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GLERA

Recipient: Paul Murtagh, Dhruv Patel, Robert Khan, and Cllr Richard Watts

Letter: Greetings,

Save Golden Lane Estate AND Build Decent Homes

I call on Islington Council and the City of London to reject the proposed
development at the Grade II and Grade II* listed Golden Lane Estate, and to bring
forward a new proposal that respects the scale and quality of the Golden Lane
Estate and provides sustainable, inclusive social housing for families.

The Golden Lane Estate is an internationally important post-war housing scheme
in the City of London by architects Chamberlin, Powell and Bon who went on to
design the landmark Barbican Estate. This development threatens its architectural
significance and integrity. 

The City of London and Islington Council have brought forward sub-standard
proposals for an overpowering extension to the Estate that includes a school, a
school hall placed in the centre of the estate and a 14 storey tower block that does
not respect the design, scale or quality of the Estate. It exceeds planning policy on
density and height by a factor of three times and has no outdoor green space.

This over-development goes against the spirit and letter of the London Plan and of
Islington’s planning policy.

           
           

             

          
          

              

          

          
              

          

              

          

              name and general geographic location with the intended decision maker. If 

you do not wish to have this information shared you should not sign the petition.

          In accordance with the change.org privacy policy we may share your
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Signatures

Name Location Date
Charles Humphries Hambledon, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-09
Julie Crofts Golden Lane Estate, London, ENG, United

Kingdom
2017-03-09

Nathalie Malinarich London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-09
Phoebe Unwin London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-09
Richard Parrott London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-09
irati ariztegui manchester, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-09
Matthew Malthouse London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-09
Jim Biek London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-09
Phil Smith St George's Fields, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-09
Deborah Cherry London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-09
Holger Mattes London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-09
Sue Pearson London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-09
anthony best London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-09
David Henderson London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-10
Neil Lamb Aberdeen, SCT, United Kingdom 2017-03-10
Ken Hutt London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-10
Gary Clark Clerkenwell, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-10
Alice Cameron London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-10
Gavin Pike London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-10
Kin Yan Lau London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-10
Kirill Arakcheev London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-10
Francisco Esteras London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-10
Mark Curtis London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-10
TIMOTHY GODSMARK London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-10
Dawn Frampton London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-10
Diogo Filipe London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-10
Luis Silva London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-10
Caroline Humphries London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-10
Fabrice Gourdel London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-10
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Name Location Date
Michael Sanday-Ferrier London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-10
Giancarlo Alhadeff Londin, , United Kingdom 2017-03-10
Maria Prior london, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-10
Jacqueline Swanson London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-10
Jane Beckett London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-10
Rachael Foster London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-10
nigel unwin Cambridge, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-10
Morné Rossouw London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-10
Paul Drinkwater Southgate, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-10
Tom Davies Cambridge, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-10
Greg Turner Golden Lane Estate, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-10
Emma Reilly Harpenden, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-10
Richard Morley London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-10
andrea simpkins wiltshire, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-10
Janet Unwin Cambridge, GB, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-10
Paul Lincoln London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-10
Gordon Baker London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-10
Braf Johnson Clerkenwell, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-10
Richard Brattan London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-10
anthony baker SIDCUP, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-11
Clementine Cecil London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-11
Gordon Baker Barkway, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-11
E Brining Luton, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-11
Hannah Betts Pimlico, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-11
Louise Upton London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-11
Gillian Darley London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-11
Daniel Ruff Herts, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-11
Sophie Pownall London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-11
Hank Dittmar London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-11
Daniel Swallow London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-11
William Dunbar Tbilisi, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-11
jill matthews London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-11

Page 272



Name Location Date
Sarah Cummings London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-11
stella cecil London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-11
Ciarán Rua London, , United Kingdom 2017-03-11
Lisa Beville London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-11
Charlotte Davies London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-11
Ian Lee Birmingham, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-11
Iona Judd London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-11
Fred Scott London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-11
Sean Griffiths London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-11
Alan Lam London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-11
Laura Orger London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-11
Paul Davies London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-11
Tom Tattersall Glasgow, SCT, United Kingdom 2017-03-11
Sarah Boud London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-11
Mary Richardson London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-11
Peter Chadwick Walthamstow, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-11
samuel brettingham` london, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-11
Anna Rose London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-11
Jose Rosa Cordoba, , Spain 2017-03-11
CAROLINE KENNY London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-11
Freya Judd Colchester, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-11
Frederick Rodgers London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-11
Andreas Ruby Berlin, , Germany 2017-03-12
`gp Pezold London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-12
Max Hacke Berlin, , Germany 2017-03-12
Susan Gavin Broadway, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-12
Lynne Walker London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-12
Thomas Masters Berlin, , Germany 2017-03-12
Charlotte Von Moos Basel, , Switzerland 2017-03-12
Magnus Wills London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-12
Nerea Bello Glasgow, SCT, United Kingdom 2017-03-12
Simon Baynes Llanfyllin, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-12
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Name Location Date
Kathy deWitt Llanwrda, WLS, United Kingdom 2017-03-12
Oscar Parker Hambledon, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-12
Spyridon Kaprinis London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-12
Veronique Skelsey London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-12
Sarah McKinnon St Brelade, , Jersey 2017-03-12
Jane Carr London, , United Kingdom 2017-03-12
C Po Clerkenwell, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-12
Camille Brooks Golden Lane Estate, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-12
Emily Ffrench Blake London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-12
jason lee Hove, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-12
Paul Cahill Brighton, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-12
Angelina De Palma London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-12
Anneke Elwes London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-12
shankar kothapuram London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-12
Graham Modlen London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-12
Nick Sharp london, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-12
Liane Cleril-Fontaine London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-12
Helen Rowley Stoke-on-Trent, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-12
Daniel Nyiri Venice, CA, United States 2017-03-12
Luke Elwes London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-12
victor thornton london, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-12
Rachel Councell London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-12
Eva Stenram Golden Lane Estate, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-12
Caroline Andersen Copenhagen, , Denmark 2017-03-12
Justin Humphries London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-12
Shona Mckinnon Edinburgh, SCT, United Kingdom 2017-03-12
Blog Writer London, , United Kingdom 2017-03-12
Anastasia Korotonozhkina Kensington, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-12
Bill Mann London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-12
Thaddeus Zupancic London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-12
Daniel Elson London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-12
Ben Hickey London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-12
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Name Location Date
Leonard Broese van Groenou Weybridge, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-12
Simon Crow Colchester, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-12
Robert Frosdick London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-12
Martha Mundy London, , United Kingdom 2017-03-12
Noel Bosch London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-12
lucy knight London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-12
Thomas Venner Petersfield, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-12
isabella mann , France 2017-03-12
leonor gonzalez de rivera
monterrey

madrid, , Spain 2017-03-12

P L Dickinson London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-12
Jake Elwes London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-12
Ian Timpany London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-12
steven malies London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-12
Clive Kelly London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Peter Hurley London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Ben Freeman Belfast, NIR, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Heide Maria Woodford, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Darren Gomes Croydon, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
C Pinto London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
AGUSTIN GIMENEZ , Spain 2017-03-13
Conrad Cecil Burbank, CA, United States 2017-03-13
Marcio Novaes Coelho Jr São Paulo, , Brazil 2017-03-13
tina metz london, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Ian Douglas London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Paul Taylor London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Anne-Maria Vandenbon Golden Lane Estate, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
janine symons Perth, , Australia 2017-03-13
Belinda Ross London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
EDUARDO GODOY MARTÍNEZ London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Susan Lapwood Brighton, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Sean Gallagher London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
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Name Location Date
Melanie Atkin Rayleigh, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Robert Cooper Golden Lane Estate, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
David Provost Liverpool, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Robib Copley London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Roland Jeffery Golden Lane Estate, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Ivonne Riesenberg London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Sue Howard London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Christopher McCormack LONDON, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
nigel Smith London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Sue Lovegrove Oxfordshire, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
mike faulkner London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Sarah Winman London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
doug haywood london, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
elvira lopez , Spain 2017-03-13
James Dell Kettering, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Madeleine Morris London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
rob bearyman Clerkenwell, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
FRAZER SHEE LONDON, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Anett Rideg London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Zulfqar Ali London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Victoria Mansfield , Australia 2017-03-13
Helen James London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
sarah blackwood London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
ilona sagar london, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Alex Lu London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Vincent Nowak London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Chen McCalla Melton Constable, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
William Pimlott London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
valerie phillips Highgate, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Angela Chicken Southampton, England, ENG, United

Kingdom
2017-03-13

Christine Clifford London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
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Name Location Date
Mary Durcan London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Jason Pritchard London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Gabriel Zordan , Australia 2017-03-13
Matthew J. Hughes London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
David Veitch Forest Hill, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Anna Young Brampton, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
edward marchand london, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
E Lloyd-Taylor Winchester, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
ann lee Bideford, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Hattie Grylls London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
David Dawson North Maida Vale, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Patsy Cox London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Raphael Schlag , Germany 2017-03-13
Jade C Clerkenwell, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Eliot Stock London, , United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Anna Kirkham Stoke Newington, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Victoria Jakeman London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Kate Coghlan london, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Rolf Knudsen London, , United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Carl Gardner London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Victoria Buurman London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Alan Brown Golden Lane Estate, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Adam Ohringer London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Marcia Mihotich London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Miranda Jolliffe London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Sylvie Pierce London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Nicholas Farhi London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Christopher Ash London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Sophia Ceneda London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Ronan Whittern London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Neil Grayshon London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Chamoun Issa Golden Lane Estate, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
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Name Location Date
Steen Schmidt Nielsen Virum, , Denmark 2017-03-13
William Poole Hitchin, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Kate Stevens London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Renata Zanin Golden Lane Estate, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Gill Lamont Leeds, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Tom Holbrook Cambridge, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Jean Locker London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Anita Fatchett Wakefield, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Eva Novillo London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Jon Vanner London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Sarah Batty-Smith London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Andrew Brian Hickman London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Martin Spence London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
James Dunnett London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Reiko Yamazaki London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
anne corbett london, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Roy Lonergan London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Murray T Beckenham, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Samantha Male Golden Lane Estate, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
kerri darn London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Sophie Clarke Aldershot, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Friederike Huber London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Lindsay Christink Golden Lane Estate, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Carla Snow Islington, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Jack Pritchard London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Duncan McKinnon St Brelade, Jersey, , Jersey 2017-03-13
david cox london, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Veronica Horwell London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Daisy Kenneally-Muir London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
INGRID WEISS LONDON, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Mary-Rose Clackson Golden Lane Estate, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Alex Grace London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
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Caroline Poulton London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Mary Tapissier London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
sophie handler london, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-13
Bruce Trethwick London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Tomas Baltazari London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
luke cox london, , United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Luise Gomard Holte, , Denmark 2017-03-14
Elaine Taylor Hythe, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Leopoldo Zampiccoli Arco, , Italy 2017-03-14
Katy Cox Faversham, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Nicky Tricks London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
claire pomeroy london, , United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Sara Middleton London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Steve Jones London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Laura De freitas Westminster, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Noreen Kay London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Michelle Loader London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Marianne Connolly London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Maritza Tschepp London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Matthew Illston Clanfield, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
sherri durrell London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Robert Clifford Bath, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Charlotte Snow London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
michelle cove london, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Linda Painter LONDON, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Patricia sabini Chafford Hundred, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Ian Darby London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Carrie Skinner London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Danny Skinner London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Lizzie Rogers London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Peter Arnold Beverley, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Linda Gilroy London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
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Susan Jones Cheadle Hulme, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Dot Sanders London, , United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Brian Johnson London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Emily Durrell London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Simon Martin Faversham, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Kate Cavalier Amport, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
joanne durrell hornchurch, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Sue Goodman Combe, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Lisa Scott London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Daniel Sabini , Spain 2017-03-14
Maria F london, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Ken Shaw Highgate, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Chris Fell Bath, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Debbie Mills Hounslow, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Claudia Marciante London, , United Kingdom 2017-03-14
P Niven London, , United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Alexander Juon London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Tracey Baxter London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Martina Lang London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Chloe Higginson West Norwood, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Theophilus Skerritt London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Martin Schnabl Camberwell, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Alex Schramm RIBA London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Barry Chandler Lee, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Jules Griffith London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
martin cooper london, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Marilyn Gilliam London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
R Hui London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Cindy Robins littlehampton, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Holly Rees London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Anita Connolly London, , United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Maliya Price London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
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Graeme Price London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Simon Hall Mytholmroyd, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Barry Stirland Forest Hill, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Jon Collins Nr Cirencester, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Lucy Marston LONDON, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Iris Bennett London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Ebony Carberry Edinburgh, SCT, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Michael Corsar London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Tina Norden London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
paul baker london, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Lesley Scoble London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
steven separovich london, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Jane Ashworth Stockport, , United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Antonio Marciante Basingstoke, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Paula Corcoran Surrey, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Gillian Winman Whitehouse Rd Oxford, ENG, United

Kingdom
2017-03-14

jean edwards Writtle, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Sean Vassen Chipping Norton, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
emma jarvis London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Caroline Dickinson Kingskerswell, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
alicia pivaro London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Daniela Lucchese V. Veneto, ENG, Italy 2017-03-14
Helen Hunn Loughton, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Johan Carlsson Skellefteå, , Sweden 2017-03-14
Anthony Wackett Edinburgh, SCT, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Tyler Bowler London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Lee Galloway London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Ragnhild Nyhlén Stockholm, , Sweden 2017-03-14
Michael Beer London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Cheryl Hooper Chingford, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Bruce Badger London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
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Liz Sewell London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Jo Russell Loughton, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Rita Makanjee London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Jade Young , Australia 2017-03-14
Francesca De Rosa London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Tony Hunn London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Sheena O'Brien London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Patricia Cove London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Yolanda Scott Castelldefels, , Spain 2017-03-14
Cathryn Worrell London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Kelly powell Ely, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Laura Leipzig Berkeley, CA, United States 2017-03-14
Tom Pearson London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Emma Snelling London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
peter fisher London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Mary Jones London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
John Cox Bradford on Avon, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Shakira Joynson Blackpool, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Sarah Saunders Essex, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Sharif Haque London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Lorraine Job London, , United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Jackie Saravanan Suffern, NY, United States 2017-03-14
Harriette Ashcroft London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Bethan Hall Mytholmroyd, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Sharon Kett London, , United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Michael Collins London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
S Kahl London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Carrie Spagnol London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Dr Matthew Barac London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Peter Luckham London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Giles Rose Golden Lane Estate, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Richard Torres Brighton and Hove, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
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Nick Roe Maresfield, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Amanda Jones London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Stephen Luckham Bristol, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Michael McManus london, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Clare Carolin London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
John Crabbe Belfast, NIR, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Julia Morgan London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Miranda Gibbs London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-14
Richard Sell Wilton, CT, United States 2017-03-15
Toni Dunford London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
Pj Haben London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
George Coult London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
Tony nolan London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
Marcie Larizadeh London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
EMma Chapmsn Loughton, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
ROLAND SAUNDERS LONDON, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
fay caton London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
Margaret McAlpine Bury St Edmunds, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
Becca Fry Ringwood, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
Antonio Forte London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
Mark Luckham Manchester, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
Morné Rossouw London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
Tim Chapple Golden Lane Estate, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
sandra heaney islington, , United Kingdom 2017-03-15
Varvara Khomutova London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
Linda Moederzoon Norfolk, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
Fernando Souza London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
David Hall Launceston, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
Ruth Corbett London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
Julie Le Bihan Westminster, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
Buddy Haward London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
Rohan Madison London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
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Chris Mounsey London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
Leila Sadeghee London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
Mark Waller Golden Lane Estate, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
Lucy Tudor London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
Nick Bacon london, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
Josie Downey Reading, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
Maik Novotny Wimbledon, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
Isabelle Boyer Kings Cross, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
Lesley Bhatti Edinburgh, SCT, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
Tiffany Farhi London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
Marie Sepheriades Cazenove, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
Jonathan Rowe , France 2017-03-15
Margot James London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
Rachel Jackson Camberwell, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
Carol Norton London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
Rohan Premnath London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
Charlotte Rowe Munich, , France 2017-03-15
Eloise G Stone, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
Debbie Hill Brighton, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
Alastair Graham Westminster, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
Judy Guy-Briscoe London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
Dermot McLaughlin London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
Robert Skinner London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
Agostino Perrone London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
Clare Pennington London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
Andrea Cox London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
ellen moorman Scethrog, WLS, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
nasim Nasim London, , United Kingdom 2017-03-15
Jillian Jones London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-15
John Oakes Dudley, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-16
Daniel Rosbottom London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-16
John Rosbottom Golden Lane Estate, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-16
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chloe grech london, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-16
Simon Barraclough London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-16
Laura Thomas Weybridge, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-16
Sally Mitchell London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-16
Christine Howes Bilston, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-16
Liane Strauss New York, NY, United States 2017-03-16
Teresa Heapy Oxford, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-16
lesley ward ward london, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-16
David Lovegrove Wallingford, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-16
Wendy Rosbottom Golden Lane Estate, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-16
Tina pamment London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-16
Betty A. Luckham LUCKHAM Manchester, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-16
Brett JARROLD london, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-16
Beate Sonnenberg Stoke Newington, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-16
Georgina Cox London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-16
Nick Hanzel Maynard, MA, United States 2017-03-16
Paul Thompson London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-16
John Lester London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-16
Gill Jarvis London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-16
Ivy O. PAPHOS, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-16
Jaspreet Dhawan-Randell London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-16
Stuart CAMERON London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-16
Jeanette Gilbreth London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-16
Johm Tomlinson London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-16
Kanee Kang London, , United Kingdom 2017-03-16
Rowena Godfrey Leeds, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-16
Kate Triggs Golden Lane Estate, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-16
Dave Peters Dolywern, WLS, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Pauline Rudd Marlborough, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Sandra Morris London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Anne-Marie Grant London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Fay Day London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
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Colin Fowler London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Johnnie Brannigan LONDON, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Susan Budden Wakefield, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Alice Frugonia Chepstow, WLS, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Emma Matthews London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Roberto Mingrino Golden Lane Estate, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Maria Schiller London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Anne Thomas Oakley, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Alec Turner Hemel Hempstead, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Bryan Johnson London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Tom McCarthy Golden Lane Estate, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Jonathan Goodfellow London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
leela Sounes London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Esmee Dedjardin london, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Nelio Rodrigues London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Nj McGarrigle London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Christopher Hyndman London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Stefi Orazi London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Gail Hedley Bishops Stortford, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Tanya Szwarnowska London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Jana Mills Tottenham, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Mem Morrison laxfield, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Jenny Fleming London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Matthew Carter London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Ruth Lang London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Charlotte Frost Stoke Newington, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Petra Kime Melksham, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Bella Roe Maresfield, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Gavin Hyndman Glasgow, SCT, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
paulo abreu London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Rune Andre Nautvik Bergen, , Norway 2017-03-17
Charlotte Pritchard London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
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Carole F Newcastle, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Katherine Mogridge London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
mary bailey London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Monika Kopiec London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Ben Acornley Watford, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Patrik Sjoberg Stockholm, , Sweden 2017-03-17
Thomas Kronig London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Clare Cumberlidge London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Paul Kuszynski South Salem, NY, United States 2017-03-17
Helen McKenie London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Kate Bacon Hove, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Tom Martin London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Nergiz Martin London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Melody Martin London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Susanna Craib-Cox Chicago, IL, United States 2017-03-17
Niran Vinod London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Jorie Lagerwey Dublin, , Ireland 2017-03-17
Oreet Ashery London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Kristen Fuhs Los Angeles, CA, United States 2017-03-17
Coby Lee London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Haritini Fameli Stoke Newington, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Antonio Nascimento , Germany 2017-03-17
Niall Sloan London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Brian Jacobson Rochester, NY, United States 2017-03-17
Tim Parker Godalming, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-17
Laurie Parker Hambledon, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-18
Serra Askin Istanbul, , Turkey 2017-03-18
Sally Bradforth London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-18
Radovan Scasascia London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-18
Joel Seadon London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-18
Chris Winterburn Ossett, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-18
george mavrikos Kensington, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-18
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Jordan McKenzie London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-18
Arina Zharikova London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-18
Harvey Brown London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-18
paul shearsmith London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-18
Kieran Woods Golden Lane Estate, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-18
Deborah Phillips London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-18
Marco Zaccaria London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-18
Rory Neighbour Wanstead, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-18
Kate Edwards London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-18
John Whitehead LONDON, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-18
Martin Edwards London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-18
Elizabeth Jones London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-18
Jason Hayter Sheffield, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-18
Debra Nash Highgate, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-18
Andrew Corden London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-18
Ryan Cook London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-18
Eleanor Hall Macclesfield, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-18
Ned Kelly london, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-18
Clym Evernden London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-18
Jonathan Cardy London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-18
Iqbal Hussain London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-18
Steven Fowler London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-18
Ann Brown Surbiton, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-18
Niall Maxwell Felindre, WLS, United Kingdom 2017-03-18
Ze'ev Feigis Cambridge, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-18
Capucine Perrot London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-18
Zak Kyes London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-18
Lisa Weigl , Germany 2017-03-18
Isha Victoria Cotay London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-18
Wayne Daly Golden Lane Estate, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-18
Julia Chalkley London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-18
bill gilliam golden lane estate, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-18
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James Morgan London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-18
Jennifer Bailey Prague, , Czech Republic 2017-03-18
Robin Bunce Cambridge, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-18
Jack Harris London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-18
Louis Gilbert Whitechapel, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-18
Janet sharp London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-18
Anna Parkinson London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-18
Seitha Kaur Kaur Bristol, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-18
Rowan Blaik Downe, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-18
Alysia Maciejowska Yelverton, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-19
Rebecca Williams London, IL, United Kingdom 2017-03-19
Anna Curry London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-19
Stephen Rogers Kirkby Malzeard, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-19
Ricky Kwok Brixton, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-19
Russell Harris London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-19
Hanna Hölling London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-19
James Wright London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-19
David Pomeroy London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-19
Jeremy Whall Royal Leamington Spa, ENG, United

Kingdom
2017-03-19

Laurent Benner London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-19
Matthew Waddelow London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-19
Katie Robinson London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-19
Shelagh Wright London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-19
Zeynep Celik New York, NY, United States 2017-03-19
Tina Crawford Croydon, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-19
Alexandra Thomas Hambledon, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-19
Elain Harwood London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-19
Elizabeth Walker London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-20
Simon Holt London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-20
Helen Lee Clerkenwell, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-20
Henrietta Billings Clerkenwell, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-20
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Yara Rodrigues Fowler London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-20
Michael Marriott London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-20
Marion Blair London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-20
Jon Martin London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-20
alessio cuozzo London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-20
Simon Scott St. Neots, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-20
Sarah Shenker London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-20
Kirill Korolev London,UK, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-20
Daniel Gratiot London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-20
Leo Chapman London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-20
Rosamund Diamond London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-20
David Ish-Horowicz Oxford, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-20
Steve Speller Worthing, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-20
Vittorio Infante London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-20
Zack Hanzel-Snider Maynard, MA, United States 2017-03-21
Caroline Smith London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-21
Anna Gyseman Brighton, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-21
Jay Brooks London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-21
Mark Sladen London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-21
Bill Swallow Hurstpierpoint, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-21
Grace Payne London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-21
Nicki Bech Christensen Copenhagen, , Denmark 2017-03-21
Claire Nielsen Copenhagen, , Denmark 2017-03-21
John Tracey-White London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-21
Jale Forrest London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-21
Iain Chambers London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Nick Kemp Henley on Thames, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Pilar Foy Ipswich, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Charlotte Dew London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Prue Green Lewes, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Caroline Bottomley London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Cathryn Grenfell London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22

Page 290



Name Location Date
Katrin Hasert , Germany 2017-03-22
ja Woolf London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Martin Hawkins Brisbane, , Australia 2017-03-22
Alastair Hanson London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Joanna Godfree Southsea, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Shayne Husbands Builth Wells, WLS, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Moira Collett Wivenhoe, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Jonathan Spickett-Jones London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Deb Atkinson Southport, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Linda Brownlee Dundee, SCT, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Nic Shore London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Jill Dalton London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Carol Gilham York, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Gabrielle Anais London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Lori Lakes Lowestoft, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
rebecca lane alford, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
David Armitage London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Anne Vinden , Spain 2017-03-22
Stephen Guy Whitechapel, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Charlotte Lorimer London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Sheila Hillier London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Jonathan Madden London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Vicky Stewart London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Stephen Machin London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Ann Meacher london, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
elaine edge Earley, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Bryn Truscott Redhill, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Nick Drake London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Julie Sutcliffe Merthyr Tydfil, WLS, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Margaret Monod Shoreham-by-Sea, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Alison Lynch Uxbridge, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Maura Bangs Wallington, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
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Michael Keating London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Daisy Palmer Eye, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Judith Laity Helperby, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Penny Machin London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Petra Brouwer Amsterdam, , Netherlands 2017-03-22
Celia De Veras london, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Peter Holford Oldham, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Diana Fawcett London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
lara schroder london, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Hilary Neilson Haslemere, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
jackie jennings Topsham, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Annie Green Menston, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Richard Mason Eastbourne, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Mike Shingleton London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Ruth Donaghey Whitechapel, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Gillian Goodridge Surrey, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Julia Boyle Harrow, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Stephanie John London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Alastair McNaughton , Australia 2017-03-22
Fiona Trosh London, , United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Christopher Woodward London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Christina Pullam Canary Wharf, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Carlo Chinca BATH, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
shelagh delphyne Montville, ME, United States 2017-03-22
Giacomo Baraldi London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
nicola tyldesley cottingham, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Eleanor Rowe London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
navneet bhatia London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Steve Hanscomb Aylesbury, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
linda cole london, , United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Calum Storrie London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Maureen Weir Compton, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
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Naomi Oliver London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Patricia Taylor London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
tim sayer london, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Joan Cooksley Walton-on-Thames, England, United

Kingdom, ENG, United Kingdom
2017-03-22

rose ades london, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Linzi Stirrup Wigan, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
bob hale London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
M Grealy London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Barbara Jezewska Letchworth, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Victoria Cicely friis copenhagen, , Denmark 2017-03-22
Nafisa Tosh London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Dee Robinson Watlington, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Margaret Muraszko Pinner, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
claire barthram old street, London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Julia Meadows London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
betsy barker Berwick upon tweed, SCT, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Louise Guthrie London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Sam Reeves hounslow, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
jan fuscoe london, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Ann George London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Antony Macer Stroud, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Judith Russell Chilton, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Andrew Leggatt Edinburgh, SCT, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Sue Tahran Saint Leonards, England, United Kingdom0,

ENG, United Kingdom
2017-03-22

Oliver Williams London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Susan Mayer Poole, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
paula wharram Hampton, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Ed Dew Beckenham, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Leana Pooley Penselwood, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Denise Bryant , Australia 2017-03-22
sara canullo london, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22Page 293



Name Location Date
Luke Greysmith St albans, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Janice Mottram Nazeing, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Melonie Potts Marietta, GA, United States 2017-03-22
Jennifer Higgie London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Paul Dillon Rochdale, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Celeste Dion Montréal, , Canada 2017-03-22
Khairoun Abji London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
David Buckman London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Michael Shepherd London, PA, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Sarah Lewington Sawbridgeworth, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Fay Cattini London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
andrea swindells Strines, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Marina Wrixon Martock, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Kate Fearnley London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Nabla Yahya London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Chris Ashby London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
letitia Proulx corsham, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Richard Pascoe Solva, WLS, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Simon Nicklin Ashford, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Sigrid Werner London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Carlos Hood Gravesend, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Graeme Light London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Deanna Gaige Walnut Creek, CA, United States 2017-03-22
Brigid Philip London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Zoe Rutherford London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Christine Rutherford Londpn, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Linda Maitland Felixstowe, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Mushadek Ahmed Middlex, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Mike Marriott Orpington, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Selina Guinness rathfarnham, , Ireland 2017-03-22
Alison butterfield london, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-22
Christoph Lindner Eugene, OR, United States 2017-03-23
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Paula Frankel Prairie Village, KS, United States 2017-03-23
,John Holt London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
Carol Seed London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
Robin Hawkes London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
Tanja Kovacevic London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
Sigrun Sverrisdottir London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
Ken Morgan Lytchett Matravers, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
Kate Higham London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
Patricia Niven London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
Jonathan Taylor London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
Ralph Cooley Walthamstow, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
John Cowpertwait London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
Janice Mitten London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
Jane Pickersgill london, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
Dominic Reid Walsingham, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
Jake Johnson London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
paul wells London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
valerio de santis London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
Nigel Gomeze London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
David Attwood Worcs., ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
Aine McGuinness London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
simon richardson norwich, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
Christiane Pluer London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
elena massucco Hastings, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
Tess Pinto London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
Takako Okatsu London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
Jesus Burgos London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
Elizabeth Moon Letchworth, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
Alistair Blake London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
James Smith London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
Stephen Morgan Sutton Coldfield, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
Chris Ruff London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
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teresa collins london, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
Roderik Gonggrijp London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
Margaret Roe London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
Angela Forrester London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
Katy Nicholson London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
Artur Jozefowski London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
Christina Walsh London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
les Foreman Pimlico, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
Jane Kelly london, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
Janette Evans London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
Richard Beville London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
Martin McGrath London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
foteini theocharopoulou London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
M Pelfrey London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
Damian Martinez London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
John Wyatt London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
Christine Lindey london, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
arja den Adel , Netherlands 2017-03-23
Stuart Dixon Edinburgh, SCT, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
Lynda Stark Nenthorn, SCT, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
Rosie Shaw london, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
Mark Findlay Brighton, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
Mark Walton London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
Loren Williams Montreal, , Canada 2017-03-23
Johanna Burch Oxford, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
wendy charlton London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
James Castle London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-23
Sarah Parker London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-24
Susan Pashkoff London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-24
Simon Albrecht Nelson, , New Zealand 2017-03-24
Ruth Mayorcas London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-24
Stuart Cullimore Camborne,, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-24
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ursula deniflee london, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-24
ANGELA ALMOND Ferndown, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-24
Mary Foster Montacute, somerset, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-24
Lorna Chambers Clydach, WLS, United Kingdom 2017-03-24
Siobhan Ward Prestwich, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-24
Sandra Forsyth London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-24
Tijana Vukicevic London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-24
Caitlin Simcock London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-24
Anya Gordon Clark London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-24
Joanna Hines London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-24
Emma Nagle London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-24
Eileen O'Keeffe London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-24
Imogen Forster London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-24
Clare Lynam London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-24
Paul Nixon Rushmere Saint Andrew, ENG, United

Kingdom
2017-03-24

Joan Grant London, , United Arab Emirates 2017-03-24
Steve Birch London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-24
Denise Powell Dudley, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-24
Andrew Marsh London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-24
Karla Fry Ringwood, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-24
Sarah Christian London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-24
Pablo Casais Solano London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-24
Andrea Janosi Golden Lane Estate, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-24
Peter Fraenkel London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-25
Harvey Mason Hadleigh, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-25
Victoria Sherwin London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-25
Nick Brittain London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-25
Glyn Robbins London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-25
Sabine Butzlaff London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-25
Sonya Andermahr Northampton, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-25
Janice sweeney London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-25
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Lynne Sanders London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-25
Sue Cartwright London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-25
sue notaro London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-25
Paul Murphy London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-25
Hayley Nova Greenhithe, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-25
Jasmine Shadrack Northampton, UK, AL, United States 2017-03-25
Abby Sullivan London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-25
Robert Andrews London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-25
Caroline Lloyd Harlow, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-25
Tom Powell Carshalton, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-25
Patricia Banke London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-26
Mary Gilchrist London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-26
Russell Bell City of London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-26
Peter Sandwell Kew, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-26
Eileen Short London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-26
Philip Green London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-27
Mary Phillips London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-27
Zoe Rimmer Eye, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-27
Nikki Mellor London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-27
Anais Nievas London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-27
Anne Stansfield London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-27
Freya Jones London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-27
Robin Clark Doncaster, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-27
Alexander Ross Chingford, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-27
Penny Krantz Manchester, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-27
Roger Huddle London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-27
jim aindow London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-27
Gina Roosien , Netherlands 2017-03-27
Will Temple London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-27
Yvonne Staplehurst Pimlico, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-27
Keith Baker Winchester, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-27
John Marston Worcester, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-27
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Rachel Lynn London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-27
Philip Conway Monmouth, WLS, United Kingdom 2017-03-27
David Allen Nottingham, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-28
Marco Cecere London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-28
Marlene Smith Smethwick, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-28
Sophie Murray FARNBOROUGH, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-28
Richard Hanly Lambeth, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-28
marcia michael london, AA, United States 2017-03-28
Kate Villevoye london, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-29
Paul Marijetic London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-29
Sarah Ainslie London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-30
Monica Lawrence Brockham, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-30
Brian Thrift London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-30
Mathew Dale Halling, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-30
Troy Batley London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-30
Michael Crossan Portsmouth, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-30
Jackie Baker London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-30
Sarah Bancroft London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-30
Philippa Turner Frinton-on-Sea, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-30
PATRICIA O'CONNOR London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-30
kerry maisey Golden Lane Estate, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-31
Nancy Honey London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-31
Susan Whitfield Golden Lane Estate, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-31
Elizabeth Ridley London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-31
Beverley Bytheway London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-03-31
Katia Shavrina Kings Cross, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-04-01
Charlie Gillan Larne, NIR, United Kingdom 2017-04-01
Katie Husband Fareham, DC, United Kingdom 2017-04-01
Alison Duncan Birch Vale, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-04-02
Simon Blake Lambeth, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-04-02
teresa wells London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-04-03
dan holliday LONDON, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-04-03
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Sarah Almond Stroud Green, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-04-03
Lucy Miller London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-04-03
Jess Payne London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-04-03
Esme Anderson London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-04-03
Stephanie Powell Camberwell, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-04-03
Minnie copping London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-04-03
David Rainbird Margaretville, NY, United States 2017-04-03
oliver frisby hemel hempstead, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-04-03
Christiane Ten-Hoopen London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-04-04
Paul Woodley Lyon, , France 2017-04-04
Lauren Jackson London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-04-04
Joyce Rothwell Golden Lane Estate, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-04-04
Marta Santacroce London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-04-06
Stephen Sprake London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-04-09
Sindre Kaspersen Leinesfjord, , Norway 2017-04-09
Paul Donnelly Glasgow, SCT, United Kingdom 2017-04-10
Jamie Thomas London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-04-10
JILL Tyrrell Acrise, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-04-11
Carolyn Magnus Erith, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-04-14
John Harding London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-04-14
Liz Patterson London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-04-15
Jake Sale Bedford, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-04-16
Ian Prentice London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-04-17
Martell Brighten Harlow, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-04-17
Barney Beech London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-04-19
Isabel Pietri Clerkenwell, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-04-26
Max Kahlen London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-04-26
Ruth Kyes Santa Barbara, CA, United States 2017-04-26
Andrew Edwards London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-04-26
Louise Betteridge London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-04-29
Theresa Wyatt London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-05-01
Christopher Dyvik Clerkenwell, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-05-02
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Alex Beach London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-05-04
Cathleen Chandler New Malden, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-05-06
Deirdre Yager London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-05-06
Michael Tyrrell Acrise, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-05-12
Ann Battle London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-05-13
Walter Caton Newhaven, , United Kingdom 2017-05-14
Linda Triggs London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-05-14
Amber Worsley Not Far, , United Kingdom 2017-05-22
Sasha Simmonds London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-05-25
Lucy Rogers London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-05-26
Emma Horrigan London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-05-26
Jim White Scarborough, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-06-03
Nicholas Lynch London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-06-07
Tim Mars STROUD, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-06-08
Suzanne Iwai London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-06-10
Jo Burch Oxford, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-06-11
Joseph Ruffles LONDON, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-06-14
Thom James London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-06-14
fenna wagenaar London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-06-15
Anna Montsma-Haakma
Wagenaar

Amsterdam, , Netherlands 2017-06-15

Polly Hutchison London, , United Kingdom 2017-06-16
Rossa Coyle London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-06-16
Ruhul Abdin Darlington, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-06-18
Sara Cunha Porto, , Portugal 2017-06-19
Robert Loader London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-06-25
Glynis Hatch London, , United Kingdom 2017-07-07
Melita Skamnaki London, , United Kingdom 2017-07-10
Ed Burton Castle Douglas, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-07-27
Michael Maclean London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-08-08
Nick Lynch London, , United Kingdom 2017-08-09
Russell Harris London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-08-17
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Stephen Bell London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-08-17
Loren Williams Montreal, , Canada 2017-08-17
Lewis Marks Hatfield Peverel, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-08-18
Adam Young Edenbridge, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-08-18
Jennie REdman London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-08-18
Laura Curry London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-08-18
Frank Forster London, , United Kingdom 2017-08-18
james soane London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-08-18
Alison Price London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-08-18
Tricia Walsh London, , United Kingdom 2017-08-18
Caroline Sargeant London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-08-18
Jacqueline Bennis Barnes, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-08-18
Myles Burke London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-08-18
Constanza Lezama London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-08-18
Tanya Deakin Camberwell, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-08-18
Sarah Lovesey London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-08-18
Myriel Morley Ewell, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-08-18
Janet Mower Witham, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-08-18
Avian Durcan London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-08-18
Amy Mower Witham, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-08-19
Debbie Ash London, , United Kingdom 2017-08-19
Sara Apps Southend-on-sea, , United Kingdom 2017-08-20
Damon Mannion London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-08-20
Jessica Farrell Mildmay Ward, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-08-24
Jo Kernon London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-08-24
Lisa Pendreigh , United Kingdom 2017-08-25
jo ireson Meidrim, WLS, United Kingdom 2017-08-25
Orson Wajih Highbury East, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-08-25
Dawn Burnett London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-08-25
vince adams Hinton Saint Mary, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-08-25
Sophie McMillan London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-08-25
Jon harvey London, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-08-27
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Gregory Lynch London, , United Kingdom 2017-08-29
Anne Marie Byrne Dublin, , Ireland 2017-08-29
Martin Timmons Birmingham, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-08-30
Sid-ali Sahraoui , United Kingdom 2017-09-05
Amélie Chollet , United Kingdom 2017-09-06
Katerina Christofylaki London, , United Kingdom 2017-09-06
Jeremy Brettingham North Creake, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-09-06
Brian Albert London, , United Kingdom 2017-09-06
Charlotte Faber Lewes, ENG, United Kingdom 2017-09-06
Severine Cotte London, , United Kingdom 2017-09-06
Aya Sekine London, , United Kingdom 2017-09-06
Elaine Browning London, , United Kingdom 2017-09-06
Radim Pesko London, , United Kingdom 2017-09-06
Zak Kyes London, , United Kingdom 2017-09-07
Winifred Grinsted London, , United Kingdom 2017-09-07
Azhar Hussain , Netherlands 2017-09-07
Claude DENAGTERGAL Bruxelles, , Belgium 2017-09-07
Thanzeena Mish , United Kingdom 2017-09-07
R K London, , United Kingdom 2017-09-07
Fatima Hussain Kilwinning, SCT, United Kingdom 2017-09-07
Antonio Forte London, , United Kingdom 2017-09-07
Antonis Velissarakos London, , United Kingdom 2017-09-07
Tessa Sheridan London, , United Kingdom 2017-09-07
Lynsey Baker , United Kingdom 2017-09-08
Greta Citronaite London, , United Kingdom 2017-09-09
camilla rooney , Switzerland 2017-09-09
Najib Walji London, , United Kingdom 2017-09-10
Gabriella Pauk Dunstable, , United Kingdom 2017-09-11
Antonio Thomas Dunstable, , United Kingdom 2017-09-11
Emily Phillips London, , United Kingdom 2017-09-11
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GLERA
   
Recipient: Paul Murtagh, Dhruv Patel, Robert Khan, Cllr Richard Watts

Letter: Greetings,

Save Golden Lane Estate AND Build Decent Homes

I call on Islington Council and the City of London to reject the
proposed development at the Grade II and Grade II* listed Golden
Lane Estate, and to bring forward a new proposal that respects
the scale and quality of the Golden Lane Estate and provides
sustainable, inclusive social housing for families.

The Golden Lane Estate is an internationally important post-war
housing scheme in the City of London by architects Chamberlin,
Powell and Bon who went on to design the landmark Barbican
Estate. This development threatens its architectural significance and
integrity.

The City of London and Islington Council have brought forward
sub-standard proposals for an overpowering extension to the Estate
that includes a school, a school hall placed in the centre of the
estate and a 14 storey tower block that does not respect the design,
scale or quality of the Estate. It exceeds planning policy on density
and height by a factor of three times and has no outdoor green
space.

This over-development goes against the spirit and letter of the
London Plan and of Islington’s planning policy.

           
           

             

          
        

           
     

         
         

          
      

        
        

          
       

        
        

          
       

        
       

          
        

       
       
          
        

In accordance with the change.org privacy policy we may 
share your name and general geographic location with the 
intended decision maker. If you do not wish to have this 
information shared you should not sign the
petition.
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Comments

Name Location Date Comment

Julie Crofts Golden Lane
Estate, London,
England, UK

2017-03-09 I value our neighbourhood and I want it to be improved and
maintained. I want good quality housing, green space and
good design in harmony with the existing Estate.

Phil Smith St George's
Fields, England,
UK

2017-03-09 This would be a totally disproportionate and insensitive
addition to an estate that has already become an essential
part of London's architectural history.

Holger Mattes London,
England, UK

2017-03-09 The height and width of the proposed residential tower is
astonishingly out of scale. It overpowers the listed Golden
Lane Estate and overshadows its eastern neighbourhood.
The architectural design is poor. It fails to respond to the
sensitive urban and architectural context. Meanly, the
proposed living rooms and balconies of the socially rented
flats face north-east rather than south-west.

David Henderson London,
England, UK

2017-03-10 A poorly considered and damaging proposal

Charles Humphries London,
England, UK

2017-03-10 Here is a link to the design
presented by the City of London <a
href="http://www.colpai-project.co.uk/assets/colpai_boards_final.pdf"
rel="nofollow">http://www.colpai-project.co.uk/assets/colpai_boards_final.pdf</a>

Charles Humphries London,
England, UK

2017-03-10 Copy and paste this link into your browser to access the City
of London presentation boards and plans for the project: <a
href="http://www.colpai-project.co.uk/assets/colpai_boards_final.pdf"
rel="nofollow">http://www.colpai-project.co.uk/assets/colpai_boards_final.pdf</a>

Kin Yan Lau London,
England, UK

2017-03-10 I hope to see the globally unique environment of
Golden Lane can be preserved and free of impact from
imcompatible new development .

Timothy Godsmark London,
England, UK

2017-03-10 While the proposals for a school and social housing are
welcome they are overcalled.

Dawn Frampton London,
England, UK

2017-03-10 I strongly oppose the new proposals for the site

Caroline
Humphries

London,
England, UK

2017-03-10 There are better options for this site that don't blight the
surrounding housing

Morné Rossouw London,
England, UK

2017-03-10 this will take away the little light that is left among all these
already too tall buildings on city road/barbican/golden lane.
It is the wrong building for this area and way too tall. No
other building in golden lane or banne rstreet is this tall.

Paul Drinkwater Southgate,
England, UK

2017-03-10 The current design completely dominates rather than
integrates with the Golden Lane Estate. Major rethink
needed.
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Clementine Cecil London,
England, UK

2017-03-11 Golden Lane Estate, a post-war housing development of
great humanity and beauty, is under threat from over
development including an overbearing monster in the form
of a 14 storey tower block in an inappropriate place. It will
cause substantial harm to the integrity of this important
estate and must be stopped. Please sign, please share.

HANNAH BETTS LONDON,
England, UK

2017-03-11 I am concerned about the quality of life of residents and I
respect the historical significance of this architecture.

Gillian Darley London, UK 2017-03-11 the proposals are substandard and misguided

Hank Dittmar London,
England, UK

2017-03-11 Golden Lane is both decent, dense urban housing and a
heritage asset of the modern era. The proposed project
would harm the heritage and reduce quality of life for
residents.

Debbie Nielsen London,
England, UK

2017-03-11 I believe the current proposals would have long reaching
negative impact on the estate and the neighbourhood.

Sarah Cummings London,
England, UK

2017-03-11 I love Golden Lane Estate and the surrounding area. The
proposed new housing tower is ridiculously tall compared
what what surrounds it and will negatively impact Golden
Lane Estate.

Ian Lee Birmingham,
England, UK

2017-03-11 1) To preserve the integrity of the Golden Lane Estate, and 2)
To highlight the urgent need for much more social housing.

Frederick Rodgers London,
England, UK

2017-03-11 Social housing provision is vital but the primary academy
is not. Unfortunately these proposals are the third current
threat to Golden Lane Estate after City Corporation's failure
to maintain the Estate in the condition this important
heritage asset demands and its failure to provide social
housing at Bernard Morgan House.

Camille Brooks London,
England, UK

2017-03-12 Use Bernard Morgan House for social housing! Re-use,
renovate, and let social tenants breathe.

Angelina De Palma London,
England, UK

2017-03-12 Because I am a local resident and support my friends
and locals who live on Golden Lane. Proud born & bred
Londoner!!!

shankar
kothapuram

London,
England, UK

2017-03-12 Please please please stop this abhorring building from being
built.

Shona Mckinnon Edinburgh,
Scotland, UK

2017-03-12 The proposed extension is incongruous.

Anastasia
Korotonozhkina

London,
England, UK

2017-03-12 The Golden Lane Estate, a post war estate which shows
great humanity and beauty in its design, is under threat
from over development

Thaddeus Zupancic London,
England, UK

2017-03-12 The proposed high-rise will completely vandalise the Golden
Lane Estate. It is wrong and the price for the much vaunted
"70 new homes" is much too high: Islington and the City
of London must show some ingenuity and built them
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elsewhere. Also: the proposed high-rise is architecturally
highly questionable and if built would be known only as the
building that destroyed the Golden Lane Estate.

Ben Hickey London,
England, UK

2017-03-12 Local residents must be properly consulted on estate
regeneration.

steven malies London,
England, UK

2017-03-12 Poorly thought out plan. The need to keep and grow
communities with decent well built homes and green space.

Clive Kelly London,
England, UK

2017-03-13 ....only people with literally no soul would want to mess with
this iconic example of mid 20th century London architecture.

Conrad Cecil Burbank,
California, US

2017-03-13 I have family living in Golden Lane Estate.

Paul Taylor London,
England, UK

2017-03-13 We use to rip down Edwardian & Victorian terrace houses
and we regret it. We will regret losing this iconic design. The
argument for costing to much to maintain is a lazy and false.

janine symons Perth, Australia 2017-03-13 it's a modern architectural masterpiece.

Belinda Ross London,
England, UK

2017-03-13 This proposal would be a blot on a precious urban landscape
beautifully crafted in its day by chamberlin Powell and
Bon. The estate needs care and attention and its environs
sympathetic intervention not speculative skyscrapers.

Susan Lapwood Brighton,
England, UK

2017-03-13 I often stay in the Golden Lane Estate and feel it should be
kept architecturally intact,

Nigel smith London,
England, UK

2017-03-13 BrieflyThe residential tower represents extreme
overdevelopment and significantly contravenes all
contextual and density parameters. It would overwhelm the
local infrastructure and be hugely incongruous and highly
damaging to the listed Golden Lane Estate adjacentThe
Hall is in the wrong place. It should be in the north-east
of the site. The current proposed location is entirely
misconceived being visually intrusive and damaging to the
listed Golden Lane Estate Over intensive use of the Golden
Lane Basterfield House access road is ill considered and will
inevitably (out of hours servicing and evening activities) give
rise to great nuisance to adjacent residents

Sarah Winman London,
England, UK

2017-03-13 These plans are ill-considered, and not sensitively thought
out. Is this really the best you can do? Encroaching on a
private roadway, buildings 4 metres away from front doors,
loss of garages, horrendous increase of noise, a housing
tower 3X the height of existing buildings at 14 storeys
high. All wrong. The brilliance of the design of Golden Lane
only highlights the paucity of vision of this one. Stop this
development and rethink the plans please.

doug haywood london, England,
UK

2017-03-13 Do not go changing the listed, important and celebrated
Golden Lane Estate - both the buildings and open space. The
Estate is the epitome of quality, innovative social design and
must not be altered. Learn from it and build elsewhere!
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Madeleine Morris London,
England, UK

2017-03-13 I care about The Golden Lane Estate and feel the proposed
development is not only cramped and unfriendly it will also
put a massive strain on already stretched local facilities.
Please re-think the design.

rob bearyman london, England,
UK

2017-03-13 where to start.....an ill-conceived and insensitive proposal

Anett Rideg London,
England, UK

2017-03-13 We are Barbican residents but really enjoy the community
feel around Fortune Street Park and Golden Lane. We are
sympathetic to the concerns of residents living there and
hope to support their cause of stopping or as a minimum
scaling back the proposed development.

alex lu London,
England, UK

2017-03-13 The height is out of portion with its environment. The
width will block all the sunset on banner st.The design is
horrendous and suffocating.

Emma Judd Colchester, UK 2017-03-13 The new development needs to be on a more appropriate
scale.

Mary Durcan London,
England, UK

2017-03-13 We need much greater consultation with residents.

Liz Lloyd-Taylor Lancing,
England, UK

2017-03-13 I have lived on the Estate and it would be ruined by an
inappropriate development. Follow the money!

Patsy Cox London,
England, UK

2017-03-13 As a resident I welcome a positive use of the R.C. for housing
& a school if proven necessary. However what is proposed is
far too 'packed' in & threatening in its size to all surrounding
it. Also I am very concerned about the Basterfield slip road
which currently provides access for emergency & service
vehicles & which in the plan will be much reduced & could
threaten the safety of residents.

Eliot Stock London, UK 2017-03-13 Build the school!

Rolf Knudsen London, UK 2017-03-13 I live there and what is being panned around is amounts to
bullying.

Carl Gardner London,
England, UK

2017-03-13 I'm signing because this is far too large and dominating for
this area -- and the view down our street, Banner Street, will
be totally blocked in by this monstrosity.

Adam Ohringer London,
England, UK

2017-03-13 The building is too tall, imposing and (undeniably) ugly for
the location.

Marcia Mihotich London,
England, UK

2017-03-13 The proposed scheme is really insensitive to the estate and
surrounding area. Visually NOT a welcome addition.

Sophia Ceneda London,
England, UK

2017-03-13 Consideration needs to be given to the existing
environment, the present proposals does not suggest this
has been carefully assessed.
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Steen Schmidt
Nielsen

Virum, Denmark 2017-03-13 I like the spirit around The Golden Lane Estate.

anita fatchett Wakefield,
England, UK

2017-03-13 Any new development adjacent to the Golden Lane site
needs to take a serious account of the implications for
the special architectural nature of the current site. Whilst
acknowledging the need for more social housing within the
city as well as educational facilities, any rushed decision is
likely to prove both faulty and damaging to the local built
environment and to the community at large which it aims to
serve.

anthony best London,
England, UK

2017-03-13 I'm all for change but this proposal is poor, illustrative of
zero consultation with those who live and work in the area.

Sarah Batty-Smith London,
England, UK

2017-03-13 There is no place for a tower block the size of the proposed
tower block on the RCS development. It needs to be reduced
by 10 floors at least. And the build abutting Basterfield
service road, running the length of it is too close, it is very
cheek by jowl. Everything is too high and too wide.Any build
should mirror what we have already otherwise the GLE has
lost its integrity.

James Dunnett London,
England, UK

2017-03-13 The sense of space is crucial to the Golden Lane Estate
and this proposal represents and unacceptable attempt
at 'cramming' - cramming too much onto a small site and
fundamentally altering for the worse the balance between
built form and space.

Reiko Yamazaki London,
England, UK

2017-03-13 I am signing because the proposal, especially the tower
is overpowering the surrounding street scape & buildings
including Basterfield House.

Roy Lonergan London,
England, UK

2017-03-13 Totally out of scale proposal for the site. Needs to be
reconsidered.

Murray T Beckenham,
England, UK

2017-03-13 Completely out of keeping with the rest of this massively
important housing scheme. It exceeds planning policy on
density and height by a factor of three times and has no
outdoor green space. It should be no higher than 6 storeys.

Samantha Male London,
England, UK

2017-03-13 There's an opportunity here for the proposed development
to be a well considered, quality and sustainable building
in-line with good planning principles and aesthetically in
keeping with surrounding buildings. It should be done right.
Sam Male

Morné Rossouw London,
England, UK

2017-03-13 This will completely deprive the whole area (banner street
especially) of very much needed light and will make the area
and local living environment to be very dark as it will be
towering over all buildings in the area and block out skies
west

Carla Snow London,
England, UK

2017-03-13 This building that is being considered, has not had enough
advertising and residence advice. We are the community
that has to live with this huge building. And we need more
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of a say of the way it is going to effect us. This does not
match the original plans and size firstly thought of. Please
think of the local residents, we believe in social housing,
however this is too large.

david cox london, England,
UK

2017-03-13 The land was donated for education some 400 years ago.
Why build a giant tower block?

Mary Tapissier London,
England, UK

2017-03-13 We need more homes if the standard set by the designers of
the Golden Lane Estate . Scrap this proposal and follow the
ExcellentHikd Lane model.

luke cox london, UK 2017-03-14 I'm signing because we don't need another council prison
style accommodation.

Luise Gomard Holte, Denmark 2017-03-14 This is not adding value to this wonderful oasis in London

Katy Cox Faversham,
England, UK

2017-03-14 This development is not in keeping with its location.

Steve Jones London,
England, UK

2017-03-14 This project is unnecessary over development that is not in
line with the other grade 2 listed buildings around them and
will have a dramatic impact on residents living in the area in
terms of environment and facilities

Marianne Connolly London,
England, UK

2017-03-14 Affordable homes should be a priority over profit.

Kirill Arakcheev London,
England, UK

2017-03-14 I live on the Golden Lane Estate, and despite some flaws
with the City of London's policy regarding housing, it
remains a marvel of modern brutalist architecture. It was
build by Chamberlin, Powell and Bon before they were
picked to design the Barbican. You can see links to Le
Corbusier's work, and the place has been described as a
model for social housing and urban living.This project is less
than necessary and exceed both demand and constraints of
the building regulations that were put in place specifically
to protect the architectural and cultural heritage of the site.I
don't want the CoLC to not renew the site next to us, but
consultations and listening to the residents is vital.

Matthew Illston Clanfield,
England, UK

2017-03-14 I grew up in the country, but had a friend grew up on this
estate and whose parents still live there. Before I went there,
I was under the impression that you couldn't have a real
community in a city estate like this, but visiting my friend,
his parents and meeting their neighbours showed me that
it is absolutely possible. This will probably still fall on deaf
ears, because money is the only thing that talks nowadays :(.
Don't built this monstrosity please.

Patricia sabini Chafford
Hundred,
England, UK

2017-03-14 I used to there and hate to see it spoiled.

Carrie Skinner London,
England, UK

2017-03-14 I think it is over development of the site, will spoil the area of
Whitecross st and will provide poor quality social housing.
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Peter Arnold Beverley,
England, UK

2017-03-14 A clear case of unsympathetic and poorly thought out
development.

Brian Johnson London,
England, UK

2017-03-14 I feel the current proposal will be detrimental to the integrity
of the listed Golden Lane Estate and especially to aspect and
quite enjoyment of residents in Basterfield House.

Sue Goodman Combe, England,
UK

2017-03-14 The Golden Lane Estate is an internationally important
post-war housing scheme in the City of London by architects
Chamberlin, Powell and Bon who went on to design the
landmark Barbican Estate. This development threatens its
architectural significance and integrity.

Lisa Scott LONDON,
England, UK

2017-03-14 I'm buying at flat - 41 Hatfield House - which is adjacent
to the proposed development. I'm buying the flat because
I'm passionate about living in a design classic, particularly
one built with civic values in mind. The development is
completely out of keeping with the original design of the
estate and destroys the things that make it what it is. I'm
dismayed.

Ken Shaw Highgate,
England, UK

2017-03-14 The silver birch need saving in fact there should be more
mature trees for air quality and aesthetics.

Chris Fell Bath, England,
UK

2017-03-14 Golden Lane is a fantastic idea and development , built
on a fine principal.This new proposed development will
degenerate into an eyesore, cramming people in to ever
smaller living spaces. Please do not leave another high rise
who's legacy will be sub standard accommodation in 10
years time.

Claudia Marciante London, UK 2017-03-14 It is gross over-development of the site with no respect for
its neighbours on Golden Lane Estate. The City of London
had the perfect site for social housing and could have easily
have redeveloped Bernard Morgan House for this purpose.
The school hall proposal encroaches on Basterfield House in
the most arrogant and extreme way.

Theophilus Skerritt London,
England, UK

2017-03-14 The design is appalling.

Barry Chandler Lee, England, UK 2017-03-14 Because the residents don't want it

martin cooper london, England,
UK

2017-03-14 Rita Daniels

Marilyn Gilliam London,
England, UK

2017-03-14 I'm signing this petition because I am appalled at the lack
of discussion and thought that has gone into the making of
this decision to build a tower block in such close proximity
to existing tenants and residents of the Golden Lane Estate.
How anyone could think it would be alright to build a school
entrance 3 metres from residents kitchen windows and
bedrooms defeats me. Is there no regard for the quality
of existing tenants/residents lives? Have health & safety
requirements been taken into consideration. I am disgusted
with the Corporation of London to go behind residents
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backs and make a deal of this kind with Islington. I hope that
by signing this petition the people who make the decisions
will think again.

Holly Rees London,
England, UK

2017-03-14 I work in the area and feel it will have a detrimental impact
on the neighbourhood.

Anita Connolly London,
England, UK

2017-03-14 I'm signing on behalf of my brother who lives across the
road.

Barry Stirland Forest Hill,
England, UK

2017-03-14 Whilst the principle of the scheme is good (new school and
social housing), the proposal is deeply insensitive to the
context, with the massive scale of the residential building
particularly damaging. The surrounding buildings will be
dwarfed!

Lucy Marston LONDON,
England, UK

2017-03-14 This is a terrible scheme

Ebony Carberry Edinburgh,
Scotland, UK

2017-03-14 gross over-development - reconsider the proposal and
preserve the architectural integrity and the respect the
communities of Golden Lane Estate.

Michael Corsar London,
England, UK

2017-03-14 The quality, character and integrity of Golden Lane deserves
and requires a better solution than this crude, laziness.

Lesley Scoble Golden Lane
Estate, England,
UK

2017-03-14 It is incongruous and destroys the skyline with no thought
to design or asthetic value. Also there are beautiful trees
that will be destroyed.

Paula Corcoran Surrey, England,
UK

2017-03-14 I'm signing because I believe the quality of life for local
residents is important.

Gillian Winman Whitehouse Rd
Oxford, England,
UK

2017-03-14 I am signing because I strongly believe the considerations of
the residents should be respected.

jean edwards Writtle, England,
UK

2017-03-14 I'm signing because although housing is needed the
proposed development is trying to put too much on the site

Caroline Dickinson Kingskerswell,
England, UK

2017-03-14 Used to live in the area and getting a bit fed up with all the
money making schemes of big shots out to make a fast
buck. Think of the people who live there and what they
want!

alicia pivaro London,
England, UK

2017-03-14 Golden Lane Estate and surrounding area is a great example
of a mixed, thriving community - this imposing proposal will
irrevocably damage this special area of London

Anthony Wackett Edinburgh,
Scotland, UK

2017-03-14 Because it's a disgrace. Used to be a school for the
handicapped, now the disabled aren't allowed in central
London because it'll ruin developer's profits.

Bruce Badger London,
England, UK

2017-03-14 The proposal does not strike a reasonable balance. It neither
looks good nor reasonably addresses local housing needs.
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Liz Sewell London,
England, UK

2017-03-14 I think it will ruin the estate - a beacon of great council
housing

Patricia Cove London,
England, UK

2017-03-14 It seems like the people who have lived in this area all their
lives and their families do not matter any more this will look
completely out of place on this site

peter fisher London,
England, UK

2017-03-14 This proposed development is a shocker - shear greed and
nothing else - complete disregard for the listed buildings
nearby.

Mary Jones London,
England, UK

2017-03-14 Unnecessary over development in an area that is not big
enough to sustain it. Massive blight on the landscape and no
consultation with residents

John Cox Bradford on
Avon, England,
UK

2017-03-14 I saw the estate being built attended youth club at the
community centre and feel the integrity of the estate should
be preserved or enhanced, not destroyed

Jackie Saravanan Suffern, New
York, US

2017-03-14 Used to live on Golden lane for more than 20 years and this
building would take away the character of the whole place

Harriette Ashcroft London,
England, UK

2017-03-14 The housing has no outside space at all, takes half of our
allotments and destroys views and light, impacting badly
all around. We want council housing but of a high standard
and do not believe this school is needed. It is an Academy
business and will follow a daft curriculum preparing young
children for city careers.

Dr Matthew Barac London,
England, UK

2017-03-14 There are a large number of fundamental design flaws
with this proposal and given the quality and value of the
context it would be quite wrong to allow it go ahead without
considerable modification of the sort that adds up to a
complete rethink.

Peter Luckham London,
England, UK

2017-03-14 The new residential tower block conflicts with the spirit,
listed status and architectural competition winning design of
the Golden Lane Estate (which encompasses space and light
as well as the individual building design). It also conflicts
with local area plans and conservation areas. It provides
much needed social housing but in a sub-standard way that
does not include any open space, and creates stress on local
facilities and amenities. The tower should be reduced in
height to match Stanley Cohen on it's south end, and the
surrounding buildings on it's north side. Additionally the
placing of the School Hall and the changes to Basterfield
Mews impact the existing residential nature of the Estate
unnecessarily and this could be alleviated by a relocation of
the School Hall to the north east corner. This reflects a lack
of concern for the impact of the development.

Richard Torres Brighton and
Hove, England,
UK

2017-03-14 I used to live near that area and I feel the heart of what
my London heritage is being ripped out and not being
reinvested into the local people who have lived there from
generation to generation.
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Amanda Jones London,
England, UK

2017-03-14 The design is terrible, it is too dense, and it will ruin the
estate next door.

Clare Carolin London,
England, UK

2017-03-14 This is an outrage

John Crabbe Doagh, Northern
Ireland, UK

2017-03-14 The proposed development is completely unsuitable
in its context. Individuals and families living in the area
need a good quality environment in which to live. This is
irresponsible and reckless on the part of City of London and
Islington Council

Toni Dunford London,
England, UK

2017-03-15 It looks horrible and out of place who wants that blocking
light and will look so Terrible with the original look of golden
lane

Chris Smith Lee, England, UK 2017-03-15 Too bigger plan for the size of space. It will overpopulate.

Mark Luckham Manchester,
England, UK

2017-03-15 The proposed 14 storey tower will dominate the space
and ignore the architectural skill and talent that went into
designing the original estate.

Morné Rossouw London,
England, UK

2017-03-15 This will rob local residents & the whole surrounding area
of very limited light already due to the high buildings &
western positioning of this proposal. Not right for this area
which will destroy the golden lane estate and overpopulate
the area/parking/traffic which already has bad emissions
from the route through city/barbican

sandra heaney islington, UK 2017-03-15 We dont need any more high rise flats we have enough in
the city of London

Varvara
Khomutova

London,
England, UK

2017-03-15 My son lives there

rohan madison London, UK 2017-03-15 I feel strongly that this new development is not in keeping
with the surrounding area and there is no need for yet more
high density living in this area.

Leila Sadeghee London,
England, UK

2017-03-15 I live at Golden Lane Estate and I highly value the
architecture of the site - it's part of why I live there. I'm
very dismayed to see the City would even consider this.
Absolutely no, N - O.'It exceeds planning policy on density
and height by a factor of three times and has no outdoor
green space. It should be no higher than 6 storeys.'Enough
said. DO NOT BUILD THIS ON OUR WATCH. Thank you.

Maik Novotny Wimbledon,
England, UK

2017-03-15 The design of a good estate (and this is a good one) is not
about the arhcitecture only, but also a design of the city.
Which means, the city has to pay a certain respect in return.

Tiffany Farhi London,
England, UK

2017-03-15 Whitecross Street and Banner Street are historically
important areas and new development should be in
keeping. Squeezing in a large block of flats will damage
the area's appearance and will be damaging to its sense of
community.
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Judy Guy-Briscoe London,
England, UK

2017-03-15 The integrity of the Golden Lane Estate needs to be
maintained.

Dermot
McLaughlin

London,
England, UK

2017-03-15 High-rise buildings only work if they are spaced well apart. It
will be too close to the existing Great Arthur House. Keep to
6 stories max.

clare Pennington London,
England, UK

2017-03-15 The green space and light is an essential part of the
architectural and community design. A compromise can
be made where we build a good school and prevent the
community from being changed so substantially.

ellen moorman Scethrog, Wales,
UK

2017-03-15 i love architecture. we should preserve the past.

nasim Nasim London, UK 2017-03-15 Building should be no more than 6 floors

Daniel Rosbottom London,
England, UK

2017-03-16 My parents live in golden lane, in Great Arthur House and
are currently in the process of spending a large sum as their
part of restoring the building's facade to something like
its original situation - yet listing in the case of something
like the Golden Lane Estate is not simply about the detail
of individual buildings but their setting and context within
the city. It seems remarkable that the context of the Golden
Lane and Barbican estates, two large listed structures, is not
a conservation area, particularly when so much of London
is. Nonetheless their settings need protection from the poor
quality insensitive overdevelopment that proposals such
as this represent. Otherwise the care taken to preserve the
material character of their individual buildings is greatly
diminished in its value

John Rosbottom Emsworth,
England, UK

2017-03-16 Please do not go ahead with the proposed flawed
development. Looking to the future we need good quality,
well designed housing to match or improve the quality of
the existing Golden Lane Estate.

Simon Barraclough LONDON,
England, UK

2017-03-16 I have friends in this valuable and admirable area, and often
visit. I would hate to see their quality of life, light, and space
diminished, along with that of fellow residents.

Laura Thomas Weybridge,
England, UK

2017-03-16 I believe that too much poor quality social housing is being
built and people have a right to live decently

Sally Mitchell London,
England, UK

2017-03-16 I am concerned at the lcak of thoughtful planning
de,moinstrated here in terms both of the built environment
and the quality of social housing. Unless we do better to
protect and develop these we will ultimately be contributing
to the decline of our city and what we value about it. We can
and should do better than this!

David Lovegrove Wallingford,
England, UK

2017-03-16 The proposed development will blight the area.
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Wendy Rosbottom Golden Lane
Estate, England,
UK

2017-03-16 Golden Lane is a listed estate, and since I have lived here
the area has already been encroached upon by high rise
buildings which have destroyed the views from our homes.
At the moment we are undergoing a refurbishment which is
very expensive precisely because of the grade 2 listing. Now
the Corporation is planning to build a 14 storey block of flats
which are not in keeping with the quality of the estate and
again encroach on the site. The school which will be on the
same site is badly needed, but it needs to be built with the
same level of sensitivity as Prior Weston School, low rise and
with proper play space.

Betty A. Luckham
LUCKHAM

Manchester,
England, UK

2017-03-16 I AM SIGNING BECAUSE THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT
IS OUT OF KEEPING WITH THE DESIGN OF THE FOLDENN
LANE ESTATE STANDARD ACHIEVED - THE DESIGN PLACES AS
MUCH VALUE ON THE SPACES AND LIGHT ACHIEVED AS ON
THE BUILDINGS THEMSELVES.

Brett JARROLD london, England,
UK

2017-03-16 Brett JARROLD

Georgina Cox London,
England, UK

2017-03-16 I love living on the Golden Lane Estate. It is an example
of social housing done well. The tenants of the new block
deserve far more than the current proposal. Please don't
build it.

Nick Hanzel Maynard,
Massachusetts,
US

2017-03-16 A 14 storey tower will literally tower over all local buildings
and wilfully ignore local area plans; local conservation areas;
and the Listed Building Status of the Golden Lane Estate
where I live - where the architectural competition winning
design places as much value on the space and light between
the buildings as it does on the buildings themselves.

Gill Jarvis London,
England, UK

2017-03-16 This proposal is completely inappropriate in scale.

Jeanette Gilbreth London,
England, UK

2017-03-16 Its monstrous and is too high

Paula Tomlinson London,
England, UK

2017-03-16 I believe that the City can and should do better.

Rowena Godfrey Leeds, England,
UK

2017-03-16 Worked at Golden Lane School so horrified to see what is
happening on the site

Kate Triggs London,
England, UK

2017-03-16 This is a beautiful estate and a wonderful community. If the
City wants to focus on its inhabitants it should be looking at
Golden Lane Estate and how to maintain it and improve it as
somewhere where people of all people are proud and happy
to live. The City should think about what it has before it is
gone before the pursuit of profit for its own rewards.

Johnnie Brannigan LONDON,
England, UK

2017-03-17 I cannot believe that it would be considered Humane to
build this and pop it where proposed. I find it disgraceful
that the City, or any Authority, considers that they can "buy
off" their Social Obligation. Worse still; I Can NOT believe
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that Islington Council, whom I have supported for over
25yrs would consider such a disgraceful exchange.

Alec Turner Hemel
Hempstead,
England, UK

2017-03-17 This proposed development is too large and not in a
compatible style with the existing buildings.

Leela Sounes London,
England, UK

2017-03-17 i live in golden lane and it seems too tall and out of place

Stefi Orazi London,
England, UK

2017-03-17 This 14 storey proposal is shockingly insulting. It makes no
effort to think about its surroundings or the architecture it's
amongst. Despite it being ridiculously ugly (the architects,
Islington and City of London you should all be embarrassed)
its obscenely tall and completely overshadows the Grade
II Golden Lane Estate. Camden council architects in the
70s clearly demonstrated it is not necessarily to build up to
achieve high density. Squeezing this ugly tall tower in such a
location is insane and must be stopped.

Jenny Fleming London,
England, UK

2017-03-17 I'm an architect who works and lives in london, and this
scheme is an utter abomination that needs stopped at all
costs. I have no faith in the system as it stands in Islington
nor that they will make the correct decision without
severe pressure from the public and media; a sad but true
statement.

Patrik Sjoberg Stockholm,
Sweden

2017-03-17 They are lovely houses.

Tom Martin London,
England, UK

2017-03-17 The proposed school hall will steal all the morning sun from
the Golden Lane Baggers allotments (I am a member) and
the enormous 14 storey tower block will steal all evening
sunlight from Banner Street.

Nergiz Martin London,
England, UK

2017-03-17 The allotments will have no morning sunlight (I am a
member) because of the new school hall. Banner Street will
get no evening sunlight because of the 14 storey tower.
Basterfield House will be badly affected by the entire
overdevelopment.

Melody Martin London,
England, UK

2017-03-17 The allotments will have no morning sunlight (I am a
member) because of the new school hall. Banner Street will
get no evening sunlight because of the 14 storey tower.
Basterfield House will be badly affected by the entire
overdevelopment.

Antonio
Nascimento

Germany 2017-03-17 With so many spaces why did they choose the barbican :(

Jordan McKenzie London,
England, UK

2017-03-18 Present plans that are architecturally sensitive but just
placed on profit. It's time that councils addressed how they
are going to support people on low incomes fairly

Deborah Phillips London,
England, UK

2017-03-18 Golden Lane Estate is an architecturally internationally
renowned estate because it is social housing specifically
designed with the well being of its residents in mind . Plenty
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of light in living spaces and plenty of light and space for
amenity use within the estate boundaries. Now City of
London have proposals to bookend this Grade II listed
estate by over massed monstrosities at Bernard Morgan site
and Richard Cloudesley site.These proposed designs impact
negatively on the well being of the GLE community and also
the wider community of Banner street , Fortune park and
Barbican residents .

Kate Edwards London,
England, UK

2017-03-18 The proposal for the site is over development. The tower
is overscaled for its site and dominates all views. Golden
Lane Estate is a prime example of housing design, historic,
well loved by all that live in it and the many visitors. The
tower proposed does not celebrate any of the attributes
of the design of Golden Lane - proportion of building to
space. The school buildings particularly the hall location is
ill conceived, access road not designed for servicing of this
kind. Squeezed into the corner of the site, again proving the
site is overdeveloped.

John Whitehead Lewes, UK 2017-03-18 The setting Golden Lane Estate should be protected (as the
City stated in 2013!)

Martin Edwards London,
England, UK

2017-03-18 The proposal is a gross overdevelopment of the site. The
proposed tower damages views towards and from the
conservation area setting, and would cause significant
harm to the setting of the grade II / grade II* listed Golden
Lane Estate. The need for a school of this size on the site
is questionable, and the proposed position of the hall and
kitchens cannot be serviced. The housing has no amenity
space. The list goes on... The proposal is ill-conceived and is
being rushed through irresponsibly by both Councils.

Eleanor Hall Macclesfield,
England, UK

2017-03-18 I am an architect who frequently works with listed buildings.
I am appalled by the overbearing impact of the proposals
on the listed estate. I also specialise in residential design
creating living space. It is clear that the proposals do not
comprise space for living in.

Iqbal Hussain London,
England, UK

2017-03-18 This is an important Brutalist estate and should be preserve
do.

Ann Brown Surbiton,
England, UK

2017-03-18 Gross overdevelopment of this Grade 11 listed estate which
would have an enormous negative effect on both Golden
Lane and the wider setting of the Barbican estate .

NIALL MAXWELL Felindre, Wales,
UK

2017-03-18 This is a gross overdevelopment of an inner city site which
will damage the character, scale and amenity of the Golden
Lane Estate. It is an outrage that within the context of a
listed building complex that this level of development is
even tabled as being appropriate.

Isha Victoria Cotay London,
England, UK

2017-03-18 I'm signing as I don't agree with the proposed plan.
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Bill Gilliam London,
England, UK

2017-03-18 This plan will absolutely devastate the area for the residents
on the estate and other dwellings near by. For the City of
London to give away a part of the estate is abuse of it's
position and destroys the trust of the electorate. To allow
a public entrance to this site from inside the estate and
position the building just three meters from Basterfiels
house is to ruin the peaceful enjoyment of our own homes.
We need social houseing but a block 14 stories high in
that location is detrimental to the existing natural daylight
enjoyed by hundreds of other social tents and leaseholders.
4 stories is appropriate. This plan is not whats needed or
what you were elected to provide. Please stop now

James Morgan London,
England, UK

2017-03-18 It's an iconic estate and a reminder of Britain's extraordinary
postwar legacy.

Jack Harris London,
England, UK

2017-03-18 The Golden Lane Estate is one of the most wonderful
architectural developments in London. Do not let it be
destroyed.

Jeremy Whall Royal
Leamington Spa,
England, UK

2017-03-19 I used to live in the estate and would like to see the
character and community of the Golden Lane Estate
respected in any new development, which the poorly
considered proposals do not

Laurent Benner London,
England, UK

2017-03-19 I almost chocked on a pretzel when I saw this... Please have
some architectural tact!!

Katie Robinson London,
England, UK

2017-03-19 London needs to support its 20th century architectural
masterpieces. There is so much other underdeveloped space
in London we don't need to build right in the centre of an
already successful area.

Alexandra Thomas Hambledon,
England, UK

2017-03-19 I believe a better design for this area is needed.

Elain Harwood London,
England, UK

2017-03-19 This is a superlative piece of design, remarkably complete
and one of the great post-war complexes.

Simon Holt London,
England, UK

2017-03-20 The proposed development is entirely inappropriate in scale
and design.

alessio cuozzo London,
England, UK

2017-03-20 The proposals are a disgrace.

Simon Scott St. Neots,
England, UK

2017-03-20 I care about decent housing for Londoners and protecting
our environment

Kirill Korolev London,UK,
England, UK

2017-03-20 I would like to see the blueprint,first.Taa

Leo Chapman London,
England, UK

2017-03-20 It would be overdevelopment. A development along
the lines of Islington Council's Blenheim Court Estate,
Marlborough Rd, Upper Holloway, would fit well with the
present Golden Lane Estate architecture. This 122-dwelling
estate has buildings with 4 floors encompassing 2 flats, the
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ground floor flat having a private garden and the upper flat
having a roof garden.

Rosamund
Diamond

London,
England, UK

2017-03-20 The scheme is overbearing and architecturally insensitive to
the Golden Lane Estate

Zack Hanzel-Snider Maynard,
Massachusetts,
US

2017-03-21 I lived in Golden Lane Estates for 5 years and still visit
regularly, and support the long-time residents' views of of
the proposed development.

Anna Gyseman Brighton,
England, UK

2017-03-21 The planned buildings would wreck a London landmark.

Jay Brooks London,
England, UK

2017-03-21 This is a totally ill considered design that makes no sense
visually, practically or architecturally. We need new homes
but there is just too much of this bad quality design being
put up all over London in a quest to satisfy local councils
housing targets. Please stop, take a breathe and ask
yourselves " is this design actually going to improve the
future lives of local people ?" If not go back to the drawing
board.

Mark Sladen London, UK 2017-03-21 The Golden Lane Estate is one of the most architecturally
distinguished pieces of social housing in the U.K. Its
landscape should be protected.

Bill Swallow Hurstpierpoint,
England, UK

2017-03-21 Nothing against tall buildings but this one will overpower
and dilute one of the City's architectural jewels.

Grace Payne London,
England, UK

2017-03-21 I feel very strongly about the matter

Jale Forrest London,
England, UK

2017-03-21 I wish to object strongly to the development that could
ruin the character of the area. This is already a highly
populated area where locals need space not more people.
The permission to build a tall building should be refused
for development. It's a poor design that fails to take the
opportunities available for improving the character and
quality of an area and the way it functions.

Pilar Foy Ipswich,
England, UK

2017-03-22 another insensitive block bullying its way into our skyline.
This has nothing to do with supplying quality homes, just
ruining existing ones for a fast buck, for foreign investment
companies.

Charlotte Dew London,
England, UK

2017-03-22 Golden Lane deserves a development that is respective of
the existing listed architecture and the needs of the current
residents. Allotments should be preserved, as should open
space.

Prue Green Lewes, England,
UK

2017-03-22 This is a historic area where people thrive. Don't let their
welfare be destroyed by greed. Do not allow Golden Lane
Estate to be destroyed.

Caroline Bottomley London,
England, UK

2017-03-22 See the very well-written argument in
Spitalfields Life from Sarah Winman <a
href="http://spitalfieldslife.com/2017/03/22/at-golden-lane-estate/"
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rel="nofollow">http://spitalfieldslife.com/2017/03/22/at-golden-lane-estate/
</a>

Martin Hawkins Brisbane,
Australia

2017-03-22 Haven't they learned anything, We went through this in the
sixties with the building of high rise vertical slums. I lived
in an estate (similar to Golden Estate), in Hampstead in the
fifties and still remember it with fondness.

Alastair Hanson London,
England, UK

2017-03-22 To avoid another poor planning decision from blighting
people's lives based entirely on fiscal considerations.

Deb Atkinson Southport,
England, UK

2017-03-22 The plan is an eyesore

Nic Shore London,
England, UK

2017-03-22 Ill thought out, more social cleansing, the writing is on the
wall and scribbling furiously. Unless we, the people who live
here, in London, make a united stand. End apathy before
its too late and London is a dormitory town, fur coat, no
knickers

Jill Dalton London,
England, UK

2017-03-22 I'm signing because there is too much ill-thought housing
already, and although more should be built, any new
development should respect its surroundings and protect
the current residents. Golden Lane has survived and thrived
because of its unique design, and lessons should be learned
from that.

Gabrielle Anais London,
England, UK

2017-03-22 Developers are destroying London and Councils cave in, all
in the name of greed. Put People First!

stephen guy London,
England, UK

2017-03-22 This is yet another example of poor housing design that
is blighting our city, all in the name of fast profits for
developers.

ALISOn Lynch High Wycombe,
England, UK

2017-03-22 It should be built in keeping with the existing estate and also
be solely for social housing

Penny Machin London,
England, UK

2017-03-22 True social housing reflects the needs of people and their
communities - these proposals do not.

Petra Brouwer Amsterdam,
Netherlands

2017-03-22 Teaching and researching architectural history at the
University of Amsterdam, I wholeheartedly support the
petition. It is with great worries that I follow the recent plans
for development, that would severely damage the quality of
the Golden Lane Estate.

Peter Holford Oldham,
England, UK

2017-03-22 That's not proportiona or sympathetic to the existing built
environment. Come on - architects can do better than this.

Hilary Neilson Haslemere,
England, UK

2017-03-22 I visited my daughter many times in London and was
appalled to see the innumerable tower blocks constructed
which did not meet the needs of local people. This proposal
is ill-connsidered and grossly insensitive to it's surroundings.
Can we please stop this rash of unsightly follies spoiling
every area of the city

Page 321



Name Location Date Comment

jackie jennings Topsham,
England, UK

2017-03-22 I'm signing because I sympathise with the attached
statements.

Annie Green Watford, UK 2017-03-22 The proposal is out of kilter with the community, adds
nothing to the area and de-humanises.

Christina Pullam London,
England, UK

2017-03-22 You are taking away much needed garages and allotment
space from normal people, to make money from tiny flats

nicola tyldesley Cottingham,
England, UK

2017-03-22 How awful, would the planners want to live there?

Steve Hanscomb Aylesbury,
England, UK

2017-03-22 This is an important site and the elements that must be lost,
the allotments for instance, are a much loved and vital part
of life in the City.

linda cole london, UK 2017-03-22 the development is ill-thought out, poorly designed and
could be done so much better with better design principles
applied. It's ugly.

Calum Storrie London,
England, UK

2017-03-22 Golden Lane is one of London's architectural treasures...this
development will change its character and will take away
other amenities. An opportunity lost.

Naomi Oliver London,
England, UK

2017-03-22 this is a really disappointing proposal. The the lack of social
housing does not mean that policy requirements can be
overlooked. This is out of proportion, out of context, out of
order. Is there no one with any vision involved...?

Victoria Gordon
Friis

copenhagen,
Denmark

2017-03-22 I don't approve of highrise buildings which overpower the
scene, and as the Golden Lane Estate is a listed housing
scheme this should definately be respected .

Betsy Barker Edinburgh, UK 2017-03-22 My three sons live in London...they are not amongst the
well to do. Decent housing that is sustainable and inclusive
means that London will survive as a place for real people
to live. This proposed development is without quality, or
thought.

Louise Guthrie London,
England, UK

2017-03-22 I've used Golden Lane gym and that space around it
resonated with me.

Ann George London,
England, UK

2017-03-22 I have lived in this area for over 40 years and have huge
respect for the founding principles of the Barbican and the
Golden Lane Estate. These are being ignored here.

Antony Macer Stroud, England,
UK

2017-03-22 Will those in charge of the care of a community ever learn?
Define 'appropriate' by what you would be happy to live
with, planners!

Oliver Williams London,
England, UK

2017-03-22 It would ruin the integrity of the Golden lane Estate. The
housing proposed massively exceeds policy on density and
height. The 14-storey tower is absurdly out of scale with the
distinguished existing Estate.
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Susan Mayer Poole, England,
UK

2017-03-22 The proposed tower block is totally out of order in this
setting. Why are the residents of this listed housing estate
expected to put up with loss of light, privacy and allotment?
Why do planners never consider the mental well being of
residents?I agree we need more social housing but the
answer is not a tiny concrete box inside a large concrete
tower with no outside space for children.

paula wharram Hampton,
England, UK

2017-03-22 the total lack of sympathy with existing housing, its ethos, its
history, and its residents.

Luke Greysmith Saint Albans,
England, UK

2017-03-22 Used to live in Basterfield House, know the site well. The
design needs to be so much better and consider the context.

Janice Mottram Nazeing,
England, UK

2017-03-22 Golden Lane is a unique well regarded estate which will be
irretrievably damaged by this development.

Celeste Dion Montréal,
Canada

2017-03-22 I believe in architecture on a human scale, incorporating
green n space and Vistas which feed the spirit.

David Buckman london, England,
UK

2017-03-22 My late partner, Philippa Cooper, was married to Geoffry
Powell, Golden Lane Estate's architect. His was a wonderful,
unique scheme, which should not be blighted by the
proposed development.

Michael Shepherd London, UK 2017-03-22 This is another batshit-crazy development of low quality and
poor planning that will destroy the estate forever. We MUST
stop replacing our modernist heritage with poorly designed
dross.

Graeme Light London,
England, UK

2017-03-22 this is a crazy development that will blight an otherwise
beautiful and well cared for estate

Selina Guinness rathfarnham,
Ireland

2017-03-22 The Golden Lane Estate sets an international gold standard
for building social housing that imagines the best life for its
residents. This development threatens the unique character
of a community we should strive to emulate.

Alison butterfield london, England,
UK

2017-03-22 I have known and loved this estate for many years, still
visiting weekly. I am very upset that it is threatened by an ill
conceived, poorly planned development and by people who
care only to make money.

,John Holt London,
England, UK

2017-03-23 Yes we need more social housing but at what cost to the
people who will have to live in the poor quality built house
and the already existing people live in an over populated
environment already

Ken Morgan Poole, England,
UK

2017-03-23 I know the area - have friends there - I'm disappointed by
the paucity of design skill, imagination and respect for the
local environment. Sun+ Space are precious.

Kirill Korolev London,UK,
England, UK

2017-03-23 We haven`t seen the blueprints for the project and already
their proposing for a new block on the estate. Really ?
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Ralph Cooley Walthamstow,
England, UK

2017-03-23 I'm not opposed to the development in principle, but given
it's intention to be considered as an extension to the Golden
Lane Estate then there is a duty to ensure that the same
design rigour applied to the original design is applied to the
new design. I think the council has a duty to ensure that this
building is of the very highest design quality.

John C London,
England, UK

2017-03-23 To plonk the proposed ill-conceived development down
among what are surely two of the best designed residential
estates in London - Golden Lane and the Barbican - borders
on the sacrilegious.

Jane Pickersgill london, England,
UK

2017-03-23 This scheme is unsympathetic to the fine post war
architecture of the Barbican (where i lived for 15 years) and
Golden Lane.

Takako Okatsu London,
England, UK

2017-03-23 no more tall building in Islington.

Alistair Blake Edinburgh,
England, UK

2017-03-23 This development despoils the Golden Lane Estate, en
essential part of the character of the area in which it
sits. The architecture of the development should be fully
reconsidered, it does not flatter the reputation of the firm
that originated it.

Chris Ruff London,
England, UK

2017-03-23 The whole area of southern Islington is being destroyed by
developers. Precious green space and wildlife havens are
disappearing as every inch of land seems to be swallowed
up by these out of proportion architectural monstrosities.
For those living here it has been like a constant building site
for many years and is hardly improving peoples lives and
wellbeing.

Margaret Roe London,
England, UK

2017-03-23 I lived there in 1979 as a key worker in City & Hackney HA.
Loved it but had to leave to change job.

Katy Nicholson London,
England, UK

2017-03-23 It is important the architectural integrity of the estate and
it's near neighbour the Barbican is preserved. A sympathetic
build could enhance the area. The wrong thing will destroy
it.

erica Hope Pimlico,
England, UK

2017-03-23 I think this building is far to high and does not fit in with the
scale of the rest of the estate

Richard Beville London,
England, UK

2017-03-23 The proposal, as illustrated is gross, ugly &
disproportionate. Why does it have to be built next to social
housing which is already under threat across London? It is a
potential eyesore & the proposal as it stands is a disgrace.

Christine Lindey london, England,
UK

2017-03-23 I live in a similar council estate and dread the council doing
the same cultural vandalism here.

Lynda Stark Nenthorn,
Scotland, UK

2017-03-23 This development overwhelms a really lovely cared for
estate. Surely you can do better than this!
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Johanna Burch Oxford, England,
UK

2017-03-23 This scheme would severely compromise the excellent
Chamberiln Powell & Bonn housing currently on the site and
destroy green space and trees which allow space for nature
and add quality of life to residents.

Sarah Parker London,
England, UK

2017-03-24 It is a nice estate and will not be improved by a huge tower
block. This is more about money for developers than about
decent housing.

Simon Albrecht Nelson, New
Zealand

2017-03-24 As a former resident of the Barbican, and with friends in
the Golden Lane Estate, I believe it's essential that any
development reflects the scale and quality of the existing
buildings, and respects the original design and integrated
feel of both Golden Lane and the Barbican. As is stands, the
proposal is overpowering, and an over-development of a
sensitive site.

Mary Foster Montacute,
somerset,
England, UK

2017-03-24 The whole point to Golden Lanes is it's humanising scale.
The proposed new addition is a giant carbuncle.

siobhan ward manchester,
England, UK

2017-03-24 I visit regularly and appreciate Golden Lane's historical
and architectural importance. Treat it with the respect it
deserves going forward.

Denise Powell Dudley, England,
UK

2017-03-24 I use to live at 76 Hardel Walk SW2 and love being part of a
community , hate to see that eroded.

Andrew Marsh London,
England, UK

2017-03-24 I am a Curator and Lecturer and I don't feel the current
proposal is considerate enough of the existing architecture
and it's significance in architectural history

Glyn Robbins London,
England, UK

2017-03-25 Golden Lane is a living monument to the best of council
housing. It must be saved for the community and future
generations.

Sonya Andermahr Northampton,
England, UK

2017-03-25 Residents and communities should be listened to not
ignored by the planning process

Janice sweeney London,
England, UK

2017-03-25 Decent homes shouldn't be bulldozed

Caroline Lloyd Harlow, England,
UK

2017-03-25 This is a vital piece of architecture which needs to be
conserved. A different solution is possible.

Russell Bell London,
England, UK

2017-03-26 It's great that there is a new school being proposed for the
area, but the residential development above, is just too big
and not at all sympathetic to the neighbouring buildings of
the Golden Lane Estate.

Mary Phillips London,
England, UK

2017-03-27 I used to live on Golden Lane Estate, where my son was
born. It is a lovely estate and should not be redeveloped
in the way Islington Council and the City of London are
proposing.
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Nikki Mellor London,
England, UK

2017-03-27 Decent council housing at a rent those on basic wages
can afford is desperately needed in London. This estate is
beautiful and could handle a small development for those
who are in great need of safe, good quality housing. This
development is ugly and about profit not need. The city of
London and Islington council needs to be championing the
needs of the poor. The rich don't need support. Why not do
the right thing? It would be a first in a long time.

Phil Conway Monmouth,
Wales, UK

2017-03-27 As a previous resident of the City of London, I am horrified
by these plans.

Marco Cecere London,
England, UK

2017-03-28 The proposals will seriously damage and harm The Golden
Lane Estate They should be withdrawn and substantially
reconsidered

Sophie Murray Guildford,
England, UK

2017-03-28 my aunt and uncle live here

Mathew Dale Halling, England,
UK

2017-03-30 The integrity of this important architectural masterpiece
of the 1950s would be damaged were this proposed
development to go ahead. The residents of the estate would
suffer a huge loss of amenity.

Jackie Baker London,
England, UK

2017-03-30 No! Too much overdevelopment.

PATRICIA
O'CONNOR

London,
England, UK

2017-03-31 I am a Resident on the Golden Lane Estate. I would like
to take the opportunity of highlighting 3 of the proposed
developments immediately around the GLE - which will
be in addition to the buildings that are already well under
way around Half Moon Court, Barts Square, Bunhill Fields
and Old Street. 1. Blake Tower (ex-YMCA) 2 Fann Street EC2
Conversion of existing building to 74 Flats 2. COLCEC 99
Golden Lane, EC1 plus Richard Cloudesley School/COLPAI
Construction of 14 storey building comprising 72 Flats
School for 420 pupils plus Nursery for 38 children 3. Bernard
Morgan House 43 Golden Lane, EC2 Construction of 13-14
storey building comprising 99 Flats There is very active,
justifiable opposition to, among other things: A. The height
of the buildings COLCEC/COLPAI will block the morning sun
over the prize winning allotments on GLE Bernard Morgan
house will block the sun over Fortune Street Park The view
down Banner Stre

beverley bytheway Manchester,
England, UK

2017-03-31 As a resident of Golden Lane Estate, I am shocked that this
proposed scheme has been developed with little regard
to its neighbours and with no-one in the City of London
defending the rights of residents nor protecting the rights of
the listed Estate.

teresa wells London,
England, UK

2017-04-03 development is excessive and destroys the Golden Lane
Estate.

dan holliday london, England,
UK

2017-04-03 the residents of golden lane estate deserve much better
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Christiane
Ten-Hoopen

London,
England, UK

2017-04-04 The proposed block of flats is too high with its 14 floors in
the context of GL Estate.

Stephen Sprake London,
England, UK

2017-04-09 This development does not respect the local environment
and will negatively impact the skyline.

Paul Donnelly Glasgow,
Scotland, UK

2017-04-10 Having seen the rapid decline and destruction in
Glasgow's post war housing, I think it is sad that
"progressiveness" (just a dislike of certain architecture
and perhaps a chance to capitalise) overtakes history
and culture. The brutalist/modernist landscapes that are
iconically dotted over Britain are facing extinction and they
must be saved.

JILL Tyrrell Acrise, England,
UK

2017-04-11 I used to live there for 30 years 7 the new build looks awful

N A London,
England, UK

2017-04-26 With the old YMCA nearing completion, the proposed
development at Bernard Morgan House, the proposed
development on the Peabody estate and the Golden Lane
development, one of my concerns is about how the area will
cope with the huge influx of people. Are there the amenities
to cope with them all. I'm not so sure. As a resident of
Golden Lane I am also very concerned about the added
noise this will all bring to a already pretty noisy residence.

   
        

  
   

   
         

    
     

Gillian Winman Whitehouse Rd
Oxford, England,
UK

2017-04-28 City of London is special, Golden Lane Estate sympathetically
fits, the additional building has not been designed with any
consideration for the residents, or how they will manage ,
lack of daylight, sunshine and walkways. The huge block of
flats looks grotesque, and the school playground seriously
needs to be redisigned. Hardly any serious thought has
gone Into this newly proposed development. So sad.

Chamoun Issa London,
England, UK

2017-04-30 The scheme has to provide accessible dedicated amenity
space, which is in proportion to the proposed density
(number of units), and reflect the overall proportion
of open space currently provided on the Golden Lane
Estate.Anything less means that the new project is not
integrated in the estate and will result in a decrease of
the overall accessible amenity space, be detrimental
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to the openness of the estate, and conflict with the key
characteristics of the listing of the estate.

Theresa Wyatt London,
England, UK

2017-05-01 Another estate local authorities are trying to ruin under the
guise of 'regeneration' when more suitable alternative that
keeps the character of the estate is being ignored.

Alex Beach London,
England, UK

2017-05-04 I'm disgusted at the way London is being turned into
a high-density eyesore for plonkers and people with
money-greed eyes. There's no regard for the city in any of
this, it's seemingly being done just to feed the monster, and
all the people who care for and like London for its sense
of selfhood and identity as is, we're to be damned for our
retrograde attitudes apparently.

Michael Tyrrell Acrise, England,
UK

2017-05-12 I lived there for 30 years

Emma Horrigan London,
England, UK

2017-05-26 The golden lane estate is lovely as it is!

Nicholas Lynch London,
England, UK

2017-06-07 I live here and, do NOT want my estate ruined by an
overgrown ugly building. We also do not have the space for
this!

Suzanne Iwai London,
England, UK

2017-06-10 We are just about holding our own here in White City
against the grand march of developers greed. Some
are actually prepared to contribute to the Communities
they ' invade' others beaver away beging closed doors,
their machinations only shared with Borough planners. I
applaud and support your endeavours. We successfully
limited and had reworked a planning application submitted
by Play football to the Council that had been rushed
through by a previous administration. We were able to
do that largely as a result of public protest, a robust legal
argument and by embarrassing the new administration
into submission. Can l be phenomenally cheeky and ask
supporters of your campaign to take a look at mine. Please
sign my petition too if you agree with its premise. <a
href="https://www.change.org/p/make-me-white-city-park-a-community-asset"
rel="nofollow">https://www.change.org/p/make-me-white-city-park-a-community-asset</a>Many
thanks Suzanne.

Joseph Ruffles LONDON,
England, UK

2017-06-14 The Golden Lane Estate, and the community it nurtures,
are examples of the best of the British spirit. We should
support and protect them, and not let the gifts of a more
enlightened era fall victim to short term greed.

Polly Hutchison London, UK 2017-06-16 I'm signing because I know Golden Lane Estate well and
the architectural and social standards it represents. This 14
storey block runs in the face of everything the architects
managed so brilliantly to design. Also, after the fire in
Grenville House, who wants these high rise monsters?

Glynis Hatch London, UK 2017-07-07 I disagree with the new proposals
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Nick Lynch London, UK 2017-08-09 I will be disgusted if this scheme goes ahead. Its not fit for
this site!

Adam Young Edenbridge,
England, UK

2017-08-18 I strongly believe in listening to what the local population
surrounding have to say about the development - and this
seems as if no body from authority actually cares

Laura Curry London,
England, UK

2017-08-18 I don't live far from the area and I know that the
infrastructure is already at a stretch in these parts. It will be
a disaster and unfair on existing and potential residents in
the estate.

james soane london, England,
UK

2017-08-18 The over-scaled development has a negative impact on the
neighbourhood.

Brian Albert London, UK 2017-09-06 Building not fit for purpose.

Emily Phillips London, UK 2017-09-11 This proposal is not needed or wanted in this area.
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Comments for Planning Application 17/00937/FULL

 

Application Summary

Application Number: 17/00937/FULL

Address: 1 & 2 Garden Court & 3 Garden Court (Blackstone House) Middle Temple London EC4Y

9BL

Proposal: Change of use of 1 x residential unit (C3) to office use (B1) at fourth floor level and

external alterations including the formation of new openings in the rear of 2 Garden Court at

second, third and fourth floor levels (located in the City of London) in association with a proposed

three storey extension (located in the City of Westminster) linking 2 Garden Court with Black

Stone House.

Case Officer: Bhakti Depala

 

Customer Details

Name: Mr Brian Reinker

Address: Flat 1 Aldwych Chambers 29 Essex Street London

 

Comment Details

Commenter Type: Neighbour

Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application

Comment Reasons:

  - Residential Amenity

Comment:We wish to formally object to the proposed five-storey structure linking Blackstone

House and 3 Garden Court. A tall fire escape that currently serves Blackstone House already

causes substantial reduction of light to our apartment and garden. We believe that the proposed

structure linking Blackstone House and 3 Garden Court will further reduce the light to our living

room and bedrooms and will also result in our garden being overlooked from rooms and bridges

inside the structure. It will also reduce light to 16 of the 20 apartments at Aldwych Chambers.

The justification for erecting the structure linking Blackstone House and 3 Garden Court is stated

in the planning application to screen the "unsightly fire escape that serves Vantage House". This is

factually incorrect. The fire escape only serves Blackstone House and it would be possible to

remove it altogether if The Honourable Middle Temple estate provided an alternative fire escape

strategy for Blackstone House.

The Malcolm Hollis report Para 3.3 states: "No gardens or amenity space, as defined in the BRE

guide, are located close enough to the proposed development to be adversely affected by

overshadowing". This is not true. Our garden, as well as our neighbour's garden, has been

landscaped with trees, bamboo and ferns. The trees have sufficient light to survive at the moment,

but we fear that a structure that blocks the sun will kill them.

No approach has been made to measure the light volumes in our apartment and garden. We

therefore feel the results of the Malcolm Hollis report are questionable.

Finally, we believe the proposed five-storey link structure is out of keeping with the historic
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buildings in Middle Temple, which form part of the StrandStrand Conservation Area and the

Temples Conservation Area. We therefore strongly object to the proposals and ask for you to

refuse the application unless the applicant is willing to take out the proposal to erect the glazed

link structure.
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Comments for Planning Application 17/00937/FULL

 

Application Summary

Application Number: 17/00937/FULL

Address: 1 & 2 Garden Court & 3 Garden Court (Blackstone House) Middle Temple London EC4Y

9BL

Proposal: Change of use of 1 x residential unit (C3) to office use (B1) at fourth floor level and

external alterations including the formation of new openings in the rear of 2 Garden Court at

second, third and fourth floor levels (located in the City of London) in association with a proposed

three storey extension (located in the City of Westminster) linking 2 Garden Court with Blackstone

House. [RECONSULTATION on Revised Design and Additional Information]

Case Officer: Bhakti Depala

 

Customer Details

Name: Mr Brian Reinker

Address: Flat 1 Aldwych Chambers 29 Essex Street London

 

Comment Details

Commenter Type: Neighbour

Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application

Comment Reasons:

  - Residential Amenity

Comment:The revised planning application from Middle Temple does little to address our previous

objections to the scheme. The changing of the height of a small section of the roofline to the

atrium on the north side of the atrium is a token gesture at best. The southern wall of the atrium is

still at the same height and will block most of the light that enters the back of our building, Aldwych

Chambers. The revised lighting report may indicate that the light entering the back of the building

is within planning guidelines, but building a three story solid and glass wall on the boundary line of

the properties as a permanent structure is not neighbourly at best. Suggestions were put forward

in the 'consultation process' with Middle Temple to reduce the height of the atrium, set back the

glass wall on the boundary, and change the solid wall to allow more light through and generally

reduce the overall bulk of the scheme. These were rejected, as they do not fit with Blackstone

Chambers business model for occupying the buildings.

The revised application will permanently affect our right to light, is overbearing, is a loss of

amenity, and allows office employees to have visual access to the gardens at the back of our

building from the break out area.

I understand that the application for the Garden Court buildings in the City of London are mostly

for internal refurbishment works and external maintenance to the front of Garden Court. We have

no objection to this part of the application, but strongly object to the part of the application the

addresses the link to Blackstone Chambers on Essex Street and request that this part of the

application where the link is concerned is set aside.
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Brian Reinker & Dale Kneen
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Comments for Planning Application 17/00937/FULL

 

Application Summary

Application Number: 17/00937/FULL

Address: 1 & 2 Garden Court & 3 Garden Court (Blackstone House) Middle Temple London EC4Y

9BL

Proposal: Change of use of 1 x residential unit (C3) to office use (B1) at fourth floor level and

external alterations including the formation of new openings in the rear of 2 Garden Court at

second, third and fourth floor levels (located in the City of London) in association with a proposed

three storey extension (located in the City of Westminster) linking 2 Garden Court with Black

Stone House.

Case Officer: Bhakti Depala

 

Customer Details

Name: Mrs Faye Milburn

Address: apartment 2 aldwych chambers 29 essex street london

 

Comment Details

Commenter Type: Neighbour

Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application

Comment Reasons:

  - Residential Amenity

Comment:Our objections:

- The plan infringes our right to natural light. The light to our apartment is already limited. We have

very small windows to bedrooms 2 and 3, and despite the large windows on our upper floor the

light is compromised. It is not acceptable to us to reduce this light further by raising the height of

the wall from its current level.

- The "eyesore" of a fire escape serves no positive purpose to our apartments, quite the reverse.

This fire escape blocks a considerable amount of light and reduces the light to our garden and that

of our neighbours in Apt 1. This fire escape is part of the fire plan for Blackstone House and only

exists for their benefit. To us it is an unsightly nuisance. To make a proposal to block the sight of

this from the applicant, whilst adding to our lack of light with the proposed changes shows a total

lack of consideration towards us, the owners and residents of Aldwych Chambers.

- No one involved with this proposal has visited our apartments to assess the impact on our living

spaces, and no one has made any attempt to measure current lighting levels and the impact on

our supply of natural light.

- The plans substantially alter the character of the property and the surrounding buildings,

proposing to introduce a modern glass structure which will dominate the space, where we are

currently able to see sky. This is one of the only 2 open spaces behind our building, already at a

significant height above the lower level apartments. Not only that, we would now be even further

overlooked and object to the added reduction in privacy.
Page 557



- This proposal as it stands can only serve to devalue our properties in Aldwych Chambers and to

reduce our quality of life by cutting out more of the precious light we (and our garden plants) need.

- We are also concerned about the impact of the building works on us, most particularly in the late

afternoon/evening and at weekends.
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Comments for Planning Application 17/00937/FULL

 

Application Summary

Application Number: 17/00937/FULL

Address: 1 & 2 Garden Court & 3 Garden Court (Blackstone House) Middle Temple London EC4Y

9BL

Proposal: Change of use of 1 x residential unit (C3) to office use (B1) at fourth floor level and

external alterations including the formation of new openings in the rear of 2 Garden Court at

second, third and fourth floor levels (located in the City of London) in association with a proposed

three storey extension (located in the City of Westminster) linking 2 Garden Court with Black

Stone House.

Case Officer: Bhakti Depala

 

Customer Details

Name: Mr Ronald Chua

Address: 13 Aldwych Chambers 29 Essex Street London

 

Comment Details

Commenter Type: Neighbour

Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application

Comment Reasons:

  - Noise

  - Residential Amenity

Comment:We are the owners of Flat 14 Aldwych Chambers, 29 Essex Street, London WC2R 3AT.

 

 

We object to the application for an extension and link by 1-2 Garden Court Chambers and

Blackstone House. This application should be rejected for several reasons: Firstly, it will negatively

impact most of the flats in Aldwych Chambers. Construction of a five-storey link will both create

noise pollution to residents during construction as well as block natural light that currently flows

into flats in Aldwych Chambers. This is both detrimental to the health of residents and detrimental

to the value of our flats. And we note that in the application, there has been no assessment of the

impact of light on Aldwych Chamber flats and our gardens. This is clearly unacceptable! Secondly,

we are unable to understand why such an extension and link fits with the conservation principles

of Middle Temple buildings. The proposed link would be a new external structure differing in

appearance from the building outlook in Middle Temple. Thirdly, points were made in the

application about an unsightly fire escape staircase at Aldwych Chambers. This is fundamentally

incorrect as the fire escape does not serve Aldwych Chambers and in fact serves Blackstone

House. If the owners of Blackstone House find that to be unsightly, an alternative fire escape

should instead be made.
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We therefore appreciate that the right decision be made to reject the application for extension and

link.

 

Yours sincerely,

 

Ronald Chua and Christina Chung
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Comments for Planning Application 17/00937/FULL

 

Application Summary

Application Number: 17/00937/FULL

Address: 1 & 2 Garden Court & 3 Garden Court (Blackstone House) Middle Temple London EC4Y

9BL

Proposal: Change of use of 1 x residential unit (C3) to office use (B1) at fourth floor level and

external alterations including the formation of enlarged openings in the rear of 2 Garden Court at

second, third and fourth floor levels (located in the City of London) in association with a proposed

three storey extension (located in the City of Westminster) linking 2 Garden Court with Blackstone

House.

Case Officer: Bhakti Depala

 

Customer Details

Name: Mr Ronald Chua

Address: Flat 14 Aldwych Chambers 29 Essex Street London

 

Comment Details

Commenter Type: Neighbour

Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application

Comment Reasons:

  - Noise

  - Residential Amenity

Comment:Dear Mr Depala,

 

We are the owners of Flat 14 Aldwych Chambers, 29 Essex Street, London WC2R 3AT.

 

We maintain our objection to the application for an extension and link by 1-2 Garden Court

Chambers and Blackstone House. We find that this application does not materially differ from the

original one submitted last year. Our concerns are not addressed and there has only been minor

changes in the current application. We therefore reiterate that the application be rejected as it has

a negative impact on the immediate neighbourhood as well as negatively impact most of the flats

at Aldwych Chambers. Besides noise pollution to residents living close by during the construction

work, our flats at Aldwych Chambers will suffer from reduced natural daylight after the proposed

extension and link are completed. Even now, the close proximity and height of neighbouring

buildings have limited the flow of natural daylight into our flats. The application also refers to an

unsightly fire escape staircase at Aldwych Chambers. This fire escape does not serve Aldwych

Chambers and in fact serves Blackstone House and other neighbouring buildings. It's existence

has already negatively impacted the daylight flowing into a number of our flats.

 

We therefore appreciate that the right decision be made to reject the application for extension and
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link.

 

Yours sincerely,

 

Ronald Chua and Christina Chung
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Comments for Planning Application 17/00937/FULL

 

Application Summary

Application Number: 17/00937/FULL

Address: 1 & 2 Garden Court & 3 Garden Court (Blackstone House) Middle Temple London EC4Y

9BL

Proposal: Change of use of 1 x residential unit (C3) to office use (B1) at fourth floor level and

external alterations including the formation of new openings in the rear of 2 Garden Court at

second, third and fourth floor levels (located in the City of London) in association with a proposed

three storey extension (located in the City of Westminster) linking 2 Garden Court with Black

Stone House.

Case Officer: Bhakti Depala

 

Customer Details

Name: Mr Sean Coxall

Address: Apartment 8 29 Essex Street London

 

Comment Details

Commenter Type: Neighbour

Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application

Comment Reasons:

  - Residential Amenity

Comment:Hi,

 

In my capacity as a neighbour, I object strongly to this planning application as I do not believe

adequate research has taken place. I would like alternatives to be looked at that do not

significantly reduce the natural light entering the building in which I have my apartment. More

detail is below.

 

In the Indigo planning report, at para 2.6, Indigo states that the "unsightly fire escape stairs that

serves Vantage House" etc. NOTE- These fire escape / stairs do not serve Vantage House

(Aldwych Chambers), they serve Blackstone and the offices at the end of the road. Vantage

House has its own independent fire strategy and does not and cannot access this stairway. Their

report is flawed.

The Malcolm Hollis daylight sunlight report window map at Appendix C does not show or test all

the windows at the rear on the lower ground floor. It is therefore a defective report.

Para 3.16 admits that the affected windows already experience low levels of daylight. It is

therefore not acceptable to make the situation worse. You could have a Rights to light claim and

stop the development.

Para 3.17 suggests that plot 2 lounge and kitchen which fails the test has the benefit of other

windows. However not all the windows at LGF are shown or tested so how do we know if there is
Page 563



sufficient light levels to the LGF levels?

I do not believe Malcolm Hollis has conducted proper Daylight / Sunlight tests on apartments in

Aldwych Chambers. It is obvious if you put a large structure blocking to the South of your gardens

it will reduce substantially the amount of light you enjoy. I cannot see reference in the report to

tests in your garden areas. You also cannot reduce Sunlight levels by more than 50%. According

to BRE standards.

It would be better if the height of the infill was reduced down to first or second floor level and this

was suggested to WCC and the City of London.

 

Sean Coxall

Apartment 8

29 Essex Street

London

Page 564



Comments for Planning Application 17/00937/FULL

 

Application Summary

Application Number: 17/00937/FULL

Address: 1 & 2 Garden Court & 3 Garden Court (Blackstone House) Middle Temple London EC4Y

9BL

Proposal: Change of use of 1 x residential unit (C3) to office use (B1) at fourth floor level and

external alterations including the formation of new openings in the rear of 2 Garden Court at

second, third and fourth floor levels (located in the City of London) in association with a proposed

three storey extension (located in the City of Westminster) linking 2 Garden Court with Black

Stone House.

Case Officer: Bhakti Depala

 

Customer Details

Name: Mr Jules Antoine Marie Michel Becci-Morin de la Rivière

Address: Apartment 6 29 Essex Street Aldwych Chambers, London WC2R 3AT

 

Comment Details

Commenter Type: Neighbour

Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application

Comment Reasons:

  - Residential Amenity

Comment:To whom it may concern,

 

I am the owner of Flat 6 Aldwych Chambers, 29 Essex Street WC2R3AT.

 

I wish to formally object the execution of the five-storey structure that will link Blackstone House

and 3 Garden Court. 

 

To pursue the development of the glazed link structure will unfortunately make the Aldwych

Chambers (Formerly known as Vantage House), even darker. 

 

Therefore, if this extension becomes a reality, a drop in value of all the apartments of Aldwych

Chambers development can be expected.

 

All the flats that have at least a window on the courtyard side (16/20 Flats), will suffer a

devaluation, and a compounded devaluation of the building as a whole will follow.

 

Aldwych Chambers is a newly developed boutique residence and the residents are very

concerned to see their recently acquired asset at risk because of this extension.
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It would be unfair to encourage Blackstone House 1 and 2 Garden Court to build their extension,

especially since this project relies on a flawed report: 

 

 

1) Loss of Daylight and Sunlight: 

 

 

I am currently having high electricity expenditures to add lights in my flat since it is already dark. If

the extension project is validated, the sunlight would be so little that there would be no way to

artificially increase the light to keep a healthy light level in the flat. 

 

2) Lack of consistency with architectural style:

 

 A five-storey with a vitreous surface is not matching at all with the rest of the neighborhood. It

would be a shame to introduce an odd architectural style in one of London's oldest areas. 

 

3) Loss of privacy and noise disturbance:

 

My flat being on the Ground Floor, my living room will be overlooked during working days by

Blackstone House, 1 and 2 Garden Court Chambers lawyer's offices. I am against being

overlooked all day long, 5 days a week.

 

I am looking forward to hearing from you and if you require access to view my Flat (6), I would

happy to grant you access. 

 

 

Sincerely Yours ,

 

JBDLR
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Comments for Planning Application 17/00937/FULL

 

Application Summary

Application Number: 17/00937/FULL

Address: 1 & 2 Garden Court & 3 Garden Court (Blackstone House) Middle Temple London EC4Y

9BL

Proposal: Change of use of 1 x residential unit (C3) to office use (B1) at fourth floor level and

external alterations including the formation of enlarged openings in the rear of 2 Garden Court at

second, third and fourth floor levels (located in the City of London) in association with a proposed

three storey extension (located in the City of Westminster) linking 2 Garden Court with Blackstone

House.

Case Officer: Bhakti Depala

 

Customer Details

Name: Mr Jules  Becci-Morin de la Rivière

Address: Flat 6 29 Essex Street WC2R3AT Greater London

 

Comment Details

Commenter Type: Neighbour

Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application

Comment Reasons:

Comment:Dear Sir , Dear Madam ,

 

 

I am the owner of Flat 6 Aldwych Chambers, 29 Essex Street, London WC2R 3AT.

 

I maintain my objection after having attended two meetings with the Society of the Honorable

Temple -,and having witnessed barely any change in their unacceptable proposal.

 

Trough these meetings, nothing of substance has been offered.

 

(A nominal reduction of the height of a few centimeters as offered last week will definitely not be a

game-changing improvement).

 

For now, the Temple is beating around the bush with light amendments to its proposal that still not

treat the gist of the issue.

 

My deduction is that it is purely for commercial reasons that the Temple wishes to add this extra

space and it is obvious they have no regard for the residents' welfare or amenity.
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I would appreciate that the right decision be made to reject the application for extension and link.

 

Best Regards ,

 

 

Jules Becci de la Rivière , Flat 6
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Comments for Planning Application 17/00937/FULL

 

Application Summary

Application Number: 17/00937/FULL

Address: 1 & 2 Garden Court & 3 Garden Court (Blackstone House) Middle Temple London EC4Y

9BL

Proposal: Change of use of 1 x residential unit (C3) to office use (B1) at fourth floor level and

external alterations including the formation of new openings in the rear of 2 Garden Court at

second, third and fourth floor levels (located in the City of London) in association with a proposed

three storey extension (located in the City of Westminster) linking 2 Garden Court with Black

Stone House.

Case Officer: Bhakti Depala

 

Customer Details

Name: Ms Sarah  Allen

Address: Apt 17 Aldwych Chambers 29 Essex St London

 

Comment Details

Commenter Type: Neighbour

Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application

Comment Reasons:

  - Noise

  - Residential Amenity

Comment:I wish to object to the proposed application for changes to the structure of Blackstone

House and the Garden Court buildings.

 

Residents of Aldwych Chambers already have very little access to natural light and the proposed

alterations will significantly reduce that, as well as impinge on the privacy of the current residents

due to increased overlooking windows and walkways.

 

One of the justifications for erecting the structure linking Blackstone House and 3 Garden Court is

to screen the "unsightly fire escape that serves Vantage House". This is incorrect. The fire escape

currently only serves Blackstone House and it would therefore be possible for them to remove it

and provide a more acceptable alternative.

 

The scale of the proposed work would also require considerable building construction, traffic and

noise in what is already an extremely "tight" and heavily populated area. I believe this would cause

considerable disruption to the residents in Aldwych Chambers and should any work be approved, I

request it is limited to weekdays, 8am to 4pm.
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Comments for Planning Application 17/00937/FULL

 

Application Summary

Application Number: 17/00937/FULL

Address: 1 & 2 Garden Court & 3 Garden Court (Blackstone House) Middle Temple London EC4Y

9BL

Proposal: Change of use of 1 x residential unit (C3) to office use (B1) at fourth floor level and

external alterations including the formation of new openings in the rear of 2 Garden Court at

second, third and fourth floor levels (located in the City of London) in association with a proposed

three storey extension (located in the City of Westminster) linking 2 Garden Court with Black

Stone House.

Case Officer: Bhakti Depala

 

Customer Details

Name: Ms Natasha D'Souza

Address: Flat 15 29 Essex Street London

 

Comment Details

Commenter Type: Neighbour

Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application

Comment Reasons:

  - Noise

  - Residential Amenity

Comment:We are the owner of Flat 15 Aldwych Chambers 29 Essex Street WC2R 3AT.

 

We wish to formally object the execution of the five-storey structure that will link Blackstone House

and 3 Garden Court.

 

To pursue the development will, unfortunately, make the Aldwych Chambers, even darker.

 

Therefore, this extension will result in a drop in the value of all the apartments of Aldwych

Chambers.

 

All the flats that have windows on the courtyard side will suffer a devaluation and a compounded

devaluation of the building as a whole will follow.

 

Aldwych Chambers is a newly developed boutique residence and we are all very concerned to see

our recently acquired asset at risk because of this extension.

 

It would be unfair to encourage Blackstone House and Garden Court to build their extension,

especially since this project relies on a flawed report:
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1) LOSS OF DAYLIGHT AND SUNLIGHT

 

We are currently having high electricity expenditures to add lights to our flat since it is already

dark. If the extension project goes ahead, the sunlight would be so little that there would be no

way to artificially increase the light to keep a healthy light level in our flat.

 

2) LACK OF CONSISTENCY WITH ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

 

Blackstone House, 1 and 2 Garden Court Chambers are nearby plenty of buildings whose design

is ruled by Strand Conservation Area and Temples Conservation Area.

 

Since the extension project is very tall, the lack of architectural harmony would be visible from

various London neighbourhoods.

 

3) LOSS OF PRIVACY AND NOISE DISTURBANCE

 

Our flat will likely be overlooked during working days by Blackstone House, 1 and 2 Garden Court

Chambers lawyer's offices. We are against being overlooked all day long, 5 days a week.

We are looking forward to hearing from you and if you require access to view our flat, we would

happy to grant you access.

 

Yours sincerely,

Christian and Natasha D'Souza
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Comments for Planning Application 17/00937/FULL

 

Application Summary

Application Number: 17/00937/FULL

Address: 1 & 2 Garden Court & 3 Garden Court (Blackstone House) Middle Temple London EC4Y

9BL

Proposal: Change of use of 1 x residential unit (C3) to office use (B1) at fourth floor level and

external alterations including the formation of enlarged openings in the rear of 2 Garden Court at

second, third and fourth floor levels (located in the City of London) in association with a proposed

three storey extension (located in the City of Westminster) linking 2 Garden Court with Blackstone

House.

Case Officer: Bhakti Depala

 

Customer Details

Name: Mr Christian D'Souza

Address: Flat 15 29 Essex Street London

 

Comment Details

Commenter Type: Neighbour

Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application

Comment Reasons:

Comment:We are the owners of Flat 15 Aldwych Chambers, 29 Essex Street WC2R 3AT.

We wish to formally object to the resubmitted application for the execution of the five-story

structure that will link Blackstone House and 3 Garden Court.

We find that this application does not materially differ from the original one submitted last year.

We are objecting to the loss of amenity, sense of enclosure, unacceptable reduction in light,

overbearing design at odds with the current style of architecture and lack of regard to the impact

on us as residential neighbours stand.

The changing of the height of the roofline to the atrium is to only a very small section and can only

be taken as a token gesture. Also, the southern wall of the atrium is still at the same height which

means it will still lead to a lack of light entering the back of Aldwych Chambers.

There will also be disruptive noise pollution to residents living close by during the construction

work and our flats at Aldwych Chambers will suffer from reduced natural daylight after the

proposed extension and link are completed.

Additionally, the overall bulk of the 'link' and the modern glass style on the southern side of the

buildings is out of keeping with the surrounding historic area.

 

We, therefore, appreciate that the right decision is made to reject the application for extension and

link.

Natasha and Christian D'Souza
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Comments for Planning Application 17/00937/FULL

 

Application Summary

Application Number: 17/00937/FULL

Address: 1 & 2 Garden Court & 3 Garden Court (Blackstone House) Middle Temple London EC4Y

9BL

Proposal: Change of use of 1 x residential unit (C3) to office use (B1) at fourth floor level and

external alterations including the formation of new openings in the rear of 2 Garden Court at

second, third and fourth floor levels (located in the City of London) in association with a proposed

three storey extension (located in the City of Westminster) linking 2 Garden Court with Black

Stone House.

Case Officer: Bhakti Depala

 

Customer Details

Name: Mr Russell French

Address: 29 Essex Street Flat 18 London

 

Comment Details

Commenter Type: Neighbour

Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application

Comment Reasons:

  - Noise

Comment:To Whom It May Concern:

 

My wife and I object to this development given the impact that it will have to our residential flat for

our family, including two children. It will reduce the light available in our bedrooms, which is very

small due to Blackstone House and their fire escape. Our bedrooms also abut the area where this

development will occur, as well as create noise pollution throughout construction if allowed.

 

Thank you for your consideration.

 

Reid and Sarah French
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Comments for Planning Application 17/00937/FULL

 

Application Summary

Application Number: 17/00937/FULL

Address: 1 & 2 Garden Court & 3 Garden Court (Blackstone House) Middle Temple London EC4Y

9BL

Proposal: Change of use of 1 x residential unit (C3) to office use (B1) at fourth floor level and

external alterations including the formation of new openings in the rear of 2 Garden Court at

second, third and fourth floor levels (located in the City of London) in association with a proposed

three storey extension (located in the City of Westminster) linking 2 Garden Court with Blackstone

House. [RECONSULTATION on Revised Design and Additional Information]

Case Officer: Bhakti Depala

 

Customer Details

Name: Mr Chris Milburn

Address: Apartment 2 Aldwych Chambers 29 Essex St London

 

Comment Details

Commenter Type: Neighbour

Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application

Comment Reasons:

  - Residential Amenity

Comment:The revised submission does very little to address the concerns we have raised

previously. Our objections regarding loss of amenity, sense of enclosure, unacceptable reduction

in light, overbearing design at odds with the current style of architecture and lack of regard to the

impact on us as residential neighbours stand. Although an initial consultation meeting was held,

the revisions have been submitted prior to the follow up meetings planned for 6th and 13th March.

The design still proposes a substantial increase in the height of the solid wall immediately adjacent

to our apartment,and this design combined with the existing fire escape (which is of no benefit to

us as residents) would inflict a detrimental situation to which we object.

We have also raised with the applicant safety concerns regarding compliance of the current

escape route to the surrounding buildings utilising the fire escape attached to our building.
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Comments for Planning Application 17/00937/FULL

 

Application Summary

Application Number: 17/00937/FULL

Address: 1 & 2 Garden Court & 3 Garden Court (Blackstone House) Middle Temple London EC4Y

9BL

Proposal: Change of use of 1 x residential unit (C3) to office use (B1) at fourth floor level and

external alterations including the formation of new openings in the rear of 2 Garden Court at

second, third and fourth floor levels (located in the City of London) in association with a proposed

three storey extension (located in the City of Westminster) linking 2 Garden Court with Blackstone

House. [RECONSULTATION on Revised Design and Additional Information]

Case Officer: Bhakti Depala

 

Customer Details

Name: Mr john makinson

Address: Flat Seven 29 Essex Street London

 

Comment Details

Commenter Type: Neighbour

Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application

Comment Reasons:

  - Residential Amenity

Comment:We oppose this proposed development because of the significant loss of light and

amenity that it will cause at the rear of the building in which we live, 29 Essex Street. The revision

to the initial application proposes a nominal one metre reduction in the height of the atrium but this

will not mitigate the loss of light on which many residents commented in the earlier proposal.

 

Yours sincerely,

 

John Makinson and Nandana Sen
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Comments for Planning Application 17/00937/FULL

 

Application Summary

Application Number: 17/00937/FULL

Address: 1 & 2 Garden Court & 3 Garden Court (Blackstone House) Middle Temple London EC4Y

9BL

Proposal: Change of use of 1 x residential unit (C3) to office use (B1) at fourth floor level and

external alterations including the formation of enlarged openings in the rear of 2 Garden Court at

second, third and fourth floor levels (located in the City of London) in association with a proposed

three storey extension (located in the City of Westminster) linking 2 Garden Court with Blackstone

House.

Case Officer: Bhakti Depala

 

Customer Details

Name: Mr Robert Gutstein

Address: 2 Timberwharf Road London

 

Comment Details

Commenter Type: Member of the Public

Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application

Comment Reasons:

  - Residential Amenity

Comment:We are the freeholders of the block of flats known as Aldwych Chambers. The revised

Planning Application does very little to address the concerns raised by our predecessors Clark

Property Developments Limited. We know that the Applicant has held consultations with the

residents but the consensus of opinion is that they have not taken on board the real planning

concerns expressed and have made token efforts to revise the scheme in light of these objections.

In fact we understand the last consultation was held after the revised plans had already been

submitted for planning approval.

 

We would make the following points in relation to the design of the scheme itself;

 

The design itself does not lend itself to the historic buildings within the Middle Temple area. The

overbearing design is at odds with the current style of architecture.

There is also the issue of the daylighting and the real effect it will have on the daylight available to

the flats adjacent to the scheme.

There is also the issue of loss of privacy for the residents whose rooms will be overlooked by

Blackstone House offices. For the aforementioned reasons we oppose the scheme proposed by

the applicant.
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                       Westminster City Council Development Planning    westminster.gov.uk
Westminster City Council
PO Box 732
Redhill, RH1 9FL
         

dcobobsz091231

Your ref: Please reply to: Joshua Howitt
My ref: 17/09763/OBS

Email: southplanningteam@westminster.gov.uk

Development Planning
Westminster City Council
PO Box 732
Redhill, 9FL

Bhakti Depala
Indigo Planning Limited
PO Box 270,
Guildhall, 
London 
EC2P 2EJ 8 November 2017

Dear Sir/Madam

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990

The City Council has now considered the proposals described below and has decided to RAISE 
OBJECTION for the reasons stated.

SCHEDULE
Application No: 17/09763/OBS Application Date:
Date Received: 02.11.2017 Date Amended: 02.11.2017
Plan Nos:  City of London Letter dated 2 November 2017 regarding application 17/00937/FULL.
Address: 1 & 2 Garden Court And , Blackstone House 3 Garden Court, Middle Temple, London

Proposal: Internal and external alterations including; (i) refurbishment of fixtures and fittings; (ii) 
change of use of 1 x residential unit to offices; (iii) the formation of new openings in the 
rear of Blackstone House and 2 Garden Court at second, third and fourth floor levels.

See next page for reasons for objection.

Yours faithfully

John Walker
Director of Planning
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Note:
 The Plain English Crystal Mark applies to those conditions, reasons and informatives in this letter which   

have an associated reference number with the prefix C, R, X or I.  
 The terms ‘you’ and ‘your’ include anyone who owns or occupies the land or is involved with the  

development.
 The terms ‘us’ and ‘we’ refer to the Council as local planning authority.

17/09763/OBS

Reason(s) for Objection:

 1 The City Council has concerns with the visual impact of the proposed infill extension with 
regards to its scale, design, materiality, and its relationship with neighbouring buildings and its 
surroundings. It is considered that the proposals would harm the character and appearance of 
Blackstone House and the Strand Conservation Area; and would harm the setting of the 
Temple Conservation Area, the neighbouring Grade II Registered Gardens at Middle Temple 
Gardens, and the Grade II listed 1 & 2 Garden Court.

 2 Concern is raised that the infill extension may have an un-neighbourly impact on residents at 
the rear in Aldwych Chambers, 29 Essex Street, with regards to loss of light and increased 
sense of enclosure. This is because of its bulk and height and proximity to the residents at the 
rear in Aldwych Chambers, 29 Essex Street.
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CITY OF WESTMINSTER 

PLANNING 
APPLICATIONS SUB 
COMMITTEE 

Date 

9 January 2018 

Classification 

For General Release 

Report of 

Director of Planning 

Ward involved 

St James's 

Subject of Report Blackstone House, London, EC4Y 9BW.  

Proposal Erection of an infill extension between Blackstone House and 1 & 2 

Garden Court to create a new atrium connecting the buildings at second, 

third and fourth floor levels, to provide additional chamber floorspace and 

to improve the circulation between the buildings, and associated external 

alterations including installation of rooftop plant to Blackstone House. 

 

Agent Indigo Planning Limited 

On behalf of The Honourable Society of the Middle Temple 

Registered Number 17/08153/FULL Date amended/ 
completed 

 
1 December 2017 

Date Application 
Received 

11 September 2017          

Historic Building Grade Blackstone House is unlisted and 1 & 2 Garden Court are grade II listed 

Conservation Area Strand (City of Westminster) and Temple (City of London) 

 
1. RECOMMENDATION 

 

 
Refuse permission – design and increased sense of enclosure. 
 

 
2. SUMMARY 

 

 
Blackstone House is an unlisted building and 1 & 2 Garden Court are grade II listed buildings in Middle 
Temple. The buildings are used as barrister’s chambers. The boundary between the City of 
Westminster and the City of London runs between Blackstone House and 1 & 2 Garden Court. The 
buildings are interconnected at ground and first floors. The site is located within the Strand (City of 
Westminster) and Temple (City of London) Conservation Areas.  
 
The key issues in this case are: 
 

- the impact of the proposals on the significance of designated heritage assets including the 
impact on listed buildings, an adjoining listed garden and conservation areas; and 

- the impact of the proposals on the amenity enjoyed by neighbouring residential occupiers. 
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The proposed infill extension would harm the character and appearance of Blackstone House and the 
Strand Conservation Area; and would harm the setting of the Grade II listed 1 & 2 Garden Court, the 
Temple Conservation Area and the neighbouring Grade II Registered Gardens at Middle Temple 
Gardens. The extension would also result in a significant increase in a sense of enclosure for residents 
living in Aldwych Chambers, Essex Street. As such the proposal fails to meet with the policies set out in 
the Unitary Development Plan (UDP) and Westminster’s City Plan (the City Plan) and is recommended 
for refusal for the reasons set in the draft decision notice. 
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3. LOCATION PLAN 
 

                                                                                                                                   ..

  
 

This production includes mapping data 

licensed from Ordnance Survey with the 

permission if the controller of Her Majesty’s 

Stationary Office (C) Crown Copyright and /or 

database rights 2013. 

All rights reserved License Number LA 

100019597 
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4. PHOTOGRAPHS 
 

 

 
 

Blackstone House (left) and 1 & 2 Garden Court (right) 
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View from fire escape 
Blackstone House (right) and 1 & 2 Garden Court (left) 
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5. CONSULTATIONS 
 

CITY OF LONDON: 
Consider the application acceptable. Less than substantial harm is caused to designated 
heritage assets by the visual prominence of the extension, but this harm is outweighed by 
the benefits of the proposal which principally relate to improved access between the 
buildings. 

 
HISTORIC ENGLAND: 
No comment. 
 
HISTORIC ENGLAND (ARCHAEOLOGY): 
No objection subject to conditions. 
 
THE GARDENS TRUST: 
No comment. 

 
WESTMINSTER SOCIETY: 
Recommend the application be approved. 
 
ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH: 
No objection subject to conditions. 
 
HIGHWAY PLANNING MANGER: 
No objection. 
 
CLEANSING MANGER: 
No objection, subject to conditions. 
 
ADJOINING OWNERS/OCCUPIERS AND OTHER REPRESENTATIONS RECEIVED 
 
No. Consulted: 39 
Total No. of replies: 17 (objections) 
 
Objections received on the following grounds: 
 
RESIDENTIAL AMENITY 

 Loss of light and increased overshadowing, the submitted daylight and sunlight 
report is inaccurate; 

 Overbearing height and bulk and loss of outlook; 

 Increased overlooking; and 

 The proposals would increase the intensity of the use of the buildings. 
 
DESIGN 

 Harm to the character and appearance of the buildings and conservation area. 
  
OTHER 

 Noise and disturbance from building works, hours of work should be restricted; 
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 The applicant ought to investigate an alternative fire strategy for the building to 
allow for the removal of the external fire escape staircase which has a negative 
impact on the appearance of the building and residential amenity; 

 The benefits of the proposal to the applicant/ tenant in terms of improved 
circulation and increased floorspace does not outweigh the harm it would cause to 
neighbouring residential occupiers and designated heritage assets; and 

 The extension would result in the loss of monetary value of adjoining properties. 
 

The applicant and tenant of the application building have written in support of their 
proposal. 
 
PRESS ADVERTISEMENT / SITE NOTICE: Yes 

 
6. BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

 
6.1 The Application Site  

 
Blackstone House is an unlisted building located within the Strand Conservation Area and 
the City of Westminster. 1 & 2 Garden Court are grade II listed buildings located within the 
Temple Conservation Area and the City of London. Both buildings are used as barrister’s 
chambers and are interconnected at ground and first floors by an existing glass infill 
extension. The site is located within the Core Central Activities Zone (Care CAZ). 
 

6.2 Recent Relevant History 
 
On 2 July 2007 permission was granted for the erection of a part one, part two storey 
glazed link between Blackstone House and No. 2 Garden Court to provide additional 
(Class B1) office space.  Alterations to Blackstone House including the formation of new 
openings in the rear elevation, installation of seven air conditioning units at roof level, 
alterations to library wall including blocking up of existing entrance and formation of new 
window.  Alterations to No. 2 Garden Court including the formation of new openings in 
rear elevation, demolition of existing single storey extension and installation of new 
platform lift. (RN: 07/04155/FULL) 

 
7. THE PROPOSAL 

 
Permission is sought for to erect a new glazed infill extension between Blackstone House 
and 1 & 2 Garden Court. The extension would create an atrium connecting the buildings at 
second, third and fourth floor levels. The additional space would provide chamber 
floorspace and improve the circulation between the buildings. Other works are sought to 
install plant to the foot of Blackstone House. 
 
The applicant has submitted identical applications to the City of London and the City of 
Westminster. Whilst the submissions are identical, each planning authority can only 
authorise or refuse work within their boundaries. Blackstone House and the gap between 
it and the Garden Court buildings where the proposed extension is sought is within the 
City of Westminster. 
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 The floorspace figures are summarised below: 
 

 Existing GIA (sqm) Proposed GIA (sqm) + 

Chambers (office B1) 3905 3934 29 

 
8. DETAILED CONSIDERATIONS 

 
8.1 Land Use 

 
Policy S20 of the City Plan identifies the need for significant additional office floorspace 
within Westminster to retain and enhance Westminster's strategic role in London's office 
sector and support London's global competitiveness. The Core CAZ is identified as a 
suitable location for office floorspace in Policies S6 and S20 of the City Plan as it 
contributes to the unique and varied mixed use character of the Core CAZ which will 
ensure the continued vitality, attraction and continued economic success of Central 
London. The provision of additional office floorspace in this location is therefore 
acceptable in principle. 
 
Policy S1 of the City Plan sets out the circumstances in which development proposals 
which include an increase in office floorspace trigger a requirement to provide new 
residential accommodation. As the net additional floorspace (29 sqm GIA) is less than 
30% of the total existing building floorspace and less than 400sqm, no residential 
floorspace is required to offset the increase in office floorspace. 

 
8.2 Townscape and Design  

 
The two buildings that form the site are currently linked at ground and first floors by a part 
single-storey, part two-storey glass atrium within the gap which separates the two. This 
low atrium is set behind and concealed from public view by the high stone boundary wall 
which encloses the southern end of the site. 
 
The Westminster portion of the site is wholly within the Strand Conservation Area, it is 
spatially separate and defined from, the grade II listed 1 & 2 Garden Court by a sizeable 
open gap. 1 & 2 Garden Court are located within the Temple Conservation Area. 
Blackstone House is unlisted but defined by the Strand Conservation Area Audit as a 
building of merit.  It is built of brick to an L-shape planform enclosing the southern end of 
Essex Street where a rebuild of the old Essex Steps descend through the Grade II listed 
gateway to Milford Lane and Temple Place, marking the ancient line between the street 
and the pre-embankment riverside.  The building’s southern elevations are a plainer 
stripped-back version of the front, representative of their 20th century date.  They are 
however positive elevations and a well-mannered composition. 
 
Close to the east of the site is Middle Temple Garden, a Grade II Registered Garden within 
the City of London.  The site and the gap between the buildings is readily visible from the 
gardens and forms part of its setting, contributing generally positively to the collegiate 
character of the Temples. 
 
In addition to the evident positive characteristics of the site, the metal fire escape 
staircase, which is visible in the gap between buildings, has a negative impact on the 
buildings and area. 
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Legislation, Policy and Guidance 
 
When determining applications for development within a conservation area, or affecting a 
listed building or its setting, Sections 66(1) and 72(1) of the Planning (Listed Buildings and 
Conservation Areas) Act 1990 are relevant and require special regard be had to the 
desirability of preserving the setting of the listed building, and of preserving or enhancing 
the character and appearance of the conservation area. 
 
Sections 7 and 12 of the NPPF require that great weight be placed on design quality and 
on the preservation of designated heritage assets.  Paragraph 133 makes it clear that 
‘substantial harm’ must only be approved in exceptional circumstances in return for 
substantial public benefits and subject to various tests.  Paragraph 134 meanwhile 
requires a similar but proportionate assessment of ‘less than substantial harm’ against 
public benefits; ‘less than substantial’ should not be confused with ‘acceptable’ harm. 
 
Together, and as informed by a range of legal judgments, the above statutory and national 
policy basis for decision-making equates to a strong presumption against harm, which 
may only be permitted if the harm caused would be significantly and demonstrably 
outweighed by public benefits which could only be achieved through allowing that 
harm.  In considering this, it should also be considered whether there may be less harmful 
means of achieving the same, or whether those benefits could not be acceptably provided 
elsewhere. 
 
UDP Policies DES 1 (urban design / conservation principles), DES 5 (alterations and 
extensions), DES 9 (conservation areas) and DES 10 (listed buildings) and DES 12 
(registered parks and gardens) apply to the consideration of the application proposals, 
whilst S26 and S28 of the City Plan provide the strategic basis for the 
application.  Relevant London Plan (2016) Policies include 7.4 (Local Character), 7.6 
(Architecture) and 7.8 (Heritage assets and archaeology). The Strand Conservation Area 
Audit is directly relevant to the application proposals. 
 
Design, Conservation and Townscape Impacts 
 
The extension would provide bridge links at every level linking the two buildings, along 
with additional meeting and break-out spaces.  The extension would rise to just below the 
buildings’ parapets, representing an increase in height of the equivalent of three storeys. 
 
The extension would be essentially glazed. The glazing would incorporate a patinated 
bronze metal mesh encapsulated within its laminations, to help provide solar shading and 
control of outward light spill and reflectivity. The proposed extension would visually fill the 
gap which currently divides the site, and would present a tall wall of glass and metalwork 
readily to view from a number of angles to the south and neighbouring residential 
properties to the north. Objections have been received from neighbours on the grounds 
that the extension would harm the appearance of the buildings and conservation area. 
Some objectors consider that the metal fire escape staircase should be removed as part of 
these proposals as it impacts negatively on the appearance of the buildings and their 
properties. 
 
The existing low level atrium is successful precisely because it is well concealed behind 
the pre-existing boundary wall – a clever and well executed scheme which has allowed the 
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two buildings to be used as one site. The proposed extension by contrast would quite 
dramatically alter the spatial character of the site, introducing a large object which 
architecturally and materially jars with the soft tones and textures of the brick and 
stonework which dominates the collegiate character of the Temple complex.   
 
Whilst the bronze mesh within the glass would mean the glazing would appear different to 
regular glazed walling, the proposal would act as a large illuminating presence at night, 
and during the day it would present a visually hard and solid wall enclosing what spatially 
should be a gap separating two architecturally defined buildings.   Both day and night, the 
gap would be transformed into a visually occupied place, exposing high levels of human 
activity where historically there has been none.  Furthermore, the bronze mesh within the 
glass would fail in its stated intentions (of mitigating the appearance of the glass), and 
would instead present a highly eye-catching, decorative aesthetic, which would be notably 
discordant with the traditional materiality and aesthetic characteristics of this collegiate 
location. 
  
These impacts would also have a direct effect on the appearance, character and setting of 
both of the site’s main buildings.  The rear elevations facing into the lightwell gap would 
be largely screened from view.  Whilst the atrium’s glazing would theoretically provide 
some visual permeability, the rear elevations of both buildings would be fundamentally 
changed to become internalised elevations, largely obscured from free view from the 
outside.  This would also have a wider impact on the site’s positive contribution to the 
conservation area, to the Temples Conservation Area and to the setting of Middle Temple 
Gardens. 
 
For these reasons, it is considered that the proposals would harm the character of both 
Blackstone House and 1 & 2 Garden Court, and would also fail to preserve the character 
and appearance of the Strand Conservation Area, the setting of the Temples 
Conservation Area and Middle Temple Gardens.  This harm is considered ‘less than 
substantial harm’ as defined by the NPPF which means the presumption is for refusal 
unless public benefits outweigh the identified harm. 

 
Public Benefit and Potential Alternatives 
 
The applicant notes the benefits of the scheme include the improved usability and 
accessibility between the two buildings and the increase in office floorspace, without 
which the applicant contends will result in the existing tenant seeking alternative 
accommodation elsewhere and this would have financial implications on them. The 
applicant also contends a benefit of the proposal would be to obscure the fire escape 
staircase from public vantage points. It is understood that the fire escape staircase is 
required as part of a fire excavation strategy for Blackstone House (and it is not 
redundant). External works outside of Westminster’s boundaries to the front of 1 & 2 
Garden Court are being considered by the City of London and these would provide level 
access externally in front of the Garden Court buildings and are cited by the applicant as a 
benefit. Some objectors have recognised the benefits of the scheme but do not consider 
they outweigh the harm.  
                                                                                                   
The applicant’s and tenant’s circumstances are understood, and the provision of 
additional office floorspace and the improvement in the accessibility of the existing 
buildings are welcomed in principle. In this case however, these benefits are not 
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considered to outweigh the harm discussed above. The application buildings are, and it is 
considered they should remain as, separate visual entities and in this context there will 
therefore be limits to the degree to which they can be used together or expanded.  The 
spatial and architectural limitations noted above are perhaps the most fundamental of 
these. Nonetheless, officers have advised the applicant that with a suitable degree of 
compromise and sensitivity a single link-bridge at either third or fourth floor level could be 
appropriate. This, whilst still requiring some transfer between floors, would improve 
accessibility whilst causing a much smaller degree of visual intrusion between the 
buildings thereby achieving much of the accessibility benefits the applicant seeks.  There 
are many exemplars of well-designed high level link-bridges, both traditionally and more 
recent.  
 
Furthermore, given the improved buildings are private chamber office premises, the extent 
to which the benefits of their very modest expansion in terms of floorspace and improved 
accessibility can be reasonably considered a weighty public benefit is somewhat limited. 
Given the obscuring of the fire escape is achieved by way of an extension that is 
considered harmful itself and would evidently be more prominent from public vantage 
points than the fire escape, this is not considered a benefit.  Even if it were, it could be 
screened by much less intrusive means than the application proposals. Neighbours have 
noted that cumulative impact of both the proposed extension and existing staircase would 
be negative visually, and officers concur. There would also be significant harm to 
residential amenity which is discussed in section 8.3 of this report. As the works to the 
front of Garden Court are within the boundaries of the City of London and could be 
proposed separately to, and are not understood to be dependent on, the proposed 
extension, limited weight is given to this as benefit that would outweigh harm caused by 
the proposed extension. 
 
In light of this, it is considered that the proposal is not the least intrusive means of 
improving this site and providing the benefits that the applicant states would 
arise.  Therefore, permission is recommended to be refused in accordance with the 
presumption against harm discussed above. 

 
8.3 Residential Amenity 

 
The nearest residential properties are located within Aldwych Chambers, 29 Essex Street. 
This residential building is immediately adjoining Blackstone House to the north of the 
application site. The flats here have windows which face into the gap between 1 & 2 
Garden Court.  
 
Policies S29 of the City Plan and ENV13 of the UDP seek to protect residential amenity in 
terms of light, privacy, sense of enclosure and encourage development which enhances 
the residential environment of surrounding properties. 
 
17 objections have been received from residents who live in Aldwych Chambers on the 
grounds the extension would harm the enjoyment of their flats in terms of loss of light, 
overbearing/ increased enclosure, overshadowing and loss of privacy. 
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Sunlight and Daylight  
 
The applicant has carried out an assessment on the neighbouring properties based on the 
various numerical tests laid down in the Building Research Establishment (BRE) guide 
“Site Layout Planning for Daylight and Sunlight: a guide to good practice”. The BRE guide 
stresses that the numerical values are not intended to be prescriptive in every case and 
are intended to be interpreted flexibly depending on the circumstances since natural 
lighting is only one of many factors in site layout design. For example, in a dense urban 
environment, a higher degree of obstruction may be unavoidable if new developments are 
to match the height and proportions of existing buildings. The BRE guide principally seeks 
to protect light to principal habitable rooms. 
 
Daylight 
 
The principal BRE methodology for the assessment of daylight values is the ‘vertical sky 
component’ (VSC). This measures the amount of light reaching the outside face of a 
window. Under this method, a window achieving a VSC value of 27% is considered to be 
well lit. If, as a result of the development, light received to an affected window is below 
27%, and would be reduced by 20% or more, the loss would be noticeable. 
 
The applicant's daylight and sunlight report has been conducted in accordance with BRE 
guidelines. It identifies four windows which would receive losses in daylight in excess of 
the guidelines. These are located at basement, lower ground, upper ground and first floor 
levels within Aldwych Chambers adjacent to the proposed infill extension.  
 
The four windows belong to four different flats and they serve three bedrooms and one 
living room. Only one of the windows is the single window to the room it serves, namely a 
bedroom to Flat 9 at first floor level. The remaining three windows serve rooms with at 
least one other window which complies with the VSC test.   
 
The extent of actual light loss to the windows is low but the losses appear high in 
percentage terms given the low existing VSC levels. The actual losses in VSC are 
between 0.1% to 0.52%. 
 
Given three of the rooms impacted are served by other windows which do not fail the VSC 
test and the single window room is in use as a bedroom, which should be considered of 
less importance than principle living areas, on balance it is not considered sustainable to 
resist the proposal on the grounds of loss of daylight. 
 
Sunlight 
 
In respect of sunlight, the BRE guide suggests that if a living room has a main window 
facing within 90 degrees of due south then the sunlighting of the existing dwelling may be 
adversely affected if it receives less than 25% of annual probable sunlight hours (APSH) 
or less than 5% of APSH between September and March, and receives less than 0.8 times 
its former sunlight hours during either period and has a reduction in sunlight received over 
the whole year greater than 4% of APSH. 
 
None of the Aldwych Chambers properties face 90 degrees of due south and as such will 
not be impacted upon in terms of loss of sunlight. 
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Overshadowing 
 
The BRE guidelines have methodologies to assess overshadowing of gardens. And 
during the course of the application the applicant conducted one with reference to the 
sun-on-ground on the spring equinox. This is used determine the areas which receive 
direct sunlight and those which do not. This method applies to both new and existing areas 
of amenity space. The BRE Guidelines suggest that the Spring Equinox (21 March) is a 
suitable date for the assessment as this is the midpoint of the suns position throughout the 
year. It is recommended that for it to appear adequately sunlit throughout the year, at least 
half of a garden or amenity area should receive at least 2 hours of sunlight on 21 March. 
 
The applicant’s assessment confirms the existing gardens to the rear of Aldwych Cambers 
are currently inadequately sunlit and they receive zero sunlight hours on 21 March. The 
proposal would not alter this position. As such, the proposals would not result in a 
noticeable increase in overshadowing.  
 
Sense of Enclosure 
 
The proposals would result in three additional stories on the boundary with Aldwych 
Chambers and the application site. The gap between the Garden Court and Essex Street 
properties is narrow and the existing extension to Blackstone House infills part of the gap, 
being two stories high on the boundary with Aldwych Chambers. The flats in Aldwych 
Chambers have windows which face into this gap and most of these windows serve 
habitable rooms, the lowest flats also benefit from courtyard gardens inside the gap. The 
properties nearest to the proposed extension also endure the enclosure which the existing 
fire escape staircase creates.  
 
Policy ENV13 of the UDP states that developments should not result in a significant 
increase in the sense of enclosure. Many of the objections from neighbours relate to the 
scale, proximity and overbearing nature of the proposed extension which they consider 
would harm the enjoyment of their flats. 
 
The applicant contends that because officers do not consider the loss of light would be of 
a severity that could sustain a refusal on that ground that the development is thereby also 
acceptable in terms of enclosure. Loss of light and sense of enclosure are distinct 
however, and the applicant’s assertion is addressed directly under policy ENV 13 where it 
states even when there may be no material loss of daylight or sunlight, new development 
can still be unacceptable because of an increase in the sense of enclosure. 
 
This existing situation is already highly compromised. Even when compared to other 
dense urban environments this existing situation is highly enclosed. It is considered that 
the proposals would result in the further enclosure of this space which would be to the 
determinant of residents, particularly those who live close to the boundary, which includes 
units with a single aspect facing Garden Court. Outlook is severely restricted by the very 
close proximity of Garden Court – the gap is approximately 4.5 metres wide. For those 
rooms which are closest to the boundary, which include living rooms and bedrooms, this 
severely restricted outlook is worsened by the fire escape staircase structure directly in 
front of them. The proposals would unacceptably worsen this further by adding an 
additional three stories of height and bulk on top of the existing boundary wall. This would 
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unacceptably increase the sense of enclosure experienced by residents within Aldwych 
Chambers making them feel too shut in. 
 
Loss of Privacy 
 
Objectors consider the extension would allow for additional opportunities to overlook their 
properties. The additional three stories on the boundary within the gap would consist of an 
extension to the party wall of one storey with two glazed stories on top. The glazing would 
include a metal mesh and the applicant states the opacity of this glazing to the rear 
elevation would be of a degree that would prevent harmful views through it. The applicant 
states that the gauge of the mesh would be adjusted to make it more transparent to the 
front and less to the rear. Had the application been acceptable, a condition could have 
been attached to ensure that the mesh is of sufficient density to prevent views through it. 
 
Light Spill 

 
Highly glazed extensions can result in harmful light spill. The applicant states the metal 
mesh glazing that is proposed has properties that prevent harmful light spill. Had the 
application been considered acceptable, a condition could have been attached to ensure 
that the mesh was sufficiently dense to reduce light spill. 
 

8.4 Transportation/Parking 
 
Given the modest increase in floorspace, the Highway Planning Manager does not 
consider that there would any implications in highway terms. 

 
8.5 Economic Considerations 

 
Discussed earlier in this report. 

 
8.6 Access 

 
The proposal would increase the accessibility and circulation between the two buildings by 
reducing or eliminating the need to use multiple lifts to travel between the two buildings, 
which would be an improvement to this private use. All floors are currently accessible by 
lifts however the applicant considers this arrangement sub-optimal. 
 

8.7 Other UDP/Westminster Policy Considerations 
 

Plant Equipment 
  
The applicant has submitted a noise survey as part of the application. Plant equipment is 
proposed at roof level of Blackstone House; the noise report indicates that the equipment 
assessed would likely be inaudible at the nearest residential premises. Had the 
application been considered acceptable, standard noise conditions could have been 
imposed. 
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Refuse /Recycling 
 
Details of waste storage and collection have not been provided. Given its modest size, it is 
accepted that the proposed extension will not result in waste being left on the highway for 
collection. However, the Cleansing Manger recommends details of this provision be 
secured and that could have been done by condition had the application been acceptable. 
 
Archaeology  

 
The site was formerly within the grounds of the medieval Knights Templar and is located in 
a Tier 1 Archaeological Priority Area (Lundenwic and the Strand) which is strongly 
suspected to contain heritage assets of national importance. The Greater London 
Archaeological Advisory Service (GLAAS) reviewed the archaeological assessment 
provided by the applicant to support the proposal and considered that further exploratory 
fieldwork and assessment was required. GLAAS advised this could be secured by 
appropriate conditions to secure a staged programme of archaeological work, and had the 
proposals been acceptable a condition requiring this would have been attached. 
 

8.8 London Plan 
 
This application raises no strategic issues. 

 
8.9 National Policy/Guidance Considerations 

 
The City Plan and UDP policies referred to in the consideration of this application are 
considered to be consistent with the NPPF unless stated otherwise. 

 
8.10 Planning Obligations  

 
Planning obligations are not relevant in the determination of this application.  
 

8.11 Environmental Impact Assessment  
 
Environmental Impact issues are not relevant to a development of this scale. 
 

8.12 Other Issues 
 
Construction impact 
 
Objectors have raised concern on the grounds of the disruption of building works. Noise 
and disturbance during construction is an unwelcome and well understood consequence 
of allowing new development; had the proposal be acceptable a condition would ensure 
work is not carried out at anti-social times. Maintenance, including keeping the property 
clean, would be the responsibility of the building's operator.  
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9. BACKGROUND PAPERS 
 

1. Application form. 
2. Response from Westminster Society, dated 28 September 2017. 
3. Responses (x3) from Environmental Health, dated 3 October 2017, 2 November 2017 and 

13 December 2017. 
4. Response from Historic England, dated 9 October 2017. 
5. Response from Cleansing Manager, dated 16 October 2017. 
6. Response from Historic England (Archaeology), 23 October 2017. 
7. Response from Highway Planning Manager, dated 11 December 2017. 
8. Response from The Gardens Trust, dated 3 December 2017. 
9. Response from The City of London, dated 13 December 2017. 
10. Objection from occupier of Flat 7, Aldwych Chambers, 29 Essex Street dated 8 October 

2017. 
11. Objection from occupier of Flat 8, Aldwych Chambers, 29 Essex Street dated 9 October 

2017. 
12. Objections (x2) from the occupiers of Flat 1, Aldwych Chambers, 29 Essex Street both 

dated 12 October 2017. 
13. Objection from occupier of Flat 17, Aldwych Chambers, 29 Essex Street dated 12 October 

2017. 
14. Objection from freeholder of Aldwych Chambers, 29 Essex Street dated 12 October 2017. 
15. Objection from occupier of Flat 6, Aldwych Chambers, 29 Essex Street dated 14 October 

2017. 
16. Objection from occupier of Flat 14, Aldwych Chambers, 29 Essex Street dated 14 October 

2017. 
17. Objection from occupier of Flat 11, Aldwych Chambers, 29 Essex Street dated 15 October 

2017. 
18. Objection from occupier of Flat 13, Aldwych Chambers, 29 Essex Street dated 15 October 

2017. 
19. Objection from occupier of Flat 12, Aldwych Chambers, 29 Essex Street dated 15 October 

2017. 
20. Objection from occupier of Flat 18, Aldwych Chambers, 29 Essex Street dated 15 October 

2017. 
21. Objections (x2) from occupiers of Flat 2, Aldwych Chambers, 29 Essex Street both dated 

15 October 2017. 
22. Objection from occupier of Flat 16, Aldwych Chambers, 29 Essex Street dated 16 October 

2017. 
23. Objection from occupier of Flat 9, Aldwych Chambers, 29 Essex Street dated 16 October 

2017. 
24. Objection from occupiers of Flat 15, Aldwych Chambers, 29 Essex Street dated 21 

October 2017. 
25. Letter of support from applicant The Honourable Society of the Middle Temple, Carpmael 

Building, Middle Temple Lane dated 22 November 2017. 
26. Letter of support from tenant Blackstone Chambers, Blackstone House, Temple dated 23 

November 2017. 
 
(Please note: All the application drawings and other relevant documents and Background Papers 
are available to view on the Council’s website) 

IF YOU HAVE ANY QUERIES ABOUT THIS REPORT PLEASE CONTACT THE PRESENTING 
OFFICER:  VICENT NALLY BY EMAIL AT vnally@westminster.gov.uk 
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10. KEY DRAWINGS 
 

 
Existing and Proposed South Elevation  
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Existing and Proposed Section Facing Aldwych Chambers 
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Existing and Proposed Section AA 
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Existing and Proposed Second Floor Plans 
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DRAFT DECISION LETTER 
 

Address: Blackstone House, 3 Garden Court, Middle Temple, London, EC4Y 9BW.  
  
Proposal: Erection of an infill extension between Blackstone House and 1 & 2 Garden Court to 

create a new atrium connecting the buildings at second, third and fourth floor levels, to 
provide additional chamber floorspace and to improve the circulation between the 
buildings, and associated external alterations including installation of rooftop plant to 
Blackstone House. 

  
Reference: 17/08153/FULL 
  
Plan Nos: Site Location and Boundary Plan; MS 100; MS 101; MS 102; MS 103; MS 104; MS 

104; MS 105; MS 106; MS 10R; MS 150; MS151; MS152; MS 153; MS 154; MS 160; 
MS 170; MS 171; MS 172; MS 173; MS 174; MS 175; MS 176; MS17R; MS 180; MS 
181; MS 182; MS 183; MS 184; MS 200; MS 201; MS 202; MS 203; MS 204; MS 205; 
MS 206; MS 20R; MS 220; MS 221; MS 222; MS 223; MS 224; MS 225; MS 600; MS 
610; MS 611; MS 700; MS 701: MS 702; MS 703; MS 704; MS 705; Planning 
Statement; Design and Access Statement; Additional Design Information Note 
including Historic Maps and Photos; Structural Plans; Acoustic Report and Additional 
Plant Information Notes; Daylight and Sunlight Report and Addendum Letter; Historic 
Environment Assessment; Historic Building Report; Energy and Sustainability 
Statement; Cover Letter. 

  
Case Officer: Joshua Howitt Direct Tel. No. 020 7641 2069 
 
Recommended Condition(s) and Reason(s) 
 
  
 
 

Reason: 
Because of its scale, design, materiality, and its relationship with neighbouring buildings and its 
surroundings, the infill extension would harm the character and appearance of Blackstone House 
and the Strand Conservation Area; and would harm the setting of the Grade II listed 1 & 2 Garden 
Court, the Temple Conservation Area and the neighbouring Grade II Registered Gardens at 
Middle Temple Gardens. This would not meet S25 and S28 of Westminster's City Plan 
(November 2016) and DES 1, DES 5, DES 10 (A) and paras 10.108 to 10.146 of our Unitary 
Development Plan that we adopted in January 2007. 
 

  
 
 

Reason: 
The infill extension would make the people living Aldwych Chambers, Essex Street, feel too shut 
in.  This is because of its bulk and height and how close it is to windows in that property.  This 
would not meet S29 of Westminster's City Plan (November 2016) and ENV 13 of our Unitary 
Development Plan that we adopted in January 2007.  (X14BC) 
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Informative(s): 
 
  
 
1 

 
In dealing with this application the City Council has implemented the requirement in the National 
Planning Policy Framework to work with the applicant in a positive and proactive way so far as 
practicable. We have made available detailed advice in the form of our statutory policies in 
Westminster's City Plan (November 2016), Unitary Development Plan, Supplementary Planning 
documents, planning briefs and other informal written guidance, as well as offering a full pre 
application advice service, in order to ensure that the applicant has been given every opportunity 
to submit an application which is likely to be considered favourably. In addition, further guidance 
was offered to the applicant by the case officer during the processing of the application to identify 
amendments to address the issues identified with the scheme. You did not wish to amend the 
scheme in the manner suggested. Should you reconsidered your scheme, you are encouraged to 
consider the submission of a fresh application incorporating the amendments set out in the officer 
report. 
 

  
 
2 

 
You have submitted identical applications to the City of London and the City of Westminster as is 
required of you for cross boundary applications. Whilst the submissions are identical, each 
planning authority can only authorise or refuse work within their boundaries. This decision only 
relates to work within the City of Westminster, and does not constitute a decision on the works 
shown in your submission that are within the boundaries of the City of London. 
 

  
 
 
Please note: the full text for informatives can be found in the Council’s Conditions, Reasons & 
Policies handbook, copies of which can be found in the Committee Room whilst the meeting 
is in progress, and on the Council’s website. 
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