





The Existing Terrace Elevation

Architectural Significance

The elevation affected by the proposal is the private terrace-facing side of the
upper flat. It is not a principal street fagade and is not part of the formal public
composition of the building.

This part of the building is already materially and architecturally simpler than the
primary public elevations. It is experienced mainly from within the terrace itself and
only obliquely from limited public viewpoints. The wall is recessed, secondary in
character, and formed in a cheaper and more utilitarian brick than the more carefully

composed street-facing elevations.

That distinction isimportant. The proposal is not made to a principal public
frontage, but to a secondary terrace elevation within a private domestic setting.
This makes it the part of the building most capable of accommodating a carefully
controlled contemporary intervention.

The significance of the brick wall is therefore different from that of the principal
facades, and the proposal should be assessed in that context.
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Visibility

Public views and impact on character

The public realm concern raised during the application relates to the visibility of the
terrace elevation from the far end of the mews. The proposal has therefore been
assessed from the locations from which it is considered visible.

These views show that the terrace is already set back from the edge of the building
and that the proposed timber elements sit further back again within that recessed
terrace zone. They are not seen frontally in the same way as the principal public
elevations, but only in partial and oblique view.

As aresult, the proposed surrounds do not materially alter the wider outline of the
building and do not create a new prominent element in the public realm. They are
contained within the depth of the terrace and read as part of the localised treatment
of the two openings rather than as a broader change to the elevation.

The proposal should therefore be understood as a modest and carefully controlled
intervention whose visual effect is limited to the immediate terrace setting.

Visual impact

«  The proposal remains within the terrace zone and does not project into the
skyline.

+  ltdoes not connect to the roof or eaves and does not alter the overall
silhouette of the building.

« Itisseen onlyin part from the public realm and does not dominate the wider
view of the building.

+ ltseffectis local and secondary, not building-defining.
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Studio Armitage

Thank You

Contact
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