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PLANNING APPLICATION DETAILS 

Year: 2014 

Number: 1577 

Letter: P 
Planning application address: 33C Mill Lana 

Title: Mr. 
Your First Name: Michael 
Initial: 
Last Name: Aherne 
Organisation: 
Comment Type: Object 

Postcode: nw6 1pa 
Address line 1: Flat C36 Hillfield Road 
Address line 2: LONDON 
Address line 3: 
Postcode: NW6 1PZ 
Email: 
Confirm e-mail: 
Contact number: 11111111111111111111 

Your comments on the planning application: I object to this application on the following grounds: 

I. The rear of the proposed building is substantially closer to the mar of No 34 Hilffield Road than 
is permitted by the current guidelines. 

2. The proposed building is significantly higher than the house for which planning permission has 
been been given on this site. 

3. The building is very ugly and does not blend with the other properties in Mill Lane 

IF YOU WISH TO UPLOAD A FILE CONTAINING YOUR COMMENTS THEN USE THE LINK 
BELOW 
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In conclusion, neither application is materially different to that refused earlier this year nor the 
changes do not address the concerns o f  Members o f  the Planning Committee who voted in 
favour or refusal. It is clear that both new applications wil l  need to go back to Committee for 
a decision in the interests o f  consistent decision making. I would, therefore, ask the Council 
to inform me at the nearest opportunity o f  the Committee date so that I can seek client's 
instructions and attend. 

Yours faithfully 

Peter Hadley B A  (Hoot) Dip r p  MRTPI 
ROBINSON ESCOTT PLANNING 


