




THIS IS AN EXTERNAL EMAIL

From:
To:
Subject: Objection to planning applications
Date: 31 January 2024 10:48:09

References: 23/01304/FULEIA; 23/01277/LBC; 23/01276/LBC

I write to object to the above plans:

From a personal perspective, the proposed rebuild of Bastion House will mean that local
residents have a massive building (considerably bigger than the present one) very close to
our homes, and will gain nothing in terms of the cultural offer of the City, as had been
proposed with the new Concert Hall. This is an area with a rich historical and cultural
heritage, enjoyed by residents, workers and visitors, which should be protected and
promoted.

More broadly, the proposals do not take into account government and City commitments
to sustainability, in particular the possibilities for innovative was of converting or
'retrofitting' existing buildings. When the Barbican estate and the Museum of London were
built they created a pleasant and efficient working environment, incorporating a respect
for the history of the area, and contributing to its cultural development. Surely it is
possible to develop a broader plan which will contribute to environmental protection,
while offering improved facilities for all concerned.





























THIS IS AN EXTERNAL EMAIL

From:
To:
Subject: Objection to 23/01304/FULEIA
Date: 31 January 2024 11:29:28

To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing to strongly OBJECT to the London Wall West planning on numerous grounds
(planning application reference 23/01304/FULEIA). 

This development is unstainable and will be harmful to the environment. The City of
London has pledged to reduce its CO2 emissions through the Climate Action Strategy. But
the City is ignoring its own pledges to reduce carbon emissions, as the LWW construction
project will release tens of thousands of tonnes of CO2 during the demolition and
construction for years. Rather than take on board the environmental impact of such a large
project, the City of London has refused to consider retention and retrofitting the existing
building, which is a Brutalist iconic structure. This contradicts the City’s Climate Action
Strategy and goes against national policies.

I am a resident of Thomas More House, so the negative impact on my husband’s and my
daily lives will be enormous. The loss of privacy, natural light and noise will have long-
term effects on us both for years to come, especially as I often work from home.

I am also aghast to hear about plans for a 160-seat restaurant in the New Rotunda Building
facing directly toward Thomas More carpark. Our bedroom faces the carpark, and the
noise from this restaurant coming at all hours of the night 7 days a week will make our
lives a misery.

The City has failed to ask itself if it needs to demolish existing office buildings to build yet
another office building. It is clear the planning authority is only doing this for money, but
what it should also consider is the best use of the land itself.

This part of London is rich with history thousands of years old. The 2,000-year-old Roman
wall circles around the foot of the site. Shakespeare lived across the street. John Wesley,
the founder of the Methodist movement, has deep roots in the City, building his chapel in
the area. Now the Museum of London has been relocated near Smithfield, this site
represents the Gateway to the Culture Mile, linking South Bank, the Tate, and St Paul’s,
among other parts of London.   

Overdevelopment will suffocate the surrounding area and Grade II-listed Barbican Estate
and landscape. Highway safety for cyclists and pedestrians will become a concern, as will
the sharp rise in poor air quality with more traffic and increased traffic hazards due to
construction.

Please can I urge the City to reconsider retrofitting other options and what the space might
best be used for. There is so much we can do with this site that is more inspired than just
another office building. 

Kind regards

Suzy Kenly Waite



58 Thomas More House 
Barbican 
London
EC2Y 8BT

Sent from my iPhone




















