












PLANNING APPLICATION PUBLIC COMMENT

Application number: PP/25/02338

Site address: 38-40 Burnaby Street, London, SW10 0PL

Proposal: Replacement of windows to timber double glazed, and re-positioning
of rear windows and the removal of a door and window (retrospective
application)

Comment received: Please do not publish my details or email address. 

I am commenting on behalf of my household 

OBJECTION RE WINDOWS APPLICATION 38-40 BURNABY
STREET
PP/25/02338/ / JABR AMENDED

We previously objected to this proposal, mainly on the grounds that
the plans were not only inaccurate but misleading, whilst commenting
that the replacement of upvc windows with traditional white painted
wood was a positive action. 

Sadly the plans remain inaccurate and they do not represent the
truthful layout of the windows before all the illegal demolition took
place, despite this being a retrospective application. Surely
documents need to be accurate before planning consent can be
given?

They still also show the Brown stained French doors which are a
NEW (ie without planning) set of doors, inserted by demolishing the
brickwork to widen the opening from a single door to a double door. 
The drawings show them beside ONE of the original doors, but that
has long gone 

If you look on the DAS you can see (low resolution) there were two
white glazed Doors 

The DAS states the windows and doors will be timber, finished in



white but there is no revised application Form to back this up

Online it is the same application form as in April. The form still states 
 “Proposed materials and finishes:
To match existing as close as possible in texture and colour”.
Therefore if they are saying the Brown wood door is existing, then
they could mean other new windows will be brown. The form still
states the work hasn’t been started without consent, which is, again,
untrue.

The DAS does state “a single door and window are “being entirely
removed” but this is still an inaccurate description.

We need reiteration that the NEW brown French doors will indeed be
painted white, and that they ARE a new feature and therefore require
planning consent.  Much is made of having “Georgian” style sash
windows (in a Victorian property) but nothing is said or drawn about
the French Doors.  Will they also have “Georgian” glazing bars? 

It may appear pedantic, but we should not encourage this kind of
behaviour.  We are within a conservation area and any architect or
technician should be aware of that. By leaving this unchallenged you
are purely encouraging new residents or developers to simply
undertake changes, then assume they’ll get retrospective planning
because they bank on the council not making them rectify it. 

The UPVC sash windows at the rear have indeed now been replaced,
this is a positive breach of planning at least. 

As it stands, the rear elevation brickwork is badly patched and has
several openings 

As an aside. Your planning portal is still incredibly unreliable. So it is
not always possible to view applications. 

Regarding due process, the letter addressed to the householder
stated there was a revised application, our thanks for that, the one



addressed individually didn’t have a postcode so that was slow to
arrive. In addition, our household is not receiving notice of Committee
dates for applications despite having made objections.  We are only
hearing about them on the grapevine.  Was the planned Committee
meeting cancelled in light of the amended application? 

What is happening with the “sister application” for air conditioning? 
PP/25/02340. It says still at the pre determination stage.  I would be
obliged if we were informed of any Committee date in good time. 

Date of comment: 02/10/2025, 11:44:17

Comment type: Objection



PLANNING APPLICATION PUBLIC COMMENT

Application number: PP/25/02338

Site address: 38-40 Burnaby Street, London, SW10 0PL

Proposal: Replacement of windows to timber double glazed, and re-positioning
of rear windows and the removal of a door and window (retrospective
application)

Comment received: The windows shown as existing are NOT now like this - they have
already been resized and moved without permission nor consultation
and a whole new set of double doors has already been installed in
new place, again without permission or consultation. This changes
the outer look of two Victorian cottage exteriors without any
conservation consideration given.

They are also proposing it seems to move the previous suggested
site for aircon units to the middle of the garden where it will be by a
party wall to a neighbour's living room and give noise out onto an
enclosed courtyard with two basement bedrooms giving onto this
small area where noise pollution will be an issue for others but not for
the owners. 

Plans need to be correct BEFORE The planning committee can
consider them surely? This feels confused. Has the planning officer
not done a site visit to see the existing window and door changes? 

They should be put back to how they were - it is conservation area
and this would set a precedent of "Do the work without permission
and they will grant it retrospectively". They are changing the look of a
conservation building with little benefit. 

Date of comment: 22/09/2025, 15:37:34

Comment type: General comments














