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| Due to a long history of intensive landuse and urban development it has only been possible to recognise and map, with confidence, a few areas of past landslide activity. However, beyond the north London district, areas of similar bedrock i
| geology and topography contain significant areas of mapped landslides. Therefore, a slope instability assessment has been made to act as a guide to where areas of significant landslide potential are present, but obscured, and where " GENERALIZED VERTICAL SECTION
| further information regarding their stability are needed before development or major changes in landuse are made (Forster et al. 2003). s Soale 1:2600 {+om to 85}

- Areas of significant
landslide potential

| | The assessment used a deterministic approach that looks at the presence at a site of landslide causative factors, such as slope angle, lithology and groundwater conditions that increase the susceptibility of a site to landslide activity. The

6 causative factors were weighted according to their relative importance in promoting landslides and combined in a Geographical Information System to produce a computer-generated map of the relative susceptibility to landslide activity across
| the area. It does not necessarily mean that landslides have happened in the past or will do so in the future but if conditions change through natural or artificial means and a causative factor increases, then slope instability may be triggered. &
]

4

~ This assessment gave a measure of the potential landslide activity divided into five classes ranging from zero to very high. For clarity the two highest classes, HIGH and VERY HIGH have been combined on this map to give a single rating

' to indicate the presence of a srgnmcant potential. More detailed information about particular locations may be obtained through the BGS Enquiry Service enquiries@hgs.ac.uk. Telephone 0115 936 3143,

The shaded relief image is derived from NEXTMap ™ Digital Elevation Model (DEM) data gridded at 10 m intervals. lllumination is from the north-west and vertical exaggeration is x10, Artificial artefacts such as buildings have been removed i
- from this dataset using smoothing algorfthrns The geology of the district can be related to the topography as revealed by the image. The hill tops capped by the Claygate Member and Bagshot Formation are clearly identifiable. The watersheds
dividing the Thames, Lea and Colne river valleys are visible, as are the large reservoirs on the floor of the Lea valley. F

e FORSTER A, WILDMAN G AND POULTON C. 2003 Landslrde potenllal modelllng of North London British Geologecal Survey Internal Hepoﬂ !WOSHZ‘.ZR

EQCENE
A

5
a¥al
i.-.zi.

g

PALAEQGENE
n
5
g
dNOHD SINVHL

& READIN

FORMATIONS

undiffarantiatad

{8-23m)

) THANET SAND
FORMATION

4 1016 m)

A
dNOHD HISamy

PALAEOCENE
S i

%:
=
3
=
(OUM) dNOHDINS
SPIVHO 3LHM

<NOHD TVHD

L GHALK
FORMATION
46 m)

CHALK

UPPER CRETACEQUS
A
CENOMANIAN - CAMPANIAN

(13-18m) 3

CRETACEOUS

WEST MELBLUI
TMARLY CH &

WIWHD A3HD

2'%
_6,%
hiofo) dﬁp‘uaans

c
mE
25

.

ad

LOWER
CRETACEOUS
ALBIAN

B5 = S g, i gl = A R e not within a known area of landslide potential
3 ' ' _— A ~ (which are highlighted bright pink)

Uneonformity

Limestorn, oaldal
020 )

MIDDLE
JURASSIC
o ¥ TR

FAMENMIAN - FRASNIAN  7BATHOMIAN

A
ST )

Uneonfermity

Mudsion e, siltstons,
sandstane and limesions
ol b 2cale. 508 m proved:
in i Vidlescden Ko, |
Eovahole, TO 2086 8477)

DEVOMNIAN
UPPER DEVONIAN

Source - British Geological Society, 1:50,000 Series Camden Geological, Hydrogeological
England and Wales Sheet 256 — North London and Hydrological Study
Areas of landslide potential

213923 FIGURE 1 7

fijue Saj04RI0 L panD.d

fjuzo sayoeaing 1 paAosd



FINCHLEY ROAD /
SWISS COTTAGE

S L AR

the overground is the other side of Belsize Road B509

"== CrossRail — Bakadoo
2 m— Central
=== ThamesLink Circle
: == Ha mith & C
»  Gycle Hire Scheme o marsmin Ty

Proposed Stations —3 Melrapolitan
m— Marthenm
Growth Areas » Ficcadilly
&9 Town Centres — Victoria

s Owergrond

ﬂnms- {!jl . -

The moags b basd o Crinnce, Sorsey Maleris] wits $16 parsvsicn of Orsnancs Sery an bivell of tha
Gantrollar o Her kajesty's Sistianacy O 3, Lnsehsrisad mproducton rfisgas Grvwn msynigst snd may
bl in promiycuiios or chill procsedings, Loaron numbser LA HOTISTEE, yaor 3L

Source - London Borough of Camden, January 2010. Camden Core Strategy Proposed Submission.

Camden Geological, Hydrogeological
and Hydrological Study
Transport Infrastructure

213923 FIGURE 1 8



house ground

d
Stage o: original Iger\?el;n wall\,:_—‘__" floor slab
. . =
f?cuhndatlon, typical —/\ > - /— i
OoT houses TENT SN TR, é\\'—'_ \.\.//{\y?K\ Y/'f",{'\:/’z'&‘ﬁ

masonry

. . . foundation
Where neighbours foundations are undermined,

traditional underpinning sequence to be used. 25 i =
Possibility of taking down and re-building Party Fence :S J=
Walls also to be investigated. >

Stage 1: exposure of
original foundation by
digging a short trench
along a section of the
wall to be
underpinned

Stage 2: excavation of pit
to form underpin: see Fig.
2.1b for details

excavation for
casting new

concrete
underpin

Indicative, schematic sketches only.
Actual dimensions are likely to vary.

Not to scale. . .
Camden Geological, Hydrogeological

and Hydrological Study
Typical underpinning construction sequence
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Where neighbours foundations are undermined,
traditional underpinning sequence to be used.
Possibility of taking down and re-building Party Fence

Walls also to be investigated.
Stage 2a: excavation and concreting of initial section

X

N
NE

Py

.

Stage 2b: excavation and concreting of another section, not adjacent to first one

Stage 2c: excavation and concreting of an intermediate section, to form contiguous rows of underpin

Indicative, schematic sketches only.
Actual dimensions are likely to vary.
Not to scale.

Camden Geological, Hydrogeological
and Hydrological Study

Underpinning construction sequence with
‘hit and miss’ pattern
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Appendix C2 - Correspondence with LUL



Transport for London

London Underground

UNDERGROUND

London Underground
Infrastructure Protection

Your ref:
Our ref: 20403-SI-11-130717 3 Floor

Albany House
John Hurle 55 Broadway
Structure Mode London SWIH 0BD

JohnHurle@structuremode.com www.tfLgov.uk/tube

13 July 2017

Dear John,

14 Elton Road London NW3 4SS

Thank you for your communication of 12" July 2017.

| can confirm that London Underground has no assets within 50 metres of your site as
shown on the plan you provided.

If | can be of further assistance, please contact me.

Yours sincerely

Shahina Inayathusein

Information Manager

Email: locationenquiries@tube.tfl.gov.uk
Direct line: 020 3054 1365

London Underground Limited
trading as London Underground
whose registered office is

55 Broadway

London SWIH 0BD

Registered in England and Wales
Company number 1900907

VAT number 238 7244 46

London Underground Limited is

a company controlled by a local
authority within the meaning of
Part V Local Government and
Housing Act 1989. The controlling

MAYOR OF LONDON sap® authority is Transport for London.
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