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( hat lc, 
I hope I am in time to register my objections to V. '  above planning application Thew seem to have been a 
number of revised plans sent during the holiday period 
I genuinely cannot understand why the principles established at National Appeal - and at no ,mall cost to 
Camden residents - have been i g . r e d  in this application 
I must stress that, :is a resident of Reed s PIace, I am nor opposed to devc.Iopment per se But I do think the 
impact on the sui rounding area has not been properly taken into account - yet again Currently, I am being 
woken every Monday and Tuesday evening from midnight to 2ani when the development at 61 63 svditches 

nce off the open skylights and illuminate my house 

It's a foretaste oi what is to come it permanent root flghts aro positioned Oaring into our bedrooms [do 
query why this so,called "office hours" development is Muminated at this time e i n e  early moining and I do 
trust you will ask the owner of the property why this is so 
Can I ask that ],),idonl, mdl. for once. be affomied the ,aInc,uppott so the do‘dope ' Time arbor 

IocaI iemdents L n e  ford to ,pcncl runs tee and rime On clomp [he ur.,,,fich sunk which EfIC 
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planning dopannamt oltamden are mpixted a, do on ow behalf. Time and spin, our noak bas 
been upheld be Camden Council and by appeal at National Imo! 

Vows ilacaralv. 
Dana Ponta. 
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