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Further to my b a h  yeslerday ' h e w  been hying to understand 'he nature of excavation proposed and the effect on the listed house 

In the Member s meting paper on the lest submission you noted the Swarm 

in flirt osianen the tows' Won. 4 BOW n di 14 excavated bather (by I k e a  behonft the mcomtem MOM 01 rho Whotovrel ~ a v o w  - and miff an 44400041 W e s  Of tgsom twit he mcavalnd The apottcants name s u b t o t a l  a Maw from the hmememt optimal:ant RSK who comae-wooed the INA (Mich i s  approved TORmaKI m e  MIRK mtlter0 and they have stated that The proposed anmodalanill seal not alter Reconditions tri The 9.119 and  m a t c h  The BM end  Me katimiqum 
proposed 6Th Sri yaw 
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The MOROStrd 0/C8Valsbel o ld ie  IOW,/ 9,01041 HOW level by a bother 49cm has Dean constektme by the basement amsettants who comintsomited Me Silt TM The sate h e  maximum depth excavated nook ,  thus nse  to 6 49m They have submitted a ktito• stating Mat Me new depth m a  not hoped o n  the age conabons and the basement stractora can s t e  b e  consttuchto Milt0411 s m a i r a n t  impact with regards to hydrology and  stability An adcbtrantO a m e  of t2soin at lower ground floor level MN b e  excavated to allow For addiammi spec* in dm garage 

I understeml sun there es now some further excavMort a i d  enlargement ot the basement Whilst the depth now m a w s  to be 7 7 im includng the lift CY8nun I understand that to build down to this level t h e r e ,  Wyly to be a much larger pa to take ItC001011 of foundations and walet.prooting 

S o  wnen you minims 'approved excavation" t h e  4 atluaky "apprOved bidding depth ExCaviiINXI !S 4ItOry IC be m u m  * m e t  c tOrn 



I now turn to the basement impact study notes submitted on this application They have stated that Category of Damage should be '2 slight- From the policy guidance at Camden this states that crack width can be up to 5mm wide. See table attached 
As number I f  is an important hated butidpm, I cannot see why Category 2 is acceptable Redecoration probably required Cracks in external brickwork easily visible and condoning possible damage to a listed building may be an offence 
I would suggest that a condition be implemented that the category of damage predicted should be no more than Category 1 May I also suggest that the Listed Buthimg Officer responsible for protecting listed buildings Is Consulted 
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