








From: David Stevenson  
Sent: 01 September 2022 16:41 
To: David Fowler; Planning 
Subject: O2 Development plans 
 

 

"Dear Mr Fowler, 
  
ref: 2022/0528/P 
  
Having now received and reviewed a copy of the Planning 
Representations from the Confederation of Local Community 
Groups, please accept my own objections to this planning 
application which are fully represented by the Confederation's 
detailed objections which have already been submitted. 

 

Kind Regards, 
 

David Stevenson 
   

 
 



From: Samantha  
Sent: 01 September 2022 16:28 
To: David Fowler; Planning 
Subject: Re: O2 planning application Ref No.2022/0528/P 
 

Dear Mr Fowler, 
 
Ref: 2022/0528/P 
 
Having now received and reviewed a copy of the Planning Representations 
from the Confederation of Local Community Groups, please accept my own 
objections to this planning application which are fully represented by the 
Confederation's detailed objections which have already been filed. 
 

As a resident of Greencroft Gardens and my basement flat being affected by 
the floods last July 2021, I cannot understand how this application could even 
be considered with Thames Water’s infrastructure already struggling with the 
drainage system of flash flooding and the amount of residents already in the 
area as is. 
Also, one cannot walk on the thin pavements on West End Lane during rush 
hour with all the new developments already built in recent years and another 
one in the process of completion, our area and its services cannot cope with 
another 5000 residents. 
 
With regards, 
 

Samantha Hamilton-Smith 

 



From: Michael Yianneskis  
Sent: 03 September 2022 16:01 
To: David Fowler; Planning 
Subject: Ref: 2022/0528/P 
 

Dear Mr Fowler, 
  
Ref: 2022/0528/P 
  
Having now received and reviewed a copy of the Planning Representations 
from the Confederation of Local Community Groups, please accept my own 
objections to this planning application which are fully represented by the 
Confederation's detailed objections which have already been submitted. 
 
Professor Michael Yianneskis  
15 Fawley Road  
London NW6 1SJ 
 
 
 



From: Elizabeth Shields  
Sent: 05 September 2022 16:22 
To: David Fowler 
Subject: O2 centre site development 
 
Planning Application 2022/0528/P 
 
I am writing to object very strongly to the proposed redevelopment of the O2 
Site in Finchley Road.  
The proposed new site would be extremely overcrowded putting a big strain 
on local services such as schools and GP practices. There would be too few 
affordable starter homes. The loss of the O2 Centre would mean the loss of a 
valuable supermarket with parking  and the Virgin active health club which has 
a swimming pool. Altogether I think the proposal is excessive and 
unncecessary, and only Landsec would benefit. 
 
Elizabeth Shields, local resident and current daily user of the Centre. 
 



From: Jerry Dawson 
Sent: 06 September 2022 21:07 
To: David Fowler 
Subject: Ref 2022/0528/P. O2 Centre 
 
Dear Mr Fowler, 
 
Ref 2022/0528/P. O2 Centre 
 
Having now received and reviewed a copy of the Planning Representations 
from the Confederation of Local Community Groups, please accept my own 
objections to this planning application which are fully represented by the 
Confederation's detailed objections which have already been submitted. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
Jeremy Dawson 
 
84 Hillfield Road, NW6 1QA  
 



From: John Lawrence  
Sent: 09 September 2022 09:58 
To: Planning; David Fowler 
Subject: ref: 2022/0528/P 
 
Dear Mr Fowler, 
 
Having now received and reviewed a copy of the Planning Representations 
from the Confederation of Local Community Groups, please accept my own 
objections to this planning application which are fully represented by the 
Confederation's detailed objections which have already been filed. 
 
Regards 
 
John Lawrence  

Priory Road 
 



From: John Craig Gray  
Sent: 11 September 2022 15:37 
To: David Fowler 
Cc: Planning 
Subject: O2 Centre: Proposed LandSec Redevelopment 
 

Dear Mr Fowler  
 

Ref: 2022/0528/P 

I have previously raised objections to this proposal during the 
(somewhat stage-managed) ‘public consultation’ events. 
 

The full grounds for refusal are too long to list here, but my primary 
objection is that the LandSec proposal is rank overdevelopment. The 
local plan had earmarked a total of 950 homes for this site. That is 
already plenty! Given the extremely desirable location within London and 
the relatively straightforward site conditions, it is clear that the provision 
of 950 new homes on this site would represent a highly profitable 
enterprise (and that’s assuming 50% of these would be affordable). So 
for the developer to attempt double that number of homes and to reduce 
the proportion of affordable to just 35% is so profligate as to be insulting 
to both the local neighbourhood and Camden Council’s Planning 
Policies. 
 

And having now received and reviewed a copy of the Planning 
Representations from the Confederation of Local Community Groups, I 
would like to reconfirm my strong objection to this planning application 
which are fully represented by the Confederation's detailed objections 
which have already been submitted. 
 

Kind regards 

 

John Craig Gray 

93 Ravenshaw St, NW6 1NP 
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