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I. The site in question is an:marlin by London Clay which is known to be a highly plastic 
material susceptible to volume changes caused by changes in I s  moisture content. The absence 
01 any current signs that either house Is still sing f rom these effects does not mean Mat the 
proposed excavation and consirudion could not teed to such effect. especially when just one of 
no.8.3a wensw be underpinned. unlike no.85 velem this we be done to at walls. In addition. 
these me s w a r m .  and rolinia trees w i t h  a few m i n  of the proposed istrudure w i t h  may 
them extract greater a m a i n  of moisture from land belonging to no 63. 
2 No evidence was provided that the s h a r e  of the wall between no.85 and no.83 WM not 
be compromised. The generic @Melba cif negegibie or very 'fight K e y  damage by the asplicanre 
structural engineers Is Leisompleble. 
3. No evidence has been provided that the proposed exlens'on wee under the ground floor 
level of the applicants Hat is pan of its demise. or that legal tale to Mel area has been obtained 
from the freeholder and the deed to flat I "mended accordingly. 
a. The applicant has provided no commitment to bear the consequences. financial or 
other/Me. including increased kisurance coverage should any structural damage occur to no. 83. 
Nor has the applicants Mandel solvency been shavn, should any damage w a r  and claims 
owing to the lessees of no. 83 arise. 
5 The noise and demotion or the works. which are Nicely to take over a year. are likely to 
affect troth the rental and resale potential of flats at no.83 and wit likely cause traffic disruptions 
and adds sewn on parking avaaabllity M the area. 
6. The nye and material of the new aluminium windows do not appear to be constant with 
the guidelines by the Swiss Cottage conservation 
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I .  N o  ev idence has  been provided that the prOpoSed extension area under the ground floor level 
te the 801/11Cante flat i s  pen 01 its d e n * * .  M a l  legal Ude 10 that area has been obtained f rom the 
freehold and the deed to tel I amended accordingly. 

2 The style and malaria: of the new aluminium windows are not consultant N O  the guidefines for 
trio S e n s  Cottage i n n e r v a t i o n  area. 

3 No evidence has beer. sunmined that the structure 01 the veal b e m e e n  nr.85 and nr.83 v i i  flat 
he comsrommed The genenc opirson of no91gibie o r  welt s i gh t  likely damage he the earlitenr8 
structural ( ) N o l e n  Ls cornpeto ly  unaccontable Mos)  arm and substantial S a m e e  is marked. 

4 The site is underlain by London Clay M a l l  is a highly Plastic material etleCeedbie t o  WWI,* 
changes as a result 01 changes in Its moisture content. T h e  M e a n t .  01 any  S i r  Ma t  either house 
is curremly suffering from these effects is not a reason to believe they may not be  caused later by 
the proposed excavation and construction. especially w h e n  lust one of nr.8.3k wage v i i  be 
underpinned, unlike re.85 where a l  walks M I  be. There are a i m  a sycamore and robin% Use 
within a few metres of the proposed structure which may end up extracting a greeter amount of 
moletwe from land 0010110nO to nr.133. 

5. No evidence was provided of wry comnelment on the applicant's pan to shoukler the 
consequences a l  any sbuctrial damage to nr.83 and any Increase in insurance premiums. rtor of 
their financial solvency. T h e  OVAS Is expected to provide lue coverage of any cease. damages or 
liableiles b o w e d  by rw.83 In the event of any damage or increased risks. N o  w e  would repay 
lessees at nr.133 for the eigneicant erne and therelore money that would be  spent dealing Mgr  wry 
potential claim 

O. The noise and disruption ate g r a y  to allow both the rental and resale potential of flats at rw.83 
for as least as long a s  the soaks v i i  be  cur led  On .  Mech  given the scope of the proposal Is Italy 
to be  over a yes?. This soukl  pOlale la ly cause  an unacceptable 003410MIC damage 10 all lessees 
at rat 
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PLANNING APPLICATION DETAILS 

Year: 2014 

Number: 2060 

Letter: P 
Planning application add Flat I 85 Greencroft Gardens 

Title: 
Your First Name: Cris 
Initial: 
Last Name: Ferraioli 
Organisation: 
Comment Type: Object 

Postcode: 
Address line 1: Flat 4 
Address line 2:83 Greencroft Gardens 
Address line 3: London 
Postcode: NW6 31.2 

Confirm e-mai : :ntact number: 

Your comments on the planning application: 1. No evidence has been provided that the proposed 
extension area under the ground floor level of the applicants flat is part of its demise, that legal 
title to that area has been obtained from the freehold and the deed to flat 1 amended accordingly. 

2. The style and material of the new aluminium windows do not appear to be consistent with the 
guidelines for the Swiss Cottage conservation area. 

3. No evidence was provided that the structure of the wall between nr.85 and 
nr.83 will not be compromised. The generic opinion of negligible or very slight likely damage by 
the applicants structural engineers is unacceptable. What is very slight damage? 

4. The site is underlain by London Clay which is a highly plastic material susceptible to volume 
changes as a result of changes in its moisture content. The absence of any sign that either house 
is currently suffering from these effects is not a reason to believe they may not be caused later by 
the proposed excavation and construction, especially when just one of nr.83's walls will be 
underpinned, unlike nr.85 where all walls will be. 
There are also a sycamore and robinia tree within a few metres of the proposed structure which 
may end up extracting a greater amount of moist from land belonging to nr.83. 



5 No evidence was provided of any commitment on the applicant's p551 10 shoulder the 
consequences of any structure, damage to nr.83 and any Increase in inkstand premiums. nor et 
their ihancial Solvency. NO one would repay lessees at or 83 the significant ems and therefore 
money that would be spent dealing vich any potential Claim 

6. The noise and dtsrupikm are they  to affect both the rental and (mild potential of hats at nr.83 
tor a s  least a s  long as the wade  ma be carried out. which given the scope of the proposal is likely 
to be over a year. This would p o t e n t l y  cause an ~ c a p a b l e  economic damage to all lessees 
at nr.83. 

IF YOU WISH TO UPLOAD A FILE CONTAWENG YOUR COMENTS W E N  USE TIE UNK 
BELOW 
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