: 1 LONDON BORCGUGH OF
RICTIMOND UPON THAMES PLAN N I NG RE P ORT

e RS R Printed Date: 23 February 2007

Application reference: 07/0531/HOT
HAMPTON WARD

Date application received Date made valid Target report date 8 Week date

15.02.2007 15.02.2007 12.04.2007 12.04.2007

Site:
66 Percy Road, Hampton, Middlesex, TW12 2JR

Proposal:
Single story rear extension.

Status: Pending Consideration (If status = HOLD please check that all is OK before you proceed any further
with this application)

APPLICANT NAME AGENT NAME

Mr And Mrs Deg Englishaus Architects Ltd
66 Percy Road 30 Lawrence Road
Hampton Hampton

Middlesex Middx

TW12 2JR TWH12 2RJ

DC Site Notice: printed on

Consultations:
Internal/External:

Consultee Expiry Date

Neighbours:

15 Chestnut Avenue, Hampton Middlesex, TW12 ZNY, - 23.02.2007
64 Percy Road, Hampton Middlesex, TW12 2JR, - 23.02.2007

£8 Percy Road Hampton Middlesex, TW12 2JR, - 23.02.2007

11 Chestnut Avenue,Hampton Middlesex TW12 2NY, - 23.02.2007

History:
Ref No Description Status  Date
07/0531/HOT * Single story rear extension PCO

Constraints:



Professional Comments:
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Recommendation:
The determination of this application falls within the scope of Officer delegated powers - YES / NO

| therefore recommend the following:

-

1. REFUSAL EIJ Case Officer (Initials): [\
2 PERMISSION ;

3. FORWARD TO COMMITTEE [ % A
' — Dated: .......7.. Q L

A

| agree the recommendation: |/«

Team Leader/Development Control Manager

Dated: /bffq{t'}?

This application has been subject to representations that are contrary to the officer recommendation. The
Development Control Manager has considered those representations and concluded that the application can
be determined without reference to the Planning Committee in conjunction with existing delegated authority,

Development Contrel Manager: ... ..o eee oo

Dated: ........coee i

REASONS:

CONDITIONS:

 INFORMATIVES:

UDP POLICIES:

OTHER POLICIES:

The following table will populate as a guick check by running the template once items have been entered into
Uniform

SUMMARY OF CONDITIONS AND INFORMATIVES

CONDITIONS:

INFORMATIVES:

ADDITIONAL NOTES CONTINUED FROM ABOVE:
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