other 11 garages, is fitted with ‘up-and-over doors’. Space and
access to the garages is already somewhat restrictive and in the event of Planning Permission being
granted 1 would suggest the new garages be fitted with a sliding gate or an ‘up-and-over’ door

There are presently car spaces :12 garages, 6 parking spaces and 2 visitors parking spaces ( for visitors
and workmen ) Over the years our Tenants Association Committee has had to bea diligent and
watchful to stop abuse of these spaces - in no way do they cater adequately for the needs of the 34
Flats in Ingelow House. T myself have had, at times, to pay parking costs for tradesmen.

This leads me to ask you to give careful assessment regarding:

a) protection of tenants facilities within the private areas...visitors parking, rubbish disposal,
deliveries, etc including fire engine access!

b) security affecting Ingelow House. .there is a history of break -ins to basement storage, garages and
ground floor flats

c) the effects of noise, car poliution, car deliveries, etc from the private area are already an irritant
which we at Ingelow House have to tolerate. T am concerned that extending the facilities and
access to the private areas will possibly cause serious disruption to all of us at Ingelow House. .. not
only will there be two (three) more regular cars (10%+ increase ) but 1 envisage there is potential
abuse from visitors to the “Old House, once they have been granted access o the private area. .. we
have many years of bitter experience controlling abuse from existing residents in Ingelow House..
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’0Old House’ is a large house - being made bigger —the potential number of visitors will be equally
bigger.

The Town Hall Estate Managers have recently indicated a clear policy that the private area facilities are
only for the residents of Ingelow House by re-allocating garage space to new residents.. Whilst I am in
some ways sympathetic to the wishes of the owners of the ‘Old House’, I must note that they knew
the facilities of the property when they bought it and that most of the surrounding properties have to
make do with parking permits or meters...or, of course, pay for access to the several commercial
parking facilities available nearby .

To be constructive, and in the interests of all parties concerned, in the event of approval being granted,
I ask that the new garages have access only via Gregory Place and that garage doors be specified as
mentioned earlier. .

On a separate but related matter, I would remind you that the tenants of Ingelow House are still
recovering from a 10 month maintenance disruption ands I see no reasonable or sensible way for the
erection of an rear extension, as described, without having access to the private areas for deliveries,

machinery etc.. Once again I ask for appropriate restrictions and for access, as needed, from Gregory
Place.; also for reassurance that all work will carried out within the ‘Old House’ property.

Simply, ose any further or additional access or use of the Ingelow House’ security gate’ and the
private £feas

Thank you for your attention.

ROBERT S THOMSON
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PP Number: B ;&ddress: . “ Date of obs -

00/2822 13 Holland Street - 15 Dec 2000
Proposal: Obj No Obj

Internal alterations & the creation of an off-street parking space to J
the rear of the property.

File Number Initial Observations Transportation Officer: | D C Officer:
As above Full Observations v | Steve Lauder KO
Supplementary information:

Comments:

e There is no existing off-street parking at the premises.
o The proposed off-street parking area is of adequate dimensions.

e Access from the public highway to the proposed off-street parking area is over
private land.

Relevant transportation policies: none

Recommendation: no objection

Signedc %M{\%«wé-




ROBERT L ADAMS ARCHITECTS 1 DALLING ROAD

HAMMERSMITIH
LONDON W6 OJD

TELEPHONE
0IB1 563 7191

FAX NUMBER
0181 563 7133

EMAIL
106572120 compuscrve

PP0O02822

The Old House, 241/RLA/B1
Holland Street,

Kensington

LONDON,

W8 4ANA , 27th November 2000

REPORT ON HISTORIC FABRIC

ASSEMENI
GENERAL:

* The Old House, is of mid C18 origins but has been altered from its original form
many times since to suit the many uses the house has had during its life and therefore
many original features have already been lost. The construction of the house is of
brick with timber floors, stairs and roof structure.The roof is of clay tiles, elevations
are of facing brick with stucco facings to basement ground storey. The plan shape is
that of a rough parallelogram.

FRONT FACADE:
* The front of the house retains its original facade except for the roof which has two
mansarded additions either side of the original central dormer window and the
stucco addition to the ground and basement.

REAR FACADE:
* The rear facade is a haphazard composition of windows from all periods of its
history. In its way it is an interesting collection of windows from all periods of
British Architecture from the sashes of the mid C18 to the plate glass picture
window of the 1980's.(See Photograph 1) Some of the fenestration was
predominantly altered in the 1984 refurbishment to give its present form.

ook

* The roof is not the original C18 structure although the form without the mansard
additions it probably follows the original pattern. We would-suggest-that the roof.,
structure was renewed in the 193(’s the timber being square cut and precise (See
Photograph 2). at that time the tiles would have been replaced with new clay tiles to
match the originals (no felt underlay). Internally the roof structure has been altered
several times to make the best use of the attic space and fnost st recently to support
large cold water stordge tanks.

THIRD ELOQOR:
¢ The third floor has nothing particularly historic or remarkable. The doors to_the_
individual rooms. are probably original to the house (See Photograph 3). The
rogmrhesghis-are-exceptionally low. Whilst thejow.ceilings,were.part.of.the.ori
house they have been reduced even further over the"years by ,_ﬂ_'le Saging of the ceﬂmg__

Principal, Robert L. Adams BA{Hons} Oxon, Dip Arch {PCL), RIBA. Senior Architect, Garry E Costin BA{Hons) Thames, Dip Arch(Hons) Thames, RIBA
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and the layers of additional matertial added to make the plaster on the ceilings
secure and by the'Féplacement.ox leveling floors and floor boards.

* There is a built-in-capboard in the rear bedroom that has old doors but we are
assured by the owner that this was added in 1984 the builder cleverly using salvaged
material to give the construction a feeling of age compatible with the house.

SECOND-FLOOR: .

* This Floor has two rooms on the rear.that.retain their-original-shape-and-deéiail. To
the front the arran‘gé—rﬁhwr__ﬁ___rmvgﬂs_hashmalwxed considerably. The
original plan would have had diagonal walls like those on the top floor, ground floor
and basement. One can only assume that thisafrangement is part of past alterations
when bathrooms and plumbing would have been added to the house.

* The presence of two downstand beams within this area also confirm that the area

has been drastically altered from its original foot print (see photograph 4).
* No original cornices or door architraves remain.

FIRST FLOOR:
* No comments have been made because no changes are being proposed.

'GROUND FLOOR:
* No alterations are being proposed to the interior and the exterior comments have
been made in “Rear Facade”

LOWER GROUND FLOOR:

* The existing lower ground floor still maintains its main support walls, all other
internal walls are from a previous alteration when the basement was under seperate
ownership.The alterations proposed are superficial and do not effect the historic
character of the building

GARDEN:

* The present garden is surround on all three sides by brick walls. The high wall to the
east was probable part of the original garden wall the Old House. The wall to the
west is also part of the original house. These walls have been repaired and repointed
as necessary over recent years to maintain their structral integrity.The rear,(south)
wall is of a later date built with the flats developement in the 1950’s and at present
is over grown with ivy.

MITIGATION

FLOOR: ‘

s Alterations to the rear back room and the ajacent two front rooms, to improve the
exceptionally low ceiling heights, form a bedroom shower room suite, and improve
the family bathroom. The work will involve the removal of existing ceiling joists lath

s /ap___Q plaster, insertion of a‘new steel'and:timber:substructuré=ata higher level. “\

S/ including Taising the-heightof the existing stud walis"Removaland replacement of
CWS'tanks,‘the'removal-of'ﬁtfé'd'c_u'_pboard:ﬂle forming of large openings in the \
studwall'partiorissand-the'moving of the dPartition between the front rooms.

'\ . Elements tobe Teserved unaltered; lang m”arcmtra\fe‘s,‘sﬁi@se

-« external fabric and substructure.
~

SECONE), FLOOR: N
* Alteration to existing dressing room and bathroom layout to incoporate new
cifculation along front wall and impeoeved.dressing, room.and bathing facilities.
* As previously stated this area has already been altered and the proposals will not
effect the histgric character of the building further
¢ Elements to be preserved are the original window shutters and shutter boxes.
.




GROUND FLOOR:
* The proposed orangery style extension on top_of the previous 1980’s extension.
against the high-boundary, wall Will'enhance the character of the rear facade.
* The proposals will not see the loss of any hiStoric elements.
* With respectto-its-ferm-and-chotce-of materials—This"as been derived from its
function and location The materials used are all equivalent or replicas of materials
used in the existing building, timber joinery, glass, matching london stock bricks an

lead roof used in the lower ground floo1s. -
-——-—-——"“'-__._"———bﬂ

LOWER GROUND FLOOR:
* The alterations are a consequence of the way in which the present owner wishes to be

able to gain entry to the basement area and also a wish to make bettettise of the

spaceAs meiftioried the proposals are of a supperficial nature but every effort will

be made to be respectful to the original architecturat-characterof the house. )
- o

GARDEN:

* The proposals are to provide off street parking for one vehicle. Thjs can be seen as a
planning gain,remowing-anGther car from allready congested street. The proposals
involve the creation of an opening in the rear (south) wall and the installatiorn of
painted-timber antomatic gates. As fhis wall does not from part of the original house
the proposals are not seen as detrimental to the historic character of the garden
walls.

CONCULSION.
The present arangement of this house is unsuitable and needs to be rationalised and altered
to be more accomodating for living standards today. The alterations proposed are minimal
and do not affect the parts of the building that need to be protected by the Listed Building
Statutes and as with the 1980,s alterations the houses character and age will be enhanced
and complimented by the works. The proposals fall well within the PPG 15 Planning and
the Historic Environment guide lines set out by government.
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ROBERT L ADAMS ARCHITECTS - THE OLD HOUE, HOLLAND STREET, LONDON W8 4NA
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Photo 1.
Rear Elevation.

Photo 2.
Existing Roof Structure
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Photo 3.
Original Door.

Photo 4.
Downstand Beams




MEMORANDUM

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

"My Ref: 'PP/00/02822/KO" "~ ~ * CODE 1D
Room No: :

Date: 12 December 2000

DEVELOPMENT AT:

The Old House, 13 Holland Street, London, W8 4NA

DEVELQOPMENT:

Internal alterations to second and third floor to create en suite bathrooms and dressing rooms to
'adjacent bedrooms, proposed orangery at ground floor level on top of previous extension and
. creation of off—street parking to the rear of the property, all for res:dentlal use. :

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)

4. Town and Country Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas)
Regulations 1990 (applications for Listed building consent)

M.J. French
Executive Director, Planning & Conservation
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RBKC
District Plan Observations
CONSERVATION AND DESIGN

o %@Qjﬁ( Nl a t €1 éa/zo"a,;/f/ﬁb T e

5

>

ol A

Description /¢ W SN mc— ' Code —
oot ol ol ::AAy M

")/4/3,, //x,n_,,{ AWM W.L’:‘
-

fr/ 3/ D IS At o sme  alan .
7”4 . ?/)/ ef’qjﬂ;_ﬁuu‘ég;-

hﬁ%fhx%a/ﬁ?ww%dp&%

ds—-eL—rw.oc
P SN "(7 e .
r./ C~’7’"‘\-Q——r'/ W L/:-_.«-... u. & C.ewt -

/) L@ — b e 7L’£€,G.:,\__ )L'Q_L-,,( _— tL.é.G,,/ é éﬂéﬂ-j Ol
oA

2/ 6‘7 — ?J W;{‘ ;—,mf—t L.,\A(j ""2‘“/\"*7—;/0

d a M‘t.-«/']/‘
fom i Ao e Yoo dle K onop

~

gy Cugf — A, i R00 S Mw@/ﬁ«f'
) éZ‘/{L e Wcud 2y ~eedood A

/"""7"‘:——-»&; 7 /’l‘/@’

zf) ff, — D betifon A ,M,,,"

Q,Q/Dé L J/ ﬂ Cem W c !
W@L@ﬁ” L ﬁ»f el 2 S

/\;/éé_ m.__,ﬂ_—,ti/f{, é—.uﬂ.um»\ C’-’d

Lo oomnd Ll fmka)

Tee— S—¢ /Q_r._,,l Ne@ e &'(.34-1,

@% of ma\kj% ,
> Pﬁ%%&&pﬁ/ {/ﬂ/ Y Lo ,Lu/@:x_/

RBXC-66537

8. lca N |7



Top copy to case file; second retained by Design Officer

RBKC
District Plan Observations
CONSERVATION AND DESIGN

Address Appl. No. LB |CA. g

S

Description Code

0,7 V. Ao W 00 ol ok Jl@fbwa/
Al o7 oA 2 e b rn,
e Z/fwcﬂ,&wp v M /J‘*”//”‘V
;’i/"‘””;ﬁ/ s Lo

/ 74% /—zw.;d M ;Zwﬂz /-aw-_é'dy‘,

4'-—)*“:—‘--.4_./1-—3 / d‘i-_lj > }ﬁ//t

D JL@«/M /A S ¢,_,.7 f
bl o Aflonen e i,
A ey Y

e E L O T Sl

/4
J /45

e A
e MLQWW‘

RBKC-66537



RBKC ARBORICULTURAL OBSERVATIONS

Address Application No. DC Officer Date of Obs
The Old House, 13 Holland LB/00/2823 K. O. 21/2/01

Street, W8

Development Obj. No Obj.
installation of gates, parking area

Status of Tree(s):

C.A., No.(if any) T.P.O. No. & Details (if any) Tree Work Applications

yes

no

Comments :

Drawing No.P007 ‘Proposed off street parking’ shows the presence of two gate pillars
and an area marked ‘gravel parking space’.

-

. The left hand gate pillar is positioned within 700mm of a mature ornamental crab
" apple. No foundation details for the gravel parking area have been supplied. I am
concerned the proposed development may harm two mature ornamental apple trees.
These trees are of amenity value and provide the garden with privacy from being
overlooked by Inglelow House. The owner values the trees highly and does not want
them harmed by the development.

Normally for trees of this age and size [ would recommend that no excavations or
alterations to the soil level would be permitted within 4 metres of the base of the
trunk. However, in the context of the application it may be worth considering ways of
providing an area of hard standing less than 4 metres from trees which is designed and
constructed in a way which does not cause harm to the trees. Such surfaces would
normally have to be laid onto the existing surface and be of a porous construction to
permit the passage of air and water.

The proposals as they stand in my view may result in the loss of two trees of amenity
value which is contrary to UDP policy CD72 and CD52.

I therefore recommend that the applicant provides details of the type and method of
construction for the area of hard standing which complies with the requirements of
BS5837 Guide for trees in relation to contraction. Particular attention should be paid
to chapter 1.

The position of the gate pillar in relation to the apple should be determined by hand
digging a trial pit not less than 1 metre from the base of the trunk. Should any roots of
a diameter greater than 25mm be encountered within the trial pit I would recommend
that the location of the gate pillar be located further from the base of the tree in ground
where either no roots or roots of a diameter less than 25mm are found.

Signed: K% Date : 22-2 Ol
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Cate Orme, vE3] 10 Rec|are | TIT| Seg |FEES Job 241/R/B1
Planning Department,
The Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea,
The Town Hall,
Hornton Street, Yo
London, OO Ay e
W8 7NIX. NOE P 5th March 2001
Lp.:_ . A::ud
Dear Cate, CFRICE PUEASE

The Old House, Holland Street, Kensington, London, W8 4NA

Please find enclosed 4 copies of drawings 241/F01A, P04B,P0O5B and P06B to be
substituted for the drawings originally submitted. They have been revised to take into
account the details discussed at our site meeting.

We note that we have not included Mrs Benesh’s comments on the enclosed drawings w1th
regard to the retention of the wall between the front and back room on the third floor. The
client feels strongly that the widest opening possible should be made. We draw your
attention to the clients statement enclosed with the first application with regard to making
the space suitable for her son who is 6’ 4" tall. We also remind you of the Central
governments own planmng guidelines laid out in PPG15 * Planning and the Historic
Environment’ state that "While conservation (whether by preservation or enhancement) of
their character or appearance must be a major consideration, this cannot realistically take
the form of preventing all new development; the emphasis will generally need to be on
controlled and positive management of change. Policies will need to be designed to allow
the area to remain alive and prosperous, and to avoid unnecessarily detailed controls over
‘businesses and householders,..." . This proposal does not have any impact on anyone other
than the current and future user of these spaces.

We have also carried out further investigation of the attic with a builder in attendance. I
enclose photographic(20 Photographs) record of that investigation. There was no need to
cut through the ceiling to examine its construction because it can be clearly seen from above
albeit in a severely restricted location. The investigation proved the following;

1) The ceiling in the rear bedroom bathroom and front third floor bedrooms where the
alterations are proposed is predominantly modern plaster board. There are some remnants
.of a lath and plaster ceiling, mainly along the wall to the staircase, and some other evidence
of another EML reinforced ceiling construction in localised areas only.

2) The overall A frame structure of the roof is 20th century (machine sawn cut SW timber)
although not recent enough to benefit from the inclusion of felt under the roofing battens.
When this work was carried out 3/4 pieces of timber from an earlier period must have been
salvaged and reused for ceiling joists. They are definitely not in their original position
because they are attached at both ends to newer structure. If the conservation officer wishes
to retain these timbers in the building they could be salvaged again and reused as some of
the new ceiling joists at the new. raised ceiling level. -

3) The roof structure has had several relatively recent additions to strengthen it to support

the weight of the cold water storage tanks and to form the dormer constructions to the front.

Principal, Robert L. Adams BA{Hons) Oxon, Dip Arch (PCL), RIBA. Senior Architect, Garry E Costin BA(Hons) Thames, Dip Arch{Hons) Thames, RIBA



Conclusion

There are no major elements of historic fabric in the attic roof construction where the works
is proposed and therefore no reason to suggest that the application should not be approved
as indicated on the submitted drawings.

If you have any further comments on this application please do not hesitate to contact us,

otherwise please could you inform us of when the application will go to committee or when
a decision could be made.

Yours sincerely, q N

ROBERT L ADAMS N’ .

—_—

enc

c¢  Mr and Mrs R Briance.
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THE OLD HOUSE, Holland Street, London W8 4NA \6
020 7937 2113 Fax. 020 7938 4164

Ms Cate Orme
Planning Department

Royal Borough of Kensington & —
o Dorough &on IRECEIVED BY AIANNING SERVICES

EX
Hornton Street piR [HOCE N | &f | sw | se |enr A%OK

London W8 7NX
15 Wk 2001 74 ¢

12 March 2001

s:2sl o IR Fwo | con |
BC ARG | bl | Bea fFEES

Dear Ms. Orme,

The Old House Holland Street

I understand that our architect Robert Adams has submitted to the Planning Department
teplacement plans which have becn altered to take into account the comments and requests of Mrs
Benesh. As our objective is to enhance and guard the historic value of the house, I found I agreed
with a number of her requests and was willing to agree to the others with one exception. Mrs
Benesh’s request that we not remove the short attic wall between the existing bathroom and the tiny
attic garden side bedroom defeats the purpose of raising the ceiling to accommodate my 6 ‘4 “ son.

We believe strongly that making this. minot alteration in no way compronuses the integriry of this
Georgian house. The entrances to the original rooms, the door heights, and all the other four small
rooms have been restored and enhanced. When one steps onto this top floor attic landing the
atmosphere is that of low ceilings, small rooms, no modern overhead downlighters, all windows fully
restored 1o their casement origins. The alteration effects less than one quarter of one floor of 4 five
storey house. Even after the wall is removed it will be perfecty clear where the original wall would
have been because we must leave part of the wall which forms the entrance to the room.

In tetms of the architectural histeric significance of our proposal, a small adaptation of this kind to.
tmy mind only enhances the story of The Old House. If one were an architectural historian 100 years
from now, it would be extremely interesting to see how much bigger people were in 2001 than in
1760, so much so that a family had to go to the expense and trouble of raising a ceiling and
expanding a reom to allow for sons who were both 6'4” tall.

When consideting our request to remove this wall, L hope the planners will look at the big picture of
the massive reseoration we have undertaken bonging The Old House back to its original saarure. If
one looks at all the decisions we have raken voluntarily (lighting, wood restorarion, original
brickwork restoration, flooring), ¢ne can see that we support and pursue the same objectives as those
of the Conservation associations, '

Bur I think our request is a perfect example of a situation covered in planning guidehines (PPG15)
which states “Policies will need to be designed to allow the area to remain alive and prosperous and
to avoid unnecessarily detailed controls over businesses and householder...” For The Old House to
remain alive as 2 family house for us with our four children, we must be allowed to accommodare at
least one tall cluld on the top floor. It would not be better for the house for us to turn the natural
library or partition off the drawing room to make a bedroom.

Thank you for considering our perspective.

Yours sincerely, ' a/% / ;

Lucille Briance
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Subj:  Re: The Old House - urgent

Date: 20/03/01 16:13:55 GMT Standard Time (ﬂ(
From: fa@robertladams.com (Robert L Adams)

To: Lzbriance@aol.com M )

Dear Lucille

We have spoken to the “tree man" he does not need a drawing necessarily, his W WW
only interest is the protection of the tree roots which is shown on the

submitted drawings. The matter can easily be dealt with by adding a

condition to the approval notice. We have been trying to contact the case
officer Cate Orme for three days (she is not returning our calls) to confirm A7 M W

that she can da it this way.

Yours Gary . szzz( }6/06(/[’(
ROBERTL ADAMS ARCHITECTS

1 Dalling Road, ‘ %‘e OM-
London, W M

United Kingdom

W6 0JD (m’

telephone 020 8563 7191 ﬂb\ a M

Fax 020 8563 7133

Web Site www.robertladams.com - W (7 /Ifl LN 3 .

~—————— Headers

Retumn-Path: <da@robertladams.com> : '
Received: from ry-yd01.mx.aol.com (rly-yd01.mail.aol.com [172.18.150.1]) by air-yd04.mail.acl.com (v77_r1.21) with
ESMTP: Tue, 20 Mar 2001 11:13:55 -0500
Received: from mail4.swvr.pol.co.uk (maild.sw.pol.co.uk {195.92.193.211]) by rly-yd01.mx.aol.com (v77_r1.21) with ESMTP;
Tue, 20 Mar 2001 11:13:40 1900
Received: from modem-62.atanatar.dialup.po!.co.uk ([62.138.130.621) -
by mail4.swr.pol.co.uk with esmtp (Exim 3.13 #0) —
id 14f0I0-0002h5-00 ‘_/ ct v
for Lzbriance@aol.com; Tue, 20 Mar 2001 16:13:38 +0000 ~
XMailer: Microsoft Outlook Express Macintosh Edition - 4.5 (0410) - 6: ?é ‘7 /_53-,5 !
Date: Tue, 20 Mar 2001 15:56:38 +0800 0 )—U
Subject: Re: The Old House - urgent
From: "Robert L. Adams" <ra@robertladams.com>
To: Lzbriance@aol.com
Mime-version: 1.0
X-Priority: 3
Conteni-type: iexi/plain; charset="UJs-ASCH"
“Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit
Message-d: <E14f010-0002h5-00.2001-03-20-16-13-39@mail4.sw.pol.co.uk>
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s FANNING SERVICES
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21 March 2001 AOL: Lzbriznce Page: 1
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PLANNING AND CONSERVATION THE ROYAL

THE TOWN HALL HORNTON STREET LONDON W8 7NX BOROUGH OF

Executive Director M ) FRENCH FRICS Dip TP MRTPI Cent TS

Mr. R. L. Adams, Switchboard:  0207-937 5464
Robert L Adams Architects, o Extension: %gg% 3612771
: Direct Line: -
1 Dalling R.Oad’ Facsimile: 0207-361 3463
Hammersmith, Web:
eb: www.rbkc.gov.uk

London, KENSINGTON
W6 0JD.

19 April 2001 AND CHELSEA
My rc{'ereml:c: DPS/DCC/KQ/PP Your reference: Please ask for: Ms. K. Orme

/00/2822/2823

Dear Sir,

Town énd Country Planning Act 1990

The Old House, 13 Holland Street, W8.

Following the visit to the above property by my colleagues Mr. McDonald and Ms. Benes on 18"
April, 2001, I would comment as follows:

I am afraid that the proposed raising of the ceiling on the third floor level is not considered to be
acceptable. This is due to the structural implications with resultant reconstruction of the ceiling joists in
this part of the third floor, coupled with the impact on the original hierarchy of headrooms at different
floor levels of this eighteenth century property.

I am of the view that the partial removal of the wall between the rear bedroom and the middle bathroom
may be acceptable, subject to detail. However, I am afraid that the proposed new wall against the
chimney breast in the front room and the associated removal of the late nineteenth century/early
twentieth century fireplace is not welcome and should be deleted from the proposal.

I would advise that the general design of the proposed rear extension is now considered to be
acceptable, however the glazing bars to the windows and doors should be more slender in order to

respect the detailing of the parent building.

May | remind you that this advice is expressed as a matter of opinion only. The final decision rests with
the Members of the Planning Services Committee.

Yours faithfully,

P. Kelsey!
Area Planning Officer for the
Executive Director, Planning and Conservation.

THE ROYAL BORQUGH - CELEBRATING 100 YEARS OF SERVICE SINCE THE GRANT OF ITS ROYAL CHARTER

1901-2001

<



ROBERT L ADAMS ARCHITECTS 1 ROAD
HAMMERSMITH
LONDON W6 QI

TELEPNONE
020 ¥583 Ti91

FAX NUMBER
020 8363 7133

EMAIL
rob @ robertladams.cam

DATE 6th June 2001 TIME 2.50 pm PAGES 4
FAX SHEET

TO.Cate Orme FAX NUMBER...020 7361 3463.......
OF.Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea JOBNUMBER.... 241.................

REFERENCE..Old House Holland Street Kensington London W8 4NA
REMARKS.

Céte

Further to our telephoné conversation with respect to the proposed window in the flank wall of the
above property we now enclose photographic material showing that there are existing windows in the

wall at lower and ground floor level.
It would be our ¢clients intention to form a window ,similar to the existing at first floor level in the en suute

bathroom. Pleasa could we have your thoughts on the above proposal.

Regards GARRY E. COSTIN

RBK. &C, |
TOWN PLANNING

- b JUN 2001

| RECEIVED

FROM ....ROBERT L ADAMS ARCHITECTS

IN CASE OF TRANSMISSION ERRORS PLEASE CALL 020 8563 7191
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THE OLD HQUSE
Holland Street, London W8 4N A

 BY” NNING SERVICES
Robert Adams RECEIVED BY M A0
Garry Costin S |Hoc] ~ | ¢ | sw | s | ENF | ack
1 Dalling Road - -
London W6 0JD 2 JUN 2001 Gos
10 June 2001 sassl o | reEs | ARB ’;VES ggg FEES

Dear Robert and Garry,

As we have not heard back from you about the revised plans, we assume no progress has
been made. I hope you are not waiting to submit the revised plans to hear Mrs Benesh’s
views as to the possibility of a small window in the flank wall,

If you have not already submitted the revised plans, please will you do so immediately.
In addition to the plans which incorporate the various changes requested by Mrs Benesh
(not showing any window in the flank wall at second floor level), can you include a flank
wall elevation showing a window exactly replicating the one at ground floor level the was
approved when we first restored the Old Flouse.

Please can you help us by injecting some kind of urgency into these proceedings that are
dragging out far too long.

Yours sincerely,

Lucille Briance

/5 Cate Orme | Wc@ DPS/D@@/KO /FP/ Qo/ggzz/

H_elen Benesh ) -
2.82¢



THE OLD HOUSE
Holland Street, London W8 4N A

RECEIVE
'?x D BY PLANNING
pIg fHOCY N c

SERVICES

Robert Adams

Garry Costin Swl 58 ene [ A0
1 Dalling Road i _ “J AcK
London W6 0JD 12 JUN 2001

10 June 2001

Dear Robert and Garry,

As we have not heard back from you about the revised plans, we assume no progress has
been made. I hope you are not waiting to submit the revised plans to hear Mrs Benesh’s
views as to the possibility of 2 small window in the flank wall.

If you have not already submitted the revised plans, please will you do so immediately.
In addition to the plans which incorporate the various changes requested by Mrs Benesh
(not showing any window in the flank wall at second floor level), can you include a flank
wall elevation showing a window exactly replicating the one at ground floor level the was
approved when we first restored the Old House.

Please can you help us by injecting some kind of urgency into these proceedings that are
dragging out far too long.

Yours sincerely,

Lucille Briance

~d

cc, Cate Orme
Helen Benesh
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ROBERT L ADAMS ARCHITE

! DALLING ROAD \/ ‘
HAMMERSMITH (

NNING SER\HC LONDON W6 0jD
REGENED BY"MASW SE | ENF AQ TELEPP@@HU Ao oy
Elﬁ HoC] N ,c 020 sse!i’c;u . ?Q;
: r
"! L] i Uﬂ\ ::::s::g‘ff?-‘v- ' '-a..n\DE-
EEBBE r"bha ] E MAIL & WEBSITE
ARB FwD OON FEEB‘J r'la'@robntl;d:mt.com
m 0] REC PLN DEs www.robertladams.com
Cate Orme, Job 241 /GEC/B1
Planning Department,
The Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea,
The Town Hall,
Hornton Street,
London,
W8 7NX. 12th June 2001
Dear Cate,

The Old House, Holland Street, Kensington, London, W8 4NA

Please find enclosed 4 copies of drawings 241/F001B,P004B,P005C,P006C and P007C to
be substituted for the drawings originally submitted. They have been revised to take into
account the comments made in your letter of 19th April 2001 and the various telephone
conversations between you and our office.

Please note that the alterations to the ceiling of the top floor have been omitted from the
works and the existing fire surround has been retained as requested in your letter dated 19th
April 2001. Due to this omission of the works. to_the top floor our client has requested an
amendment to the bathroom layout on the first floor ,this can be seen on drawing number
241/P005C and P007C. — s

If you have any further comments on this application please do not hesitate to contact us,
otherwise please could you inform us of when the application will go to committee or when
a decision could be made.

Yours sincerely,
GARRY E. COSTIN. : . s
COPY OF PLANS
TO INFORMATION
enc OFFICE PLEASE

c¢  Mrand Mrs R Briance. ﬂ{/y_w Tﬁ&—_ W@L, m

' oﬁel/é

Principal, Robert L. Adams BA{Hons} Oxon, Dip Arch{PCL), RIBA. Senior Architect, Garry E Costin BA{Hons) Thames, Dip Arch(Hons) Thames, RIBA



DALLING ROAD
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TELEPHONE
020 8563 7191

Slit !HDC Nl c Iswlselene] 2 7 020 8563 7133
L S E MAIL & WEBSITE
rla@robertladams.com
’ g 5 JUN 2001 @7 www.robertladams.com
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Helen Benesh, Job 241/GEC/B1
Planning Department,

The Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea,

The Town Hall,

Hornton Street,

London,

W8 7NX. 22nd June 2001

Dear Helen,
The Old House, Holland Street, Kensington, London, W8 4NA

Further to our telephone conversation Friday 22nd June 2001 with respect to the
discrepancies on the drawings previously issued to you on the 12th June 2001. We now
enclose 4 copies each of drawing number 241/P04 rev C and P07 rev D to be substituted for
the drawings originally submitted.

Yours sincerely,

enc

Principal, Robert L. Adams BA{Hons) Oxon. Dip Arch{PCL), RIBA. Senior Archilect, Garry E Costin BA{Hons) Thames, Dip Arch{Hons) Thames, RIBA



RBKC
CONSERVATION & DESIGN

GRADE Il LISTED BUILDINGS
FORMAL OBSERVATIONS

Address: The Old House, 13 Holland Street, W8

Description: Internal alterations at the basement, 2™ and 3™ floor levels, rear ground floor
orangery extension, new window to side wall and creation of off-street parking to rear of

property
Application No: 00/2823 DC Case Officer: KO

Drawing Nos: 241/F001B, F002, CD Case Officer: HB
F003, PO04C, P00SC, PO06C,
POO7D

Date: 27" June 2001

Grant/Refuse: Grant

Formal Observations:

It is proposed to carry out internal alterations at the basement level, the second floor level
and at the attic level of this mid-18™ century property. The basement works are very minor
and are concentrated around the front basement area. Their details are being controlled by
conditions. The alterations to the front half of the second floor level are more extensive
providing bathroom and dressing rooms to the bedrooms in the rear part. This level has been
substantially altered in the past and the alterations will not harm the surviving historic
character of the property. At the third floor level following revisions requested by the Council
officers only minor alterations are to be carried out to the planform in the front western half
of this attic level. All the surviving internal decorative details are being retained.

Externally it 1s proposed to erect an orangery style extension at the rear ground floor level. It
is also proposed to create an off-street parking space in the rearmost part of the property's
large garden. This would be screened by planting. A traditional set of vehicular gates is to be
inserted in the rear boundary wall. -

The proposals will preserve the surviving special architectural and historic interest of this
listed property.

Conditions:

C205

€206

€208 in respect of:



- the elevations of the proposed new doors to the front basement area
- elevational details of the proposed flue extract in the front basement area

Alsothe following specific conditions:
Any new approved partitions will be of lightweight construction and easily removable

The new windows and external doors will be single glazed and vgithout trickle vents.

Signed: %% W Date: = 7/[ e/

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Approved: ..... & V“Mj ”/LC ‘Q"P"VL‘( .......... Date: Wé/dl ..... |

Other Notes:




18 ingelow house, kensington church walk, london w8 gnf

tel 020 7937 6771 / fax 020 7938 3859
e-mail mburley@btinternet.com / mobile o7770 270003

16th January 2001 f A

The Director mvmmmgﬂwcdi

The Royal Borough of Kensington & Chelsea EX Tuoo| w

Planni yaét Conggrvati()n Dell;saf'tment ?— f I R
Town / '
Hornton Street 18 JAN 2001

London W8 sINX

For the attention of: Ms Orme S) 10 |Rec | ang [FWO100n fee e

PLN { DES

Dear Sirs

ALTERATIONS TO REAR OF EXISTING BUILDING AND CREATION
OF OFF STREET PARKING
The Old House, No. 13 Holland Street, Lg ... i h W8 4NA

Application Ref. DBS/DCC/PP/00/282

I write in reference to the above proposed development of which I was notified by the
Royal Borough of Kensington & Ehelsea as an interested third party (letter dated 12
December 2000). Following my earlier discussion with the case officer prior to the
Christmas break I write to register my formal objection to the proposal. My reasons for
objecting are set out below. .

Impact upon the Conservation Area: Proposed Car Parking

I understand that the above property is located within the Kensington Conservation
Area. From inspection of the current Unitary Development Plan %:dopted 28 August
1995) and the emerging Local Plan (Public Inquiry version) the Council considers that
the Sf)ecial character of conservation area's should be protected and that all new
development should contribute to the enhancement of Kensington & Chelsea's
environmental quality.

In line with Policy CD46, the Council will resist off street parking in gardens if the
proposal will result in the loss of any trees or amenity value. Planning permission is also
unlikely to be granted where the proposal would result in the demolition or removal of a
garden wall (or lead to an unsightly breach in it). This is the case for this particular
development proposal and on these very grounds alone, I consider that the scheme
ought to be refused.

In my view, I do not consider that the introduction of a parking area to the rear of the
existing garden will preserve the character and appearance of this part of the
Conservation Area &oli STRAT 5). In addition, through Policy CD21 the Council
seeks to resist the loss o?;-:xisting public and private open space which makes, or is
capable of making, a contribution to an area's character or appearance. This space is
immediately visible from the rear of Ingelow House and other surrounding properties.
It is my view that the introduction of hardscaping to the rear of this private garden, with
the unavoidable loss of trees and vegetation, would significantly reduce the visual quality



of this area. The garden space constitutes an oasis of greenery within an area of hard-
standing, vehicular access and garage space and further incursion would be to the overall
detriment of this area.

Further control is achieved by Policy CD27 (adopted and emerging) which seeks to
resist the development of baclc-langysites if there would be inadequate vehicular access,
the amenity of adjoining properties will be adversely affected and/or the character of the
area would be harmed. It is my view that facilitating further vehicular access through the
existing access route and the fact that vehicles would need to undertake a complicated
turn into the proposed parking space could, potentially hinder existing residents in
being able to access the existing garages in a reasonable and efficient way.

blzlpact on the Conservation Area: Introduction of Orangery to rear of existing
ilding

From my inteax]'gretation of the Local Plan (adopted 28 August 1995) the Council are
prepared to take a strong stance against proposals for rear extensions. This is
particularly where the building concerned is of architectural merit and has had little
alteration to its existing facade. Similarly, rear extensions will not be acceptable where
the extension would impact upon the sense of the garden’s openness, particularly when
viewed from surrounding properties. This is entrenched within Policy CD41. I note
that conservatories ma;%)e acceptable where the design involves a small garden level
extension. In this instance however, the property has already undergone a basement
level extension. The new orangery is designed to sit on this existing extension adding
further bulk to the facade. Whilst the principle of a low level extension has been
accepted in the past I consider that this would mark the limits of the extension potential
at the rear of this property. Further cumulative extensions, even in the form of a
conservatory, would be, in my view, an unacceptable degree of clutter. It should be
noted that this is a relatively untouched period property. '

In assessing the acceptability of this proposal against the criteria set out in policy CD41,
I would argue that the extension would spoil the character of this part of the
Conservation Area (and the building concerned). The extension would rise above the
general height of typical extensions elsewhere in the Borough and to this extent, the
extension would spoil the visual aﬁpearance of this property. Specifically, the detailed
design of the addition including the location and its general proportions would not be in
character with the existing bm.deg Finally, in line with Policy CD42 (adopted and
{)roposed), the Council seek to resist proposals for conservatory development if they are
ocated significantly above garden level and where it would increase the overlooking of
neighbouring properties and gardens. In my view, this is clearly the case.

Conclusions

I would respectfully request that the development groposals be refused planning
permission for the reasons set out above. I will be delighted to meet with you on site and
discuss the proposals in greater detail and demonstrate my concerns in terms of the
clear detrimental impact that the development will have on the immediate local
surroundings.

Yours sincerely

e

MARTIN BURLEY




Q@ €<
& o

25 Ingelow House

- Holland Street
London W8 4NF
ICES
Mr M J French ‘RECEWED BY P'rANN‘NG SE::: A0
. w | SE ACK
Executive Director, Planning and Conservatidsiz |"0C] N 1 °
Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea
The Town Hall 2.2 JAN 2001
Hornton Street
London W8 7NX T T F,}”LR %%2 —
16 January 2001

Your ref: DPS/DCC/PP/00/02822/KO

Subject: Planning application at the Old House, 13 Holland Street, W8

Dear Mr French

[ refer to your letter of 12 December 2000 concerning the above-mentioned
planning application, in particular the proposal to create off-street parking to the rear of
no. 13 Holland Street. 1 write as the owner (long-term leaseholder) of Flat 25 Ingelow
House, which looks out over the garden of no. 13 Holland Street, and the lessee and user
(for the last 15 years) of Ingelow House Garage no 12.

While I can understand the wish of the owners of no. 13 Holland Street to create a
parking space in their garden (which 1 am understandably not really in favour of, as I
would prefer to continue to look out over grass and trees than a paved parking area), I
would ask you when you consider the application to look carefully into the need not to
impede access to and from the existing Ingelow House garages. In practice, this means
(a) that the entry gate into the proposed parking area in the garden of no 13 Holland
Street should open into the garden (not out into the access area) - or be of the lateraily-
sliding or up-and-over type, and (b) that no obstacle should be placed in the way of
allowing access to the new parking - presumably via Gregory Place? - with minimum
disruption to existing residents of Ingelow House and existing users of the Ingelow
House garages. You will appreciate that my own life has already been made much more
difficult by the Council's approval two years ago (in spite of my written objection) of the
scheme to move the wall opposite my garage no. 12 nearer the front of the garages -
thereby reducing the space to manoeuvre a car and making it extremely difficult to get in
and out of the garage. [ hope you will be able to give me an assurance that if the present
proposal to aliow parking in the Old House garden is approved, this will have no impact
which could further impede my access to garage no. 12,
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I would be grateful if you would bring these points to the attention of the Planning
Committee when the application referred to above is considered. Many thanks.

Yours sincerely

TU Loaed,

Justin Loasby
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The 0ld House, Holland Street

With regard to the planning application to build an orangery on top of the
existing outbuilding, and tc build a parking area in the garden with access
from the garage area of Ingelow House my objections are as follows:.

The crangery

Planning permission was granted previously for the raised patio area on
which the orangery is now planned to be built: could this building be an
extension to the living area by another name? This house is situated in a
conservation are of considerable beauty which surely means that it cannot
be changed or extended.

The hardstanding

Access to the hardstandinqg will be via the driveway of Ingelow House, and
the entrance will be opposite our garages, which are in constant use.
Could this rear entrance to the house come in time to be used as its own
driveway, and tradesman’s entrance, with delivery vans coming and going;
for delivering and collecting people, and for people arriving at and
leaving parties? this is a very credible scenario and one that could only
be controlled b; having the gate monitored constantly, which would be ;n
impessibility.

Aesthetically, I consider parking a car if\ this unusual walled garden to be
a sacrilege, quite apart from the fact that it should be preserved in this
conservation area. The end wall which would be knocked down/damaged is
almost a work of art in itself and so old: overhung by creepers and trees

which blossom profusely each year.

Yours sincerely,



ROBERT L ADAMS %RCHITECTS
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Cate Orme,
Planning Department,

o

The Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea,

The Town Hall,
Homton Street,
London,

W8 7NX.

Dear Cate,

The Old House, Holland Street, Kensington, London, W8 4NA

3 d{/&?ﬁ(\

I DALLING ROAD
HAMMERSMITH
LONDON W6 OfD

TELEFHONE
0181 563 7151

FAX NUMBER
0181 563 7133

EMAIL
[06572.120@compuscrve

Job 241/R/B1

24th January 2001

At our meeting at the above property we were upset by the suggestion of Mrs Benesh that
we were not listening to her good advice. That is not our way nor our intention. There are
whole range of influences, constraints and responsibilities that we have as Architects in

designing buildings, that conservation officers do not have to consider.

These include;

*Qur clients(often more than one for each project), tastes and whims.

e Instructions /brief,
*Building control,
*Buildability,

*Longevity of construction,
»Serviceability,

*Security,

*Budget/Cost,

If at any stage we put on paper something that is opposite to what Mrs Benesh has
suggested or we propose an alternative to Mrs Benesh’s own thoughts it is because one or
more of those ‘influences, constraints and responsibilities’ and independent expert advice,
support an alternative that out weighs Mrs Benesh’s contribution. It is our professional
judgment in the knowledge of the whole picture including Mrs Benesh'’s opinion/advice
which steers us to what we consider as the best answer in the circumstances. If Mrs Benesh
wishes us to be considerate of her own role and advice as the the Councils Conservation
Officer we expect due consideration and appreciation of our role as the Architect.

In the case of this building it is not a complete period piece its charm and character are
enhanced by the fact that it has evidence throughout of the changing requirements of the
occupants including the introduction of bathrooms, plumbing electricity, changes in
daylighting requirements, Changes in fenestration fashions, home catering, staffing, roof
shape and finishes. Our current intervention will become another point of character in the
rich history of this building. Over time [ am sure the building will be altered again, to suit its
purpose and the needs of the next generation with their own priorities. With specific
reference to the low ceilings of the top floor we note that our generation are generally much

Principal, Robert L. Adams BA{Hons) Oxon, Dip Arch {PCL), RIBA. Senior Architect, Garry E Costin BA(Hens) Thames, Dip Arch{Hons) Thames, RIBA



taller than the last or those of the 18th Century. It is our clients fundamental desire to alter
the ceiling heights to enable those living in the bedroom to get out of bed and stand up
without the need to bow their heads. There is minimal historic fabric to be changed. The
historical fact that the ceiling height in two rooms was changed in 2001 will be recorded for
posterity in the planning file and building records and also in the other rooms on the top
floor that will retain the low ceiling.

Yours sincerely,

A -

ROBERT L ADAMS

c¢  Mrand Mrs R Briance.
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RBKC ARBORICULTURAL OBSERVATIONS

Address Application No. DC Officer Date of Obs
The Old House, 13 Holland LB/00/2823 K. O. 10/7/01

Street, W8

Development Obj. No Obj.
Installation of gates, parking area

Status of Tree(s):

C.A. No.(if any) T.P.O. No. & Details (if any) Tree Work Applications

yes

no

Comments :

Drawing No.P007 ‘Proposed off street parkmg shows the presence of two gate pillars
and an area marked ‘gravel parking space’.

The proposals appear to be satisfactory and if carried out carefully the two apple trees
should not be adversely harmed. However, I think it would be prudent to place the

following conditions on planning permission should it be granted.

C22, C23 for reason R20

Signed: /%% Date: tol 7o)




PLp¥NING AND CONSERVATION THE ROYAL

THE TOWN HALL HORNTON STREET LONDON W8 7NX BOROUGH OF

Executive Director M J FRENCH FRICS Dip TP MRTP] Cert TS

Dr. Greta Amott, Switchboard:  0207-937 5464
16 Ingelow House, E"“’“Si"“: (2);8_} 3612771
irect Line: -
E"”;‘“d Street, Facsimie:  0207-361 3463
ondon, ‘ Web: www.rbke.gov.uk
W8 4NE. KENSINGTON
17 July 2001 AND CHELSEA
My reference: DPS/DCC/KO/PP vour reference: Please ask for: M. K. Orme
/01/2822
Dear Madam,

Town and Country Planning Act 1990

The Old House, 13 Holland Street, W8.

Further to your letter dated 5™ January, 2001, T write to inform you that the above applications for
planning permission and listed building consent will be submitted to the Planning Services Committee
on 24™ July, 2001, with a recommendation for approval. I can confirm that your concerns will be fully
reported to the Committee.

Yours faithfully,

P. Kelsgy,
Area Planning Officer for the
Executive Director, Planning and Conservation.

THE ROYAL BOROUGH - CELEBRATING 100 YEARS OF SERVICE SINCE THE GRANT OF ITS ROYAL CHARTER

1901-2001 L



PLANNING AND CONSERVATION  THE ROYAL

. \_.. THE TOWN HALL HORNTON STREET LONDON W8 7NX BOROUGH OF

Executive Director M J FRENCH FRICS Dip TP MRTPI Cen TS

Switchboard: 020-7937-5464

The Occupier Extension:  2079/2080
11 Holland Street, Direct Line:  20-7361- 2079/2080
London KENSINGTON
W11 4NA Facsimile:  g20.7361- 3643 AND CHELSEA
Date: 12 December 2000__
My reference: Your reference: Please ask for: _
My Ref: DPS/DCC/PP/00/02822/KO Planning Information Office

Dear Sir/Madam,

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 19%0

Proposed development at: The Old House, 13 Holland Street, London, W8 4NA

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 Commuttee, in considering the proposal, welcomes comments either for or against
the scheme. Anyone who wishes to make representations about the application should write to the
Council at the above address within 21 days of the date of this letter. Unfortunately, the Council does
not have the resources to advise objectors of the Committee date, and you should telephone for further
information.

Proposal for which permission is sought

Internal alterations to second and third floor to create en suite bathrooms and dressing
rooms to adjacent bedrooms, proposed orangery at ground floor level on top of
previous extension and creation of off-street parking to the rear of the property, all for
residential use,

Applicant Mr. & Mrs. Briance, The Old House, Holland Street, London, W8 4NA
Yours faithfully,

M. J. FRENCH

Executive Director, Planning and Conservation



WHAT MATTERS CAN BE TAKEN INTO ACCOUNT _

When dealing with a planning application the Council has to consider the policies of the Borough' Plan, known as

the Unitary Development Plan, and any other material considerations. The most common_ of these lnclude {not -,
necessarily in order of imporrance): AT o ‘f

. The scale and appearance of the proposal and im[i)'zic';t Upon’ th’c‘éd'rr‘dun‘d-ih'g'r;rezi bf"é"dljbinir';'g :ﬁciéh'béurs;
. 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 raffic, access, and parking;

. Amenity issues such as loss of Sunlight or daylight, Overlooking and loss of privacy,
Noise and disturbance resulting from-a 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

conrrolled by Planning Legislation. These include (again not in any order of importance):

. Loss of property value;

. Private issues between neighbours such as land covenants, party walls, 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 you should contact them direcr);
. Smells (Also covered by Environmental Services);
. Competition between firms;
. Structural and fire precaution concerns; (These are Building Control matters).

WHAT HAPPENS TO YOUR LETTER

Planning applications where objections have been received are presented to the Planning Services Commirttee which

is made up of elected Ward Counciltors. Planning Officers write a report to the Committee with a recommendation
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 Committee 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 theapplication can be seen at the Planning Information Office, 3rd floor, Town Hall, Hornton Street
W.8. It is open from 9am to 4.45pm Mondays to Thursdays (4pm Fridays). A Planning Officer will always be there
to assist you.

_ In addition, copies of applications in the Chelsea Area (SW1, SW3, SW/10) 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 with the plans. Please
contact the Planning Department and ask to speak to the Case Officer for the application.

PLEASE QUOTE THE APPLICATION REFERENCE NUMBER ON YOUR REPLY
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ROBERT L ADAMS ARCHITECTS - THE OLD HOUE, HOLLAND STREET, LONDON W8 4NA

Photo 1.
Rear Elevation.

Photo 2.
Existing Roof Structure



