Planning - Development Control

Camden Council

Camden own Hail

Judd Street

London WCIH 8ND 17™ August 2015

Dear Sir/ Madam

OBJECTION TO PLANNING APPLICATION Ref: 2015/3377/P
17 Branch Hill, London. NW3

This letter is to register my objection in the strongest possible terms to the
above Application.

My many reasons are contained in the attached Schedule and T would appreciate
your response as soon as they have been properly noted.

Yours faithfyll

C B Finegold
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