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12 Edwardes Sq

London W8 6HE
Your Ref. DPS/DCC/PP/99/02580/KO 4 January 2000
M.J. French
Executive Director (o

R i = ~
Planning and Conservation ESC_E_!}{ ED BY BLANNING DERV!C@/}
The Town Hall QIR fFRCT N sw | s [enr| 2
Hornton St. 4
London W8 7NX - 6 JAN 2000
55

Dear Sir,

=22 10 b Ree “
I write regarding the proposed development at 13
consulted the details of the application at the Planning Department.

I have been the owner of 12 Edwardes Square since 1987, although the
house is occupied by my mother (Mrs. Joan Bulmer-Thomas). She has lived
there continuously since 1942 and is one of the oldest — if not the oldest — resident
in the square. I have consulted her before writing this letter and you should
therefore regard it as a joint letter. She may also write to you separately.

Your letter indicates what matters can and cannot be taken into account
by the Council. I will not therefore refer to the noise, dust and disturbance that
my mother (now aged 89) would have to endure if this propoesal was approved.
Instead, I will concentrate on the loss of sunlight, daylight and privacy.

The kitchen of 12 Edwardes Sq. already suffers some loss of light from
the ground floor extension to 13 Edwardes Sq. The proposal to add a further
floor to the extension would eliminate almost entirely all such light. My mother
spends a great deal of time in the kitchen, which she finds warm and pleasant,
and the loss of light would be a serious inconvenience.

The drawing room of 12 Edwardes Square is on the first floor and has
one window to the rear of the house. At present, there is good light through this
window. However, the construction of an additional floor at the back of 13
Edwardes Square would reduce much of the light coming into the drawing room.
My mother spends a great deal of her time in the drawing room and the
proposed extension would force her to rely much more on artificial light.

The proposal includes plans for a window from the first floor overlooking
the garden of 12 Edwardes Square and with a close view of the bedroom on the




second floor of 12 Edwardes Square. This represents a loss of privacy that would
be most regrettable. At present the view from 13 Edwardes Sq. to this bedroom
is not a problem.

I was born in 12 Edwardes Square in 1948 and am aware that many
houses have undergone significant alteration in the last 50 years. Nevertheless,
my mother has a right to spend her remaining years in comfort and dignity. She
and my father, who died in 1993, have always been strong supporters of the local
community and both worked hard to improve the quality of life for all those who
live in the square. It would be a terrible shame if her last years were marred by a
development that appears to take no account of the interests of the neighbouring
house.

Yours Sincerely,

\ﬁer ( Kj ( e

Professor V. Bulmer-Thomas, OBE
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Mr and Mrs Walter Gubert 7/1/00
14 Edwardes Square
London W8 6HE

Ref.: DPS/DCC/PP/99/02580/KO

Mr M.J. French

Planning and Conservation Office
The Town Hall

London W8 7NX

Dear Mr M. J. French.

We have looked at the proposed development for 13 Edwardes Square and are very
concerned about several points:

- First the new bedroom window on the first floor would open in front of our own
bedroom window and would be extremely close to it. Because of the square shape
of that new window (which is in fact a glazed door!) and the fact that it would
protrude about 75cm from our existing wall, people looking out from that glazed
door would overlook directly into our bedroom. It would be a real loss of privacy.

- Secondly we are anxious about the height of the chimney for the new
conservatory. If it is very high it may look out of proportion and out of place. If it
is not, the fumes will be at the level of our bedroom window!

- Thirdly, in the proposed development there is no drawing for the roof covering
this new extension (new bedroom and new bathroom)! And we would like to
understand how this new roof would join with our own roof and gutter.

\,’Q’EWEQIA%M@FY;;mthEli_k.e:rtor-know-when the next-meeting about:this:proposéd
&Rt vl be Thank you Gr0omsidEring OUF wornes
Yours faithfully: S i

O b
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Dear Mrs French,

1 only wish to add a short letter to that written to you by my son Victor Bulmer-
Thomas.

My husband and T bought this charming little house in 1942. We raised a family and
lived here together until he died 6 years ago. He was a member of Parliament for 10
years, writer and journalist, and devoted most of the last 30 years of his life to the
preservation of ancient monuments, particularly churches. Besides being a
considerable national figure, my husband was a great supporter of the local
community, being twice chairman of the Edwarde's Square Garden Committee,
insisting that elegant iron railings replace the temporary chicken wire after the war.

Lovely Edwardes Square has been a very unpleasant, noisy and dusty place for 6 years
as a result of the extensive building on its North side. Just as 1 hoped it was now

becoming peaceful again it is a great shock to get this information about the proposed
development at No. 13.

Surely, particularly in a terraced house, neighbours must be given consideration.

My little garden 1 prize very much. As well as being a pleasant and quiet place to sit,

the garden provides the house with much needed fresh air and sunlight. The proposed
development next door would take light and air from my garden, study and drawing& L_Lﬁé!:h/ ’
room. It would mean suffering further noise and dust pollution. I am 89 years of age, '

and the time 1 spend in my garden is very precious.

I think my son's letter deals with most points but 1 would like to put the loss of fresh
air high on the list of objections. In a very polluted city Kensington suffers particularly
because of its congested High Street. Some of this the Council cannot do much about
but to allow the filling up of valuable air space seems very unpardonable.

Let me reiterate that for 6 years noise and dust from the building work on the North
side have made living in the square far from pleasant. In all that time, 1 have been
unable to open windows in my drawing and dining rooms because of the din and mess.
Is the garden and back of my house now to become a new No Go Area? lsn't it time
inhabitants of the square were allowed once again to enjoy its lovely tranquillity and
fresh air?

I do hope you will take these points into consideration when looking at No. 13's
planning application.

Yours sincerely,
%ofb.\ M&. - M

Joan Bulmer-Thomas




eelaalzsgo O Aok

15 EDWARDES SQUARE

LONDON W8 BHE @ tfo

0171 - 603 2987

Executive Director, Planning and Conservation @ (2 ‘

The Town Hall
Hornton Street

-~ e
London WRENEVED BY FLANNING SERVIAE

4
¥

e

X :

QIR JHOC) C] !SW.EE“ENF "

12 JAN 2000 Q |

{1th January 2000

Pear Sir, s 1o e Fwo | con
[Rer iy oy hEC § ARB T
& PLN | DES FEES

Re: Proposed Development at: 13 Edwardes Square, London W38 6HE

We write with reference to your letter of the 23rd December 1999 concerning the
above and would like to express our objections to the proposal on the following
grounds:

1) Impact on the surrounding area

The extension would be the only structure of that height and dimension along the rear
gardens on this side of the square. 1t would break the view of gardens and greenery,
affect the light into and the view from the nearby properties, would be intrusive when
viewed from the gardens or through the rear windows of these properties and would
be completely out of character with the area and displeasing to the eye.

2) Overlooking and loss of privacy
The proposal would allow for the occupiers of 13 Edwardes Square to look over not

only the gardens in nearby properties but also through the rear windows of these,
resulting in an extreme loss of privacy and in intrusion into private property.

It is our view that even if this extension is done tastefully, it would have an extremely
adverse impact on the surrounding area, be invasive and cause a dramatic loss of
privacy. We must object to the proposal in the strongest possible terms.

We very much hope that the Council will take our objections into account when
reviewing this proposal and await with concern the decision of the Planning
Department.

Yours faithfully,

2

Michael W. Metcalfe

v

v




22, Pembroke Place,

London. W8 ﬂa@&% ___) l/< 3

Tel: 0171 — 937 1974

Your Ref: DPS/DCC/PP/99/02580/KO

The Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea, \
Planning and Conservation,
The Town Hall, FANNING SERVIG -

[
Hornton Street, i N sw i se Jene [ AT
London. W8 7NX ﬁ(

18 JAN 2000

For the attention of M.J. French, Esq.
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Dear Sirs,

Proposed development at 13, Edwardes Square, London, W8 6HE

We are in receipt of your letter of the 23™ of December 1999 and we have looked at
the drawings.

As you will appreciate, we are concerned about the noise and dust and dirt that will be
caused by the work, but in principle we have no objection.

We would like to be assured that the trees at the back of the garden will be maintained
at their precent height as they provide privacy.

We would prefer it if the building work is restricted to week days. As the work 1is so
extensive we are surprised that no provision has been made to re-locate or screen the
cold water storage tank on the roof, which is most unsightly.

Yours faithfully,

E.M. Clark
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Dear Sies S

I'am writing to you to register my objection to the proposed alterations to Number 13 Edwarde's Square)

The large widow at the rear of the 1% floor extension will overlook my property directly, and is 26ft.
neacer than the present one. To a lesser extent the ground floor window has a similar effect.

As it appears that the property is to be divided into apartments, there will be much more use made of the
rooms overlooking my property, considetably reducing my privacy, and thus the value, of my property.

One of my greatest amenities is to be able to use my 2% floor roof terrace without being overlooked
from Edwarde’s Square. This amenity will be destroyed by the proposed development.

Sipcerely, \{D\;_.Qg, Foadago iy

{f oy  Addenblooka

Karen Addenbrooke
Chartered Physiotherapist

2t PEMEROKE PLACE » LONDON . W8 6EU
PHONE: 0973 5000 73
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PEMBROKE
PLACE
RESIDENTS
ASSOCIATION
25, Pembroke Place,
London, W8 6EU.
Your Ref. DPS/DCC/PP/99/02580/KO. Tel. 0171-937-1020

For Attn. Ms Kate Orme, 7 Y'L/)é/ﬂ Loe0

Planning Dept.,

RBK&C, -

Town Hall, Planning Application -- No. 13, Edwardes Square
Hornton St.,

London, W8 7NX.

Dear Ms Orme,

A number of residents living on the West side of Pembroke Place have brought the
above planning application to my notice as they are concerned at the proposal to
extend No. 13 Edwardes Square backwards at first-floor level. Such an extension,
with large East-facing windows would significantly increase the degree to which the
the rear of the Pembroke Place houses would be overlooked.

This would not much affect others of us, such as me at No.25, but it would inevitably
set a precedent, which would be difficult to resist, for similar extensions to spread
northwards, and such developments would be detrimental to us all. Furthermore it
would result in excessive infilling of these Edwardes Square gardens which has in
the,presumably, distant past been allowed to happen South of No 13.

We should like to record our objection to the proposal, and should be grateful if you
could keep us informed of its pro%ss.

Yours sincerely,

O PEED -.
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(RK.Laird -- Chairman) %7%) I I
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12 Edwardes Sq
London W8 6HE

2 May, 2000

Your Ref DPS/DCC/PP/99/02580/KO
R

Dear Sir,

1 have now seen the amended proposal for 13 Edwardes Square. It does not in
any way address my objections laid out in my letter of 4 January. 1 therefore repeat
the objections made on that occasions.

In addition, I have consuited my lawyer who considers that the proposed

development may infringe our legal rights. I enclose a copy of the letter my lawyer
has sent to both the architects and the owner of 13 Edwardes Sq.

Yours Sincerely,
v K._g

Professor V. Bulmer-Thomas, OBE
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.FARER & CO 66 LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS LONDON WC2A 3LH

Telephone 020-72422022  Fax 020-7831 9748  E-mail Enq@farrer.co.uk DX 32 Chancery Lane

Parinets

M H Boyd-Carpenter CVQ
AW C Edwards

R A Powles

JD P Carrell

Miss M E Falk

JH Evans

N 5 D Bulmer

R D Cooper

C R Jessel

G W Richards

R G Clinton

RW J Parry

J Morcom

J Thomne

Hon M T Bridges
W I Furber

Mrs F S Shackleton
Mrs J L Hill LVO

M J Chantler

Miss E J Paotter

R S Blair

P J Downy

A C Parkhouse

C R A Anderson

R E Foster

J M Bayliss

F Mation-Dixon

S ¥ Bruce

5 J Pring

J P D Wienand

D C 5 Smellie

P M Aldis

Miss P J German
Mrs V A Rebum

G J Acheson

Mrs G F Hamillon-Russell
Mrs K G Vieck
Miss C M McAleavey

Messrs Dinwiddle McLaren Our Ref NSB/eah

Arthur's Mission Direct Line 0207917 7229

Direct Fax 020 7831 9223

io S(;lowssg(lalgSSU Direct E-Mail  nsb@farrer.c
ondaon o

Dear Sirs
13 Edwardes Square, London W8

We are instructed on behalf of the owners of number 12 Edwardes Square. Our clients
have become aware that you, on behalf of the owners of 13 Edwardes Square, have

W J A Gordon

T e submitted an application for planning consent to build a substantial first floor extension
SAV Smih to the rear of number 13 Edwardes Square. On the basis of the plans and details of your
Consuliant clients’ proposals (including revisions) that our clients have seen, the extension at first
C ¥ Waodnouse CVO floor level proposed to be built will substantially interfere with the access of light and
husoctates other amenities enjoyed by our clients’ property.

WG F Gee

Miss A J Springett . . ; . .

Mrs S A e QOur clients have received no approach or information from your clients or anyone on
MK Nicolas * their behalf to discuss your clients’ proposals or their impact on our clients’ property,

which our clients find surprising. Our clients take a very serious view of any proposed
building on your clients’ property which will or might impede or infringe the amenities
of our clients” property and their legal rights. The proposals of which our clients are
aware appear plainly to infringe those rights and our clients wish to make clear that they
will take any legal steps as may be necessary to preserve and protect their rights to such
amenities including light.

We should also inform you that our clients are drawing to the attention of the planning
authorities their position in this respect.

Yours faithfully

Website hitp:/iwww.farrer.co.uk

Farrer & Co is regulated by the
Law Society in the conduct of

investment business
* non-solicitor
HRO03757098 (1}
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M.J.French, ) oir [ roc] N

Executive Director, Planning and Conservation, sw  se fenp

The Town Hall, 77

Hornton Street, 11 My 2000 / |

London W8 7NX {
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Dear Mr. French,

PLN | DES IFEES i

Proposed Development at 13 Edwardes Square, W8

We write with reference to your letter of 27th April concerning the above and wish to
express our objections to the proposal, as amended, on the following grounds:

Impact on the surroundings

The extension would be the only structure of that height extending so far back into
any of the gardens on the east side of the square. It would break the view of gardens
and greenery; affect the light into and the view from nearby properties. it would also
be completely out of character with the area, ugly and intrusive viewed from the
gardens or through the rear windows of these properties.

Overlooking and loss of privacy

The proposal would allow for the occupiers of 13 Edwardes Square to look over the
gardens and through the rear windows of nearby properties, resulting in a great loss
of privacy.

Even allowing for sympathetic execution of this extension, it would have an extremely
adverse impact on the surrounding area, be invasive and cause a dramatic loss of
privacy. We object to the proposal in the strongest possible terms.

We hope that the Council will take our objections into account when considering this
proposal.

Yours sincgrely,

Michael Metcalfe




259/JD/cp
5th May 2000

Ms Kate Ome
Royal Borough of Kensington & Chelsea

Planning Department

The Town Hall RECEIVED BY PLANNING SERVICES]
Horton Street "EXTroc| ~ | o/ sw] st [ene] 2
London W8 7NX DIR // 54

Dear Kate Ome

re.

-9 MAY 2000

it FWO | CON
wid] 10 | REC [ ARB 1o\ | REo |FEES

Alterations to 13 Edwardes Square, W8

It has come to our notice that the Council have received a late objection n
writing on behalf of the owners of no.12 Edwardes Square. We understand
that the basis of the objection in that the proposed extension will interfere
with the access of light to the adjoining property. We would therefore wish
to make the following comments:-

Our clients proposal is for a 2 storey extension only. All the
properties in the close vicinity of no.13 have 3 storey extensions,
including no.12. The proposed lower building would not seem
unreasonable compared with the precedent set by the existing taller
extensions in the group of properties which characterise this part of
the terrace.

These properties lie in a central urban location where higher buildings
are to be expected. Indeed, the levels of light reaching the ground
floor windows to no.12 are already significantly affected by the
existing extensions in the group, including the extension to no.12.
We do not consider that the proposed extra floor at the rear of n0.13
will result in a further significant loss of light or overshadowing.

The issue of rights of light is a legal matter and can only be
established by prescription only. The enforcement of easements
and prescriptive rights is not a matter for the planning process and
should be resoived privately between the two parties.

cont.d/..

Dinwiddie
MaclLaren

architects

Arthur's Mission
30 Snowslields
Londen SE1 35U

Telephone
0207 403 6600
Facsimile

0207 378 0378
Email
info@dinmac.com
Website

www.dinmac.com

Architeciure
Interior Design

Planning

Graeme Maclaren

BA{Hons) BArch RIBA

James Dinwiddie

BA{Hons} BArch RIBA




Dinwiddie
MacLaren

architects

259/JD/cp
5th May 2000

Page 2

e  The scheme before the council has been developed and amended
during a long period of consultation to achieve a proposal which can
be recommended by the Case Officers. We recognise that any
building work in a central urban location will have some impact on the
immediate neighbouring properties. However, we maintain that the
current proposals represent a reasonable and modest development
which will improve the character and appearance of the listed building.

Yours gincerely

James Dinwiddie

@ Dr i Benteler
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Edwardes Square Scarsdale & Abingdon Association

Chairman: His Honour Judge Gerald Gordon
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. S. Anderson, 8 Phillimore Terrace, W8 6BJ Tel: 07 1-937 5292

Clr D. Campion,

Chairman, Planning & Conservation Committee,
Town Hall,

Hornton Street,

London W8 7NX.

8/5/00

Re. 13, Edwardes Square

Dear Cllr. Campion,

ESSA are concerned about the effect that the proposed rear extensions to no.
13 will have on the adjoining property, no. 12. The height and depth of the
extensions will cause the loss of almost all natural daylight to the kitchen and
drastically reduce daylight to all rooms at the rear of no.12. The combination
of the existing extension at no. 11 together with that proposed at no. 13 will
create an unacceptable sense of enclosure as the rear elevations and half the
garden of no.12 will be in a virtual tunnel. This will be extremely damaging to
the amenity of the cccupant of no. 12.

We are also concerned that the proposed extensions, in addition to a ground
floor extension which extends into the rear garden twice the distance of any
others in the Square ( built pre-planning regulations), will unacceptably
dominate the original house, contrary to Council policy.

We request the Committee to refuse the application in view of the damaging

effect it will have on the neighbouring property. Also, the scale of the sum of
the extensions will overdominate the original house.

Yourg sincerely,

& Anderson

Registered Charity No. 262019




