PLANNING SERVICES APPLICATION

CONSULTATION SHEET

APPLICANT:

Mr. D. W.R. Booth
28 Cowley Road,
Uxbridge,

Middx.

UBS 2LT

>

APPLICATION NO: LB/00/02821
APPLICATION DATED: 05/12/2000 DATE ACKNOWLEDGED: 8 December 2000

APPLICATION COMPLETE: 08/12/2000 DATE TO BE DECIDED BY: 2/02/2001

SITE: 52 Sydney Street, London, SW3 6PS
PROPOSAL: Double doors to rear boundary wall.
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ADJOINING OWNERS CONSULTED LB/00/02821

1. The Occupier
File Copy

file

file

2. The Occupier
53 Bury Walk,
London

SW3 6QH

3. The Occupier
55 Bury Walk,
London

SW3 6QH

4. The Occupier
48 Sydney Street,
London

SW3 6PS

5. The Occupier

1st/2nd Floor Flat,
48 Sydney Street,
London SW3 6PS

6. The Occupier
Ground Floor Flat,
48 Sydney Street,
London SW3 6PS

8. The Occupier
52 Sydney Street,
London

SW3 6PS

9. The Occupier

Basement Flat,

52 Sydney Street,
London SW3 6P§

10. The Occupier
54 Sydney Street,
London

SW3 6PS

NUMBER SENT OUT 20




11. The Occupier
56 Sydney Street,
London

SW3 6PS

12. The Occupier
1st/2nd Floor Flat,
56 Sydney Street,

London SW3 6PS

13. The Occupier
Basement Flat,

56 Sydney Street,
London SW3 6PS

14. The Occupier
Ground Floor Flat,
56 Sydney Street,

London SW3 6PS

21. T. & K. Gurun,
54 Sydney Street,
London,

SW3 6PS

25. Sir Robin Christopher,
53 Bury Walk,

London,

SW3 6QH

28. HKRALL, HON SEC
THE CHELSEA SOCIETY,
51 MILMANS STREET,
LONDON, SW10 0DA

29. VIVIANNE MAYOR
50 SYDNEY STREET
LONDON

SW3 6PS

30. Ms. M. Buckley,
47 Bury Walk,

London,
SW3 6QE

31. Joan Hayes,

The Sydney Street & District Residents
23 Sydney Street,

London SW3 6PU
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32. Mr. Nicholas Huskinson,
11 Glebe Place,

London,

SW3 5LB



PLANNING ANDCONSERVATION THE ROYAL

BOROUGH OF

THE TOWN HAL], HORNTON STREET LONDON_ W8 7NX

Execulive Director M J FRENCH FRICS Dip TP MRTPI Cent TS

English Heritage Switchboard: 020-7937-5464

Historic Building and Monuments Commission Direct Line: 020-7361-2012

London + South East Region Extension: 2012

23 Saville Row, London Facsimitie:  020-7361-3463

WIX 1AB KENSINGTON

Date; 12 Decerrmé{q&ﬂELSEA

My Ref: DPS/DCSE/LB/00/02821 Your ref: Please ask for: S. Gentry

Dear Sir / Madam

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990

Proposed development at: 52 Sydney Street, London, SW3 6PS

T enclose a copy of an application, with relevant drawings and/or supporting information,
and should be pleased to receive your observations on these proposals as soon as possible.

It is hoped to present this application to the Planning Services Committee prior to
02/02/2001. 1 look forward to hearing from you in the near future, in order that your
comments may be reported to this Commuittee.

Should you require any further details in respect of this case, please do not hesitate to
contact the Case Officer on the above extension.

Yours faithfully,

M.J. FRENCH

Executive Director, Planning and Conservation



MEMORANDUM

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

My Ref: LB/00/02821/SG CODE 1D
Room No:

Date: 12 December 2000

DEVELOPMENT AT:

52 Sydney Street, London, SW3 6PS
DEVELOPMENT:

Double doors to rear boundary wall.

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



PLANNING AND CONSERVATION THE ROYAL

THE TOWN HALL HORNTON STREET LONDON W8 7NX BOROUGH OF

Executive Director M J 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 KENSINGTON
file Facsimile: 5507361~ 3643 AND CHELSEA
Date: 12 December 2000
My reference: Your reference: Please ask for:
My Ref: DPS/DCSE/LB/00/02821/SG Planning Information Office

Dear Sir/Madam,

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990

Proposed development at: 52 Sydney Street, London, SW3 6PS

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

Double doors to rear boundary wall.

Applicant Mr. & Mrs. P. Ramsey, 52 Sydney Street, London, SW3 6PS
Yours faithfully,

M. J. FRENCH

Executive Director, Planning and Conservation



WHAT MATTERS CAN BE TAKEN INTO ACCOUNT
When dealing with a planning applicacion 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 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, ot its setting;

. Effect upon traffic, access, and parking;

. Ameniry 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 berween 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);

. Stells (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 Committee which
is made up of elected Ward Counciliors. 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 the application can be seen at the Planning Information Office, 3rd floor, Town Hall, Hornton Street
W.8. It is open from 9am ro 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, §W10) 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 applicarion.

PLEASE QUOTE THE APPLICATION REFERENCE NUMBER ON YOUR REPLY
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ENGLISH HERITAGE

Director of Planning & Transportation Your refs: ~ LB/00/02821
Royal Borough of Kensington & Chelsea
The Town Hall Our ref.‘ LRS/176/0
Egi}gg;treﬂ Contact: P Calvocoressi
W8 TNX Direct Dial:  020-7973-3763
For the attention

20 0EC 2000
Dear Sir/Madam

Planning (Listed Buildihgs and Conservation Areas) Act, 1990:

52 SYDNEY STREET, SW3

Applicant: Mr & Mrs P Ramsey

Grade of building(s): 11

Proposed works: Double doors to rear boundary wall

Drawing numbers:  00/DB/543/6 RECEIVED BY PLANNING SERVICES
g [roc| v T c Tsw( se Jewr 2

Date of application: 05.12.2000 :

Date of referral by Council: 12.12.2000 (9‘1 27 DEC 2000 Q&,

Date received by English Heritage: 14.12.2000

Date referred to GOL: 15.12.2000 [#03] o [rec e [ro ] soneees

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 €Xpressing any views on the merits of the proposals which are the subject of the
application, nor any parallel application for planning permission.

Yours faithfully The Secretary ofaate has

considered the inforT.ation given
above and doss not intend 1o

P Calvocoressi require the appacation concernad

London Region to be referred e him ]
Signeu TV
' LR/F
pate 19 InJsy - /

The National Monuments Record is the public archive of English Heritage

23 SAVILE ROW, LONDON WI1X 1AB
Telephone 020 7973 3000 Facsimile 020 7973 3001 World Wide Web hup:{fwuww.english-heritage.org.uk
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Chartered Surveyors

28 Cowley Road, Uxbridge, Middlesex UB8 2LT
Tel: 01895 272829 Fax: 01895 272722
Email: enquiries @boothsurveyors.co.uk

19th December 2000

Ms S Gentry a,:}/\!

The Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea
The Town Hall

Homton Street

LONDON

W8 7TNX

Dear Ms Gentry

RE; 52 SYDNEY STREET, LONDON 36P

Further to your telephone call, I confirm that hard standing will be provided of a size 2.4 metres
wide by 4.8 metres long and will be formed using grasscrete from RMC. This is, as you are
probably aware, open squared concrete paving which allows grass to grow within the squares to

give the landscaping a more natural and softer look.

I hope this proposal is acceptable to you, however, if you have any further questions, please do
not hesitate to contact me.

Y ours sincerely

s NN

David Booth

l
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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 Councik bRgNgstare

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.
Members of the public may inspect copies of the application, the plans and other documents
submitted with it at:

" The Planning Information Office, 3rd floor, The Town Hall, Hornton Str'eet W8
TNX between the hours of 9.15 and 4.45 Mondays to Thursdays and 9.15 to 4.30
Fridays;

For applicatibns 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 lerary, '
108 Ladbroke Grove, W11, Tel. 0171-727-6583.

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.

SCHEDULE M
A

Reference: LB/00/02821/SG Date: 15/12/2000

52 Sydney Street, London, SW3 6PS

Double doors to rear boundary wall. l 3‘ ( a

APPLICANT Mr. & Mrs. P. Ramsey,

" DINMT737
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PLANNING AND CONSERVATION THE ROYAL
BOROUGH OF

"'15 TOWN HALL HORNTON STREET LONDON W3 7TNX

Executive Director M J FRENCH FRICS Dip TP MRTPI Cert TS

Mr Ramsay Switchboard:  020-7937 5464
52 Sydney Street Extension: 2096
London Direct Line: 020 - 7361 2096
Facsimile: 020- 7361 209%
SW3 6PS
KENSINGTON
7% August 2001 AND CHELSEA
My reference: LB/ OO/ 2821 Your reference: Please ask for: Sarah Gentry
Dear Mr Ramsay,

Re: Town and Country Planning Act 1990
52 Sydney Street, SW3

I refer to your application for the installation of double doors to the rear of boundary wall.

With regard to the detailing of your proposal, I confirm that, preferably, the proposed gates should
stand alone and the wall either side be finished with a brick on edge detail, as approved at no. 54 and
shown on the enclosed drawing. Alternatively if you wish to maintain the boundary wall above the
gates, there should be a simple timber lintel rather than the brick arch above the gates and the wall
should be finished with a brick on edge detail.

If you have any queries please contact the above named officer.

Yours sincerely,

Bruce goey

Area Planning Officer
for Executive Director, Planning and Conservation

THE ROYAL BOROUGH - CELEBRATING 100 YEARS OF SERVICE SINCE THE GRANT OF ITS ROYAL CHARTER
1901-2001
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Mr. M. J. French,
Executive Director,
Planning and Conservation,
The Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea,
The Town Hall,

Homnton Street,

London, W8 7TNX

Dear Mr. French,

Re: 52 Sydney Street (52 Bury Walk), London SW3
LB/00/02821/SG

This planning application 1s now over one year old and appears not to be resolved. 1 am writing
again to re-emphasise the objections that I and other neighbours have to it. T have enclosed a copy of
my previous letter of objection written on the 27™ of December 2000.

The Applicant wants to create an off-street parking place in the garden at the rear of 52 Sydney
Street. It would be approached from 52 Bury Walk. The result would be considerable disruption to the
street and residents:

+ It would be necessary to install large double doors as an entrance in the brick wall

bordering Bury Walk. When opened the doors would obstruct both the pavement
and Bury Walk.

+ The existing kerbstone and pavement would need to be modified to form a drive.

+ One residents’ parking bay would be lost.

This Application should be refused. The loss of a residents’ parking bay would adversely affect
us all in the neighbourhood. I do not believe there are grounds on which this could be justified---
namely the creation of a ‘private’ parking place for a householder at the expense of other permit
holders. Parking in Bury Walk and Pond Place is already difficuit. I undersiand that residents’ parking
bays are sometimes “relocated” but there is not an opportunity to do this Bury Walk or Pond Place.

Thank you for your kind attention.

Yours sincerely,

/\WQ%Q__

Mrs. R. A. Alexander

cc. Miss S. Gentry, Planning and Conservation
Mr. K. Deane , Senior Traffic Engineer, Environmental Services



24, Pond Place
- London, SW3 6QJ

» 27 December 2000

Mr. M. J. French,

Executive Director,

Planning and Conservation,

The Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea,
The Town Hall,

Hornfon Street,

London, W8 7NX

Dear Mr. French,
Re: 52 Bury Walk, London SW3
00/01029
LB/00/02821/SG

These two proposals come very quickly after the two Applications LB/00/1758 and PP/00/1757
were refused last month. Those two Applications concerned the felling of an ash and a fig tree, and the
creation of a new opening in the brick wall facing Bury Walk and building of a garage.

I object to both these two new Applications ----

Application 00/01029 is for the felling of the fig. Although it has been abused by the
continuous building work at 52 Bury Walk/52 Sydney Street, it remains a fine tree. It definitely
adds a distinctive note to the nearly continuous line of trees that forms a very important feature
of the west side of Bury Walk. It is an important part of the street scene and overlooked by |
numerous houses. This tree should not be lost.

Application LB/00/02821 is for large double doors in the rear garden wall bordering Bury
Walk. This is completely impracticable. Not only are they opening outwards onto a narrow
footpath, they also open onto an existing Kensington and Chelsea Residents’ parking bay
which is adjacent to the footpath.
Please respect the fig, listed wall, pedestnans and our street parking space by refusing these two
Applications. )

Yours sincerely,

Mrs. R. A. Alexander



24, Pond Place
London, SW3 6QJ
13 November 2001

Mr. M. J. French, s- )b-lnr: [;I .
Executive Director, ' -~

; : Ex [Hoc|te [cac|aD CLU%B
Planning and Conservation, NHI |

The Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea, o —
The Town Hall, -+ RE NOV 2001 [PLaNNING
Hornton Street, N }?C 139 200

London, W8 7NX "N L c Isw | sZ aPP[10 JREC

ARBJFPLNIDESJFEES

Dear Mr. French,

Re: 52 Sydney Street (52 Bury Walk), London SW3
LB/00/02821/SG

This planning application is now over one year old and appears not to be resolved. I am writing
again to re-emphasise the objections that I and other neighbours have to it. [ have enclosed a copy of
my previous letter of objection written on the 27" of December 2000.

The Applicant wants to create an off-street parking place in the garden at the rear of 52 Sydney
Street. It would be approached from 52 Bury Walk. The result would be considerable disruption to the
street and residents:

+ It would be necessary to install large double doors as an entrance in the brick wall

bordering Bury Walk. When opened the doors would obstruct both the pavement
and Bury Walk.

+ The existing kerbstone and pavement would need to be modified to form a drive.

+ One residents’ parking bay would be lost.

This Application should be refused. The loss of a residents’ parking bay would adversely affect
us all in the neighbourhood. I do not believe there are grounds on which this could be justified---
namely the creation of a ‘private’ parking place for a householder at the expense of other permit
holders. Parking in Bury Walk and Pond Place is already difficult. I understand that residents’ parking
bays are sometimes “relocated” but there is not an opportunity to do this Bury Walk or Pond Place.

Thank you for your kind attention.

Yours sincerely, /&9 \)\
/]’\-0\' MM‘C&V\QW
Mrs. R. A. Alexander | W ‘6’

cc.‘&diss S. Gentry, Planning and Conservation
Mr. K. Deane , Senior Traffic Engineer, Environmental Services




24, Pond Place
London, SW3 6QJ
é 27 December 2000

Mr. M. J. French,

Executive Director,

Planning and Conservation,

The Royal Borough of Kensingion and Chelsea,
The Town Hali,

Homton Street,

London, W8 7NX

Dear Mr. French,
Re: 52 Bury Walk, London SW3
00/01029
LB/00/02821/8G

These two proposals come very quickly after the two Applications LB/00/1758 and PP/00/1757
were refused last month. Those two Applications concerned the felling of an ash and a fig tree, and the
creation of a new opening in the brick wall facing Bury Walk and building of a garage.

1 object to both these two new Applications ----

Application 00/01029 is for the felling of the fig. Although it has been abused by the
continuous building work at 52 Bury Walk/52 Sydney Street, it remains a fine tree. It definitely
adds a distinctive note to the nearly continuous line of trees that forms a very important feature
of the west side of Bury Walk. It is an important part of the street scene and overlooked by
numerous houses. This tree should not be lost.

Application LB/00/02821 is for large double doors in the rear garden wall bordering Bury
Walk. This is completely impracticable. Not only are they opening outwards onto a narrow
footpath, they also open onto an existing Kensington and Chelsea Residents’ parking bay
which is adjacent to the footpath.
Please respect the fig, listed wall, pedestrians and our street parking space by refusing these two
Applications.

Yours sincerely,

Mrs. R. A. Alexander




Chased 7/8/01
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Montagu Building Contractors 6 Thornton Avenue
London
SW2 4HH

Tel: 020 8674 3351
Fax: 020 8671 5378
Mob: 07956 234 122

FACSIMILE

To: Mr. B. Coey, Area Planning Officer
From: Mark Alhadeff
Date: 8" January 2002

No of Pages (including this ong): 3

Mr. Coey

RE: 52 Sydney Street

Please find foliowing a copy of my letter sent to you on the 20™ December 2001, plus the
sketch drawing.
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08 Jan 02.1_8243 Mark Rlhadeff 0208 6715378
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Montagu Building Contractors 6 Thornton Avenue
London
SW2 4HH

Tel: 020 8674 3351
Fax: 020 8671 5378
Mob: 07956 234 122

FACSIMILE

To: Mr. B. Coey, Area Planning Officer
From: Mark Alhadeff
Date: 8" January 2002

No of Pages (including this one): 3

Mr. Coey

RE: 52 Sydney Street

Please find following a copy of my letter sent to you on the 20" December 2001, plus the
sketch drawing.
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Montagu Building Contractors 6 Thornton Avenue
London
SW2 4HH

Tel: 020 8674 3351
Fax: 020 8671 3378
Mob: 0956 234 122

marg@lhadeff.fsnet-co.uk

Mr. B. Coey

Area Planning Officer

London Borough of Kensington & Chelsea |
The Town Hall - |

Hornton Street
London W8 7NX 20" December 2001 _ |

Dear Mr. Coey

RE: 52 Svdney Street, London SW3 6PS

1 enclose a copy of a sketched plan submitted to the Council on the 18®
October 2001.

Following your letter of the 7% August, [ can confirm that we will
comply with your requests as far as the construction of the rear wall

and the gates are concerned.

Please let me know if you require any further information.
Yours sincerely/
/.

(-
—

~

o

Mark adeff
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MEMORANDUM

FROM
DIRECTORATE OF PLANNING AND CONSERVATION
My Reference DPS/PC/BRG/15/01

Ext 2013

TO

DEVELOPMENT CONTROL
Your Reference Bruce Coey

Date 10 January, 2002

Bo

%\
Lle Py

Pavement Crossover
R/O 52 Sydney Street

I have now received revised parking proposals in respect of this property, and a letter
stating that it comprises of more than ten rooms. Copies are attached for your

information.

The property is a listed building within a conservation area, but not subject to article 4

direction.

Please advise me, as soon as is possible, if any permissions under the Planning Acts
are required. If consent is needed, please let me know if they are likely to be granted

if applied for.

‘
ﬂ a—.&
Barry Griffin
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Montagu Building Contractors 6 Thornton Avenue
: London
SW2 4HH

Tel: 020 8674 3351
Fax: 020 8671 5378
Mob: 07956 234 122

FACSIMILE

To: Mr B Griffin.
From: Mark Athadeft.
Date: 09 01 02.

No of Pages (including this one): 2.

Dear Mr Griffin.
RE:- 52 Sydney Street. SW 3

i attach a copy of the sketch showing the plan of the garden and proposed off
street parking. | hope you receive the drawing. I suspect it did not come through
yesterday as it was a pencil sketch. I have gone over it in ink.

Regards

Y

1

\/( G (L / L

}

Mark Alhadeff.
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{

Montagu Building Contractors 6 Thornton Avenue
London
SW2 4HH

Tel: 020 8674 3351
Fax: 020 8671 5378
Mob: 0956 234 122
marlgaglhadeff.fsnet.co.ug

Mr. B. Griffin

Planning Oflicer

London Borough of Kensington & Chelsea

The Town Hall ' .

Hornton Street

London W8 7NX 20 December 2001

Dear Mr. Griffin

RE: 52 Svdney Street, London SW3_6PS

I enclose a copy of an éppliéation sent to yo{.l by post and fax on the
18% October 2001.

Further to this I can confirm that the property comprises more than 10 '
rooms and the parking area is more than sufficient to take 2 vehicles.

Please let me know if you require any further information.

Yours sincerely

e

Mark Alhadeff



PLANNING AND CONSERVATION
INTERNAL MEMORANDUM

TO: BARRY GRIFFIN ROOM NO:

CC:

FROM: AREA PLANNING . ROOM NO:
OFFICER,SOUTH-EAST AREA
TEAM

TELEPHONE: 020 7361 2087 EMAIL:

DATE: 16 January 2002 REF: DPS/PC/BRG/19/01

SUBJECT: R/O 52 SYDNEY STREET

With reference to your memorandum dated 10" January,I would advise that the construction of a
pavement crossover here would not constitute development requiring planning permission.However,the
construction of an access and/or a gate breaching the rear wall requires Listed Building Consent.There
is a current application in abeyance pending the receipt of revised,adequate drawings. The construction
of a hardstanding for 2 cars covering the majority of the rear garden would also,in my opinion,require
Listed Building Consent and would NOT be acceptable.

I am also bound to say that I do not understand the position of The Directorate of Transportatton and
Highways here.If I understand correctly,they are objecting to the loss of an on street residents bay if
one car parking space is created,but it becomes acceptable if 2 off-street spaces are created.
Furthermore,they advised me in August that the on street bay could be relocated.Perhaps clarification is
required.

Area Planning Officer,on behalf of Executive Director,Planning and Conservation.



Q" ANNING AND CONSERVATION THE ROYAL

THE'TGWN HALL HORNTON STREET LONDON W8 7TNX BOROUGH OF

Executive Director M J FRENCH FRICS Dip TP MRTPI Cent TS

Mr. Mark Aldadeff, Switchboard: 020 7937 5464
Montagu Building Contractors Extension: 63377361 2087
Direct Line:
g hOdmtogv?;’I%’“e’ Facsimile: 020 7361 3463
ondon Web: www.rbke.gov.uk
KENSINGTON
16 January 2002 AND CHELSEA
My reference: DPS/DCSE/BC/  Your reference: Please ask for: Mr. B. Coey o
LB/00/02821

Dear Mr. Aldadeff,

Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990
52 Sydney Street, Chelsea, SW3

Thank you for your faxed drawing, dated 8 January, showing the proposed gate to the rear of the above
property. Whilst the design would appear to be acceptable, please note that I will require 4 copies of a
scale drawing (I would suggest to a scale of 1:50) in order to revise your client’s outstanding
application for Listed Building Consent.

[ would also advise you that I have seen correspondence between you and my assistant Mr. Gnffin
concerning the construction of a vehicle crossover and the construction of parking spaces in the rear
garden. I have to advise you that if your client intends to construct a vehicle hardstanding over the
majority of the rear garden, Listed Building Consent would be required. However, as the setting of the
Listed Building owes its character from having a garden to the rear as opposed to a car park, I have to
advise you that Listed Building Consent is unlikely to be granted.

Yours sincerely,

'M.J. FRE}N(H
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR, PLANNING AND CONSERVATION



PLANNING AND CONSERVATION /
INTERNAL MEMORANDUM

TO: DIRECTOR OF TRANSPORTATION ROOM NO:
AND HIGHWAYS
CC: BARRY GRIFFIN
FROM: EXECUTIVE ROOM NO:
DIRECTOR,PLANNING AND
CONSERVATION
TELEPHONE: 020 7361 2087 EMAIL:
DATE: 28 January 2002 REF: DPS/DCSE/BC/LB/00/2821
SUBJECT: 52 SYDNEY STREET,CHELSEA,S.W.3.

I am concerned that our Directorates appear to be pursuing different agendas in considering
applications to provide off-street parking at the above property.The property is a Listed Building and is
occupied as a single family dwelling.

Applications for Planning Permission and Listed Building Consent to erect a new garage and new
opening to the rear were refused in November,2000,0ne of the reasons for refusal being that the loss of
on-street residents parking would be contrary to UDP Policy,in particular Policy TR48

The owner of the house then applied for Listed Building Consent to install new gates in the rear
wall.Both the provision of the gates and the formation of an access fall within permitted development
tolerance,and do not require planning permission.He has also applied under the Highways Act to install
a crossover.Both applications are currently under consideration.

[ understand that your officers are willing to permit the crossover,but only if 2 off street parking spaces
are provided,on the basis that the house contains more than ten rooms.The owner does not want to
provide 2 off street spaces.However,the provision of hard surfacing over such a high proportion of the
rear garden would require Listed Building Consent,and as these Listed Buildings in Sydney Street
enjoy a setting in gardens,not a hard surfaced car park,a grant of Listed Building Consent would be
contrary to UDP Policy,in particular Policy CD358.

There are 2 issues-firstly the loss of an on street residents parking bay.I fail to understand why the
number of rooms in the house has any bearing on this.or how the provision of 2,rather than 1,off street
spaces mitigates against the loss.Your original comments,prepared by Steve Lauder and dated 15
August 2000,stated that the on-street bay could be re located-perhaps this needs to be
explored.Secondly,there is the potentially harmful effect on the character of Listed Buildings,and
Conservation Areas if garden space is to be lost and turned over to car parking space.Such a change is
contrary to Policy set out in Chapter 4 of the UDP,and | am not prepared to sanction such changes.

1 would be grateful if your officers could re-examine this case.The area planning officer,Bruce Coey
would be pleased to advise if necessary.

Executive Director,Planning and Conservation.
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From TF Johnson To RBKC Date. 25/02/02 Time 1602 42 Page 1 ot 2

-

MONTAGU BUILDING CONTRACTORS

& THORNTON AVENUE, LONDON SW2 4HH
TEL. 020 8674 3351 . @
Fax. 020 8333 0979
MOB. 07956 148187

Fax Transmission.

23/2/02
To: Royal Borough Kensington & Chelsea
Attn: Mr B Coey
From: Tim Johnson Pages 1 of 2

RE. 52 Sidney Street.
Please find attached sketch for proposed rear gates for the above propeﬁy.
Hard copy in the post. |

Regards

efrn As-20L -

£ [ ono M_;.&ff_ﬁ&;’

Mark Alhadeff. S N S
E:g: 2 3 FEB 7007 ;Prannme

N ] C Isw TSE JAPP[10 TAEG




Page 2 of 2

Date 25/02/02 Time 1602:42

From T P Johnson To. RBKC

57 SUNEY STREET
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MESSAGE FORM

»
L T USRI
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CALLED TO SEE YOU PLEASE RING
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URGENT WILL CALL AGAIN
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| ‘ 'REASON FOR DELAY
CASE NO. LBjcolz=2l

This case has been identified as 2 “Target” application, which has the target for being
passed through to the Head of Development Control within 6 weeks of the date of
completion.

Tn the case of this application, there has been 2 delay ofls : HO'\/ --- } - :l -- S

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

b

e

1)  Delays due to intemal Consultation . (i) Design
[Highlight one or all] (ify Transportation
- (i) Policy
(iv) Environmental Health
(v) Trees
(vi) Other

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

3)  Awaiting Direction from English Heritage/other EH delays...

[/4 _ Reyisions requested, but not received in time

Revisions received but inadequate

6) Revisions received but reconsultation necessary
-7y Of the Committee cycle
8)  Applicant’s instruction

) OTHERREASON...... . .
ArenTect [ArE0T  FIRED

CLIENVTS v, LDEN‘UL‘{- SEPP lQﬁ—TfUG‘ (h{b/ dees loas }'\OL-éQJ

ezl Yo ke, codr @ sepontns mdse«::;)
WAESTLERTIVG & MUMBER oF BRE (=S of loTROL

CASE GEFICER, Mouv/LG NER™M S OLd CASE ‘
oEe  PRIORITY — (ASE Trkel ov R S uEh

[
Signede S forr e s gerf "ﬂ‘Case Officer)




ROYAL BOROUGH OF KENSINGTON AND CHELSEA

CONSERVATION AND DESIGN

GRADE II LISTED BUILDINGS

FORMAL OBSERVATIONS

Address: 52 Sydney Street

Description: Installation of gates

Application No:  L.B/00/2821 DC Case Officer: BC
Drawing Nos: | 1 un-numbered elevation CD Case Officer: HH/DMcD

received 20.03.02

Date:

Grant/Refuse:; Grant

Formal Observations: The gates are to be installed in the rear wall of the property fronting
Bury Walk. There are other similar examples in thé street and the
proposal is of a traditional timber design.

The special character of the listed building will not be harmed.
Conditions: The gates shall be constructed of timber, painted gloss black and so

maintained.

Signed: Date:

Approved: &avﬁl Mo DM Date: (/04 [02

Other Notes:
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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

Mrs.R.A.Alexander Switchboard: 020 7937 5464
24 Pond Place Extension: 2087
Chelsea Direct Line: 020 7361 2087

Facsimile: 020 7361 3463

Web: www. rbkc.gov.uk

London SW3 6Q)J

KENSINGTON
AND CHELSEA

05 Apnl 2002

My reference: DPS/DCSE/BC/L Your reference: Please ask for: B.COEY
B/00/2821

Dear Mrs.Alexander

Town and Country Planning Act 1990

Town and Country Planning[General Permitted Development] Order 1995

52 Sydney Street.Chelsea.lL.ondon,SW3.

I am writing in response to your letter dated 13" November,2001 concerning the application for Listed
Building Consent to inatall double doors in the rear wall of 52 Sydney Street.Although I note your
concerns,] have to advise you that this work falls within the scope of ‘permitted development’ under
the above Order,and consequently does not require Planning Permission. Whilst the issues set out in
your letter would constitute material considerations if the Council were considering an application for
Planning Permission,they do not constitute material considerations for an application for Listed
Building Consent,which has to be determined purely on the impact of the proposed works on the
Special architectural or historic character of the building. The application will therefore be determined
under powers delegated to me.

I would however thank you for your interest. You will be aware that a number of alleged breaches of
planning control are currently under investigation at this property,including the rebuilding of the rear
wall,the installation of decking over the rear garden,and the removal of intemal features.For further
information concerning progress of these matters,please contact the senior enforcement
officer, Mr. Adamczyk[tel 020 7361 2189].

Yours Sincerely

M.J.French
Executive Director,Planning and Consevation



GALLERY

22A CORK STREET, LONDON WIS 3NA

Registered Office
TELEPHONE: 020 7734 3558
FAX: 020 7494 1377
e-mail: mail@mayorgallery.com
http://www_artnet.com/mayor.html

THE

As from:
M.J French 50 Sydney Street
Planning and Conservation Chelsea
The Town Hall London
Horton Street SW3
London
W8 TNX

Your reference: DPS/DCSE/LB/00/02821/SG
19 December, 2000

Dear Mr French
Re: 52 Sydney Street, SW3 6PS

Although I have no objection to having the double-door on the rear boundary wall-I have
grave reservations as it is at the cost of the fig tree.

I am sure that with careful tree surgery the general feel of the tree which is probably 100
years old and the new owners wishes can accommodated, if this is not possible I feel that
the tree should be remain and the resident parking bay be reinstated.

I am enclosing photographs that I took this autumn to show the importance of the fig tree.

Yours sincerely

o ¥ 34

JAMES MAYOR
RECEIVED B ﬂ /) WO
EX
o HDC) N o
JRLL sw i e [ene AAQK ébj
T
( 2 2 DEC 200
:;;:n..; ."ull . v'
1 |LPLN IB‘E)E‘,JFEES —l
REGISTERED IN LONDON No 274718 VAT REGISTRATION No 239233758

THE MAYOR GALLERY LTD DIRECTORS: JAMES MAYOR, ANDREW MURRAY



THE ROYAL BOROUGH OF KENSINGTON AND CHELSEA
. "MEMORANDUM - SECTION 101 - LOCAL GOVERNMENT %‘CT, 1972

To: €Chief Administrative Officer (Planning) Date;O&’prﬁ] 2002
From:  The Executive Director, Planning & Conservation Qur Ref: LB/00/02821/CLBA

Application Date: 05/12/2000 Complete Date: 08/12/2000
Revised Date: 20/03/2002. 6;05

Agent: Mr.P.Ramsay,52 Sydney Street,Celsea,S.W. 3[[1&%6%&3&}%3—1}&&?&93’
—=Road;EonderSW=64GT-Address: 52 Sydney Street, London, SW3 6PS

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 Class - Listed building consent for above Classes.
Class - shop fronts Class - Conservation area consent
Class - conversion from non Class - approval of facing materials

s/c dwellings etc

Class - amendments as required Class - grant of planning permission for a change
by T.P. Committee from one kind of non-residential use to
another non-residential use except where this
would involve the loss of ashop ina
Principal
core shopping frontage.

Class - grant or refuse certificates of
Lawful development Class - grant permission license or no objection

under
Sections 73, 74, 138, 143, 152,153,177 &

Class - Crossover under S.108 of the 1800f the Highways Act
Highways Act 1980

Consent under T&CP Control of Advertisement Regulations 1984-90; incl. refusal of consent for Reg. 15
applications.

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT
Ma,&ah»ﬂ Oguble doors to rear boundary wall.

DELEGATED

*
RECOMMENDED DECISION Grant listed building consent APRKO VA'
RBK&C drawing(s) No. LB/00/02821/A 9 APR 2002

Applicant's drawing(s) No.1.20 Scale drawing[not numbered] \J

Number of Objections -1
I hereby determine and grant this application under the powers delegated to me by the Council, subject to the
condition(s) indicated below imposed for the reason(s) appearing thereunder, or for the reasons stated.

d Conservation  Head of Development Control ~ Area Planning Officer

oY W‘OL




CONDITIONS AND REASONS FOR THEIR IMPOSITION

1. The works hereby permitted shall be begun before the expiration of five
years from the date of this consent. (C201)
Reason - As required by Section 18 of the Planning (Listed Buildings and

Conservation Areas Act) 1990, to avoid the accumulation of consents. (R201)

2. The works hereby permitted shall be carried out in their entirety exactly
and only in accordance with the drawings, and other particulars, forming
part of the Consent, and there shall be no variation therefrom without the
prior written approval of the Local Planning Authority. (C205)

Reason - In order to safeguard the special architectural or historic interest of
the building. (R205)

3. The gates shall be constructed of timber,painted gloss black,and so
maintained Reason-In order to safeguard the special architectural or historic
interest of the building[R205].

INFORMATIVES

1. 109

2. I10A

3. 121A

4. 130

5. You are advised that a number of relevant policies of the Unitary Development

Plan and proposed alterations thereto were used in the determination of this case,
in particular, Policies ,CD58 ,
s (151)

LB/00/02821: 2



DELEGATED REPORT LB/00/02821

M.J. FRENCH
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR, PLANNING AND CONSERVATION

Background Papers
The contents of file 1.B/00/02821 save for exempt or confidential information in

accordance with the Local Government (Access to Information) Act 198S.

Report Prepared By: BC
Report Approved By: BC/LAWJ
Date Report Approved:

LB/00/02821: 3



. DELEGATED REPORT
}

Address Reference LMML_‘,

s 1 s YD”.Y sfatﬂ Conservation Area m&_
Listed Buildin@o
Type of Application

Planning PermissionfApproval of Materials/Variation of Condition/Listed Wsenb’(?onservation Area Consent

Type of Development

Residential Extension |___] Shopfront |:]
Roof :] Non-Residential Extension [:
[

Storeys
Side |:| Listed Building Demolition

whole [:] part E
Front [:
Gaden [ ] Listed Building Alterations >

Residential Alterations l: almc—

|

Residential Conversion Unlisted Building — Demolition

From whole :’ part :]

To

Other I_l




Objections (withdrawn etc,) (incl. internal - Design, Policy, Transportation etc.)
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24, Pond Place
London, SW3 6QIJ
3 Apni 2002

Mr. Bruce Coey

Area Planning Officer

Planning and Conservation,

The Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea,
The Town Hall,

Hornton Street,

London, W8 7TNX

Re: 52 Sydney Street (52 Bury Walk), London SW3 Lt
DPS/DCSE/LB/00/02821/BC

[ believe this Planning Application should be refused.

The Application is for a pair of large wooden gates to be placed in the brick wall that forms the
boundary of this property with Bury Walk. The pavement between the wall and Bury Walk is very
narrow and next to the pavement there is a residents’ parking bay. As a result, the gates could not be
opened without simultaneously obstructing the pavement and hitting the car parked in the residents’
parking bay. It is clearly a folly to make such a Planning Application.

[ assume the applicants have an ulterior motive. They may want to create an off-street parking
space in their garden that would be reached through this gate. If this is the case, | would be very much
opposed to such a development. Firstly, it would entail the loss of a residents’ parking bay that would
adversely affect us all in the neighbourhood. 1 do not believe there are grounds on which this could be
justified--- namely the creation of a ‘private’ parking place for a householder at the expense of other
permit holders. Parking in Bury Walk and Pond Place is already difficult. I understand that residents’
parking bays are sometimes ‘relocated’ but there is not an opportunity to do this in Bury Walk or Pond
Place. Secondly, this is the garden of a Grade I listed house and should be protected as such.

Under these circumstances, I don’t believe the Council should approve these double doors.
Thank you for your kind attention.

L]

eﬁm .Sq.oa e

-

Yours sincerely, ]MDC GM“ 6L
“1‘-

M R. A. Alexand | ; ' P:! “-C lis l APF ‘0 tREG
rs. . . ander _ s %mf——

cc. Mr. K. Deane , Senior Traffic Engineer, Environmental Services
Mr. B. Mount, Highways / Transport
Mr. C. Colwell, Arboriculturist.




24, Pond Place

-~ " London, SW3 6QJ
9 Mtarch 2002

Mr. Bruce Coey, P n :E

Area Planning Officer, C K/

Planning and Conservation, M

The Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea v

The Town Hall, q/’S“‘O
Homton Street, 1

L.ondon, W8 7TNX
Dear Mr. Coey,

Re: 52 Bury Walk (rear of 52 Sydney Street), London SW3
1.B/00/02821

For the past two years the continuing development of this property has been most confusing. From
the onset in 2000, I have been particuiarly concerned about three matters and have written twice about
them (copy letters enclosed). The three are:

* Preserving the trees in the garden (an ash and a fig).

* Preserving the listed brick wall at the back of the garden (bordering Bury Walk)
and not creating an opening in it wide enough for cars.

* Preserving the residents’ parking bay in Bury Walk next to the wall.

Misinformation hasn’t helped. On 17 October 2001 the planning officer in charge told me it was
acceptable to install two large gates (wide enough for a car) in the brick wall and as a result the
residents’ parking bay adjacent to it would be relocated. From what you indicated when we spoke on
the 4™ I now understand the Council has not agreed to this.

In November 2001 the Borough’s arbonculturist, believing the developer would plant something
in its place, granted permission for the fig to be felled. The fig has been removed but nothing appears to
have been planted. Now that wall-to-wall decking has been laid in what was the garden, I am worrned
about the condition of the ash and if enough space has been left around its base. I asked the
arboriculturist to investigate.

When we spoke on the 4™ you said it was the first you had heard that decking had been laid in
the garden. For my part, I was dumfounded to learn that the installation of a gate in the wall had NOT
been accepted by the Council-- if this is the case there is no reason to lose the residents’ parking bay.

In summary, | am not sure the-where we stand on these maiters relating to the garden area
(52 Bury Walk) at rear of 52 Sydney Street. For example--

* What has been Approved by the Council ?
* What has been Refused by the Council ?
* What has been applied for by the developers but 1s still under consideration
by Planning and Conservation and related Departments ?
* What have the developers-have done without Approval which might be
subject to an Enforcement Order ?
As T said, it is most confusing. I do not know what subjects are resolved and what remain
outstanding. 1 would be most gratefu] if the situation could be clarified. Thank you very much for you
kind attention. -

Yours sincerely, ' EX {HDC]rP Joag

ACGIAD ICLUJAD
NIANE-S . D;: — ._.._!____ AK
Mrs. R. A. Alexander K.C.. ‘i 2 MAR 2002 OLANNING

cc. Mr. K. Deane , Senior Traffic Engineer, Environmental Services { N | § |+ § / Ap}, 10 REC
Mr. B. Mount, Highways / Transport ' j ARBIFPLNIDES IFeES
r. C. Colwell, Arboriculturekist '




24, Pond Place
London, SW3 6QJ
13 November 2001

Mr. M. J. French,

Executive Director,

Planning and Conservation,

The Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea,
The Town Hall,

Hornton Street,

London, W8 7NX

Dear Mr. French,

Re: 52 Sydney Street (52 Bury Walk), London SW3
LB/00/02821/SG

This planning application is now over one year old and appears not to be resolved. T am writing
again to re-emphasise the objections that I and other neighbours have to it. 1have enclosed a copy of
my previous letter of objection written on the 27" of December 2000.

The Applicant wants to create an off-street parking place in the garden at the rear of 52 Sydney
Street. It would be approached from 52 Bury Walk. The result would be considerable disruption to the
street and residents:

+ It would be necessary to install large double doors as an entrance in the brick wall

bordering Bury Walk. When opened the doors would obstruct both the pavement
and Bury Walk.

+ The existing kerbstone and pavement would need to be modified to form a drive.

+ One residents’ parking bay would be lost.

This Application should be refused. The loss of a residents” parking bay would adversely affect
us all in the neighbourhood. I do not believe there are grounds on which this could be justified---
namely the creation of a ‘private’ parking place for a householder at the expense of other permit
holders. Parking in Bury Walk and Pond Place is already difficult. [ understand that residents’ parking
bays are sometimes “relocated” but there is not an opportunity to do this Bury Walk or Pond Place.

Thank you for your kind attention.

Yours sincerely,

Mrs. R. A. Alexander

cc. Miss S. Gentry, Planning and Conservation
Mr. K. Deane , Senior Traffic Engineer, Environmental Services



24, Pond Place
London, SW3 6QJ
27 December 2000

Mr. M. J. French,

Executive Director,

Planning and Conservation,

The Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea,
The Town Hall,

Hornton Street,

London, W8 7NX

Dear Mr. French,
Re: 52 Bury Walk, London SW3
00/01029
LB/00/02821/SG

These two proposals come very quickly after the two Applications LB/00/1758 and PP/00/1757
were refused last month. Those two Applications concerned the felling of an ash and a fig tree, and the
creation of 2 new opening in the brick wall facing Bury Walk and building of a garage.

1 objeét to both these two new Applications -

Ap;’)lication 00/01029 is for the felling of the fig. Although it has been abused by the
continuous building work at 52 Bury Walk/52 Sydney Street, it remains a fine tree. It definitely
adds a distinctive note to the nearly continuous line of trees that forms a very important feature
of the west side of Bury Walk. It is an important part of the street scene and overlooked by
numerous houses. This tree should not be lost.

Application LB/00/02821 is for large double doors in the rear garden wall bordering Bury
Walk. This is completely impracticable. Not only are they opening outwards onto a narrow
footpath, they also open onto an existing Kensington and Chelsea Residents’ parking bay
which is adjacent to the footpath.
Please respect the fig, listed wall, pedestrians and our street parking space by refusing these two
Applications.

Yours sincerely,

Mrs. R. A. Alexander



t

24, Pond Place
London, SW3 6QlJ
9 March 2002

Mr. Bruce Coey,

Area Planning Officer,

Planning and Conservation,

The Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea,

The Town Hall,

Hormnton Street,

London, W8 7TNX

Dear Mr. Coey,

Re: 52 Bury Walk (rear of 52 Sydney Street), London SW3
1.B/00/02821

For the past two years the continuing development of this property has been most confusing. From
the onset in 2000, I have been particularly concerned about three matters and have written twice about
them (copy letters enclosed). The three are:

* Preserving the trees in the garden (an ash and a fig).

* Preserving the listed brick wall at the back of the garden (bordering Bury Walk)
and not creating an opening in it wide enough for cars.

* Preserving the residents’ parking bay in Bury Walk next to the wall.

Misinformation hasn’t helped. On 17 October 2001 the planning officer in charge told me it was
acceptable to install two large gates (wide enough for a car) in the brick wall and as a result the
residents’ parking bay adjacent to it would be relocated. From what you indicated when we spoke on
the 4™, T now understand the Council has not agreed to this.

In November 2001 the Borough’s arbonculturist, believing the developer would plant something
in its place, granted permission for the fig to be felled. The.fig has been removed but nothing appears to
have been planted. Now that wall-to-wall decking has been laid in what was the garden, | am worried
about the condition of the ash and if enough space has been left around its base. I asked the
arboriculturist to investigate.

When we spoke on the 4™ you said it was the first you had heard that decking had been laid in
the garden. For my part, I was dumfounded to learn that the installation of a gate in the wall had NOT
been accepted by the Council-- if this is the case there is no reason to lose the residents’ parking bay.

In summary, I am not sure ¢he where we stand on these matters relating to the garden area
{52 Bury Walk) at rear of 52 Sydney Street. For examp!le--

* What has been Approved by the Council ?
* What has been Refused by the Council ?
* What has been applied for by the developers but is still under consideration
by Planning and Conservation and related Departments ?
* What have the developers-#ame done without Approval which might be
subject to an Enforcement Order ?
As I said, it is most confusing. I do not know what subjects are resolved and what remain
outstanding. I would be most grateful if the situation could be clarified. Thank you very much for you
kind attention. .. " :

Yours sincerely,

Mrs. R. A. Alexander

cc. Mr. K. Deane, Senior Traffic Engineer, Environmental Services
Mr. B. Mount, Highways / Transport
[/Mr. C. Colwell, Arboriculturekist



24, Pond Place
London, SW3 6QJ
13 November 2001

Mr. M. J. French,

Executive Director,

Planning and Conservation,

The Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea,
The Town Hall,

Homton Street,

London, W8 7NX

Dear Mr. French,

Re: 52 Sydney Street (52 Bury Walk), London SW3
LB/00/02821/SG

This planning application is now over one year old and appears not to be resolved. I am writing
again to re-emphasise the objections that I and other neighbours have to it. 1 have enclosed a copy of
my previous letter of objection written on the 27" of December 2000.

The Applicant wants to create an off-street parking place in the garden at the rear of 52 Sydney
Street. It would be approached from 52 Bury Walk. The result would be considerable disruption to the
street and residents:

+ It would be necessary to install large double doors as an entrance in the brick wall

bordering Bury Walk. When opened the doors would obstruct both the pavement
and Bury Walk.

+ The existing kerbstone and pavement would need to be modified to form a drive.

+ One residents’ parking bay would be lost.

This Application should be refused. The loss of a residents’ parking bay would adversely affect
us all in the neighbourhood. I do not believe there are grounds on which this could be justified---
namely the creation of a ‘private’ parking place for a householder ai the expense of other permit
holders. Parking in Bury Walk and Pond Place is already difficult. I understand that residents’ parking
bays are sometimes “relocated” but there is not an opportunity to do this Bury Walk or Pond Place.

Thank you for your kind attention.

Yours sincerely,

Mrs. R. A. Alexander

cc. Miss S. Gentry, Planning and Conservation
Mr. K. Deane , Senior Traffic Engineer, Environmental Services



: . 24, Pond Place
London, SW3 6QJ
27 December 2000

Mr. M. J. French,

Executive Director,

Planning and Conservation,

The Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea,
The Town Hall,

Hornton Street,

London, W8 7NX

Dear Mr. French,
Re: 52 Bury Walk, London SW3
00/01029
LB/00/02821/SG

These two proposals come very quickly after the two Applications LB/00/1758 and PP/00/1757
were refused last month. Those two Applications concerned the felling of an ash and a fig tree, and the
creation of a new opening in the brick wall facing Bury Walk and building of a garage.

I object to both these two new Applications ----

Application 00/01029 is for the felling of the fig. Although it has been abused by the
continuous building work at 52 Bury Walk/52 Sydney Street, it remains a fine tree. It definitely
adds a distinctive note to the nearly continuous line of trees that forms a very important feature
of the west side of Bury Walk. It is an important part of the street scene and overlooked by
numerous houses. This tree should not be lost.

Application LB/00/02821 is for large double doors in the rear garden wall bordering Bury
Walk. This is completely impracticable. Not only are they opening outwards onto a narrow
footpath, they also open onto an existing Kensington and Chelsea Residents’ parking bay
which is adjacent to the footpath.
Please respect the fig, listed wall, pedestrians and our street parking space by refusing these two
Applications.

Yours sincerely,

Mrs. R. A. Alexander



24, Pond Place
London, SW3 6QJ
3 April 2002

o~ Bl
Mr. Bruce Coey &JW\ i

Area Planning Officer

Planning and Conservation, L
The Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea, A - R W

The Town Halil, oY

Hornton Street, o ‘

London, W8 7NX v G oon

Dear Mr. Coey,

Re: 52 Sydney Street (52 Bury Walk), London SW3
DPS/DCSE/LB/00/02821/BC

[ believe this Planning Application should be refused.

The Application is for a pair of large wooden gates to be placed in the brick wall that forms the
boundary of this property with Bury Walk. The pavement between the wall and Bury Walk 1s very
narrow and next to the pavement there is a residents’ parking bay. As a result, the gates could not be
opened without simultaneously obstructing the pavement and hitting the car parked in the residents’
parking bay. It is clearly a folly to make such a Planning Application.

I assume the applicants have an ulterior motive. They may want to create an off-street parking
space in their garden that would be reached through this gate. If this is the case, I would be very much
opposed to such a development. Firstly, it would entail the loss of a residents’ parking bay that would
adversely affect us all in the neighbourhood. I do not believe there are grounds on which this could be
justified--- namely the creation of a ‘private’ parking place for a houscholder at the expense of other
permit holders. Parking in Bury Walk and Pond Place is already difficult. ] understand that residents’
parking bays are sometimes ‘relocated’ but there is not an opportunity to do this in Bury Walk or Pond
Place. Secondly, this is the garden of a Grade Il-listed house and should be protected as such.

Under these circumstances, | don’t believe the Council should approve these double doors.
Thank you for your kind attention.

Yours sincerely,

wolbe

Mrs. R. A. Alexander

cc. Mr. K. Deane , Senior Traffic Engineer, Environmental Sérvicés
Mr. B. Mount, Highways / Transport
Mr. C. Colwell, Arbonculturist. .~
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THE TOWN HALL HORNTON STREET LONDON W8 TNX BOROUGH OF

Executive Director M J FRENCH FRICS Dip TP MRTPi Cert TS

Mrs. R. A, Alexander, Switchboard: 020 7937 5464
24 Pond Place, Extension: 2087
Chelsea, Facsimile: 020 7361 3463
London, SW3 6QJ Web: www.rbke.gov.uk
KENSINGTON
10 June 2002 AND CHELSEA
My reference: DPS/DCSE/BC/  Your reference: Please ask for: B. Coey
LB/00/02821

Dear Mrs. Alexander,

Town and Country Planning Act 1990
Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990
352 Svydney Street, Chelsea, SW3

I am responding to your letters dated 9" March and 3™ April and to our subsequent telephone
conservation on 5™ June concerning the above property. The application to which you refer was an
application for Listed Building Consent, not for planning permission, and as such was determined
solely on its impact on the special character of the Listed Building.

The effect on the residents parking bay was not a material consideration. I note from inspection on site
on 6™ June that whilst no crossover has been installed, the residents on street parking bay has now been
removed and single yellow line restrictions imposed. These are not works undertaken by the Council in
its role as local planning authority and I would advise you to contact the Council’s Directorate of
Transportation and Highways for any further information.

You may also have noticed that the rear wall has been demolished. This was undertaken as part of a
Listed Building enforcement investigation, as the wall recently constructed was built with inappropriate
bonding and pointing. For further information concerning this investigation please do not hesitate to
contact either myself or the senior planning enforcement officer, Mr. Adamczyk.

Yours sincerely,

Bruce Coey
Area Planning Offigkrfon behalf of
Executive Director, Planning and Conservation Ce
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PLANNING AND CONSERVATION THE ROYAL
BOROUGH OF

THE TOWN HAIL HORNTON STREET LONDON W§ 7NX

Executive Director M J FRENCH FRICS Dip TP MRTPI Cent TS

The Occupier Switehboard: 0.7937.5464

File Copy Extension: ~ 2079/2080

file Direct Line: . 0-7361- 207972080

file . KENSINGTON
Facsimile: AND CHELSEA

020-7361-3463
My reference: Your reference: Please asthﬁ’!:e: 22 March 2002
- . My Ref: DPS/DCSE/LB/00/02821/BC.";, . - Planning Information Office

" Dear Sir/Madam,

Double doors to rear boundary wall.

[

E3iveare

“"TOWN'AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990

Proposed development at: 52 Sydney Street, London, SW3 6PS

You were recently notified on, and/or have commented on, the application for development at the
above address. The Council has now received AMENDMENTS to this application, and brief
details of these are set out below. The Council's Planning Services Committee, in considering the
proposal, welcomes comments upon these amendments. Members of the public may inspect
copies of the amended plans, and any other submitted documents. Details are provided overleaf.

Amended Proposal

N I

O l ***Revised drawings re:_ceived. Any further comments must be receievd by 05.04.02***

Applicant = Mr. & Mrs. P. Ramsey, 52 Sydney Street, London, SW3 6PS

Anyone who wishes to submit comments on the amended application should write to the Council at
the above address within 14 days of the date of this letter.

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 marerial 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 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.

T MATTERS NOT 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 Legistation. 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).

WHA S TO YOUR LETTER

All leceers of objection are taken into account when an application 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 applications where 3 or more objections have been received are presented to the Planning Services
Commirtee which is made up of elected Ward Councilloss. 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, inctuding the applicant. The Councillors
make the decisions and are not bound by the Planning Officer's recommendation. All meetings of the Commirttee
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 EE THE

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

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, 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 10 the Case Officer for the application.

PLEASE QUOTE THE APPLICATION REFERENCE NUMBER ON YOUR REPLY
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