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Department of the 'E'nvironment 
Caxton House Tothill Stiect London SWI H 9LZ 

Mr A R Clavton-Welch ARIBA 
27 Pro-.;to Place 
LONWN INW1 

Sir 

Teiep!wne 01-634 8540 Ext 461 

W 0 fl, 

Your Waronca 
ARM;/KXN/95 
Our raterenca 
T/APP/4408/A/73/7915/D3 
Date 
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TOIN' A14D COUNTIR.Y PLAMMIr ACT 1971, SFCr2ION 36 AND SCHEDUL:,,7 9 
APFFAL B-.' R~LDSIr?ING 1,1M]TED 

I I . 

1 1 refer tn this ap eal, which I have been appointed to deteemine, against the 
d e c i G i o n  o f  t h e  London Bo rough  o f  1,amden C o u n c i l  t o  r e f u s e  

' 
p l a n n i n g  p e r m i s s i o n  for 

d e m o l i t i o n  o f  A p o l l o  WorKs and  e r e c t i o n  o f  f o u r  21 E t o r e y  houses  and  thirteen 
3 storey houses with integral garages for 12 cars on land at Charlton King's road, 
K e n t i s h  Town, London M15 2SB. I have c o n s i d e r e d  t h e  w r i t t e n  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n s  Lind" 
by y o u  and by t h e  c o u n c i l  and  a l 3 o  t h o s e  made by o t h e r  p a r t i e s  and  interested 
pe rsc . - i r .  I i n s p e c t e d  t h e  a i t e  on Wednesday 7 November 1973. 

2 .  From my inspection of' the site and its surroundinr.-s and from the rera-esentations 

made 1 am o f  t h e  o p i n i o n  t h a t  t h e  d e t e r m i n i n g  i s s u e  i 3  w h e t h e r  t h i s  s o u r c e  o f  local 
e 3 oployment i3 01~ sufficient importance to outweigh the housing g a i n  a t  t h i s  t i m e  of 
h o u s i n g  s h o r t a g e  w i t h i n  t h e  London Borough o f  Camden. 

3& The appeal s i t e  l i e s  w i t h i n  an area zoned on the approved town map for 
residential p4rposes and it is rot programmed for re-development oij the Initial 
Development Plan, although i t  i s  evident t h a t  l o c a l  au tho r i t y  re-development for 
r e s i d e n t i a l  use i s  i n  progress i n  Charlton King's Road irwfiediately opposite Apollo 
Works, The existing use is an obvious non-cont'orm4ng intrusion within this 
predominantly residential area but I have no doubt whatever that the activities carried 
on w i t h i n  these promises are i n  no way unneighbourly. 

4. The two companies which share the premises are of a nature which train and 
employ labour havirl~ a hiEh degree o f  s k i l l  and both are t r a d i t i o n a l  London activities 
having considerable prestig-e value vrith s i g n i f i c a n t  ex~,,Orts. The space now occupied 
by Chappell3 Piano Company Ltd i s  not cur ren t l y  u t i l i z e d  as i n tens ive l y  as i s  poiz;ible 
but by far the greater part oj~ Apollo Vfork3 is leasea to Raphael's Limited, who are 
opthalmic o p t i c a l  manufacturers o f  long stan-ling. In addi t ion to  d i r e c t  euployment, 
which i s  given to over 100 people, many o f  whom are both h ieh ly  s k i l l e d  and resident 
l o c a l l y ,  t h i s  f i r m  sub-contracts work to  11 s k i l l e d  I i E h t  ~ngincering f i rms i n  tho 
immediate vicinity. I am satisfied from my inspection of the work in progress that 
Raphaoilz Limited are responsible f o r  innoyations o f  machin~ design and workdng 
motho-49 rf ~mportance both within the United Kingdom and abroad. The viork generated 
has an b~onomic multiplier effect of' outstanding significance ro the London Biroueh 
o f  Camden ard I do not f i n d  tha t  the loss o f  t h i s  f i r m  to the immediate l o c a l i t y  ~Quld 
Rossibty be compensated f o r  by thehousing o f  17 fami l ies  i n  pr iva te  re.,iidential 
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/5ifec' have considered a l l  othor~ matters.raised which do not,  i n  my opinion, 

a t my decision. 

6. For the above reasons, and i n  exercise o f  the powers t ransferred to  me, I 
hereby dismiss t h i s  appeal, 

am Sir 
Your obedient Servant 

lee 

C P WIDALL MPhil BSc(Econ) FRGS MRTPI 
Inspector 

Q 


