HOUSEHOLDER PLANNING APPLICATION: HGY/2023/2174
Address: 95 Wood Vale, London, N10 3DL
To the Planning Officer: Josh Parker

Dear Mr. Parker,
| have read the attached letter outlining potential impacts of the above proposal and AGREE (please check all that
apply):
'.1. The SCALE of proposed development seems EXCESSIVE for a suburban setting (DM1)
IZrI'rn concerned about the potential for unreasonable LOSS OF RESIDENTIAL AMENITY for what may be
a protracted construction phase (DM18)
[4 2. The LOCATION being within a CRITICIAL DRAINAGE AREA and proximate to WATERCOURSES may make it
inappropriate for such subterranean development
I'm concerned about potential DRAINAGE and/or FLOODING impacts (DM24 & 28)
I'm concerned about potential DAMAGE TO PROPERTY and/or SUBSIDENCE impacts (DM18)

[J 3. The LOCATION being adjacent to LOCAL NATURE RESERVES and other green spaces (DM19)
E]/I’m concerned about the potential impact on TREES (DM19)
[]{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
|ZrThey appear INCONGROUS with neighbouring structures / local architecture / landscaping

(circle all that apply)

A 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)*

El/n. Structural Drawings & Construction Method Statement*
iii. Ground / Geo-Technical Investigation*
iv. Flood Risk Assessment (FRA)*
V. Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) Report*

Orvi. Construction / Traffic Management Plan

[ vii. Arboricultural Impact Assessment*

3 viii. Biodiversity Impact Assessment

& ix. Design Statement

* Pertains to SUBSIDENCE
These are my OBJECTIONS to the application.

Further Comments:

SIGNED :

NAME: DAV(b V(AeLlN ADDRESS:

10 Waod VA o0, (4 Sop 2023

Mo 2DF



HOUSEHOLDER PLANNING APPLICATION: HGY/2023/2174
Address: 95 Wood Vale, London, N10 3DL
To the Planning Officer: Josh Parker

Dear Mr. Parker,

| have read the attached letter outlining potential impacts of the above proposal and AGREE (please check all that

apply):

i

W 3

O 4

The SCALE of proposed development seems EXCESSIVE for a suburban setting (DM1)
1 '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
inappropriate for such subterranean development
] ’'m concerned about potential DRAINAGE and/or FLOODING impacts (DM24 & 28)
[J '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)
] 'm concerned about the potential impact on TREES (DM19)
[J 'm concerned about the potential impact on BIODIVERSITY (DM1 & 18)
[J '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

[] They appear INCONGROUS with neighbouring structures / local architecture / landscaping
(circle all that apply)
L[] Drawings for ELECTRIC GATES on proposed front elevation have been OMMITED

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

i Basement Impact Assessment (BIA)*

O i Structural Drawings & Construction Method Statement*
O i Ground / Geo-Technical Investigation*

iv. Flood Risk Assessment (FRA)*

O v Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) Report*

O vi Construction / Traffic Management Plan

[ vii. Arboricultural Impact Assessment*

O viii. Biodiversity Impact Assessment

L] i Design Statement

* Pertains to SUBSIDENCE

These are my OBJECTIONS to the application.

Further Comments:

Sincerely,
SIGNED:| 7 ¥ "L — |
NAME: | F. FRANKS | ADDRESS{ 13 W0OD VALE N10|pATE[VS SEFT 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 outlining potential impacts of the above proposal and AGREE (please check all that
apply):

O 1. T‘hzez}ALE of proposed development seems EXCESSIVE for a suburban setting (DM1)
I

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

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

mm concerned about potential DRAINAGE and/or FLOODING impacts (DM24 & 28)
D/l‘m concerned about potential DAMAGE TO PROPERTY and/or SUBSIDENCE impacts (DM18)

[J 3. The LOCATION being adjacent to LOCAL NATURE RESERVES and other green spaces (DM19)
Q(m concerned about the potential impact on TREES (DM19)
[ 'm concerned about the potential impact on BIODIVERSITY (DM1 & 18)
I’'m concerned about the potential impact on AIR QUALITY and/or the ENVIRONMENT (DM23)

[J 4. The PLANS do not seem to demonstrate sufficient regard for DM1: DELIVERING HIGH QUALITY DESIGN
%hey appear INCONGROUS with neighbouring structures / local architecture / landscaping

(circle all that apply)
|Q/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:

ey

ii Basement Impact Assessment (BIA)*

i, Structural Drawings & Construction Method Statement*
iii. Ground / Geo-Technical Investigation*

iv. Flood Risk Assessment (FRA)*

Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) Report*

Sla.

R

Construction / Traffic Management Plan

Sy

Arboricultural Impact Assessment*
Biodiversity Impact Assessment

Design Statement
* Pertains to SUBSIDENCE

These are my OBJECTIONS to the application.

Further Comments:

i
Sincerely, #}/g !k/ 7\1\'

SIGNED :

il .
NAME: ADDRESS: I\ ’ uo‘ﬂg )W DATE: ‘(0 9 Z%
AN TN MH‘SQON 1O 2% 3




HOUSEHOLDER PLANNING APPLICATION: HGY/2023/2174
Address: 95 Wood Vale, London, N10 3DL
To the Planning Officer: Josh Parker

Dear Mr. Parker,

| have read the attached letter outlining potential impacts of the above proposal and AGREE (please check all that
apply):

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

I:Xl’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
Kj I'm concerned about potential DRAINAGE and/or FLOODING 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 I'm concerned about the potential impact on TREES (DM19)
E I'm concerned about the potential impact on BIODIVERSITY (DM1 & 18)
B 'm concerned about the potential impact on AIR QUALITY and/or the ENVIRONMENT (DM23)

[C] 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)

[Z\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 i. Basement Impact Assessment (BIA)*

B . Structural Drawings & Construction Method Statement*
X iii. Ground / Geo-Technical Investigation*

E iv. Flood Risk Assessment (FRA)*

E’ V. Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) Report*

B i Construction / Traffic Management Plan

B vii. Arboricultural Impact Assessment*

™ viii. Biodiversity Impact Assessment

O ix Design Statement

* Pertains to SUBSIDENCE

These are my OBJECTIONS to the application.

Further Comments:

: @
€ 0027
NAMEQQCL\«\QV\rQ gc\ ADDRESS: mb%;’fé)‘i‘( DATE: f(e S"-{’& 2/

@ on Andind Sraang 2V Heod Ule , 093D

Jo



HOUSEHOLDER PLANNING APPLICATION: HGY/2023/2174
Address: 95 Wood Vale, London, N10 3DL
To the Planning Officer: Josh Parker

Dear Mr. Parker,
| have read the attached letter outlining potential impacts of the above proposal and AGREE (please check all that
apply):
IE/l. The SCALE of proposed development seems EXCESSIVE for a suburban setting (DM1)
[] m concerned about the potential for unreasonable LOSS OF RESIDENTIAL AMENITY for what may be
a protracted construction phase (DM18)
[E4 The LOCATION being within a CRITICIAL DRAINAGE AREA and proximate to WATERCOURSES may make it
inappropriate for such subterranean development
I’'m concerned about potential DRAINAGE and/or FLOODING impacts (DM24 & 28)
IB/I'm concerned about potential DAMAGE TO PROPERTY and/or SUBSIDENCE impacts (DM18)

Er3. The LOCATION being adjacent to LOCAL NATURE RESERVES and other green spaces (DM19)
[F"m concerned about the potential impact on TREES (DM19)
Mm concerned about the potential impact on BIODIVERSITY (DM1 & 18)
D/I'm concerned about the potential impact on AIR QUALITY and/or the ENVIRONMENT (DM23)

|__ﬂ/4/. The PLANS do not seem to demonstrate sufficient regard for DM1: DELIVERING HIGH QUALITY DESIGN
G’(hey appear INCONGROUS 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:

|Q/i. Basement Impact Assessment (BIA)*

i, Structural Drawings & Construction Method Statement*
m/iii. Ground / Geo-Technical Investigation*

v Flood Risk Assessment (FRA)*

Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) Report*
Construction / Traffic Management Plan

M.
& .
vii. Arboricultural Impact Assessment*
viii. Biodiversity Impact Assessment
ix. Design Statement

* Pertains to SUBSIDENCE

These are my OBJECTIONS to the application.
Further Comments: J"O[ ﬂ-ﬂ{ werkS were allowed Fo ?o a kea d
i v woldd creare o- Adaw qerous ftl‘:‘-d-a‘-"r o te ol

a(f-e_cf‘ e Ul o( ow F"-“’P*rh‘" - Hllow r'l..7 Hea )olofa-tr“r
~ A koby b@aoud 2)“"5""“"3 (Jwe _ {uw (_&& bgcég‘lr‘:’t-ﬂ“-
Sincerely, } ) 7 would alte ¢ reo-be a dq_q_gg_,.eks F!f-n.aﬂc(kc..f‘

SIGNED : .
NAME: Moq/A HBBow]D ADDRESS: 22 |yood VALEpate: [6 - 3. 20273

Lo L owdon/ M Lo 3D




35 Wood Vale,
Muswell Hill,
London N10 3DJ
Tel: 0208 883 0085

16" September 2023

Householder Planning Application: HGY/2023/2174

| wish to object to this proposal. My family has lived in Wood Vale since 1964 and we have direct
experience of the inconvenience that major 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. | 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 | 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 outlining potential impacts of the above proposal and AGREE (please check all that

apply):

o1

v )

v}

O 4

The SCALE of proposed development seems EXCESSIVE for a suburban setting (DM1)
[ '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
iryopriate for such subterranean development
|

'm concerned about potential DRAINAGE and/or FLOODING impacts (DM24 & 28)
[ I'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)
Erl'm concerned about the potential impact on TREES (DM19)

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

[ '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

[[] They appear INCONGROUS with neighbouring structures / local architecture / landscaping
(circle all that apply)
] Drawings for ELECTRIC GATES on proposed front elevation have been OMMITED

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

%. Basement Impact Assessment (BIA)*

0 i Structural Drawings & Construction Method Statement*
B/iii. Ground / Geo-Technical Investigation*

'U_(iv. Flood Risk Assessment (FRA)*

. Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) Report*

[ vi Construction / Traffic Management Plan

4 vii. Arboricultural Impact Assessment*

m/viii. Biodiversity Impact Assessment

O i Design Statement

* Pertains to SUBSIDENCE

These are my OBJECTIONS to the application.

Further Comments:

Sincerely,

SIGNED : %/\‘M '

NAME:

ADDRESS: DATE: |2 . G. 23 |

ANIE ¥ Apmos ST WooD VALE

fi‘ejum Nio 3DJ .



HOUSEHOLDER PLANNING APPLICATION: HGY/2023/2174
Address: 95 Wood Vale, London, N10 3DL
To the Planning Officer: Josh Parker

Dear Mr. Parker,

| have read the attached letter outlining potential impacts of the above proposal and AGREE (please check all that

apply):

iz

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

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

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

™73,

inappropriate for such subterranean development
[C] 'm concerned about potential DRAINAGE and/or FLOODING impacts (DM24 & 28)
Mn concerned about potential DAMAGE TO PROPERTY and/or SUBSIDENCE impacts (DM 18)

The LOCATION being adjacent to LOCAL NATURE RESERVES and other green spaces (DM19)
B{m concerned about the potential impact on TREES (DM19)
[ m concerned about the potential impact on BIODIVERSITY (DM1 & 18)
E'(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: D

[WThey appear INCONGROUS with neighbouring

[J Drawings for ELECTRIC GATES on proposed front elevation have been OMMITED

RING HIGH QUALITY DESIGN

local architecture LH#ndscaping

{circle all that apply)

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

%4 Basement Impact Assessment (BIA)*

L. Structural Drawings & Construction Method Statement*
M Ground / Geo-Technical Investigation*

[Gv. Flood Risk Assessment (FRA)*

=V Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) Report*

M. Construction / Traffic Management Plan

M Arboricultural Impact Assessment*

O viii. Biodiversity Impact Assessment

O

ix. Design Statement
* Pertains to SUBSIDENCE

These are my OBJECTIONS to the application.

Further Comments:

Sincerely,

SIGNED :

e

L—_—

NAME: iy oy Aporess: ST Ly \ 012 DATE: (% / 7/2023

N 3DL



HOUSEHOLDER PLANNING APPLICATION: HGY/2023/2174
Address: 95 Wood Vale, London, N10 3DL
To the Planning Officer: Josh Parker

Dear Mr. Parker,
| have read the attached letter outlining potential impacts of the above proposal and AGREE (please check all that
apply):
m’ 1. The SCALE of proposed development seems EXCESSIVE for a suburban setting (DM1)
E/I’m concerned about the potential for unreasonable LOSS OF RESIDENTIAL AMENITY for what may be
a protracted construction phase (DM18)
IZ/Z. The LOCATION being within a CRITICIAL DRAINAGE AREA and proximate to WATERCOURSES may make it
inappropriate for such subterranean development
B{m concerned about potential DRAINAGE and/or FLOODING impacts (DM24 & 28)
B/I‘m concerned about potential DAMAGE TO PROPERTY and/or SUBSIDENCE impacts (DM18)

[3/3. The LOCATION being adjacent to LOCAL NATURE RESERVES and other green spaces (DM19)
!E/I‘m concerned about the potential impact on TREES (DM19)
!Z/l’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)

IZ/A,. The PLANS do not seem to demonstrate sufficient regard for DM1: DELIVERING HIGH QUALITY DESIGN
B/They appear INCONGROUS with neighbouring structures / local architecture / landscaping

(circle all that apply)
IZ/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:

M i Basement Impact Assessment (BIA)*

4 ii. Structural Drawings & Construction Method Statement*
& iii. Ground / Geo-Technical Investigation*

B’ iv. Flood Risk Assessment (FRA)*

& v. Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) Report*

[ vi. Construction / Traffic Management Plan

1 vii. Arboricultural Impact Assessment*

[ viii. Biodiversity Impact Assessment

IEJ’ ix. Design Statement

* Pertains to SUBSIDENCE
These are my OBJECTIONS to the application.
Further Comments: ‘ . oalnS | -y .
| coree \mmuv-uo_ﬂru\u:s with the OLSER . IR s, discupthon
and  MASEIY g kend  ©f 0&0-\"(%\":2’\ wovld  Cowse s vnyusSthipente
| cmplore Yoo o Coasidl khe 00OV

- Jetn frvtonon Jarah Rotwmaw .
SIGNED :df/ooM&ou\ ’
NAME: The Footmnon® ADDRESS: D% Llood Vals DATE: 1S.04 207,73

— . London
Uwone  footwntn Nl 3DN



HOUSEHOLDER PLANNING APPLICATION: HGY/2023/2174
Address: 95 Wood Vale, London, N10 3DL
To the Planning Officer: Josh Parker

Dear Mr. Parker,
| have read the attached letter outlining potential impacts of the above proposal and AGREE (please check all that
apply):
[[] 1. The SCALE of proposed development seems EXCESSIVE for a suburban setting (DM1)
E/I’m concerned about the potential for unreasonable LOSS OF RESIDENTIAL AMENITY for what may be
a protracted construction phase (DM18)
[0 2. The LOCATION being within a CRITICIAL DRAINAGE AREA and proximate to WATERCOURSES may make it
inappropriate for such subterranean development
Ijl‘m concerned about potential DRAINAGE and/or FLOODING impacts (DM24 & 28)
4 'm concerned about potential DAMAGE TO PROPERTY and/or SUBSIDENCE impacts (DM18)

[] 3. The LOCATION being adjacent to LOCAL NATURE RESERVES and other green spaces (DM19)
I'm concerned about the potential impact on TREES (DM19)
[J I'm concerned about the potential impact on BIODIVERSITY (DM1 & 18)
L1 'm concerned about the potential impact on AIR QUALITY and/or the ENVIRONMENT (DM23)

[C] 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)
[ 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)*

m/ ii. Structural Drawings & Construction Method Statement*
m’ iii. Ground / Geo-Technical Investigation*

Lt iv. Flood Risk Assessment (FRA)*

& v Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) Report*

E/vi. Construction / Traffic Management Plan

[4 vii. Arboricultural Impact Assessment*

O viii. Biodiversity Impact Assessment

0 ix. Design Statement

* Pertains to SUBSIDENCE
These are my OBJECTIONS to the application.

Further Comments:

Sincerely, )
SIGNED : (_(mw F/\I\W,\i
NAME: ADDRESS: DATE:
MRS TERSE GRANT 9 Wood Vile e -V- 253

Nio 3D



HOUSEHOLDER PLANNING APPLICATION: HGY/2023/2174
Address: 95 Wood Vale, London, N10 3DL
To the Planning Officer: Josh Parker

Dear Mr. Parker,

| have read the attached letter outlining potential impacts of the above proposal and AGREE (please check all that
apply):

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

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

%he LOCATION being within a CRITICIAL DRAINAGE AREA and proximate to WATERCOURSES may make it
inappropgiate for such subterranean development
ﬂ’ﬁ?::cerned about potential DRAINAGE and/or FLOODING impacts (DM24 & 28)
[ I'm concerned about potential DAMAGE TO PROPERTY and/or SUBSIDENCE impacts (DM18)

MThe LOCATION being adjacent to LOCAL NATURE RESERVES and other green spaces (DM19)
] I'm concerned about the potential impact on TREES (DM19)
Orm Foncerned about the potential impact on BIODIVERSITY (DM1 & 18)
Mconcerned about the potential impact on AIR QUALITY and/or the ENVIRONMENT (DM23)

Q{EP)NS 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)
[J 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)*

i Structural Drawings & Construction Method Statement*
O iii. Ground / Geo-Technical Investigation*

 iv. Flood Risk Assessment (FRA)*

v Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) Report*

a vi. Construction / Traffic Management Plan

O vii. Arboricultural Impact Assessment*

O viii. Biodiversity Impact Assessment

O i Design Statement

* Pertains to SUBSIDENCE
These are my OBJECTIONS to the application.

Further Comments:

The- Aviretepnracs (s PPy Crcdinine and ungalo L

v Wooa VaAe

Sincerely,

SIGNED : & )\SL ("‘NQLO\

NAME: N ADDRESS: €&, AEOY DATE: [+ B [ 202"
GERAST EWIIE NI 2 mkﬁ / / 3

S S




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 (please check alf that
apply):

¥ 1. The SCALE of proposed development seems EXCESSIVE for a suburban setting (DM1)
¥ I'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
{1 'm concerned about potential DRAINAGE and/or FLOODING impacts (DM24 & 28)
W I'm concerned about potential DAMAGE TO PROPERTY and/or SUBSIDENCE impacts (DM18)

# 3. The LOCATION being adjacent to LOCAL NATURE RESERVES and other green spaces (DM19)
¥ I'm concerned about the potential impact on TREES (DM19)
¥ I'm concerned about the potential impact on BIODIVERSITY (DM1 & 18)
L1 '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

W They appear INCONGROUS 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)*

WV i Structural Drawings & Construction Method Statement*
Vi Ground / Geo-Technical Investigation*

v iv. Flood Risk Assessment (FRA)*

Vv v Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) Report*

v i Construction / Traffic Management Plan

W vii. Arboricultural Impact Assessment*

v viii. Biodiversity Impact Assessment

O o Design Statement

* Pertains to SUBSIDENCE

These are my OBJECTIONS to the application.
Further Comments:
Such developments tend to take much longer than forecast - and i therefore think that the impact on traffic in the road and difficulty in getting through is
likely to be greater than anticipated.

The position of 95 near the large bend in the road is likely to increase obstruction to traffic - and the risk of accidents through large delivery vehicles
blocking viewof the corner is likely to be significant

Sincerely,

SIGNED : |_oreree. & s |

name: Dr Joan Bayes ADDRESS:61 Wood Vale N10 3DL  paTE: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,

| have read the attached letter outlining potential impacts of the above proposal and AGREE (please check all that

apply):
oL

o

3.

The SCALE of proposed development seems EXCESSIVE for a suburban setting (DM1)
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
inappropriate for such subterranean development
P
[41'I’m concerned about potential DRAINAGE and/or FLOODING impacts (DM24 & 28)
[7'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)
Mm concerned about the potential impact on TREES (DM19)

Wm 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 QUALITY DESIGN

IZ4hey appear INCONGROUS with(neighbouring structures
~—— circle all that apply)

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

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

g

Basement Impact Assessment (BIA)*

. Structural Drawings & Construction Method Statement*
[ i, Ground / Geo-Technical Investigation*
iv. Flood Risk Assessment (FRA)*
B/v. Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) Report*
A vi. Construction / Traffic Management Plan
[E/vii. Arboricultural Impact Assessment*
m/\fiii. Biodiversity Impact Assessment
E/Ix. Design Statement

* Pertains to SUBSIDENCE

These are my OBJECTIONS to the application.

Further Comments: Approlﬂ-ﬂ (,'911 #YCL/O/&HS” would el a ﬂlﬁf"?gfm‘)‘/“r /WC/{&A]L

N any Climade bud more 0 in one Hhok is Vc?,ﬂ////é chat13/"9 %

e

Sincerely,

12 0 /Ha/!i’ Unknowh visks and /Ogggy'é& /9,-77 Te s Consequsnceg

Should +his q p//faé& be d/ff}fowg/ . We raed o lonside f//lpﬁ&ifl’ an

all //W)y 11‘1775 I Dur c:/‘f?j

NI
SIGNEDI,./?%B\L

NAME: L/ ADDRESS: DATE: ' e
Jayne Fowler 62 Wood Vale M ot



HOUSEHOLDER PLANNING APPLICATION: HGY/2023/2174
Address: 95 Wood Vale, London, N10 3DL
To the Planning Officer: Josh Parker

Dear Mr. Parker,

| have read the attached letter outlining potential impacts of the above proposal and AGREE (please check all that

apply):

Vi1

vl 2

v 3.

v 4

The SCALE of proposed development seems EXCESSIVE for a suburban setting (DM1)
¥! I'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
inappropriate for such subterranean development
! I’'m concerned about potential DRAINAGE and/or FLOODING impacts (DM24 & 28)
W I’'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)
¥l 'm concerned about the potential impact on TREES (DM19)
¥ I'm concerned about the potential impact on BIODIVERSITY (DM1 & 18)
¥ I’'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
W They appear INCONGROUS with neighbouring@es / local architecture / Ian@

(circle all that apply)

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

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

. Basement Impact Assessment (BIA)*

vl i Structural Drawings & Construction Method Statement*
vl i Ground / Geo-Technical Investigation*

v v Flood Risk Assessment (FRA)*

vV v Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) Report*

Vi vi Construction / Traffic Management Plan

W vii. Arboricultural Impact Assessment*

v viii. Biodiversity Impact Assessment

v ix Design Statement

* Pertains to SUBSIDENCE

These are my OBJECTIONS to the application.

Further Comments:

This development is completely out of scale with the street and a very dangerous precedent in this respect. Up to now there have been many changes
to the houses that respect the architecture and surrounding environment but this one has no regard for its neighbours including the adjacent green
area. The potential for disruption from dirt and traffic to the quiet enjoyment of life in the street is also off the scale.

Sincerely,

SIGNED :| zf(Ug,W |

NAME: [E R Yescombe | ADDRESS{67 Wood Vale | DATE:[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,

| have read the attached letter outlining potential impacts of the above proposal and AGREE (please check all that

apply):

O

O 2.

O s.

O 4

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

K I’'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
inappropriate for such subterranean development

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

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

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

W‘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

mThey appear INCONGROUS with neighbouring structures / local architecture / landscaping
(circle all that apply)
'ﬂ Drawings for ELECTRIC GATES on proposed front elevation have been OMMITED

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

M i Basement Impact Assessment (BIA)*

ii. Structural Drawings & Construction Method Statement*
g iii. Ground / Geo-Technical Investigation*

W iv. Flood Risk Assessment (FRA)*

W V. Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) Report*

ﬂ vi. Construction / Traffic Management Plan

vii. Arboricultural Impact Assessment*
%viii. Biodiversity Impact Assessment

ix. Design Statement
* Pertains to SUBSIDENCE

These are my OBJECTIONS to the application.

Further Comments:

Sincerely,

SIGNED :

NAME: s"ﬂlﬁhﬁ ADDRESS: q-o \nleoo VM“ DATE: |14y, Q.Z.S

OAT TicH Nio



HOUSEHOLDER PLANNING APPLICATION: HGY/2023/2174

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

Dear Mr. Parker,

| have read the attached letter outlining potential impacts of the above proposal and AGREE (please check all that

apply):

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

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

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

{Z/I'm concerned about potential DRAINAGE and/or FLOODING impacts (DM24 & 28)
\ZX"m concerned about potential DAMAGE TO PROPERTY and/or SUBSIDENCE impacts (DM18)

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

Mm concerned about the potential impact on TREES (DM19)

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

“EI7'm concerned about the potential impact on AIR QUALITY and/or the ENVIRONMENT (DM23)

-

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

uﬂfThey appear INCONGROUS 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:

:g, i Basement Impact Assessment (BIA)*

ii. Structural Drawings & Construction Method Statement*
/[:I{ iii. Ground / Geo-Technical Investigation*

71 iv. Flood Risk Assessment (FRA)*

V{j/ V. Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) Report*

A7 vi. Construction / Traffic Management Plan

A vii. Arboricultural Impact Assessment*

B viii. Biodiversity Impact Assessment

‘—E/Ix. Design Statement

These are my

Further Comments:

Sincerely,

SIGNED : / -’ﬁyﬁﬁf

NAME: ADDRESS

Ve MET ¢ 155

* Pertains to SUBSIDENCE

OBJECTIONS to the application.

: } 3 w’ocJ \/";V{E’DATE: H)//[/ /Z *
N0 3pL |



HOUSEHOLDER PLANNING APPLICATION: HGY/2023/2174
Address: 95 Wood Vale, London, N10 3DL
To the Planning Officer: Josh Parker

Dear Mr. Parker,

| have read the atfached letter outlining potential impacts of the above proposal and AGREE (please check all that
apply):

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

¥t I'm concerned about the potential for unreasonable LOSS OF RESIDENTIAL AMENITY for what may be
a protracted construction phase (DM18)

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

\\\\\

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

v 3. The LOCATION being adjacent to LOCAL NATURE RESERVES and other green spaces (DM19)
{4 I'm concerned about the potential impact on TREES (DM19)
! I'm concerned about the potential impact on BIODIVERSITY (DM1 & 18)

{«'m concerned about the potential impact an AIR QUALITY and/or the ENVIRONMENT (DM23)

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

i/ They appear INCONGROUS with neighbouring structures / local architecture / landscaping

(circie all that agoly)

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

H

i 0 Basement Impact Assessment (BIA)*

A Structural Drawings & Construction Method Statement*
L4 i, Ground / Geo-Technical Investigation*

i v, Flood Risk Assessment (FRA)*

A v Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) Report*

i Vi Construction / Traffic Management Plan

{4 vil. Arboricultural Impact Assessment*

L viii. Biodiversity Impact Assessment

.f;s ix. Design Statement

* Pertains to SUBSIDENCE
These are my OBJECTIONS to the application.

Further Comments:

Sincerely,

SIGNED :

@EKNARD OLBEY 24 wWooD VALe W6 IDN



HOUSEHOLDER PLANNING APPLICATION: HGY/2023/2174
Address: 95 Wood Vale, London, N10 3DL
To the Planning Officer: Josh Parker

Dear Mr., Parker,

| have read the attached letter outlining potential impacts of the above proposal and AGREE (please check all that
apply):

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

P

i/i '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

ii I'm concerned about potential DRAINAGE and/or FLOODING impacts (DM24 & 28)
i} 'm concerned about potential DAMAGE TO PROPERTY and/or SUBSIDENCE impacts (DM18)

/74 3. The LOCATION being adjacent to LOCAL NATURE RESERVES and other green spaces (DM19)

“i'm’'concerned about the potential impact on TREES (DM19)
/%m concerned about the potential impact on BIODIVERSITY (DM1 & 18)
%’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
)Z{They appear INCONGROUS with neighbouring structures / local architecture / landscaping
(circle all that apgly)

jz/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:

/le Basement Impact Assessment (BIA)*
/? ii. Structural Drawings & Construction Method Statement*
/“/r iii. Ground / Geo-Technical Investigation*
/lv Flood Risk Assessment (FRA)*
)/(v Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) Report*
)!‘Z(VI. Construction / Traffic Management Plan
// vil, Arboricultural Impact Assessment*

i?s/vi\'i. Biodiversity Impact Assessment
21 ix. Design Statement

* Pertains to SUBSIDENCE
These are my OBJECTIONS to the application.

Further Comments:

emmc)_ Q“ REVARN \ﬁ

Sincerely, "“_\/ \_)JO@CB \)0._
SIGNED : B\m{\e\_ @% NWO 30 ’I\S




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 (please check all that

apply):
ya/l T;e/CALE of proposed development seems EXCESSIVE for a suburban setting (DM1)
/i I'm concerned about the potential for unreasonable LOSS OF RESIDENTIAL AMENITY for what may he
a protracted construction phase (DM18)

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

aaay

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

ooy
A

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

()/3 TPj}e/OCATION being adjacent to LOCAL NATURE RESERVES and other green spaces (DM19)
I

o
4

‘m concerned about the potential impact on TREES (DM19)
D/Im concerned about the potential impact on BIODIVERSITY (DM1 & 18)
/£ 'm concerned about the potential impact on AIR QUALITY and/or the ENVIRONMENT (DM23)

"A T:e/PLANS do not seem to demonstrate sufficient regard for DM1: DELIVERING HIGH QUALITY DESIGN

Vi They appear INCONGROUS with neighbouring structures / local architecture / landscaping

(circle all that apoiy

{Zz/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"j i Basement Impact Assessment (BIA)*

ii. Structural Drawings & Construction Method Statement*
iii. Ground / Geo-Technical Investigation*

/v Flood Risk Assessment (FRA)*

/v Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) Report*

QX vi, Construction / Traffic Management Plan

ii. Arboricultural Impact Assessment*

Biodiversity Impact Assessment

Design Statement
* Pertains to SUBSIDENCE

These are my OBJECTIONS to the application.

Further Comments:

Sincerely,

//('75/41_4/ e ColRReY
4 LoVl L



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 (please check all that

apply) :
/ Th/e}/LE of proposed development seems EXCESSIVE for a suburban setting (DM1)
I'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
inap opmate for such subterranean development

concerned about potential DRAINAGE and/or FLOODING impacts (DM24 & 28)
&ZI'm concerned about potential DAMAGE TO PROPERTY and/or SUBSIDENCE impacts (DM18)

h}tyDCATION being adjacent to LOCAL NATURE RESERVES and other green spaces (DM19)
Zi'm

{7% I'm concerned about the potential impact on TREES (DM19)

"/ concerned about the potential impact on BIODIVERSITY (DM1 & 18)
Z1'm concerned about the potential impact on AIR QUALITY and/or the ENVIRONMENT (DM23)

.....

i 4 Th?ANS do not seem to demonstrate sufficient regard for DM1: DELIVERING HIGH QUALITY DESIGN
T

hey appear INCONGROUS with neighbouring structures / local architecture / landscaping

[circle all that apaiy)

rawmgs for ELECTRIC GATES on proposed front elevation have been OMMITED

im

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 Investigation*
Flood Risk Assessment (FRA)*
Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) Report*
Construction / Traffic Management Plan
Arboricultural Impact Assessment*
Biodiversity Impact Assessment

Design Statement

* Pertains to SUBSIDEf:JCE
These are my OBJECTIONS to the application.

Further Comments:

;GNEDW Y % 2icharl  Colbeg

74 lLoop VHLE
Mo Jp/t/



HOUSEHOLDER PLANNING APPLICATION: HGY/2023/2174
Address: 95 Wood Vale, London, N10 3DL
To the Planning Officer: Josh Parker

Dear Mr. Parker,

| have read the attached letter outlining potential impacts of the above proposal and AGREE (please check all that
apply):

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

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

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

'm concerned about potential DRAINAGE and/or FLOODING impacts (DM24 & 28)
I’'m concerned about potential DAMAGE TO PROPERTY and/or SUBSIDENCE impacts (DM18)
———

[0 3. The LOCATION being adjacent to LOCAL NATURE RESERVES and other green spaces (DM19)
wm concerned about the potential impact on TREES (DM19)
Q{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)

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

hey appear INCONGROUS 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:

Basement Impact Assessment (BIA)*

Structural Drawings & Construction Method Statement*
Ground / Geo-Technical Investigation*

Flood Risk Assessment (FRA)*

Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) Report*
Construction / Traffic Management Plan

Arboricultural Impact Assessment*

SRR

Biodiversity Impact Assessment

ix. Design Statement
* Pertains to SUBSIDENCE

These are my OBJECTIONS to the application.
Further Comments:
the 4xfend of workis far (oo jrruch 4 /;a Y/Skv] by LN
NGh DU ood, 1Ess\oPe + ¢ (ay Soid 1 the whole <hveet L:,L-Lﬂ.
su@ﬁ?ﬂ- Lt Shbsidante dnd c‘v’mlr‘ge. lrovses on 1S street™

Sincerely, 47/1 Ve O'fl MM/‘]L/\ gwl-b’w) {-bw’\cli\,-l'bd)’)s-
SIGNED : M ks veany alarm 4.

NAME: avoRess: 7S /00D DATE: Se_%‘t 13- 2022
LA AN AMERT VALL
ANIO 3 DL




HOUSEHOLDER PLANNING APPLICATION: HGY/2023/2174
Address: 95 Wood Vale, London, N10 3DL
To the Planning Officer: Josh Parker

Dear Mr. Parker,

| have read the attached letter outlining potential impacts of the above proposal and AGREE (please check all that
apply):

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

Mm 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
gl

" concerned about potential DRAINAGE and/or FLOODING impacts (DM24 & 28)
% concerned about potential DAMAGE TO PROPERTY and/or SUBSIDENCE impacts (DM18)

% The LOCATION being adjacent to LOCAL NATURE RESERVES and other green spaces (DM19)
I’'m concerned about the potential impact on TREES (DM19)
I'm concerned about the potential impact on BIODIVERSITY (DM1 & 18)
I’'m concerned about the potential impact on AIR QUALITY and/or the ENVIRONMENT (DM23)

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

——t—l
m/hey appear INCONGROUS with nelghbourmg structures /M/@}
tircle all that apply)
D

rawings for ELECTRIC GATES on proposed front elevation have been StwHMTES

CDMI//FJ

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

Basement Impact Assessment (BIA)*
Structural Drawings & Construction Method Statement*
Ground / Geo-Technical Investigation*
Flood Risk Assessment (FRA)*
Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) Report*
Construction / Traffic Management Plan
Arboricultural Impact Assessment*
Biodiversity Impact Assessment
DesignzStatement
Aungl /tzfgf’f_r * Pertains to SUBSIDENCE

<l nN

SR

258

These are my BJECT IONS to the application.

Further Comments: Y e

fﬂa/wo(n

[ will by lodys more clyfailed
wn - ce “ Jﬁ‘f“" /‘) 74,
/J/ vja/ /[cszw [n ady, m//% fi&%&/ﬂ/,&/ J//wwc(

S G e vt L

NAME: Dﬁwﬁ%ﬁﬁ”} 'i’l;%RESCS)OO Vdé DATE: /2/9/25
Lowdm N0 3L,




HOUSEHOLDER PLANNING APPLICATION: HGY/2023/2174
Address: 95 Wood Vale, London, N10 3DL
To the Planning Officer: Josh Parker

Dear Mr. Parker,

| have read the attached letter outlining potential impacts of the above proposal and AGREE (please check all that

apply):

4 1.

& 2.

& a.

The SCALE of proposed development seems EXCESSIVE for a suburban setting (DM1)
[@I'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
inappropriate for such subterranean development

Ei‘m concerned about potential DRAINAGE and/or FLOODING impacts (DM24 & 28)
[4'I'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)
[ I'm concerned about the potential impact on TREES (DM19)
[T 'm concerned about the potential impact on BIODIVERSITY (DM1 & 18)
[4’'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
B/They appear INCONGROUS with neighbouring structures / local architecture / landscaping

(circle all that apply)
i Drawings for ELECTRIC GATES on proposed front elevation have been OMMITED

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

4 Basement Impact Assessment (BIA)*

L4 ii. Structural Drawings & Construction Method Statement™
[ iii. Ground / Geo-Technical Investigation*

& iv. Flood Risk Assessment (FRA)*

[ v Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) Report*

[ vi Construction / Traffic Management Plan

[ vii. Arboricultural Impact Assessment*

[4 viii.  Biodiversity Impact Assessment

[4 ix. Design Statement

* Pertains to SUBSIDENCE

These are my OBJECTIONS to the application.

Further Comments:

Sincerely,

sienep: Vel /T

. o 2
NAME: /icora@ PPe @ A ADDRESS: ?,’,(Loccb VAKE DATE: 15.09-2>

LonDo N Nio 3Dk~



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 (please check all that
apply):
1. The SCALE of proposed development seems EXCESSIVE for a suburban setting (DM1)
‘Zl’m concerned about the potential for unreasonable LOSS OF RESIDENTIAL AMENITY for what may be

a protracted construction phase (DM18)

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

'm concerned about potential DRAINAGE and/or FLOODING impacts (DM24 & 28)
I’'m concerned about potential DAMAGE TO PROPERTY and/or SUBSIDENCE impacts (DM18)

Jé’:. The LOCATION being adjacent to LOCAL NATURE RESERVES and other green spaces (DM19)
Eﬂ'm concerned about the potential impact on TREES (DM19)
I'm concerned about the potential impact on BIODIVERSITY (DM1 & 18)
M‘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

They appear INCONGROUS 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:

Basement Impact Assessment (BIA)*

Structural Drawings & Construction Method Statement*
Ground / Geo-Technical Investigation*

Flood Risk Assessment (FRA)*

V. Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) Report*

Vi, Construction / Traffic Management Plan

vii. Arboricultural Impact Assessment*

viii. Biodiversity Impact Assessment

iX. Design Statement

* Pertains to SUBSIDENCE
These are my OBJECTIONS to the application.

Further Comments:

Sincerely, M
SIGNED : %,\o
NAME: = XJ ADDRESS: paTE: |G Zg

fRJm[é) GKA 39 W\ il



HOUSEHOLDER PLANNING APPLICATION: HGY/2023/2174
Address: 95 Wood Vale, London, N10 3DL
To the Planning Officer: Josh Parker

Dear Mr. Parker,
| have read the attached letter outlining potential impacts of the above proposal and AGREE (please check all that
apply):
E(l. The SCALE of proposed development seems EXCESSIVE for a suburban setting (DM1)
E{I‘m concerned about the potential for unreasonable LOSS OF RESIDENTIAL AMENITY for what may be
a protracted construction phase (DM18)
M 2. The LOCATION being within a CRITICIAL DRAINAGE AREA and proximate to WATERCOURSES may make it
inappropriate for such subterranean development

] I'm concerned about potential DRAINAGE and/or FLOODING impacts (DM24 & 28)
I'm concerned about potential DAMAGE TO PROPERTY and/or SUBSIDENCE impacts (DM18)

[ﬂ 3. The LOCATION being adjacent to LOCAL NATURE RESERVES and other green spaces (DM19)
[J 'm concerned about the potential impact on TREES (DM19)
[ ’'m concerned about the potential impact on BIODIVERSITY (DM1 & 18)
[jl’m concerned about the potential impact on AIR QUALITY and/or the ENVIRONMENT (DM23)

EZ( 4. The PLANS do not seem to demonstrate sufficient regard for DM1: DELIVERING HIGH QUALITY DESIGN
E/They appear INCONGROUS with neighbouring structures / local architecture / landscaping

d (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:

Basement Impact Assessment (BIA)*

Structural Drawings & Construction Method Statement*
Ground / Geo-Technical Investigation*

Flood Risk Assessment (FRA)*

Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) Report*
Construction / Traffic Management Plan

Arboricultural Impact Assessment*

= &8 =

Biodiversity Impact Assessment
Design Statement

KO0 E R EEER,

®

* Pertains to SUBSIDENCE

These are my OBJECTIONS to the application.

Further Comments:

Sincerely, //
SIGNED : W

NAME: Soginf 10NES T ADDRESS: 82 wpoo VALE DATE:
Lonpot N1 30N

SUNDRY 177 SEPIEMBER
2023



HOUSEHOLDER PLANNING APPLICATION: HGY/2023/2174
Address: 95 Wood Vale, London, N10 3DL
To the Planning Officer: Josh Parker

Dear Mr. Parker,

| have read the attached letter outlining potential impacts of the above proposal and AGREE (please check all that
apply):

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

[LX’'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
kA I’'m concerned about potential DRAINAGE and/or FLOODING impacts (DM24 & 28)
3 'm concerned about potential DAMAGE TO PROPERTY and/or SUBSIDENCE impacts (DM18)

[0 3. The LOCATION being adjacent to LOCAL NATURE RESERVES and other green spaces (DM19)
i I'm concerned about the potential impact on TREES (DM19)
[1 'm concerned about the potential impact on BIODIVERSITY (DM1 & 18)
[4 I'm concerned about the potential impact on AIR QUALITY and/or the ENVIRONMENT (DM23)

[0 4. The PLANS do not seem to demonstrate sufficient regard for DM1: DELIVERING HIGH QUALITY DESIGN
gThey appear INCONGROUS with neighbouring structures / local architecture / landscaping
(circle all that apply)
L4 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)*

[4 i Structural Drawings & Construction Method Statement*
[ iii. Ground / Geo-Technical Investigation*

[ iv. Flood Risk Assessment (FRA)*

g v Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) Report*

[ vi. Construction / Traffic Management Plan

[4 vii. Arboricultural Impact Assessment*

[ viii. Biodiversity Impact Assessment

. [ ix.  Design Statement
eel that a major concern is that if these plans lmm;egto be i

: approved it would create a
dangerous precedent for the future, opening up the possibility of damage to the surrounding properties and the local

environment which is a much-valued public amenity leadin to the i ite possibly li
g ty g opening up of floodgates (quite bly literally) to

It seems clear that houses in this area and much of Muswell Hill built, as the i

: 4 ; : y are, on clay, many on steep gradients
already with concerns regarding subsidence and with known and unknown issues concerning flooding anc?
subterranean water are quite unsuitable for basement development of any size.

This is an opportunity to establish that principal now and for the future.

Sincerely, Qlw (A_@_‘_j ‘
SIGNED &[A@«ww

NAME: ADDRESS: DATE:
VALELIE FRWIS B3 (LOOD VALE /»4/-/6]’/23
CLIVE Lets Lon 2oy

Nio a2 DL



HOUSEHOLDER PLANNING APPLICATION: HGY/2023/2174
Address: 95 Wood Vale, London, N10 3DL
To the Planning Officer: Josh Parker

Dear Mr. Parker,
| have read the attached letter outlining potential impacts of the above proposal and AGREE (please check all that
apply):
[] 1. The SCALE of proposed development seems EXCESSIVE for a suburban setting (DM1)
Hl'm concerned about the potential for unreasonable LOSS OF RESIDENTIAL AMENITY for what may be
a protracted construction phase (DM18)
[J 2. The LOCATION being within a CRITICIAL DRAINAGE AREA and proximate to WATERCOURSES may make it

inappropriate for such subterranean development

ﬂl’m concerned about potential DRAINAGE and/or FLOODING impacts (DM24 & 28)
ﬁrl'm concerned about potential DAMAGE TO PROPERTY and/or SUBSIDENCE impacts (DM18)

[J 3. The LOCATION being adjacent to LOCAL NATURE RESERVES and other green spaces (DM19)
[J 'm concerned about the potential impact on TREES (DM19)
[J 'm concerned about the potential impact on BIODIVERSITY (DM1 & 18)

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

[0 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)
[ 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 i. Basement Impact Assessment (BIA)*

m ii. Structural Drawings & Construction Method Statement*
m iii. Ground / Geo-Technical Investigation*

H iv. Flood Risk Assessment (FRA)*

E V. Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) Report*®

B] vi. Construction / Traffic Management Plan

[ vii. Arboricultural Impact Assessment*

O viii. Biodiversity Impact Assessment

: D 5 :
walx esign Statement L{' on t\;“% 01 “‘Uﬂ@’\ * Pertains to SUBSIDENCE

These emy BJECTION to the application.
Further Comments:

frousion of & 20 4eor bonk 'tez b ruu rkj F‘vﬂ&"

w31 Sb— i
orong el i ol iy e L o

Sincerely,

SIGNED :

NAME: ‘ . ADDRESS: o ‘/ DATE: W,‘ ‘cmétf
RodeRTO (e RosTRO ’ﬁ i\:"’\" Di% L gﬁ’ 2023



HOUSEHOLDER PLANNING APPLICATION: HGY/2023/2174
Address: 95 Wood Vale, London, N10 3DL
To the Planning Officer: Josh Parker

Dear Mr. Parker,

| have read the attached letter outlining potential impacts of the above proposal and AGREE (please check all that

apply):
MThe SEALE of proposed development seems EXCESSIVE for a suburban setting (DM1)
¥1’'m concerned about the potential for unreasonable LOSS OF RESIDENTIAL AMENITY for what may be
a protracted construction phase (DM18)

JZ. The LOCATION being within a CRITICIAL DRAINAGE AREA and proximate to WATERCOURSES may make it
i?ropriate for such subterranean development

Jm concerned about potential DRAINAGE and/or FLOODING impacts (DM24 & 28)
I'm concerned about potential DAMAGE TO PROPERTY and/or SUBSIDENCE impacts (DM18)

[J 3. The LOCATION being adjacent to LOCAL NATURE RESERVES and other green spaces (DM19)
[J 'm concerned about the potential impact on TREES (DM19)
] 'm concerned about the potential impact on BIODIVERSITY (DM1 & 18)
I 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
[J They appear INCONGROUS 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! i

Basement Impact Assessment (BIA)*
Structural Drawings & Construction Method Statement*

i.
IY'E. Ground / Geo-Technical Investigation*
i

i Flood Risk Assessment (FRA)*
{ Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) Report*

Vi Construction / Traffic Management Plan
] vii. Arboricultural Impact Assessment*
O viii. Biodiversity Impact Assessment
O i Design Statement

* Pertains to SUBSIDENCE
These are my OBJECTIONS to the application.

Further Comments: . X
U WZ ;e, erfed worned obok s ddente nik eJ e el

Mo\ f"’" cloovs down o MO,

Sincerely,

NG et Al

NAME: y ADDRESS: €y (uaawed Vel  Date: [3/9/23

Jm + P;;*“ Mo 2DL
M




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 (please check all that
apply):

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

Mconcerned about the potential for unreasonable LOSS OF RESIDENTIAL AMENITY for what may be
a protracted construction phase (DM18)

M The LOCATION being within a CRITICIAL DRAINAGE AREA and proximate to WATERCOURSES may make it
inappropriate for such subterranean development
[=1"m concerned about potential DRAINAGE and/or FLOODING impacts (DM24 & 28)
Mconcerned about potential DAMAGE TO PROPERTY and/or SUBSIDENCE impacts (DM18)

D(The LOCATION being adjacent to LOCAL NATURE RESERVES and other green spaces (DM19)
Wm concerned about the potential impact on TREES (DM19)

g’.r/mconcerned about the potential impact on BIODIVERSITY (DM1 & 18)
I'm concerned about the potential impact on AIR QUALITY and/or the ENVIRONMENT (DM23)

2/4. The PLANS do not seem to demonstrate sufficient regard for DM1: DELIVERING HIGH QUALITY DESIGN

m/fhey appear INCONGROUS with néighbouring structures i A Aandscaping 2
irete’all that apply)

E/Drawmgs for ELECTRIC GATES on proposed front elevatjon have been OMMITE
A anL out- &L The a@%.

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

& Basement Impact Assessment (BIA)*
i Structural Drawings & Construction Method Statement*
L. Ground / Geo-Technical Investigation*®

L. Flood Risk Assessment (FRA)*
M Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) Report*

Q/vi. Construction / Traffic Management Plan
Qi Arboricultural Impact Assessment*
D/m Biodiversity Impact Assessment

i Design Statement
* Pertains to SUBSIDENCE

These are my OBJECTIONS to the application.

Further Comments:

Sincerely,

SIGNED :
NAME: SARAY [FylLLoCE ADDRess: 103 Wool V4 LE pate: ['—}‘/O?/zazj



HOUSEHOLDER PLANNING APPLICATION: HGY/2023/2174
Address: 95 Wood Vale, London, N10 3DL
To the Planning Officer: Josh Parker

Dear Mr. Parker,

| have read the attached letter outlining potential impacts of the above proposal and AGREE (please check all that
apply):
1. The SCALE of proposed development seems EXCESSIVE for a suburban setting (DM1)
I’'m concerned about the potential for unreasonable LOSS OF RESIDENTIAL AMENITY for what may be
a protracted construction phase (DM 18)
Q4 The LOCATION being within a CRITICIAL DRAINAGE AREA and proximate to WATERCOURSES may make it
inappropriate for such subterranean development
I% concerned about potential DRAINAGE and/or FLOODING impacts (DM24 & 28)
% concerned about potential DAMAGE TO PROPERTY and/or SUBSIDENCE impacts (DM18)

El[ The LOCATION being adjacent to LOCAL NATURE RESERVES and other green spaces (DM19)
I’'m concerned about the potential impact on TREES (DM19)
I'm concerned about the potential impact on BIODIVERSITY (DM1 & 18)

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

E/tl. The PLANS do not seem to demonstrate sufficient regard for DM1: DELIVERING HIGH QUALITY DESIGN
Q)ﬁey appear INCONGROUS with neighbouring structures / local architecture / landscaping
D

{circle all that apply)
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:

9

Basement Impact Assessment (BIA)*

Structural Drawings & Construction Method Statement*
Ground / Geo-Technical Investigation™

Flood Risk Assessment (FRA)*

Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) Report*
Construction / Traffic Management Plan

Arboricultural Impact Assessment*

q

e

Biodiversity Impact Assessment

Design Statement
* Pertains to SUBSIDENCE

These are my OBJECTIONS to the application.
Further Comments:
Sincerely,

e 7 € QL\%” It

NAME: . ADDRESS: \0S \)@‘oa\ oje DATE: \6 Al
Vel ?e,v\\«\ (¢ 3?8/ { ‘ %

£ Yo\ Taln




HOUSEHOLDER PLANNING APPLICATION: HGY/2023/2174
Address: 95 Wood Vale, London, N10 3DL
To the Planning Officer: Josh Parker

Dear Mr. Parker,

| have read the attached letter outlining potential impacts of the above proposal and AGREE (please check all that

apply):
\[ 'il?CALE of proposed development seems EXCESSIVE for a suburban setting (DM1)
’

m cancerned 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
iiyopriate for such subterranean development
o

concerned about potential DRAINAGE and/or FLOODING impacts (DM24 & 28)
I'm concerned about potential DAMAGE TO PROPERTY and/or SUBSIDENCE impacts (DM18)

\/3. The LOCATION being adjacent to LOCAL NATURE RESERVES and other green spaces (DM19)
I'm concerned about the potential impact on TREES (DM19)
\/ concerned about the potential impact on BIODIVERSITY (DM1 & 18)
\/I‘:nn concerned about the potential impact on AIR QUALITY and/or the ENVIRONMENT (DM23)

\/4_ The PLANS do not seem to demanstrate sufficient regard for DM1: DELIVERING HIGH QUALITY DESIGN
'\/They appear INCONGROUS with neighbouring structures / local architecture / landscaping

(circle all thar 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)*

Structural Drawings & Construction Method Statement*
Ground / Geo-Technical Investigation*

Flood Risk Assessment (FRA)*

Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) Report*
Construction / Traffic Management Plan

SEs

Arboricultural Impact Assessment*
Biodiversity Impact Assessment

Design Statement
* Pertains to SUBSIDENCE

These are my OBJECTIONS to the application.

Further Comments:

U=imestnme oF Tis KR cadas BR
H—g_)‘__,:l-ér—_\-_p .

Sincerely, .

SIGNED: __ 7

NAME: ADDRESS: ) DATE: p e T —
AnThort hﬁgﬁgA V3 Cracsisy Ganosmy AR

L_.t‘_“'.f-'-bt-""
s R A




HOUSEHOLDER PLANNING APPLICATION: HGY/2023/2174
Address: 95 Wood Vale, London, N10 3DL
To the Planning Officer: Josh Parker

Dear Mr. Parker,

| have read the attached letter outlining potential impacts of the above proposal and AGREE (please check all that

apply):

%

O 4.

The SCALE of proposed development seems EXCESSIVE for a suburban setting (DM1)
[ '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
inappropriate for such subterranean development
[C] ’'m concerned about potential DRAINAGE and/or FLOODING impacts (DM24 & 28)
[J I'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)
] 'm concerned about the potential impact on TREES (DM19)
[J I'm concerned about the potential impact on BIODIVERSITY (DM1 & 18)
[J '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

[] They appear INCONGROUS with neighbouring structures / local architecture / landscaping
(circle all that apply)
L] Drawings for ELECTRIC GATES on proposed front elevation have been OMMITED

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

0 Basement Impact Assessment (BIA)*

O ii. Structural Drawings & Construction Method Statement*
1 i Ground / Geo-Technical Investigation*

O iv. Flood Risk Assessment (FRA)*

v Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) Report*

0 vi Construction / Traffic Management Plan

[ vii. Arboricultural Impact Assessment*

I viii. Biodiversity Impact Assessment

O i Design Statement

* Pertains to SUBSIDENCE

These are my OBJECTIONS to the application.

Further Comments:

Why didn’t the new owners of 93 Wood Vale just buy a bigger house. The proposed
development is unnecessary in a large family house and will cause many problems for other
residents of Wood Vale, especially numbers 93 and 95

Sincerely,

sIGNED : Jacky Wedgwood |

NAME: Ms J Wedgwood | ApDRESSflaCoolhurst Rd N88EP | paTe:fi7 September 2023 |



HOUSEHOLDER PLANNING APPLICATION: HGY/2023/2174
Address: 95 Wood Vale, London, N10 3DL
To the Planning Officer: Josh Parker

Dear Mr. Parker,

| have read the attached letter outlining potential impacts of the above proposal and AGREE (please check all that

apply):

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

O 2

] I’'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
inappropriate for such subterranean development

"] '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)
1 I'm concerned about the potential impact on TREES (DM19)
[J 'm concerned about the potential impact on BIODIVERSITY (DM1 & 18)
I’'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

[] They appear INCONGROUS with neighbouring structures / local architecture / landscaping
(circle all that apply)
Drawings for ELECTRIC GATES on proposed front elevation have been OMMITED

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

& g Basement Impact Assessment (BIA)*

O i Structural Drawings & Construction Method Statement*
1 iii. Ground / Geo-Technical Investigation*

Ol iv. Flood Risk Assessment (FRA)*

0 v. Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) Report*

0 vi. Construction / Traffic Management Plan

[ vii. Arboricultural Impact Assessment*

1 viii. Biodiversity Impact Assessment

i Design Statement

* Pertains to SUBSIDENCE

These are my OBJECTIONS to the application.

Further Comments:

It would be the largest excavation project ever undertaken in this area. A basement excavation of this scale would be expected to take 1-2 years depend
the size of the construction team and the weight of their machinery. Wood Vale, Queens Wood Rd and Wood Lane would be inundated with
construction-related traffic, hundreds of skips, shifting over a 1000 tonnes of soil, creating dust, noise, vibration, hazards to pedestrians and cyclists, des
the amenity value of this whole area of woodland.

Sincerely,

SIGNED : Madeleine Baird |

NAME: [Madeleine Baird | ADDRESS{CREOS MEMBER | DATE:[15.x.23
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