


































THIS IS AN EXTERNAL EMAIL

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Objection to London Wall West proposal
14 March 2024 16:11:00

Dear City of London planners, 

I'd like to register my objection to the London Wall West development on a 
number of grounds. This in regards to planning permissions sought for the 
site at 140 London Wall, 150 London Wall, Ironmongers’ Hall, Shaftesbury 
Place, London Wall Car Park, London, EC2Y 

I've been going along to the shows where planning documents are on display 
and am alarmed on a number of grounds. Those are:

1 -- Mass & Scale -- The two new buildings will dwarf what they're 
replacing and also the very large buildings nearby. For years people have 
complained about the big black monstrosity at the southwest corner of the 
Museum of London roundabout, and what's proposed will be even bigger, 
presenting a sold wall of glass to those headed down Aldersgate hoping to 
get a glimpse of St Pauls. The bulk of the new buildings is out of 
proportion the other buildings around and will unfavorably overshadow the 
Barbican complex. The City for years has tried to cluster big and tall 
buildings in the eastern part of the Square Mile, and these buildings 
belong over there and not around the Barbican.

2 -- Heritage -- The new buildings will both destroy heritage landmarks 
like the Museum of London and Bastion House and also detract from other 
gems in the neighbourhood, like Postman's Park, St Giles and St Botolphs. 
These will be increasingly hemmed in by monumental towers. People 
especially value the green space and sense of openness in Postman's Park, 
and that will be severely impacted by a gigantic building looming in the 
sky. London's advantage over New York is that it's built on a human scale 
with buildings that aren't too large. These new London Wall West 
structures are to far adrift from that tradition. We will lose too much by 
permitting them.

3 -- St Paul's viewing cones -- Since the 1930s, the City of London has 
tried to protect the views of St Paul's cathedral from several key vantage 
points. The City of London Local Plan `City Plan 2036' spells it out 
clearly here: https://www.cityoflondon.gov.uk/assets/Services-
Environment/proposed-submission-draft-tall-buildings-and-protected-views-
topic-paper.pdf

London Wall West will be at the edge of a consultation area for two of 
those viewing cones and right atop restrictions for ancient monuments, 
namely the old Roman remains of the original city wall. These views are 
precious, and once lost will never be recovered. OLondon has a great 
advantage in making St Pauls viewable from a number of different vantage 
points, and not all of them are protected. I especially value seeing the 
dome as I ride down St Johns Street from Islington. There's nice sight 
lines from the Museum of London roundabout that will be interrupted by the 
development. This is terrible. It's those views that make London feel 
manageable and livable in a way that New York isn't.

I'm especially concerned that there's been so little thought about those 
views in the planning documents. I had to dig to find any reference to the 
viewing cones. There's some bits that show the impact in aggregate to the 
London Wall West development and other things in the planning process that 
are truly alarming. Please don't make this mistake. The big buildings 
should be clustered together where they belong in the eastern edge of the 
City and in Canary Wharf.



Thank you for your consideration.

Yours Sincerely,

Reed Landberg

101 Defoe House

Barbican

London EC2Y 8ND

Reed Landberg
U.K. Economy Team Leader
Bloomberg News, London



THIS IS AN EXTERNAL EMAIL

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Date:

Re: Planning Application/Listed Building Consent Consultation: 23/01304/FULEIA, 23/01277/LBC, and
23/01276/LBC
14 March 2024 16:19:19

Hi 

Thanks for the update on the development.

I wish to state my objection to the proposed plan. Tis on the following basis;

1. Sustainability
The demolition and rebuild will cause a huge amount of carbon emissions. This is total
opostiton the the city’s stated carbon aims.

2. Environmentally.
The change to the quality of life by building these new structures will irreconcilably
change this area of the city, negatively affecting the quality of residents in the area.

3. Historically.
The demolition of the historically and architecturally important buildings destroying the
heritage of the city.

4. Unnecessary and unwanted office space.
The newly created office space is something not needed in a time when office are less and
less relevant. As demonstrated by the current empty office crisis in Manhattan

I thank you for considering my objections 

Kind regards 

Tim Parker 
501 Bunyan Court 
Barbican 
EC2Y 8DH

On 14 Mar 2024, at 16:06, lpalondonwallwest
<lpalondonwallwest@cityoflondon.gov.uk> wrote:

Dear Consultee/Contributor,

Please see attached consultation for London Wall West - 140 London Wall, 150
London Wall, Ironmongers’ Hall, Shaftesbury Place, London Wall Car Park, London,
EC2Y (including void, lifts and stairs at 200 Aldersgate Street and One London Wall).

Reply with your comments to lpalondonwallwest@cityoflondon.gov.uk.

Kind Regards,



 
Planning Administration
 
On behalf of
 
Gemma Delves
Environment Department
City of London
THIS E-MAIL AND ANY ATTACHED FILES ARE CONFIDENTIAL AND MAY BE LEGALLY
PRIVILEGED. If you are not the addressee, any disclosure, reproduction, copying, distribution
or other dissemination or use of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received
this transmission in error please notify the sender immediately and then delete this e-mail.
Opinions, advice or facts included in this message are given without any warranties or intention
to enter into a contractual relationship with the City of London unless specifically indicated
otherwise by agreement, letter or facsimile signed by a City of London authorised signatory.
Any part of this e-mail which is purely personal in nature is not authorised by the City of
London. All e-mail through the City of London's gateway is potentially the subject of monitoring.
All liability for errors and viruses is excluded. Please note that in so far as the City of London
falls within the scope of the Freedom of Information Act 2000 or the Environmental Information
Regulations 2004, it may need to disclose this e-mail. Website: http://www.cityoflondon.gov.uk

<Neighbour letter 23-01304-FULEIA.pdf>





THIS IS AN EXTERNAL EMAIL

From:
To:
Subject:

Date:

Comments on references 23/01304/FULEIA (planning permission), 23/01277/LBC (listed building consent)
or 23/01276/LBC (listed building consent)
15 March 2024 10:50:31

Comments on references 23/01304/FULEIA (planning permission), 23/01277/LBC
(listed building consent) or 23/01276/LBC (listed building consent)

Thank you for consulting the residents of the City regarding planning applications you
receive.

I’m afraid you do not seem to understand that the great majority of us who are responding
are absolutely opposed to planning applications that involve:

1) the destruction and replacement of perfectly solid and interesting buildings in the day
and age of climate crisis despite the exceedingly negative consequences,
2) the extent and kinds of pollution over a number of years arising from what proposals like
this cause,
3) the lack of value to us of a City that has already filled up with ugly and uglier high rise
commercial buildings surrounding us on all sides, affecting our sunlight, wasting huge
amounts of energy, bringing even more cars into the City than are already clogging up the
streets and polluting the air,
4) your failure to convince us that these buildings will be fully occupied, or
5) that they will be used for any purposes other than the private profit of already rich men.

Money is your primary if not your only interest, as I understand it. The world and all life on
Earth is increasingly threatened by multiple sources of pollution, destruction of natural
resources, failure to stop depending on oil in a myriad of ways, failure to create a green city
in every aspect, and lack of consideration of the future you seem not to take account of at
all for future generations.

How many times are you going to ask us to respond to the same kind of application and
receive the same answer from us? Do you think we will tire of responding and then you can
claim you have the right to ignore what we have said 1-2-5-10 times or more?

Send these people to Canary Wharf, that is where their buildings belong and where there is
likely to be space for them. I do not want Canary Wharf in the City of London. From my
back windows I am surrounded by high-rise buildings that get higher and higher. From my
front window, I see commercial buildings rising up behind Andrewes House, hiding the sky.
I am seeing commercial types wanting to take over even more of Silk Street where I live to
turn it into a commercial street instead of the residential street it was intended to be.

I see self-interested rich people wanting to destroy the Barbican eventually in order to build
more and more high-rise commercial properties. I will continue to oppose each and every
proposal you send me, and I know my neighbours will do the same. Figure it out. Tear up



your anti-environmental plans that violate even City policy. This country is falling apart
from the lack of investment in health and a green economy and a safe environment – and
the lack of investment in the majority of the people. Find another planet for your buildings. I
want to see the stars at night.

Very sincerely,
Margaret Berer
114 Speed House
Barbican EC2Y 8AU









THIS IS AN EXTERNAL EMAIL

From:
To:
Subject:

Date:

Re: Planning Application/Listed Building Consent Consultation: 23/01304/FULEIA, 23/01277/LBC, and
23/01276/LBC
16 March 2024 15:13:28

Hello, 

my previous comments, made on the City online form and recorded as such still
remain valid:

I object to the demolition of what is currently the empty Museum of London and
the tall office block next to it. They should be repurposed, ie updated / refreshed
and modernised back into: offices, maybe a supermarket, a large gym, a gallery,
and so on. 

Why demolish to replace with more offices? 

Thank you, 

Dimitri

Dimitri Varsamis PhD

 On Thur sday, 14 Mar ch 2024 at 16: 06: 07 GMT, l pal ondon wall wes
 <l pal ondon wall west @cit yofl ondon. gov. uk> wr ot e

 Dear Consult ee/ Contri but or

 Pl ease see att ached consult ati on f or London Wall West - 140 London Wall, 150 London
Wall, Ir on monger s’ Hall, Shaft esbur y Pl ace, London Wall Car Par k, London, EC2

 (i ncl udi ng voi d, lift s and st ai r s at 200 Al der sgat e Str eet and One London Wall )

 Repl y wit h your co mment s t o l pal ondon wall west @cit yofl ondon. gov. uk

 Ki nd Regar ds

 Pl anni ng Ad mi ni str ati o

 On behalf o



Gemma Delves

Environment Department

City of London

THIS E-MAIL AND ANY ATTACHED FILES ARE CONFIDENTIAL AND MAY BE LEGALLY
PRIVILEGED. If you are not the addressee, any disclosure, reproduction, copying, distribution or
other dissemination or use of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
transmission in error please notify the sender immediately and then delete this e-mail. Opinions,
advice or facts included in this message are given without any warranties or intention to enter into a
contractual relationship with the City of London unless specifically indicated otherwise by agreement,
letter or facsimile signed by a City of London authorised signatory. Any part of this e-mail which is
purely personal in nature is not authorised by the City of London. All e-mail through the City of
London's gateway is potentially the subject of monitoring. All liability for errors and viruses is
excluded. Please note that in so far as the City of London falls within the scope of the Freedom of
Information Act 2000 or the Environmental Information Regulations 2004, it may need to disclose this
e-mail. Website: http://www.cityoflondon.gov.uk



THIS IS AN EXTERNAL EMAIL

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Date:

Re: Planning Application/Listed Building Consent Consultation: 23/01304/FULEIA, 23/01277/LBC, and
23/01276/LBC (the scheme)
16 March 2024 17:36:05

Dear Ms Delves,

I presume that the new extended consultation termination date of 06 April referred to in the
“Neighbour Letter” relates to 21 days plus Good Friday and Easter Monday. However, as
the major application is an EIA one, the consultation period should surely be 30 days,
excluding Good Friday and Easter Monday (4.20 of City Corporation’s Statement of
Community Involvement of May 2023). 

In any event, according to Gerald Eve’s letter of 14 March:

Finally, the team are also preparing the following responses for information purposes
which we will issue to the City of
London Corporation for review by 18th March 2024:

1. Response to CoLAG Comments, prepared by Buro Happold, Diller Scofido + Renfro
Diller and Sheppard Robson.

as a result, the time limit of 06 April for comments should be extended for the period
between 14 March and the posting of the response to “CoLAG Comments” on the planning
portal. 

I note that six amended site plans have recently been posted to the planning portal without
any explanation other than the site boundaries have been extended. At the same time, there
don’t seem to be any proposed site plans, so perhaps you could explain what has happened
to them please.

I also note that there are several drawings referred to as “sitewide”. What does this mean?

Finally, for now, attached is a copy of the map referred to in the City of London
(Bridgewater Square) Appropriation Order 1965. This illustrates the area of land within the
scheme’s boundary which was appropriated as public open space. This appropriation was
the result of City Corporation’s need to utilise part of Bridgewater Square for the access
ramp to Bunyan Court. 

Bridgwater Square was acquired by City Corporation under the Open Spaces Act 1906 and
is to remain an open space under the London Squares Preservation Act 1931. Could you
please confirm the current status of the appropriated land within the scheme in relation to
the 1931 Act please. 

In the meantime, please treat this email as a further objection to the scheme. At least until
you have provided an acceptable response to all the above points.

Best regards,

Fred Rodgers
100 Breton House



Barbican
London
EC2Y 8PQ
UK

On 14 Mar 2024, at 16:22, lpalondonwallwest
<lpalondonwallwest@cityoflondon.gov.uk> wrote:

Dear Consultee/Contributor,

Please see attached consultation for London Wall West - 140 London Wall, 150
London Wall, Ironmongers’ Hall, Shaftesbury Place, London Wall Car Park, London,
EC2Y (including void, lifts and stairs at 200 Aldersgate Street and One London Wall).

Reply with your comments to lpalondonwallwest@cityoflondon.gov.uk.

Kind Regards,

Planning Administration

On behalf of

Gemma Delves
Environment Department
City of London
THIS E-MAIL AND ANY ATTACHED FILES ARE CONFIDENTIAL
AND MAY BE LEGALLY PRIVILEGED. If you are not the addressee, any
disclosure, reproduction, copying, distribution or other dissemination or use of
this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
transmission in error please notify the sender immediately and then delete this
e-mail. Opinions, advice or facts included in this message are given without
any warranties or intention to enter into a contractual relationship with the
City of London unless specifically indicated otherwise by agreement, letter or
facsimile signed by a City of London authorised signatory. Any part of this e-
mail which is purely personal in nature is not authorised by the City of
London. All e-mail through the City of London's gateway is potentially the
subject of monitoring. All liability for errors and viruses is excluded. Please
note that in so far as the City of London falls within the scope of the Freedom
of Information Act 2000 or the Environmental Information Regulations 2004,
it may need to disclose this e-mail. Website: http://www.cityoflondon.gov.uk
<Neighbour letter 23-01304-FULEIA.pdf>




