




















THIS IS AN EXTERNAL EMAIL

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Fw: London Wall West
01 February 2024 17:02:16

Dear Sir or Madam,

yesterday was the deadline for the objection against London Wall West. As you can see from the
email below, I did send yesterday an objection but to the wrong email address. Instead of
.gov.uk, I sent it to .co.uk. 

The email bounced back. I've just spoken to a colleague of yours and she said I could send the
email with the objection again, see below, explaining what happened and hoping that you will
still accept my objection.

May I kindly ask you if you could get in touch. Your colleague has also sent you an email about
this matter. I would really appreciate it.

Kind regards
Petra Einwiller

From: Petra Einwiller 
Sent: 31 January 2024 16:31
To: 
Subject: London Wall West

Dear Sir or Madam,

I'm referring to London Wall West, 23/01304/FULEIA.

I object against the demolishing of Bastion House and the Museum of London.

I am a Barbican resident and am directly affected by this planning application. Here are the
reasons why I object:

My living room would face the 2 new buildings. I live in Andrewes House right at the Gilbert
House end. It would significantly reduce the daylight coming in, the little sun and sky I have left
(much is blocked by 125 London Wall and 2 London Wall, 2 huge buildings). And I would be even
more exposed to solar glare, which is bad enough already. The quality of my life in the flat would
be significantly reduced more.

The Barbican is getting more and more walled in and with it its residents. It's inhumane. The
scale of the new buildings are totally out of proportion, they are disproportioned to the whole
environment, they bully the existing environment. The entire Barbican Estate, the residents and
the visitors will suffer from these monsters. 

My understanding is also that traffic would also significantly increase, which would negatively



Estate. 

Why should there be other HUGE, monstrous buildings while there is so much office space free
and available in the City? Why not use that space and leave us residents here with some humane
living conditions? There are, I believe, 8 parties who are interesting in using the Museum of
London building and do something great with it. It is a landmark that would be destroyed. 

What about protecting the environment from unnecessary buildings instead of making good use
of buildings that exist and can be used for cultural or educational or other purposes? In these
days of climate change, I find it irresponsible to demolish and newly build and burden the
environment with ever more carbon. This is not aligned with climate action policies.

Thank you very much for listening.

Kind regards
Petra Einwiller
186 Andrewes House
Barbican
London EC2Y 8BA

impact my health through more noise, more pollution, and my safety while walking around the











THIS IS AN EXTERNAL EMAIL

From: Peter Cox 
Sent: Thursday, February 1, 2024 8:23 PM
To: Delves, Gemma 
Subject: Objection to applications 23/01304/FULEIA, 23/01276/LBC, 23/01277/LBC London Wall
West

Dear Ms Delves

Objection to application refs 23/01304/FULEIA, 23/01276/LBC and 23/01277/LBC re London
Wall West

I am writing to object in the strongest possible terms to these applications.

Lack of honesty in the so-called consultation process – all of the concerns raised during the so-
called consultation process have been summarily ignored and the fundamental nature of the
plans has never changed. The City’s own policy to “retrofit and reuse” has been totally
disregarded as were several credible proposals from external developers to do precisely that.
The CoL has chosen instead to demolish two prime examples of post war architecture and
replace them with oversized office buildings for which there is at best questionable demand
given the pipeline of office developments already in line in the City and the recent changes in
working habits.

Significant loss of residential amenity – the height and massing of the proposed buildings would
cause unacceptable loss of daylight and sunlight to all neighbouring properties. Overshadowing,
light spill, solar glare and night time light pollution are additional concerns as too are the
attendant loss of privacy and overlooking. Noise and pollution from the demolitions and
construction works will also have serious implications on the health and well-being of all
residents, workers and visitors to the area.

Significant harm to heritage assets – the height and massing of the proposals are totally at odds
with their setting and are completely inappropriate in scale to this historic site. The damage they
would cause to its surroundings, including the Grade II and Grade II* listed Barbican Estate and
Gardens, the Grade 1 listed St Giles and St Botolphs churches as well as the many Conservation
Areas in the vicinity, would be irreparable. The planned re-routing of the road will destroy the
historic Roman street line and views to and from St Pauls will be destroyed.   

Harmful environmental impact – the buildings and surrounding areas earmarked for demolition
contain a very high level of embedded carbon and will cause substantial harm to the
environment with the extent of CO2 to be released. This is incompatible not only with national
and local planning policies but also with the CoL’s own sustainability policies, with all stating that
demolition should be a last resort.  

Unworkable access and servicing arrangements – the proposal to use the Thomas More House
(TMH) Car Park ramp as the only access route to the site is ill thought out, dangerous and totally
unworkable and will cause traffic chaos and seriously impact residential amenity. And was any
consideration given to safety, air quality issues, noise, residential amenity etc with the proposed
erection of a substantial welfare block on a slab above the car park directly overlooking TMH and
the City of London School for Girls sports area? This is totally unacceptable.

In summary, these appalling applications are ill advised, ill thought through and speculative in
the extreme. They show no recognition or respect to the area’s important history and its local
character. Surely the City should be seeking to complement and enhance these assets not
destroy them on the altar of speculative office building greed. It should also start to treat its
residential population with more decency and respect.   



Please REJECT these applications. 

Peter Cox

343 Lauderdale Tower

Barbican EC2Y 8NA



















7 Wallside 
Monkwell Square 

London 
EC2Y 8BH 

 
 
 

1st February 2024
 
FAO Gwyn Richards and Gemma Delves 

London Panning and Environment Director 
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