
HOUSEHOLDER PLANNING APPLICATION:  HGY/2023/2174

Address: 95 Wood Vale,  London,  NIO 3DL

To the  Planning Officer: Josh  Parker

Dear Mr.  Parker,

I have read the attached letter outlining potentlal Impacts of the above proposal and AGREE /p/case check a// &haf
apply),

E'' 1.     The SCALE of proposed  development seems  EXCESSIVE for a suburban setting (DM1)

rfl'm  concerned about the  potential for unreasonable  LOSS OF  RESIDENTIAL AMENITy for what may be
a  protracted construction  phase  (DM18)

E]' 2.     The  LOCATION  being within  a  CRITICIAL  DRAINAGE AREA and  proximate to WATERCOURSES  may make  it

propriate for such subterranean development
'm concerned  about potential  DRAINAGE and/or FLOODING  impacts (DM24 & 28)

'm concerned  about potential  DAMAGE TO  PaopERTY and/or SUBSIDENCE  impacts (DM18)

I   3.     The  LOCATION  being adjacentto  LOCAL NATURE  RESERVES and  othergreen spaces (DM19)

Ef'mconcernedaboutthepotentialimpactonTREES(DM19)

Ef; concerned  about the potential  impact on  BIODIVERsllY (DM1 &  18)

PlfmconcernedaboutthepotentiaHmpactonAIRQUALlrvand/ortheENVIRONMENT(DM23)

E'4.     The  PLANS do  not seem to demonstrate sufficient regard for DM1:  DELIVERING  HIGH  QUALITY DESIGN

E< hey appear lNCONGROUS with  neighbouring structures / local architecture / landscaping
(clrcle  all that  apply)

FDrawings for ELECTRIC GATES on  proposed front elevation  have  been OMMITED

5.     The COUNCIL should  require the following site-specific material to address these concerns:

I11IL]I

Further Comments:

Sincerely,

SIGNED  :

Basement  Impact Assessment (BIA)*

Structural  Drawings & Construction  Method Statement*

Ground / Geo-Technical  lnvestigation*

Flood  Risk Assessment  (FRA)*

Sustainable  Drainage Systems (SUDS)  Report*

Construction / Traffic Management Plan

Arboricultural  Impact Assessment*

Biodiversity Impact Assessment

Design Statement

These are my OBJECTIONS to the appllcatlon.

NAME:    j>Avtl,   rf4eLw

•  Pertains to  SUBSIDENCE

ADDREss   IO .!P^Qbo\/`%¢  DA\TE   |4 §ep 2023
Nlo  3bp



HOUSEHOLDER PLANNING APPLICATION: HGY/2023¢174
Address: 95 Wood Vale, London,  N10 3DL
To the Planning Officer: Josh  Parker

Dear Mr.  Parker,

I have read the attached letter outllnlng pctentfal Impacts Of the above proposal and AGREE rfbfease check a// thor
apply):

I   1.     The SCALE of proposed development seems EXCESSIVE for a suburban setting (DM1)

H  l'm  concerned about the potential for unreasonable LOSS OF RESIDENTIAL AMENITY for what may be
a  protracted construction phase (DM18)

I   2.     The  LOCATION  being within a  CRITICIAL DRAINAGE AREA and proximate to WATERCOURSES may make  it
inappropriate for such subterranean development

I  l'm concerned about potential DRAINAGE and/or FLOODING impacts (DM24 & 28)

1]  l'm concerned about potential DAMAGE TO PROPERTY and/or SUBSIDENCE impacts (DM18)

H   3.     The  LOCATION  being adjacent to  LOCAL NATURE  RESERVES and other green  spaces  (DM19)

I  l'm concerned about the potential impact on TREES (DM19)

|]  l'm concerned about the potential impact on BIODIVERSITY (DM1 & 18)

I l'm concerned about the potential impact on AIR QUALITY and/or the ENVIRONMENT (DM23)

I   4.     The PLANS do not seem to demonstrate sufficient regard for DM1: DELIVERING  HIGH  QUALllY DESIGN

1]  They appear lNCONGROUS with neighbouring structures / local architecture / landscaping
(circle  all  that  apply)

1]  Drawings for ELECTRIC GATES on proposed front elevation  have been OMMITED

5.     The couNCIL should require the following site-specific material to address these concerns:

I   i.               Basement Impact Assessment (BIA)*

I   ii.              Structural Drawings & Construction  Method statement*

I   iii.            Ground / Geo-Technical lnvestigation*

I]   iv.              Flood  Risk Assessment (ERA)*

|]  v.              Sustainable Drainage systems (SuDS) Report*

I  vi.            Construction /Traffic Management plan

H  vii.           Arboricultural  Impact Assessment*
I  viii.          Biodiversity lmpactAssessment

E   bc             Design statement
•  Pertains to SUBSIDENCE

These are my OBJECTIONS to the appllcatlon.

Further Comments:

Sincerely,

ADDRESS: '_._uOo®Vl \S  sE, ZotJ



HOUSEHOLDER PLANNING APPLICATION: HGY/2023/2174

Address: 95 Wood Vale,  London,  NIO 3DL

To the  Planning officer: Josh  Parker

Dear Mr.  Parker,

I have read the attached letter outllnlng potential Impacts of the above proposal and AGREE /p/case check a// that
apply):

I   1.     The SCALE of proposed  development seems EXCESSIVE for.a  suburban setting (DM1)E 1  T#:
concerned about the potential for unreasonable LOSS OF  RESIDENTIAL AMENITY for what may be

a  protracted construction  phase (DM18)

I   2.     The  LOCATION  being within a CRITICIAL DRAINAGE AREA and  proximate to WATERCOURSES may make  it
inappropriate for such subterranean development

Ef concerned  about potential  DRAINAGE and/or FLOODING  impacts (DM24 & 28)

dr'mconcernedaboutpotentialDAMAGETOPROPERTyand/orsuBSIDENCEimpacts(DM18)

I   3.     The  LOCATION  being adjacent to  LOCAL NATURE  RESERVES and other green  spaces (DM19)

E..,:',

n4

concerned about the potential  impact on TREES (DM19)

E  l'rn  concerned about the potential  impact on  BIODIVERsllY (DM1 &  18)

concerned about the  potential  impact on AIR QUALITY and/or the  ENVIRONMENT (DM23)

I   4.     The  PLANS do not seem to demonstrate sufficient regard for DM1:  DELIVERING  HIGH  QUALllY DESIGN

n/TheyappearlNCONGROUswithneighbouringstructures/localarchitecture/landscaping

E/Drawings for ELECTRIC GATES on  proposed front elevation  have been OMMITED

5.     The couNCIL should  require the following site-specific material to address these concerns:

E/
E/

Further Comments:

Basement Impact Assessment (BIA)*

Structural  Drawings & Construction  Method Statement*

lil               Ground / Geo-Technical  lnvestigation*

iv.               Flood  Risk Assessment  (FRA)*

Sustainable  Drainage Systems (SuDS)  Report*

Construction / Traffic Management Plan

Arboricultural  Impact Assessment*

Biodiversity Impact Assessment

Design Statement

These are my OBJECTIONS to the applicat[on.

-.--   :       .-      -     I    -_

NAMdwThEN 1     n*at tvtsfogiv ADDRESS: j`'     uOV*  ltwDATE
I

U\0   SDI

(circle  all that  apply)

•  Pertains to SUBSIDENCE



H0uSEHOLDEft PLANNING APPLICATION:  HGY/2023/2174

Address: 95 Wood Vale,  London,  NIO 3DL

To the  Planning Officer: Josh  Parker

Dear Mr.  Parker,

I have read the attached letter outlining potentlal Impacts of the above proposal and AGREE /p/ease check a// that
apply),

E|   1.     The SCALE of proposed  development seems  EXCESSIVE for a suburban setting (DM1)

#l'mconcernedaboutthepotentialforunreasonableLOSSOFRESIDENTIALAMENllYforwhatmaybe
a  protracted  construction  phase (DM18}

a 2.     The  LOCATloN  being within  a  CRITICIAL  DRAINAGE AREA  and  proximate to WATERCOURSES  may  make  it

inappropriate for such  subterranean  development

ffi  l'm  concerned about potential  DRAINAGE and/or FLOODING  impacts  (DM24 & 28)

R l'm  concerned about potential  DAMAGE TO  PROPERTY and/or SUBSIDENCE  impacts (DM18)

E|  3.     The  LOCATION  being adjacent to  LOCAL NATURE  RESERVES and other green spaces (DM19)

JF l'm  concerned  about the  potential  impact on TREES (DM19)

ja l'm  concerned  about the  potential  impact on  BIODIVERSITY (DM1 &  18)

E|l'm  concerned  about the potential  impact on AIR QUALllY and/or the  ENVIRONMENT (DM23)

I   4.     The  PLANS do  not seem to demonstrate sufficient regard for DM1:  DELIVERING  HIGH  QUALlrv DESIGN

H  They appear lNCONGROUS with  neighbouring structures / local architecture / landscaping
(circle  all that  apply)

L+ Drawings for ELECTRIC GATES on  proposed front elevation  have been  OMMITED

5.     The COUNCIL should  require the following site-specific material to address these concerns:

Vl.

vii.

viii.

h(.

Further Comments:

Basement Impact Assessment (BIA)*

Structural  Drawings & Construction  Method Statement*

Ground / Geo-Technical  lnvestigation*

Flood  Risk Assessment  (FRA)*

Sustainable  Drainage Systems  (SuDS)  Report*

Construction / Traffic Management  Plan

Arboricultural  Impact Assessment*

Biodiversity Impact Assessment

Design Statement

These are my OBJECTIONS to the application.

•  Pertains  to  SUBSIDENCE

A(haofuo{e      DATE:  it sch folJ
I  .  . ^     _  flr+

NAMftyELevT)rQ   sh\vwivpADDREss   dl` viJx7^ uu`  ~        DATE:  lie  dpr  c~c+,
N(0  Sue

Rfro  '    Aq*A`±rt. SrLi`Q:a   ®\.jzoJ uJziL ,N(03DG



HOUSEHOLDER PLANNING APPLICATION:  HGY/2023/2174

Address: 95 Wood Vale,  London,  N10 3DL

To the  Planning Officer: Josh  Parker

Dear Mr.  Parker,

I have read the attached letter outlining potential impacts of the above proposal and AGREE /p/case check a// tho!
apply):

H,1.

Er

illrf

The SCALE  of proposed  development seems  EXCESSIVE for a suburban setting (DM1)

E  l'm  concerned  about the  potential for unreasonable  LOSS OF  RESIDENTIAL AMENITY for what may be
a  protracted  construction  phase  (DM18)

The  LOCATION  being within  a  CRITICIAL  DRAINAGE AREA  and  proximate to WATERCOURSES  may  make  it

ln#°::I:::rfn°:ds:Cbho:::toetrer::,:::Rd;,VNe;°GPEmaenndt/orFLooDiNG,mpacts(DM24&28)

Ef'm  concerned about potential  DAMAGE TO  PROPERTY and/or SUBSIDENCE  impacts (DM18)

The  LOCATION  being adjacent to  LOCAL  NATURE  RESERVES  and  other green  spaces  (DM19)

Elrm concerned about the potential impact on TREES (DM19)

Efm  concerned about the  potential  impact on  BIODIVERSITY (DM1 &  18)

E1:'m  concerned  about the  potential  impact on AIR QUALITY and/or the  ENVIRONMENT (DM23)

The  PLANS do not seem to demonstrate sufficient regard for DM1:  DELIVERING  HIGH  QUALITY DESIGN

EffleyappearlNCoNGRoUswithneighbouringstructures/localarchitecture/landscaping
(circle  all  that  apply)

Erbrawings for ELECTRIC GATES on  proposed front elevation  have  been  OMMITED

5.     The COUNCIL should  require the following site-specific material to address these concerns:

Eri.               Basement Impact Assessment (BIA)*

EIfi.              Structural  Drawings & Construction  Method statement*

Erf:ii.             Ground / Geo-Technical  lnvestigation*

Etv.             Flood  Risk Assessment (FRA)*

Further Comments: EjE
;  +   „c'c„tl

1[..,r^
Sincerely,

SIGNED  :

Sustainable  Drainage Systems  (SuDS)  Report*

Construction / Traffic  Management  Plan

Arboricultural  Impact Assessment*

Biodiversity Impact Assessment

Design Statement
•  Pertains  to SUBSIDENCE

These are my OBJECTIONS to the appllcatlon.

ftwL   uL>.rh.S      we.re   6L((Odyje4    ho  qo  a.a.£a`!

g=roir`[\(^Lf==LdH:~::Qher=alh
c=re~rjL  cyL  4¢k

errt:.oy[i=g'O.r:.2p:.`=:.:.

#:,'O.rd::Orx:::'.<±:..:±;:.:Lilli+L#rof=¥al:,`4c€i24r
NAME:    MO/fr    43Bc>4.D ADDRESS:     TS3    WooD  V4L€DATE:    16   .  9.   2023

iEfier  ^OwryDw   w L03r>s



35 Wood Vale,

Muswell  Hill,

London N10 3DJ

Tel: 0208 883 0085

|6th September 2023

Householder Planning Application: HGY/2023/2174

I wish to object to this proposal. My family has lived in Wood Vale since 1964 and we have direct

experience of the inconvenience that mai.or building works at houses on the road can have on day-
to-day living. Unfortunately, these works seem to be on an ever-greater scale, as exemplified by the

present proposal. I am particularly concerned by the impact that this will have for the occupants of
the next-door homes, No. 97 in particular, and No. 93.

The excavation of a very large basement can impact the stability of nearby houses and alter the
underground hydration and water flow. If permission is to be granted, and I hope that it won't, the
residents of Nos. 93 and 97 should have all the assurances set out in the letter submitted to you by
the owners of 93 Wood Vale.

Mr D H Jenkinson



HOUSEHOLDER PLANNING APPLICATION: HGY/2023/2174

Address: 95 Wood Vale,  London,  N10 3DL

To the  Planning officer: Josh  Parker

Dear Mr.  Parker,

I have read the attached letter outllning potential Impacts of the above proposal and AGREE /p/case check a// that

apdy#

.i

.     The SCALE of proposed  development seems  EXCESSIVE for a suburban  setting (DM1)

E  l'm  concerned about the  potential for unreasonable  LOSS OF  RESIDENTIAL AMENllY for what may be
a  protracted construction phase (DM18)

.     The  LOCATION  being within  a  CRITICIAL  DRAINAGE AREA and  proximate to  WATERCOURSES  may  make  it

priate for such subterranean development

l'm concerned  about potential  DRAINAGE and/or FLOODING  impacts (DM24 & 28)

I  l'm concerned  about potential  DAMAGE TO  PROPERTY and/or SUBSIDENCE impacts (DM18)

.     The  LOCATION  being  adjacent to  LOCAL  NATURE  RESERVES and  other green  spaces  (DM19)

E1 'm concerned  about the  potential  impact on TREES (DM19)

Efm concerned  about the  potential  impact on  BIODIVERSITV (DM1 &  18)

I l'm concerned  about the  potential  impact on AIR QUALITY and/or the  ENVIRONMENT (DM23)

The  PLANS do  not seem to demonstrate sufficient  regard for DM1:  DELIVERING  HIGH  QUALITY  DESIGN

I  They appear lNCONGROUS with  neighbouring structures / local architecture / landscaping
(circle  all that apply)

I  Drawings for ELECTRIC GATES on  proposed front elevation  have  been  OMMITED

5.     The  COUNCIL should  require the following site-specific material to address these concerns:

E1 Basement  Impact Assessment (BIA)*

I   ii.              Structural  Drawings & Construction Method statement*

Iriii.             Ground /Geo-Technical lnvestigation*

a,,v.              Flood  Risk Assessment  (FRA)*

E'Tv.              Sustainable  Drainage systems (SuDS)  Report*

H   vi.             Construction / Traffic Management plan

E..:

Further Comments:

Sincerely,

ii              Arboricultural  Impact Assessment*

Ill             Biodiversity Impact Assessment

I   in            Design statement

These are my OBJECTIONS to the appllcatlon.

ADDRESS:

5`'   hicop  V4C£
MO   31)J  .

•  Pertains to SUBSIDENCE

DATE:  I)3  I q ` 2 3



HOUSEHOLDER PLANNING APPLICATION:  HGY/2023/2174

Address: 95 Wood Vale,  London,  NIO 3DL

To the  Planning Officer: Josh  Parker

Dear Mr.  Parker,

I have read the attached letter outllnlng potential Impacts of the above proposal and AGREE /p/ease check a// that
apply),

E,.     The SCALE of proposed  development seems  EXCESSIVE for a suburban setting (DM1)

|wh

Ef

concerned  about the  potential for unreasonable  LOSS OF  RESIDENTIAL AMENllY for what  may be

a  protracted construction  phase (DM18)

The  LOCATloN  being  within  a  CRITICIAL  DRAINAGE AREA and  proximate to WATERCOURSES  may  make  it

inappropriate for such subterranean development

H  l'm  concerned  about potential  DRAINAGE and/or FLOODING  impacts (DM24 & 28)

Ef: concerned  about potential  DAMAGE T0  PROPERTY and/or SuBSIDENCE  impacts (DM18)

Er3.     The  LOCATION  being adjacent to  LOCAL NATURE  RESERVES and  other green  spaces (DM19)

Efl concerned  about the potential  impact on TREES (DM19)

I  l'm  concerned about the potential  impact on  BIODIVERSITY (DM1 &  18)

dim  concerned about the potential  impact on AIR QUALITy and/or the  ENVIRONMENT (DM23)

Er4.     The PLANS do not seem to demonstrate sufficient regard for DM1:

mey appear lNCONGROUS with neigh_bourj.ng ructure

lNG  HIGH

local architecture

QUALITY  DESIGN

ipdscapin8
(circle  all  that  apply)

I  Drawings for ELECTRIC GATES on  proposed front elevation  have  been OMMITED

5.     The COUNCIL should  require the following site-specific material to address these concerns:

"/            Basement Impact Assessment (BIA)*
mi:             Structural  Drawings & Construction Method statement*

nl/          Ground/Geo-Technical lnvestigation*
RT:             Flood  Risk Assessment (FRA)*

FT          Sustainable Drainagesystems (SuDS)  Report*

E£

Further Comments:

Sincerely,

SIGNED  :

NAME:

Construction / Traffic Management Plan

Arboricultural  Impact Assessment*

H   viii.           Biodiversity lmpactAssessment

H   in             Design statement

These are my OBJECTIONS to the application.

T05rr,„ {gou4`„   ADDREss:  r}  uap7  vottj,~          DATE:
„'0   JOL

•  Pertains to  SUBSIDENCE

\slql2oZ3



HOUSEHOLDER PLANNING APPLICATION:  HGY/2023/2174

Address: 95 Wood Vale,  London,  N10 3DL

To the  Planning Officer: Josh  Parker

Dear  Mr.  Parker,

I have read the attached letter outlining potential Impacts of the above proposal and AGREE /p/case check a// that
apply):

I/ 1.     The SCALE of proposed  development seems  EXCESSIVE for a suburban setting  (DM1)

E'l'm  concerned  about the potential for unreasonable LOSS OF  RESIDENTIAL AMENITY for what may be
a  protracted  construction  phase  (DM18)

E/2.     The  LOCATION  being within  a CRITICIAL DRAINAGE AREA and  proximate to WATERCOURSES may make  it
inappropriate for such subterranean development

Efin concerned  about potential  DRAINAGE and/or FLOODING  impacts (DM24 & 28)

E1'm  concerned  about potential  DAMAGE TO  PROPERrv and/or SUBSIDENCE  impacts (DM 18)

E<.     The  LOCATION  being adjacent to  LOCAL NATURE  RESERVES and  other green spaces (DM19)

Efm concerned about the potential impact on TREES (DM19)

Erl'm  concerned  about the potential  impact on  BIODIVERSITY (DM1 &  18)

E'i'm  concerned  about the potential  impact on AIR QUALITY and/or the  ENVIRONMENT (DM23)

E'4.     The  PLANS do  not seem to demonstrate sufficient regard for DM1:  DELIVERING  HIGH  QUALITY DESIGN

E/TheyappearlNCONGROUswithneighbouringstructures/localarchitecture/landscaping

E1 rawings for  ELECTRIC GATES on  proposed front elevation  have  been  OMMITED

5.     The COUNCIL should  require the following site-specific material to address these concerns:

Er  i.                Basement  Impact Assessment (BIA)*

Er ii.              Structural Drawings & Construction Method statement*

Er iii.             Ground / Geo-Technical  lnvestigation*

Er iv.              Flood  Risk Assessment (FRA)*

Er v.              Sustainable  Drainage systems (SuDS)  Report*

Er vi.             Construction /Traffic Management plan

Er vii.             Arboricultural  Impact Assessment*

E  viii.           Biodiversity lmpactAssessment

Er in            Design statement

These are my OBJECTIONS to the application.

Further Comments:

I   cLt`rc€      ujhote-hjLCHT+edi`     wLt,h    the    cc^calvrs     [cLus®ch

oi^d     m9€r]     t,h.s   k.L.^d    cf    e*CCLVOJ`o^    uuo®\d     a.ciuse
`   imp\ort    tic>u    to    c,ohs`du     thjL    choutt

Sincerely,

SIGNED  : cohuan
NAME:   it`e,    f6c>ttt\cir\S

fiutwo   faohoath

(circle  all that  apply)

•  Pertains to SUBSIDENCE

The,  f``sk.  , d+srupt\or\

i`s      uf`j'u9``e\ait)te.

j`<fu fultwaJ~                    5Qra,h`    f6ot-who.vL.

ADDREss:   58    lDOcid.    V°Lh       DATE:     ls.O`    2.C)13.
Lo^chc,A
N\o    SON



HOUSEHOLDER PLANNING APPLICATION: HGY/2023/2174

Address: 95 Wood Vale,  London,  NIO 3DL

To the  Planning Officer: Josh  Parker

Dear Mr.  Parker,

I have read the attached letter outllnlng potential Impacts of the above proposal and AGREE /p/ease check a// thor
apply):

H   1.     The SCALE of proposed  development seems  EXCESSIVE for a suburban setting (DM1)

H/'mconcernedaboutthepotentialforunreasonableLOSSOFRESIDENTIALAMENITYforwhatmaybe
a  protracted construction  phase (DM18)

H   2.     The  LOCATION  being  within  a  CRITICIAL  DRAINAGE  AREA and  proximate to WATERCOURSES  may make  it

inappropriate for such  subterranean  development

E/l'm concerned  about potential  DRAINAGE and/or  FLOODING  impacts (DM24 & 28)

H/l'm  concerned  about potential  DAMAGE TO  PROPERTY and/or SUBSIDENCE  impacts (DM18)

D3T#CcAOTn':eNrnbee:na8b::Jtatcheentpto°teLn°t:a::mNPAaTc::En:ERSEEE:|EDSMaLngd)°ther8reenspaces(DM19)

I  l'm  concerned  about the  potential  impact on  BIODIVERSITY (DM1 &  18)

I  l'm  concerned about the  potential  impact on AIR QUALITY and/or the  ENVIRONMENT (DM23)

H   4.     The  PLANS do  not seem to demonstrate sufficient regard for DM1:  DELIVERING  HIGH  QUALITY  DESIGN

E/ hey appear lNCONGROUS with  neighbouring structures / local architecture / landscaping
(circle  all that  apply)

I  Drawings for ELECTRIC GATES on  proposed front elevation  have been  OMMITED

5.     The COUNCIL should  require the following site-specific material to address these concerns:

E/
=.
D
B

I

'1

„'

iv.

V.

E`

Further Comments:

Basement  Impact Assessment (BIA)*

Structural  Drawings & Construction  Method Statement*

Ground / Geo-Technical  lnvestigation*

Flood  Risk Assessment  (ERA)*

Sustainable  Drainage Systems (SuDS)  Report*

Construction / Traffic Management Plan

Arboricultural  Impact Assessment*

Biodiversity Impact Assessment

Design Statement

These are my OBJECTIONS to the application.

ADDRESS:

Mfrs  TChtj\g-Can:anttt`jT        5TC|  utDDD vke~
Nlc)   3DL

DATE:

•  Pertains to SUBSIDENCE

fy  -c'  -23



HOUSEHOLDER PLANNING APPLICATION:  HGY/2023/2174

Address: 95 Wood Vale,  London,  NIO 3DL

To the  Planning Officer: Josh  Parker

Dear Mr.  Parker,

I have read the attached letter outlining potential Impacts of the above proposal and AGREE /p/ease check a// that
apply):

LE of proposed  development seems  EXCESSIVE for a suburban setting (DM1)

I   E]    ni

l'm  concerned  about the  potential for unreasonable  LOSS OF  RESIDENTIAL AMENITY for what may  be

a  protracted  construction  phase (DM18)

e  LOCATION  being within  a  CRITICIAL  DRAINAGE  AREA and  proximate to WATERCOURSES  may make  it

lnappro

.-
e for such subterranean development

'm concerned about potential  DRAINAGE and/or FLOODING  impacts (DM24 &  28)

I  l'm concerned about potential  DAMAGE TO  PROPERTY and/or SUBSIDENCE  impacts  (DM18)

•he  LOCATION  being adjacent to  LOCAL NATURE  RESERVES and  other green spaces (DM19)

I  l'm concerned  about the  potential  impact on TREES (DM19)

H  l'm  concerned  about the  potential  impact on  BIODIVERSITY (DM1  &  18)

D<concernedaboutthepotentialimpactonAIRQUALITYand/ortheENVIRONMENT(DM23)

S  do  not seem  to  demonstrate  sufficient  regard  for DM1:  DELIVERING  HIGH  QUALITY  DESIGN

Th_ey appear lNCONGROuS with  neighbouring structures / local architecture / landscaping
(clrcle  all  that  apply)

I   Drawings for ELECTRIC GATES on  proposed front elevation  have been OMMITED

5.     The couNCIL should  require the following site-specific material to address these concerns:

I Basement Impact Assessment  (BIA)*

I   ii.              Structural Drawings & Construction Method statement*

I   iii.             Ground / Geo-Technical  lnvestigation*

I   iv.              Flood  Risk Assessment (ERA)*

I   v.              Sustainable  Drainage systems (SuDS)  Report*

I   vi.             Construction /Traffic Management plan

I   vii.            Arboricultural  Impact Assessment*

E   viii.           BiodiversitylmpactAssessment

I   bt.             Design statement

These are my OBJECTIONS to the application.

Further Comments:

#hraalraogr7frot,e±dtul
Sincerely,

slGNED  C;  ` A&Lduka-fffff%rdNAME:

MID =®N

•  Pertains to SUBSIDENCE

TDDRE:ss €0 ,.p_r* DA:TE.  F+I cf` /2b9=3



HOUSEHOLDER PLANNING APPLICATION: llGYA023A174
Address: 95 Wood Vale,  London,  N10 3DI
To the Planning Officer: Josh Parker

Dear Mr. Parker,

I have read the attached letter outlining potential impacts of the above proposal and AGREE /please check a// thor
apply),

ill   1.     The SCALE of proposed development seems EXCESSIVE for a suburban setting (DM1)

E  l'm concerned about the potential for unreasonable LOSS 0F RESIDENTIAL AMENITY for what may be
a protracted construction phase (DM 18)

EH   2.     The LOCATloN  being within a CRITICIAL DRAINAGE AREA and proximate to WATERCOURSES may make it
inappropriate for such subterranean development

H  l'm concerned about potential DRAINAGE and/or FLOODING impacts (DM24 & 28)

H  l'm concerned about potential DAMAGE TO PROPERTY and/or SUBSIDENCE impacts (DM18)

EE   3.     The LOCATION  being adjacent to  LOCAL NATURE  RESERVES and other green spaces (DM19)

RE  l'm concerned about the potential impact on TREES (DM19)

ill  l'm concerned about the potential impact on BIODIVERSITY (DM1 &  18)

E] l'm concerned about the potential impact on AIR QUALITY and/or the ENVIRONMENT (DM23)

E]   4.     The  PLANS do not seem to demonstrate sufficient regard for DM1:  DELIVERING  HIGH  QUALITY DESIGN

i!  They appear lNCONGROUS with  neighbouring structures / local architecture / Iandscaping
(circle all that apply)

ill  Drawings for ELECTRIC GATES on  proposed front elevation have been OMMITED

5.     The couNCIL should require the following site-specific material to address these concerns:

E
E

Basement Impact Assessment (BIA)*

Structural  Drawings & Construction Method Statement*

ra   iii.             Ground / Geo-Technical lnvestigation*

5B   iv.              Flood  Risk Assessment (FRA)*

E   v.              Sustainable Drainage systems (SUDS) Report*

EE   vi.            Construction / Traffic Management plan

E|   vii.            Arboricultural Impact Assessment*
H  viii.          Biodiversity lmpactAssessment

E   ix.            Design statement
•  Pertains to SUBSIDENCE

These are my OBjECTloNS to the application.

Further Comments:
Such devek)pments tone to take much longer than fomeast - and i thorofore think that the impact on 8affic in the road and diffioufty in getting through is
«kely to be 9mator than anticjpafed.
The positon Of 95 near the large bend in the rtrad is likdy to incroaso obsfroct.on to traife - and the risk Of  accklents throu9r. largo delivery vchicles
blockiiig viewof the oorner is likely to bo slgnifeant

Sincerely,

SIGNED  :

NAME:  Dr Joan Bayes ADDREss:61  Wood vale N10 3DL    DATE:17.9.2023



HOUSEHOLDER PLANNING APPLICATION: HGY/2023/2174

Address:  95 Wood Vale,  London,  N10 3DL

To the  Planning Officer: Josh  Parker

Dear Mr.  Parker,

I have read the attached letter outllning potential Impacts of the above proposal and AGREE /p/ease check a// that
apply):

H/1.

H,2.

E,.

E<.

The SCALE of proposed  development seems EXCESSIVE for a  suburban setting (DM1)

Plt'mconcernedaboutthepotentialforunreasonableLOSSOFRESIDENTIALAMENITYforwhatmaybe
a  protracted  construction  phase (DM18)

The  LOCATION  being within  a  CRITICIAL  DRAINAGE  AREA and  proximate to WATERCOURSES  may  make  it

inappropriate for such subterranean development

Et'm  concerned  about potential  DRAINAGE and/or  FLOODING  impacts (DM24 & 28)

Eat'm  concerned  about potential  DAMAGE TO  PROPERTY and/or SUBSIDENCE  impacts (DM18)

The  LOCATION  being adjacent to  LOCAL NATURE  RESERVES and other green  spaces  (DM19)

Pl/in concerned about the potential impact on TREES (DM19)

n/in concerned about the  potential  impact on  BIODIVERSITY (DM1 &  18)

EfrmconcernedaboutthepotentiaHmpactonAIRQUALITyand/ortheENVIRONMENT(DM23)

The  PLANS do not seem to demonstrate sufficient regard for DM1:  DELIVERING  HIGH  QUALllY DESIGN

ey appear lNCONGROUS with structures ocal architecture andscaping

awings for ELECTRIC GATES on  proposed front elevation  have been  OMMITED

5.     The COUNCIL should  require the following site-specific material to address these concerns:

E1.               Basement Impact Assessment (BIA)*

Ifi.             Structural Drawings & Construction  Method statement*

E#           :,:°oudn:,:kGAes°s-eTsescmh::Cta('F':X;:t'8at'°n*

E/v.              Sustainable Drainage systems (SuDS)  Report*

E7 Vi.             Construction / Traffic  Management plan

E2
ii              Arboricultural  Impact Assessment*

ili             Biodiversity Impact Assessment

Irk.           Designstatement

These are my OBJECTIONS to the application.

b^j   inoyi   fa   in  On4  i/lot  i3  y`cip°M,;dfthffip#,°wff„y4v#,;;;#gds%d,tw#L%#

all that  apply)

•  Pertains to  SUBSIDENCE

Further`conmats     Apprplo!    ,of  iticL phrl€  would   Set cL  ddr.a/;IDulf   i rllc/C4.I,:I

""d|7®in;fg'f,I:#//`\

c7,<

Shoulld   thij
Sincerely,

SIGNED

NAME:

JaJ„  few,€,
AIDrJP;FSS..    62,  wood  vaL  DA:TE..       I+  ftyf c}Oc>3



HOUSEHOLDER PU\NN I NG APPLICATIO N : HGY/2023/2174
Address: 95 Wood Vale, London,  NIO 3DL

To the Planning Officer: Josh  Parker

Dear Mr. Parker,

I have read the attached letter outllnlng pctentlal Impacts Of the above proposal and AGREE /p/case check a« that
apply):

E   1.     The SCALE of proposed development seems EXCESSIVE for a suburban setting (DM1)

Pl  l'm ccincemed about the potential for unreasonable LOSS OF RESIDENTIAL AMENllY for what may be
a  protracted construction phase (DM18)

Pl   2.     The  LOCATION  being within a CRITICIAL DRAINAGE AREA and proximate to WATERCOURSES may make  it
inappropriate for such subterranean development

E l'm  concerned about potential DRAINAGE and/or FIOODING impacts (DM24 & 28)

E  l'm concerned about potential DAMAGE TO  PROPERTY and/or SUBSIDENCE impacts (DM18)

E   3.     The  LOCATION  being adjacent to  LOCAL NATURE  RESERVES and  other green  spaces  (DM19)

E  l'm concerned about the potential impact on TREES (DM19)

E  l'm concerned about the potential impact on BIODIVERSITV (DM1 & 18)

I l'm concerned about the potential impact on AIR QUALITY and/or the ENVIRONMENT (DM23)

E   4.     The  PLANS do not seem to demonstrate sufficient regard for DM1:  DELIVERING  HIGH  QUALllY  DESIGN

Pl  They appear lNCONGROUS with neighbouri tructures / local architecture / landsca

PI  Drawings for ELECTRIC GATES on proposed front elevation have been OMMITED

5.     The couNCIL should require the following site-specific material to address these concerns:

+A

T+

Basement Impact Assessment (BIA)*

Structural Drawings & Construction  Method Statement*

E   iii.             Ground / Geo-Technical lnvestigation*

E   iv.             Flood Risk Assessment (ERA)+

E  v.              Sustainable  Drainage systems (SuDS) Report*

E  vi.            Construction /Traffic Management plan

Pl   vii.            Arboricultural Impact Assessment*
Pl   viii.           Biodiversity lmpactAssessment

E   lx.            Design statement

These are my OBJECTIONS to the appllcatlon.

Further Comments:

(circle all  that apply)

•  Pertains to SUBSIDENCE

T"s dovelopmert is complctely out Of scale wth the street and a very dangerous precedent in this respect Up to nowi there have been many changes
to the houses that Tespect the architecture and ourrouriding environment biit tills one has ro regard for its neighbours iiicluding the adjacent green
area. The potential for disruption lTom dirt and traffic to the quiet enjoyrnerit of life in the street is also off tlte seals.

Sincerely,

ADDRESS: 67 Wood Vale 17 September 2023



HOUSEHOLDER PLANNING APPLICATION:  HGY/2023/2174

Address: 95 Wood Vale,  London,  N10 3DL

To the  Planning Officer: Josh  Parker

Dear  Mr.  Parker,

I have read the attached letter outlin]ng potentlal Impacts of the above proposal and AGREE /p/ease check a// that
apply):

I   1.     The SCALE of proposed  development seems  EXCESSIVE for a  suburban setting (DM1)

tql'mconcernedaboutthepotentialforunreasonableLOSSOFRESIDENTIALAMENITYforwhatmaybe
a  protracted construction  phase (DM18)

H    2.     The  LOCATION  being within  a  CRITICIAL  DRAINAGE AREA and  proximate  to WATERCOURSES  may make  it

inappropriate for such subterranean development

E(
tT

l'm  concerned  about potential  DRAINAGE  and/or FLOODING  impacts  (DM24 & 28)

l'm concerned  about potential  DAMAGE TO  PROPERTY and/or SUBSIDENCE  impacts (DM18)

I   3.     The  LOCATION  being adjacent to  LOCAL NATURE  RESERVES and other green spaces (DM19)

d
a

l'm concerned  about the potential  impact on TREES (DM19)

l'm concerned about the  potential  impact on  BIODIVERSITY (DM1 &  18)

* 'm  concerned about the  potential  impact on AIR QUALITY and/or the  ENVIRONMENT (DM23)

H   4.     The  PLANS do not seem to demonstrate sufficient regard for DM1:  DELIVERING  HIGH  QUALITY DESIGN

baThey appear lNCONGROUS with  neighbouring structures / local architecture / landscaping
(circle  all  that  apply)

Drawings for ELECTRIC GATES on  proposed front elevation  have  been  OMMITED

5.     The couNCIL should  require the following site-specific material to address these concerns:

I                  Basement  Impact Assessment (BIA)*

Further Comments:

Structural  Drawings & Construction  Method  Statement*

Ground / Geo-Technical  lnvestigation*

Flood  Risk Assessment  (ERA)*

Sustainable  Drainage Systems  (SuDS)  Report*

Construction / Traffic Management  Plan

Arboricultural  Impact Assessment*

Biodiversity  Impact Assessment

Design Statement

These are my OBJECTIONS to the application.

NAME   skytrTT,cm

•  Pertains to  SUBSIDENCE

ADDRESs  fo#V^-.       DAITE    \+...ts



HOUSEHOLDER PLANNING APPLICATION: HGY/2023/2174

Address: 95 Wood Vale,  London,  N10 3DL

To the  Planning Officer: Josh  Parker

Dear Mr.  Parker,

I have read the attached letter outlining potential Impacts of the above proposal and AGREE /p/ease check a// that
apply),

Err.     The SCALE of proposed  development seems  EXCESSIVE for a  suburban setting (DM1)

Erfin  concerned about the  potential for unreasonable  LOSS OF  RESIDENTIAL AMENITy for what may be
a  protracted construction  phase  (DM18)

FT,2

Ir±

I.

The  LOCATION  being within  a  CRITICIAL  DRAINAGE AREA  and  proximate to WATERCOURSES  may  make  it

inappropriate for such subterranean development

Of'm concerned  about  potential  DRAINAGE and/or FLOODING  impacts  (DM24 & 28)

\Eflm concerned  about potential  DAMAGE TO  PROPERTY and/or SUBSIDENCE  impacts (DM18)

.     The  LOCATION  being adjacent to  LOCAL NATURE  RESERVES and other green spaces  (DM19)

Jzfi
•`D.,.

concerned  about the potential  impact on TREES (DM19)

in concerned  about the potential  impact on  BIODIVERSITY (DM1 &  18)

`ffllm  concerned about the potential  impact on AIR QUALllv and/or the  ENVIRONMENT (DM23)

.     The  PLANS do not seem to demonstrate sufficient regard for DM1:  DELIVERING  HIGH  QUALllY DESIGN

Lrf hey appear lNCONGROUS with  neighbouring structures / local architecture / la pi!_s_cLapip8

JZ6rawings for ELECTRIC GATES on  proposed front elevation  have been  OMMITED

5.     The COUNCIL should  require the following site-specific material to address these concerns:

:i; :I.,

Further Comments:

Sincerely,

SIGNED  :

Basement Impact Assessment (BIA)*

Structural  Drawings & Construction  Method Statement*

Ground / Geo-Technical  lnvestigation*

Flood  Risk Assessment  (ERA)*

Sustainable  Drainage Systems (SuDS)  Report*

Construction / Traffic Management Plan

Arboricultural  Impact Assessment*

Biodiversity Impact Assessment

Design Statement

These are my OBJECTIONS to the application.

(clrcle  all that  apply)

I.  Pertains to  SUBSIDENCE

NA!Mf      v`  MCTL[5f      AIJTJREss   T3    N/Onb)`n/!eDRTE        lgr/q    /z3

N(0   3DL



HOUSEHOLDER PLANNING APPLICATION:  HGY/2023/2174

Address:  95 Wood Vale,  London,  NIO  3DL

To the  Planning Officer: Josh  Parker

Dear  Mr.  Parker,

IhavereadtheatfachedletteroutllnlngpotentlallmpactsoftheaboveproposalandAGREE/p/easechecka//thor
apply),

as   1       The s.CALE  of proposed  development seems  EXCESSIVE for a  suburban  setting  (DM1)

az  l'm  concerned  about the  potential  for  unreasonable  LOSS OF  RESIDENTIAL AMENITY for what  may  be

a  protracted  construction  phase (DM18)

``:a   2.      The  LOCATION  being within  a  CRITICIAL  DRAINAGE  AREA  and  proximate  to  WATERCOURSES  may  make  it

inappropriate for such subterranean  development

%  l'm  concerned  about  potential  DRAINAGE  and/or  FLOODING  Impacts  (DM24  &  28)

}i?l'+in concerned  about  potential  DAMAGE TO  PROPERTY and/or SUBSIDENCE  Impacts  (DM18)

ia   3.     The  LOCATION  being adjacent to  LOCAL NATURE  RESERVES and  othergreen  spaces  (DM19)

ir? l'm  concerned  about the  potential  impact on TREES  (DM19)

RE  l'm  concerned  about the  potential  Impact on  BIODIVERSITY (D'M1  &  18)

gl'm  concerned  about the  potential  impact on AIR QUALITY and/or the  ENVIRONMENT (DM23)

;`a   4.     The  PLANS do  not seem to  demonstrate sufficient  regard  for DM1..  DELIVERING  HIGH  QUALITY  DESIGN

i2!  They appear lNCONGROuS with  neighbouring structures / local  architecture /  landscaping
(circle  all  tioI   .loo  I/)

£2§   Drawings for ELECTRIC GATES on  proposed  front elevation  have  been  OMMITED

5.     The couNCILshould  require the following site-specific  material to  address these concerns:

Basement  Impact Assessment  (BIA)*

Structural  Drawings & Construction  Method Statement*

Ground / Geo-Technical  lnvestigation*

iv.               Flood  Risk  Assessment  (FRA)*

v.                Sustainable  Drainage systems  (SuDS)  Report*

vi.              Construction / Traffic  Management  plan

vii.             Arboricultural  Impact  Assessment*

viii.            Biodiversity  Impact Assessment

k.              Design statement

These are my OBJECTIONS to the appl[cation.

'  Pertains  to  SUBSIDENCE

Further Comments:

C/ZNf\G2P     Cj3LBfy        14    Wc>C>C>VAl=t~  u\0    3PN



HOUSEHOLDER PIANNING APPLICATION:  HGY/2023/2174

Address:  95  Wood  Vale,  London,  NIO  3DL

To the  Planning Officer: Josh  Parker

DearMr   parker,        `

I have read the ahached letter outlin[ng potential Impacts Of the above proposal and AGREE /p/ease check a// that
apply):

1.     Thes ALE  of proposed  development seems  EXCESSIVE for a  suburban  setting  (DM1)

l'm  concerned  about the  potential  for  unreasonable  LOSS OF  RESIDENTIAL AMENITY for what  may  be

a  protracted  construction  phase (DM18)

2.      The  LOCATION  being within  a  CRITICIAL  DRAINAGE AREA and  proximate  to  WATERCOURSES  may  make  it

inappropriate for such subterranean  development

l'm  concerned  about  potential  DRAINAGE  and/or  FLOODING impacts  (DM24  &  28)

l'm  concerned  about  potential  DAMAGE TO  PROPERTY and/or SUBSIDENCE  Impacts  (DM18)

3,     The  LOCATloN  being adjacent to  locAL  NATURE  RESERVES and othergreen  spaces  (DM19)

l'm`concerned  about the  potential  impact on TREES  (DM19)

in concerned  about the  potential  impact on  BIODIVERSITY (DM1  &  18)

in concerned  about the  potential  impact on AIR QUALITY and/or the  ENVIRONMENT  (DM23)

4.     The  PLANS do  not seem  to  demonstrate sufficient  regard  for DM1:  DELIVERING  HIGH  QUALITY DESIGN

They appear lNCONGROUS with  neighbouring structures /  local  architecture /  landscaping

(circle  all  that  aoo'y)

Drawings for ELECTRIC GATES on  proposed  front elevation  have  been  OMMITED

5.     The couNCILshould  require the following site-specific  material  to address these concerns:

i,,J\

Further Comments:

Sincerely,

SIGNED  :

Basement  Impact Assessment  (BIA)*

Structural  Drawings  &  Cc)nstruction  Method Statement*

Ground / Geo-Technical  lnvestigation*

Flood  Risk  Assessment  (FRA)*

Sustainable  Drainage  Systems  (SuDS)  Report*

Construction / Traffic  Management  Plan

Arboricultural  Impact Assessment*

Biodiversity  Impact Assessment

Design Statement

These are my OBJECTIONS to the application.

I.  Pertains  to  SUBSIDENCE

|G+Mwh=o¥:`=l
Nlo    -St)wh



HOUSEHOLDER PLANNING APPLICAlloN: HGY/2023/2174

Address:  95  Wood  Vale,  London,  N10  3DL

To the  Planning Officer: Josh  Parker

Dear Mr.  Parker,

I have read the attached letter outlining potential Impacts of the above proposal and AGREE /p/ease check a// thor

1    T,"%GALE  of proposed  development seems  EXCESSIVE for a  suburban  setting  (DM1)

in  concerned  about the  potential  for unreasonable  LOSS OF  RESIDENTIAL AMENITY for what  may  be

a  protracted  construction  phase (DM18)

The  LOCATION  being  within  a  CRITICIAL  DRAINAGE  AREA  and  proximate  to  WATERCOURSES  may  make  it

inappropriate for such subterranean development

concerned  about  potential  DRAINAGE  and/or  FLOODING  impacts  (DM24  &  28)

l'm  concerned  about  potential  DAMAGE TO  PROPERTY and/or SUBSIDENCE  Impacts  (DM18)

OCATION  being adjacent to  LOCAL  NATURE  RESERVES and other green  spaces  (DM19)

l'm  concerned  about the  potential  impact on TREES (DM19)

*:::::::::::::::::::::::::;:::::::::::::D::::i;:Ya(n:yoLrt&h:8E)NviRONMENT(DM23)

T#

rfD

LANS  do  not  seem  to  demonstrate  sufficient  regard  for  DM1:  DELIVERING  HIGH  QUALITY  DESIGN

hey appear  lNCONGROuS with  neighbouring structures /  local  architecture / landscaping

(circlo  a"  trtat   aoo   yi

Drawings for ELECTRIC  GATES  on  proposed front elevation  have  been  OMMITED

5.     The  COUNCIL should  require the following site-specific  material to  address these  concerns:

Further comments:

Sincerely,

siGNEDrfe/de"L-c

Basement  Impact Assessment  (BIA)*

Structural  Drawings  &  Cc)nstruction  Method  Statement*

Ground / Geo-Technical  lnvestigation*

Flood  Risk  Assessment  (FRA)*

Sustainable  Drainage Systems  (SuDS)  Report*

Construction / Traffic  Management  Plan

Arboricultural  Impact Assessment*

Biodiversity  Impact Assessment

Design Statement

These are my OBJECTIONS to the application.

'   ne/cLfuc  c,®c46?

777Cf   z/c>c;a rfc2L L.£

•  Pertains to  SuBSIDENCE



HOUSEHOLDER PLANNING APPuCATloN: HGY/2023/2174
Address:  95 Wood Vale,  London,  N10  3DL

To the  Planning O.fficer: Josh  Parker

Dear Mr.  Parker,

I have read the attached letter outlln]ng potential impacts Of the above proposal and AGREE /p/eo5e check a// that

1.     Thes LE  of proposed  development seems  EXCESSIVE for a  suburban  setting  (DM1)

l'm  concerned  about the  potential  for  unreasonable  LOSS OF  REsl,r)ENTIAL AMENITY for what  may  be

a  protracted  construction  phase (DM18)

2.      The  LOCATION  being withln  a  CRITICIAL  DRAINAGE  AREA  and  proximate to  WATERCOURSES  may  make  it

opriate for such subterranean  development

ncerned  about potential  DRAINAGE  and/or  FLOODING  impacts  (DM24  &  28)

l'm  concerned  about  potential  DAMAGE TO  PROPERTY and/or SUBSIDENCE  impacts  (DM18)

CATION  being adjacent to  LOCAL  NATURE  RESERVES and other green  spaces  (DM19)

I:in  concerned  about the  potential  impact on TREES (DM19)

r%:::::::::
about the  potential  impact on  BIODIVERSITY (DM1  &  18)

`  concerned  about the  potential  impact on  AIR QUALITY and/or the  ENVIRONMENT  (DM23)

ANS do  not  seem  to  demonstrate sufficient  regard  for DM1:  DELIVERING  HIGH  QUALITY  DESIGN

y appear  lNCONGROUS with  neighbouring structures / local  architecture / landscaping
(circle   all   tn@l   ,iooiy)

Drawings for  ELECTRIC GATES on  proposed front elevation  have  been  OMMITED

5.     ThecouNCIL

FurtherComment's:

Sincerely,

SIGNED  :

hould  require the following site-specific  material  to address these concerns:

Basement  Impact Assessment  (BIA)i

Structural  Drawings &  Construction  Methc)d  Statement*

Ground / Geo-Technical  lnvestigation*

Flood  Risk Assessment (FRA)*

Sustainable  Drainage  Systems  (SuDS)  Report*

Construction / Traffic Management Plan

Arboricultural  Impact Assessment*

Biodiversity  Impact Assessment

Design Statement
•  Pertains  to  SUBSIDENCE

These are my OBJECTIONS to the application.

/it_;,he,c/-74    UooP
co / 6ez
L/ 4c,C

IV/o     soul



HOUSEHOLDER PLANNING APPLICATION:  HGY/2023/2174

Address: 95 Wood Vale,  London,  N10 3DL

To the  Planning Officer: Josh  Parker

Dear Mr.  Parker,

I have read the attached letter outl"ng potentlal Impacts of the above proposal and AGREE /p/ease check a// that
apply):

rf 1.     The SCALE of proposed  development seems  EXCESSIVE for a suburban setting (DM1)

Hl in concerned  about the  potential for unreasonable LOSS OF  RESIDENTIAL AMENITY for what may be

a  protracted  construction  phase (DM18)

I   2.     The  LOCATION  being within  a CRITICIAL DRAINAGE AREA and  proximate to WATERCOURSES may make  it
opriate for such subterranean development

I:in concerned about potential  DRAINAGE and/or  FLOODING  impacts (DM24 & 28)

rf'mconcernedaboutpotentialDAMAGEToPRoPERTvand/or:i:i:::=±!£:jmpacts(DM18)

I   3.     The  LOCATION  being adjacent to  LOCAL NATURE  RESERVES and  other green  spaces (DM19)

Ofmconcernedaboutthepotentia"mpactonTREES(DM19)

concerned  about the potential  impact on  BIODIVERSITY (DM1 &  18)

concerned  about the potential  impact on AIR QUALITY and/or the  ENVIRONMENT (DM23)

.     The  PLANS do  not seem to demonstrate sufficient regard for DM1:  DELIVERING  HIGH  QUALllY DESIGN

bey appear lNCONGROuS with  neighbouring structures / local architecture / landscaping
(circle all that apply)

awings for ELECTRIC GATES on  proposed front elevation  have been OMMITED

5.     The couNCIL should  require the following site-specific material to address these concerns:

Basement Impact Assessment (BIA)*

Structural  Drawings & Construction  Method Statement*

Ground / Geo-Technical  lnvestigation*

Flood  Risk Assessment (FRA)*

Sustainable  Drainage Systems (SuDS)  Report*

Construction / Traffic  Management  Plan

Arboricultural  Impact Assessment*

Biodiversity Impact Assessment

Design Statement
•  Pertains to  SUBSIDENCE

These are my OBJECTloNS to the appllcatlon.

D!   vj,O{F'\:^fat_760   h7r4  +  i =ap   yispi   trot  Dun
`ch`has::Pb=,:onc±]dvsa°`i:en\:QQwlngirfuwlv±:=*#i`#v

;3}:4o|d4~#\J'ens'fah%#:dmL#'s?S+"al

Further Comments:

the  44+G^cl
^ezIsh,l?i/.hDed,,,\t6S\Dpe  +   C (ci7 SO,.J   J    t7ae wlDI: etra€t  L4uL#.

•=|`ttr.,
Sincerely,

SIGNED  :

NAME:

Lf rDftiv    HHEiR5

AI]Dp`Ess`.    ft  ulooD

V frL,i
iv'C)   3 DL

\ Ls ve^ui  rferm jytj'.
DATE.   `Sff  i 3-froi3



HOUSEHOLDER PLANNING APPLICATION:  HGY/2023/2174

Address: 95 Wood Vale,  London,  NIO 3DL

To the  Planning Officer: Josh  Parker

Dear Mr.  Parker,

I have read the attached letter outllnlng potentlal Impacts of the above proposal and AGREE /p/ease check a// that
apply):

E,1.

E<.

FT<

E,4.

The SCALE of proposed  development seems  EXCESSIVE for a suburban setting (DM1)

E,. concerned  about the  potential for unreasonable  LOSS OF  RESIDENTIAL AMENllY for what may be

a  protracted construction  phase (DM18)

The  LOCATION  being within  a  CRITICIAL  DRAINAGE  AREA and  proximate to WATEBCOURSES  may make  it

opriate for such subterranean development

% concerned  about potential  DRAINAGE and/or FLOODING  impacts (DM24 & 28)

in concerned  about potential  DAMAGE TO  PROPERTY and/or SUBSIDENCE impacts (DM18)

The  LOCATION  being adjacent to  LOCAL NATURE  RESERVES and  other green spaces (DM19)

LZI concerned about the  potential  impact on TREES (DM19)

in concerned  about the  potential  impact on  BIODIVERSITY (DM1 &  18)

in concerned  about the  potential  impact on AIR QUALITY and/or the  ENVIRONMENT (DM23)

The  PLANS do  not seem  to demonstrate sufficient regard for DM1:  DELIVERING  HIGH  QUALlrv DESIGN

ey appear lNCONGROUS with neighbouring structu ocal architecture ndscaping

awingsforELECTRICGATESonproposedfrontelevatlonhavebeeng#/_G.g

5.     The COUNCIL should  require the following site-specific material to address these concerns:

Further com ments:

/   ty,//   ti  /DJ].p;al:;,OvLtry#:;«,`

Sincerely,

SIGNED  :

Basement Impact Assessment (BIA)*

Structural  Drawings & Construction  Method Statement*

Ground / Geo-Technical  lnvestigation*

Flood  Risk Assessment  (FRA)*

Sustainable  Drainage Systems (SuDS)  Report*

Construction / Traffic Management Plan

Arboricultural  Impact Assessment*

Biodiversity Impact Assessment

Designrfafy:;en#ac7ecI

Thesearemy£¥:3;o]}StotheappNcation.

A   +     ,     ;nalt,vlal„ul`

all that  apply)

•  Pertains  to  SUBSIDENCE

Ac]#ularfu„o,:a#:f:;;:rf±RE;un4;%tjan#
f i/I                        _--i '.''_': I  ' i

wf ty      _`;;,;;,;;;dr%:d; 4vf£
NA`ME   DAvii] rfu¢AM   #rtyssD#alri##gL DATE.   |2|q|23



HOUSEHOLDER PIANNING APPLICATION:  HGY/2023/2174

Address: 95 Wood Vale,  London,  NIO 3DL

To the  Planning Officer: Josh  Parker

Dear Mr.  Parker,

I have read the attached letter outlTnlng potential Impacts of the above proposal and AGREE /p/case check a// thor
apply):

E` 1.     The SCALE of proposed  development seems  EXCESSIVE for a suburban setting (DM1)

Erl'm concerned about the  potential for unreasonable  LOSS OF  RESIDENTIAL AMENITY for what may be
a  protracted construction  phase (DM18)

E,

E,

Er,4.

The  LOCATION  being within  a  CRITICIAL  DRAINAGE AREA and  proximate to  WATERCOURSES  may  make  it

inappropriate for such subterranean development

Erl'm  concerned  about potential  DRAINAGE and/or  FLOODING  impacts (DM24 & 28)

Erl'm  concerned  about potential  DAMAGE TO  PROPERTY and/or SUBSIDENCE  impacts (DM18)

The  LOCATION  being adjacent to  LOCAL NATURE  RESERVES and other green spaces  (DM19)

E l'm  concerned  about the potential impact on TREES (DM19)

E]  l'm  concerned  about the potential  impact on  BIODIVERSITY (DM1 &  18)

El'm  concerned  about the potential  impact on AIR QUALITY and/or the  ENVIRONMENT (DM23)

The  PLANS do  not seem to demonstrate sufficient regard for DM1:  DELIVERING  HIGH  QUALllY DESIGN

FTThey appear lNCONGROUs with  neighbouring structures / local  architecture / landscaping
(circle all that  apply)

E Drawings for ELECTRIC GATES on  proposed front elevation  have been  OMMITED

5.     The couNCIL should  require the following site-specific material to address these concerns:

Er  i.                Basement Impact Assessment (BIA)*

EJ   ii.              Structural  Drawings & Construction  Method statement*

EI   iii.             Ground / Geo-Technical  lnvestigation*

E   iv.              Flood  Risk Assessment (FRA)*

E   v.              Sustainable  Drainage systems (SuDS)  Report*

H  vi.             Construction /Traffic Management plan

E]   vii.            Arboricultural  Impact Assessment*

E   viii.           Biodiversity lmpactAssessment

E  bt.             Design statement
•  Pertains to SUBSIDENCE

These are my OBJECTIONS to the application.

Further Comments:

Sincerely,

SIGNED  :

NAME:     vie,Tofii(f}  d?B>favt^^         ADDRESS:7TQC)OD  /f)L€

Lo Nco N  N IC) `3D L

DATE:   |6..C)q .2g



HOUSEHOLDER PLANNING APPuCATION: HGY/2023/2174

Address: 95 Wood Vale,  London,  NIO 3DL

To the  Planning Officer: Josh  Parker

Dear Mr.  Parker,

I have read the attached letter outllnlng potentlal Impacts of the above proposal and AGREE /p/ease check a// thor
a"/y#1

T£ SCALE of proposed development seems  EXCESSIVE for a suburban  setting  (DM1)

l'm  concerned  about the potential for unreasonable LOSS OF  RESIDENTIAL AMEN" for what may be

a protracted construction phase (DM18)

`£ 2      The  LOCATloN  beingwithin  a  cRITICIALDRAINAGEAREAand  proximatetowATERCOURSEs  maymake  it

ropriate for such subterranean development

l'm concerned about potential  DRAINAGE and/or FLOODING  impacts (DM24 & 28)

l'm concerned about potential  DAMAGE TO  PROPERTY and/or SUBSIDENCE  impacts (DM18)

.     The  LOCATION  being adjacent to LOCAL NATURE  RESERVES and other green spaces  (DM19)

rf.'mconcernedaboutthepotentiaHmpactonTREES(DM19)

Of,in concerned  about the  potential impact on  BIODIVERSITY (DM1 &  18)

Of'mconcernedaboutthepotentiaHmpactonAIRQUALITYand/ortheENVIRONMENT(DM23)

The  PLANS do  not seem to demonstrate sufficient regard for DM1:  DELIVERING  HIGH  QUALllY DESIGN

}:::::npgpsef:rr'ENLCE::R::°G::EWs'tohnnpe;::::eu:I:r8o:ttr::et:ar:,So:I::::abr::|teoc:uLe,::aDndscap'n(i,rc[ea„hatapp[y)

Further Comments:

Sincerely,

SIGNED  :

ld  require the following site-specific material to address these concerns:

Basement Impact Assessment (BIA)*

Structural  Drawings & Construction  Method  Statement*

Ground / Geo-Technical  lnvestigation*

Flood  Risk Assessment  (ERA)*

Sustainable  Drainage Systems (SuDS)  Report*

Construction / Traffic Management  Plan

Arboricultural  Impact Assessment*

Biodiversity Impact Assessment

Design Statement
•  Pertains to SUBSIDENCE

These are my OBJECTIONS to the application.

qK^       #ESswowh  vq(b

DATE:



HOUSEHOLDER PLANNING APPLICATION:  HGY/2023/2174

Address: 95 Wood Vale,  London,  NIO 3DL

To the  Planning Officer: Josh  Parker

Dear Mr.  Parker,

I have read the attached letter outllning potential impacts of the above proposal and AGREE /p/ease check a// that
apply):

El The SCALE of proposed  development seems  EXCESSIVE for a suburban setting  (DM1)

rfl'm concerned  about the  potential for unreasonable  LOSS OF  RESIDENTIAL AMENllT for what may be
a  protracted construction  phase (DM18)

The  LOCATION  being within  a  CRITICIAL  DRAINAGE  AREA and  proximate to WATERCOURSES  may  make  it

inappropriate for such  subterranean  development

F::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::ET:npd::rp::°rv°:i:;o'rmspuaBC::D(:NMc2E4,:p2a8c)ts(DML8)

The  LOCATION  being adjacent to  LOCAL NATURE  RESERVES and  other green spaces  (DM19)

I  l'm concerned about the potential impact on TREES (DM19)

n  l'm  concerned about the  potential  impact on  BIODIVERSITy (DM1 &  18)

rdl'mconcernedaboutthepotentialimpactonAIRQUALITyand/ortheENVIRONMENT(DM23)

The  PLANS do not seem to demonstrate sufficient regard for DM1:  DELIVERING  HIGH  QUALITY DESIGN

E/ hey appear lNCONGROuS with  neighbouring structures / local architecture / landscaping

JDrawingsforELECTRICGATESonproposedfrontelevationhavebeenoMMITED

5.     The  couNCIL should  require the following site-specific material to address these concerns:

Further Comments:

Sincerely,

SIGNED  :

Basement Impact Assessment (BIA)*

Structural  Drawings & Construction  Method Statement*

Ground / Geo-Technical  lnvestigation*

Flood  Risk Assessment  (ERA)*

Sustainable  Drainage Systems (SuDS)  Report*

Construction / Traffic Management  Plan

Arboricultural  Impact Assessment*

Biodiversity Impact Assessment

Design Statement

These are my OBJECTIONS to the application.

NAME:     jo&i'r/    \i6rv6JCwi ADDRESS:    82    WcD.)   Vwt£

LeNcO^     N\D`>Div

(clrcle all that  apply)

•  Pertains  to  SUBSIDENCE

DATE..   5jNDrm    \]t^    s[pT"p>fR

Zc,2J



HOUSEHOLDER PLANNING APPLICATION:  HGY/2023/2174

Address: 95 Wood Vale,  London,  N10 3DL

To the  Planning Officer: Josh  Parker

Dear Mr.  Parker,

I have read the attached letter outlining potentlal Impacts of the above proposal and AGREE /p/ease check a// thor
apply):

I   1.     The SCALE of proposed  development seems  EXCESSIVE for a suburban setting (DM1)

Erl'm  concerned  about the  potential for unreasonable  LOSS OF  RESIDENTIAL AMENITY for what may be
a  protracted construction  phase (DM18)

I   2.     The  LOCATION  being within  a  CRITICIAL DRAINAGE AREA and  proximate to WATERCOURSES may make  it
inappropriate for such subterranean development

EZ  l'm concerned  about potential  DRAINAGE and/or FLOODING  impacts (DM24 & 28)

E  l'm  concerned  about potential  DAMAGE T0  PROPERTY and/or SUBSIDENCE impacts (DM18)

I   3.     The  LOCATION  being adjacent to LOCAL NATURE  RESERVES and  other green spaces  (DM19)

E2l  l'm  concerned about the  potential  impact on TREES (DM19)

E  l'm  concerned about the  potential  impact on  BIODIVERSITY (DM1  &  18)

E l'm  concerned  about the  potential  impact on AIR QUALITY and/or the  ENVIRONMENT (DM23)

I   4.     The  PLANS do  not seem to demonstrate sufficient regard for DM1:  DELIVERING  HIGH  QUALllY DESIGN

E'They appear lNCONGROUS with  neighbouring structures / local  architecture / landscaping
(circle  all that  apply)

EZ'Drawings for ELECTRIC GATES on  proposed front elevation  have  been  OMMITED

5.     The  COUNCIL should  reciuire the following site-specific material to address these concerns:

E]   i.                Basement Impact Assessment (BIA)*

E   ii.              Structural  Drawings & Construction  Method  statement*

E   iii.             Ground / Geo-Technical  lnvestigation*

E   iv.              Flood  Risk Assessment (FRA)*

E   v.              Sustainable  Drainage systems (SuDS)  Report*

E   vi.            Construction / Traffic Management plan

JZ. vii.            Arboricultural  Impact Assessment*

E   viii.           Biodiversity lmpactAssessment

E  bL            ]2isign__Statement
Vte feel that a mgiv f=T..^TTt'trrF+qJr]rmdllcl+in+ri]tJ_w.bE--ton|dcutdangerouspecedenttrthefutrre,openinguptheFxrdbiftyOfdamagetothesLlnoundingpropertiesandthelocal

- - - I ' I - i --------------.------ ' I u I I - = +I -- ( ~ I I I q u_I u-I --I I
environmentwhichisamLich-valuedpub]icanenftylcadingtotheopeningupoffedgates(ouitopossiblylfterally)to
future similar applications.

ItseemsclearthatharusesinthisareaandmuchOfMuowellHillbuilt,astheyare,onctry,manyonsteepgredients
alreedywithconcensregardingsubsideneeandwithloionandunknounismesconceningfloedingand
subtemaneanwateraroquiteuneuitabloforbaseneutdevek)pmentofanysizeL

This is an apponinfty to establish that principal row and for the future.

s.,ncere,v,  6di

SIGNED  :

cei±`ha

NAME:

V i+LGm,iF=   L€u)ri>

CLlv€     Leu3\<

ADDRESS:

83    lj3DOD    V'^L€
L.o U i?ou
U ' c)  3 DL

DATE:

14/ql3:3



HOUSEHOLDEft PLANNING APPLICATION:  HGY/2023/2174

Address: 95 Wood Vale,  London,  N10 3DL

To the  Planning Officer: Josh  Parker

Dear Mr.  Parker,

I have read the attached letter outlinlng potential Impacts of the above proposal and AGREE /p/ease check a// that
apply):

I   1.     The SCALE of proposed  development seems EXCESSIVE for a  suburban setting  (DM1)

kyl'mconcernedaboutthepotentialforunreasonableLOSSOFRESIDENTIALAMENITYforwhatmaybe
a  protracted  construction  phase (DM18)

I   2.     The  LOCATION  being within a CRITICIAL DRAINAGE AREA and  proximate to WATERCOURSES  may make it
inappropriate for such subterranean development

¢,,
rl

in concerned about potential  DRAINAGE and/or FLOODING  impacts (DM24 & 28)

l'm  concerned about potential  DAMAGE TO  PROPERTY and/or SUBSIDENCE  impacts  (DM18)

I   3.     The  LOCATION  being adjacent to  LOCAL NATURE  RESERVES and  other green  spaces (DM19)

I l'm concerned about the potential impact on TREES (DM19)

H  l'm concerned about the potential  impact on  BIODIVERsllY (DM1 &  18)

l'm concerned  about the potential  impact on AIR QUALllY and/or the  ENVIRONMENT (DM23)

I   4.     The  PLANS do not seem to demonstrate sufficient regard for DM1:  DELIVERING  HIGH  QUALlrv DESIGN

E  They appear lNCONGROUS with  neighbouring structures / local architecture / landscaping
(circle  all that  apply)

I  Drawings for ELECTRIC GATES on  proposed front elevation  have  been OMMITED

5.     The  COUNCIL should  require the following site-specific material to address these concerns:

Basement Impact Assessment (BIA)*

Structural Drawings & Construction  Method Statement*

E:j.             FloodRiskAssessment(FRA)*

Ground / Geo-Technical  lnvestigation*

H  v.              Sustainable  Drainage systems (SuDS)  Report*

ivi.            Construction /Traffic Management planvii.             Arboricultural  Impact Assessment*

I   viii.           BiodiversitylmpactAssessment

®rfxhi.       D#e:stea#:inytrE:toNataip#,ca¢Onedun;
Further Comments:

couLeT7h

SIGNED  :

grt7^  . Pertains to SUBslDENCE

#"£Lffiicun:fa###itbnlt#tr:chusu-+ '0 n

NAME:

in
ADDRESS:

# 0?Oat  y#+t`.,    DATE    \]` ftyttwtur  ae
jLulh    Wfo3DL



H0uSEHOLDEft PLANNING APPLICATION: HGY/2023/2174

Address: 95 Wood Vale,  London,  NIO 3DL

To the  Planning Officer: Josh  Parker

Dear Mr.  Parker,

I have read the attached letter outl]nlng potential Impacts of the above proposal and AGREE /p/ease check a// that

ALE of proposed  development seems  EXCESSIVE for a  suburban setting (DM1)

l'm  concerned  about the potential for unreasonable  LOSS OF  RESIDENTIAL AMENllY for what  may be

a  protracted  construction  phase  (DM18)

The  LOCATION  being within  a  CRITICIAL DRAINAGE AREA and  proximate to  WATERCOURSES  may  make  it

ropriate for such subterranean development

?,"

'n#
concerned about potential  DRAINAGE and/or FLOODING  impacts (DM24 & 28)

H  l'm  concerned about potential  DAMAGE TO  PROPERTY and/or SUBSIDENCE  impacts (DM18)

I   3.     The  LOCATION  being adjacent to  LOCAL NATURE  RESERVES and  other green  spaces (DM19)

I  l'm concerned about the potential impact on TREES (DM19)

I  l'm concerned  about the  potential  impact on  BIODIVERSITY (DM1  &  18)

I l'm concerned  about the  potential  impact on AIR QUALITY and/or the  ENVIRONMENT (DM23)

H   4.     The  PLANS do  not seem  to demonstrate sufficient regard for DM1:  DELIVERING  HIGH  QUALlrv DESIGN

I  They appear lNCONGROUS with  neighbouring structures / local architecture / landscaping
(circle  all  that  apply)

I  Drawings for ELECTRIC GATES on  proposed front elevation  have been OMMITED

5.     ThecouNCI

Further Comments:

should  require the following site-specific material to address these concerns:

Basement  Impact Assessment (BIA)*

Structural  Drawings & Construction  Method Statement*

Ground / Geo-Technical  lnvestigation*

Flood  Risk Assessment  (ERA)*

Sustainable  Drainage Systems (SuDS)  Report*

Construction / Traffic Management Plan

Arboricultural  Impact Assessment*

Biodiversity Impact Assessment

Design Statement

w#pprrtyavs%o^-:*~=:;.
Sincerely,

•  Pertains to SuBSIDENCE

These are my OBJECTIONS to the application.

L-~or..eo( obo* |udr.`dle^® dew a. ut ut

K6;rty+-
ADjREss:  'a,,  hal  wi9tt        DATE:    /3/1/z3

~'0  SDL



HOUSEHOLDER PLANNING APPLICATION: HGY/2023/2174

Address: 95 Wood Vale,  London,  N10 3DL

To the  Planning Officer: Josh  Parker

Dear Mr.  Parker,

I have read the attached letter outlining potentlal Impacts of the above proposal and AGREE /p/ease check a// that
apply):

'.i .     The SCALE of proposed  development seems  EXCESSIVE for a suburban setting (DM1)

DJffil

H,

oncerned about the  potential for unreasonable LOSS OF  RESIDENTIAL AMENITY for what  may be

a protracted construction  phase (DM18)

The  LOCATION  being within  a  CRITICIAL  DRAINAGE AREA and  proximate to WATERCOURSES  may  make  it

inappropriate for such subterranean development

EITm concerned  about potential  DRAINAGE and/or FLOODING  impacts (DM24 & 28)

±r,concerned  about potential  DAMAGE TO  PROPERTY and/or SuBSIDENCE  impacts (DM18)

H4rTheLOCATIONbeingadjacenttoLOCALNATURERESERVEsandothergreenspaces(DM19)

Ifm concerned about the potential impact on TREES (DM19)

#::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::D:::::Lrva(nDdyo:t&h:8E)Nv|RONMENT(DM23)

ta`J The  PLANS do not seem to demonstrate sufficient

Prfhey appear lNCONGROUS with

H4

regard  for  DM1:  DELIVERING  HIGH  QUALllY  DESIGN

hbouring structure cal architectur andscaping

awingsforELECTRICGATESonpr;i;P;3;;df#tele#:#£V;8±;;;n,3MM{|;E`EL#aLrdn.

5.     The couNCIL should  require the following site-specific material to address these concerns

Eri.               Basement  Impact Assessment (BIA)*

EIfi.             Structural Drawings & Construction  Method statement*

grii.             Ground / Geo-Technical lnvestigation*

•rf            Flood Risk Assessment (FRA)*

n<

Further Comments:

Sincerely,

SIGNED  :

Sustainable  Drainage Systems  (SuDS)  Report*

tprvi.            Construction /Traffic Management plan# I              Arboricultural  Impact Assessment*

H             Biodiversity Impact Assessment

RE. Design Statement

These are my OBJECTIONS to the application.

NAME:       S„ R^H    r3uLLOcL

•  Pertains to  SUBSIDENCE

A:DT]p;Ess..  |cr3   uOOc>is   uAi£  DA:TE   Iq-/c>| hi>z3



HOUSEHOLDER PIANNING APPLICATION: HGY/2023/2174

Address:  95 Wood Vale,  London,  N10 3DL

To the  Planning officer: Josh  Parker

Dear Mr.  Parker,

I have read the attached letter outlining potential impacts Of the above proposal and AGREE /p/ease check a// that

aptw+1

E/

The SCALE of proposed  development seems  EXCESSIVE for a suburban setting (DM1)

E/ 'm  concerned  about the  potential for unreasonable LOSS 0F  RESIDENTIAL AMENITY for what may be

a  protracted  construction  phase (DM18)

The  LOCATloN  being  within  a  CRITICIAL  DRAINAGE  AREA and  proximate to WATERCOURSES  may make  it

opriate for such subterranean development

concerned about  potential  DRAINAGE and/or FLOODING  impacts (DM24 &  28)

in concerned about potential DAMAGE TO PROPERTY and/or SUBSIDENCE impacts (DM18):,.`.:::

The  L,OCATION  being adjacent to  LOCAL NATURE RESERVES and other green spaces (DM19)

I.``:`:,::`;

concerned about the potential impact on TREES (DM19)

concerned  about the potential impact on  BIODIVEBSITY (DM1 &  18)

in concerned about the pcitential  impact on AIR QUALITY and/or the  ENVIRONMENT (DM23)

LANS do  not seem to demonstrate sufficient regard for DM1:  DELIVERING  HIGH  QUAUTY DESIGN

ey appear lNCONGROUS with  neighbouring structures / local architecture / landscaping
(circle  all that  apply)

awings for ELECTRIC GATES on  proposed front elevation  have  been OMMITED

5.     The couNCIL should  require the following site-specific material to address these concerns..

E/

#
Fu rther comments:

I

Basement Impact Assessment (BIA)*

Structural  Drawings & Construction  Method Statement*

Ground / Geo-Technical  lnvestigation'

Flood  Risk Assessment (FRA)*

Sustainable  Drainage Systems (SuDS)  Report*

Construction / Traffic Management  Plan

Arboricultural  Impact Assessment*

Biodiversity Impact Assessment

Design Statement

These are my OBJECTIONS to the application.

N5;hootyh ?or\: ^

PcLxi\   Feir\\v\

•  Pertains to SUBSIDENCE

D„ fr?NI
ADDREss  \oS   twhwlh€   DATE   \6(a( L5

h\0  39L



HOUSEHOLDER PLANNING APPuCATION : HGY¢023/2174
Address: 95 Wood Vale, London, NIO 3DL
To the Planning officer: Josh Parker

Dear Mr.  Parker,

IhavereadtheattachedletteroutliningpctentlallmpactsOftheaboveproposalandAGftEE/p/cas€checkoWt*a.
Oprriz

v/,..

/``

v<

opriate for such subterranean development

TjfmACLOEn°cfe::::°asbeodu::::I:::e::,ta;::rmusnEr::::::Vb:ef:roas;uobFu::::DSEe:t;:A8L(:::|irvforwhatmaybe

a protracted construction phase (DM18)

The  LOCATION  being wlthin a CRITICIAL DRAINAGE AREA and  proximate to WATERCOURSES may make it

concerned about potential DRAINAGE and/or FLOODING Impacts (DM24 &  28)

concerned  about potential  DAMAGE T0  PROPERTY and/or SuBSIDENCE Impacts (DM18)

Tzm

J.,`:::

`.

CATION  bemg adjacent to LOCAL NATURE  RESERVES and other green spaces (DM19)

concerned about the potential impact on TREES (DM19)

concerned  about the  potential  impact on  BIODIVERSITY (DM1  &  18)

concerned about the potential  impact on AIR QUALITY and/or the ENVIRONMENT (DM23)

The  PLANS do not seem to demonstrate sufficlent regard for DM1:  DELIVERING  HIGH QUALITY DESIGN

heyappearINCONGR0uSwlthrielghbourlngstructures/Iocalarchltecture/landscaplng

rawings for EIECTRIC GATES on  proposed front elevation  have  been OMMITED

5      The couNCIL should require the followlng site-speciflc matenal toaddres5 these concerns:

Basement Impact Assessment (BIA)*

Structural Drawlngs & Construction  Method Statement*

Ground / Geo-Technical  lnvestigation*

Flood  Risk Assessment (ERA)*

Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS)  Report*

Construction / Traffic Management Plan

Arboricultural Impact Assessmentt

Biocliversity Impact Assessment

Design Statement

(cifcic  all  [h.it  apply]

•  Pertains to SUBSIDENCE

ThesearemyOBJECTIONStotheappllcation.

Further Comments:

Ot=UF=-=fT`r=r-`)   c.F  iiitis  ja=thK   Li+c`.Jc+ rsr=.fu
Sincerely,

SIGNED  :

NAME:

-fir, .

4rlTltai-`+C=fitJ`.3+CqLQfi`£icinsLe`rofa`i
Lc>,+DCJ
rs,a   34-1+

ADDRESS:                                                                                DATE:

`.i  S CFJT`t,C-.Lj3



HOUSEHOLDER PLANNING APPLICATION: HGY/2023/2174

Address: 95 Wood Vale, London,  N10 3DL

To the Planning Officer: Josh  Parker

Dear Mr.  Parker,

I have read the attached letter outllnlng potentlal Impacts Of the above proposal and AGREE /please check a// thor
apply),

H   1.     The SCALE of proposed development seems EXCESSIVE for a suburban setting (DM1)

I  l'm concerned about the potential for unreasonable LOSS OF RESIDENTIAL AMENITY for what may be
a  protracted construction phase (DM18)

I   2.     The  LOCATION  being within  a  CRITICIAL DRAINAGE AREA and proximate to WATERCOURSES may make  it
inappropriate for such subterranean development

|]  l'm concerned about potential DRAINAGE and/or FLOODING impacts (DM24 & 28)

I  l'm  concerned about potential DAMAGE TO  PROPERTY and/or SUBSIDENCE impacts (DM18)

I   3.     The LOCATION  being adjacent to LOCAL NATURE RESERVES and other green spaces (DM19)

H  l'm concerned about the potential impact on TREES (DM19)

H  l'm  concerned about the potential impact on BloDIVERSITY (DM1 & 18)

H l'm  concerned about the potential impact on AIR QUALITY and/or the ENVIRONMENT (DM23)

H   4.     The  PLANS do not seem to demonstrate sufficient regard for DM1:  DELIVERING  HIGH  QUALITY  DESIGN

|]  They appear INCONGROUS with neighbouring structures / local architecture / landscaping
(circle  all  that apply)

E  Drawings for ELECTRIC GATES on proposed front elevation have been OMMITED

5.     The couNCIL should require the following site-specific material to address these concerns:

Further Comments:

Basement Impact Assessment (BIA)*

Structural Drawings & Construction  Method Statement*

Ground / Geo-Technical lnvestigation*

Flood  Risk Assessment (ERA)*

Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS)  Report*

Construction / Traffic Management Plan

Arboricultural Impact Assessment*

Biodiversity Impact Assessment

Design Statement

These are my OBJECTIONS to the appllcatlon.

•  Pertains to SUBSIDENCE

hy didn't the new owners Of 93 Wood Vale just buy a bigger house. The proposed
evelopment is unnecessary in a large family house and will cause many problems for other
esidents of Wood Vale, especially numbers 93 and 95

Sincerely,

ADDRESS: acoolhurst Pd N88EP 7 September 2023



HOUSEHOLDER PIANNING APPLICATloN: HGYA023A174
Address: 95 Wood Vale, London, N10 3DL
To the Planning Officer: Josh Parker

Dear Mr.  Parker,

I have read the attached letter outlining potential Impacts Of the above proposal and AGREE /p/ease check a// thor
apply):

H   1.     The SCALE of proposed development seems EXCESSIVE for a suburban setting (DM1)

I  l'm concerned about the potential for unreasonable  LOSS 0F RESIDENTIAL AMENITY for what may be
a  protracted construction phase (DM18)

H   2.     The  LOCATION  being within a CRITICIAL DRAINAGE AREA and proximate to WATERCOURSES may make  it
inappropriate for such subterranean development

I l'm  concerned about potential DRAINAGE and/or FIOODING impacts (DM24 & 28)

1]  l'm concerned about potential DAMAGE T0 PROPERTY and/or SUBSIDENCE impacts (DM18)

I   3.     The LOCATION  being adjacent to  LOCAL NATURE RESERVES and other green spaces (DM19)

I l'm concerned about the potential impact on TREES (DM19)

n  l'm concerned about the potential impact on BIODIVERSITY (DM1 &  18)

I l'm concerned about the potential impact on AIR QUALITY and/or the ENVIRONMENT (DM23)

|]   4.     The PLANS do not seem to demonstrate sufficient regard for DM1: DELIVERING HIGH  QUALITY DESIGN

I They appear lNCONGROUS with neighbouring structures / local architecture / landscaping
(c!rcle  all  that apply)

1]  Drawings for ELECTRIC GATES on proposed front elevation  have been OMMITED

5.     The couNCIL should require the following site-specific material to address these concerns:

I   i.               Basement Impact Assessment (BIA)*

I   ii.             Structural Drawings & Construction  Method statement*

I   iii.            Ground / Geo-Technical lnvestigation*

I   iv.             Flood  Risk Assessment (FRA)*

H  v.              Sustainable Drainage systems (SuDS)  Report*

H   vi.            Construction / Traffic Management plan

I   vii.           Arboricultural  Impact Assessment*
I  viii.          Biodiversity lmpactAssessment

I   bL            Design statement
•  Pertains to  SUBSIDENCE

These are my OBJECTloNS to the appllcatlon.

Furthercomments:
It would be the largest excavatx)n pxpgiv ovor undertaken in this area. A basement oxcava6on of this scale wouk] be expected to take 1 -2 years depen
the §lze of the car.struction team and the weight Of thelr machinery. Wood Vale. Queens Wtod Rd and Wood Lane would be inundaeed `Arm
construction-related traffic, hundreds of skins, slilfthg over a 1000 tonnes ol soll, creating dust, noise, vDraton. hazards to pedestrians and eycnsts. de
the amenfty value of this whole area of woodland.

Sincerely,

ADDRESS: CF]EOS MEMBEF`
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