Application No:
2020116367

2020/1636:P

Consultees Name:

Received:

Comment:

26:06:2020 09:08:26  COMMNT

Printed on: 07:07/2020
Response:

I'm not very happy about the extension because it is very large and will spoil the outlook from our garden

09:10:12

28:06:2020 21:17:41

OBI

The extension is ugly and not in keeping with the architecture of Hilgrove estate

The extension would be unsightly for neighbours

The extension is too big, going three and a half metres into the garden and right up to neighbouring properties.
The extension would be a loss of green space, which is bad for everyone

Dobson Close was built with kitchens at the front to allow easy access by emergency services in case of a
kitchen fire. Moving the kitchen to the back reduces the safety of the whole block.

The way that Dobson Close was built means noise and vibrations travel through the blocks causing excessive
disturbance for residents. Construction of a similar extension at 55 Dobson close produced noise that proved
intolerable to all the adjacent neighbours.

The proposed extension would damage the communal satellite, tv, internet and phone cabling supply to the
block.

The construction of the extension at 45 Dobson Close caused a great deal of damage to the block it is in.
Similar damage is more than likely to be caused by this extension. This damage would effect the whole
community. Should permission be granted, Camden Council becomes responsible for the future repairs of the
new structure as landlords of the building. Any repairs required as a result of such an extension being built and
subsequently charged to leaseholders as part of their service charge will be challenged in court by all the
leaseholders in the block.

The extension at 55 Dobson Close has caused lasting resentment and anger amongst the local community.
This extension would cause further lasting harm to the local community.
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Application No: Consultees Name:  Received: Comment:

2020/1636P - 28/06:2020 21:26:45  OBJ

Printed on:  07:07/2020
Response:
| object to the proposed extension at 51 Dobson Close on the grounds that it will adversely impact on myself
and other residents depriving us of the amenity of clear views of the outdoors; the building process will create
unbearable noise (amplified by the concrete platform on which the blocks are built) and inevitably will damage
the existing building

The extension would be unsightly for neighbours

The extension is too big, going three and a half metres into the garden and right up to neighbouring properties.
This extension would result to a loss of green space.

Dobson Close was built with kitchens at the front to allow easy access by emergency services in case of a
kitchen fire. Moving the kitchen to the back reduces the safety of the whole block.

The way that Dobson Close was built means noise and vibrations travel through the blocks causing excessive
disturbance for residents.

The construction of the extension at 55 Dobson Close caused a great deal of damage to the block it is in.
Similar damage is more than likely to be caused by this extension. This damage would effect the whole
community.

The extension at 55 Dobson Close has caused lasting resentment and anger amongst the local community.
This extension would cause further lasting harm to the local community.

09:10:12
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Application No:
2020116367

Consultees Nams

Received:

8:06:2020 21.35:25

Comment:

oBI

Printed on: 07:07/2020
Response:

| wish to strongly object to this application on the following grounds:
1. The extension is not in keeping with the distinctive and highly regarded architectural style of Dobson Close
2. Itis excessively large, obtrusive and unsightly.

3. It will result in a very significant loss of visual amenity. The green/open spaces are highly valued by the
existing residents of Dobson Close.

4. Construction in a garden appears to be contrary to the Mayor of Londongs Plan to curtail such
development.

5. Approval by the Planning Committee would establish an unwelcome precedent. Further similar applications
by other residents would of course result in further loss of amenity and compromise the work of the original
architects.

6. This application fuels the continued disquiet felt by the present residents at a similar extension at 55
Dobson Close. | would add that that property appears to have remained vacant since it was purchased in May
2016

7. There is limited and certainly no vehicular access to the rear of the gardens on the West side of Dobson
Close. In an emergency, access to the kitchen (the most common seat of house fires) at the rear of the
proposed extension by the Fire Brigade may well be compremised.

09:10:12
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2020116367
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Received: Comment:

28/06:2020 21:35:28 OBJ

Printed on: 07:07/2020
Response:

| wish to strongly object to this application on the following grounds:
1. The extension is not in keeping with the distinctive and highly regarded architectural style of Dobson Close
2. Itis excessively large, obtrusive and unsightly.

3. It will result in a very significant loss of visual amenity. The green/open spaces are highly valued by the
existing residents of Dobson Close.

4. Construction in a garden appears to be contrary to the Mayor of Londongs Plan to curtail such
development.

5. Approval by the Planning Committee would establish an unwelcome precedent. Further similar applications
by other residents would of course result in further loss of amenity and compromise the work of the original
architects.

6. This application fuels the continued disquiet felt by the present residents at a similar extension at 55
Dobson Close. | would add that that property appears to have remained vacant since it was purchased in May
2016

7. There is limited and certainly no vehicular access to the rear of the gardens on the West side of Dobson
Close. In an emergency, access to the kitchen (the most common seat of house fires) at the rear of the
proposed extension by the Fire Brigade may well be compremised.

09:10:12
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2020116367

Consultees Name:

Received:

28/06:2020 21:35:30

Comment:

oBI

Printed on: 07:07/2020
Response:

| wish to strongly object to this application on the following grounds:
1. The extension is not in keeping with the distinctive and highly regarded architectural style of Dobson Close
2. Itis excessively large, obtrusive and unsightly.

3. It will result in a very significant loss of visual amenity. The green/open spaces are highly valued by the
existing residents of Dobson Close.

4. Construction in a garden appears to be contrary to the Mayor of Londongs Plan to curtail such
development.

5. Approval by the Planning Committee would establish an unwelcome precedent. Further similar applications
by other residents would of course result in further loss of amenity and compromise the work of the original
architects.

6. This application fuels the continued disquiet felt by the present residents at a similar extension at 55
Dobson Close. | would add that that property appears to have remained vacant since it was purchased in May
2016

7. There is limited and certainly no vehicular access to the rear of the gardens on the West side of Dobson
Close. In an emergency, access to the kitchen (the most common seat of house fires) at the rear of the
proposed extension by the Fire Brigade may well be compremised.

09:10:12
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Application No:
2020116367

Consultees Nams Received: Comment:

- 28062020 213532 OBJ

Printed on: 07:07/2020
Response:

| wish to strongly object to this application on the following grounds:
1. The extension is not in keeping with the distinctive and highly regarded architectural style of Dobson Close
2. Itis excessively large, obtrusive and unsightly.

3. It will result in a very significant loss of visual amenity. The green/open spaces are highly valued by the
existing residents of Dobson Close.

4. Construction in a garden appears to be contrary to the Mayor of Londongs Plan to curtail such
development.

5. Approval by the Planning Committee would establish an unwelcome precedent. Further similar applications
by other residents would of course result in further loss of amenity and compromise the work of the original
architects.

6. This application fuels the continued disquiet felt by the present residents at a similar extension at 55
Dobson Close. | would add that that property appears to have remained vacant since it was purchased in May
2016

7. There is limited and certainly no vehicular access to the rear of the gardens on the West side of Dobson
Close. In an emergency, access to the kitchen (the most common seat of house fires) at the rear of the
proposed extension by the Fire Brigade may well be compremised.

09:10:12
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