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for housing HUrposes, subject to the submierion to and approval by

-

RCS/ il
9th July, 1953.
‘oir,
Town gng.vount;x Plasning Act, 1947
Cection 160
Avpeal by tue ¢ Lo . ANCras Letrosolitan Hoyrough

gounctl relaeting to tihe 5idmouth Mews Lousing .chemGe

I am directed by the uinister of nouring and Local “overnaent to
gay that he has consldered the renort of hir Inepector, MPeVei. Nash,
VeReloBeAuy HoileTs .1., folloring the local Inguiry into the a~peal %Y
your Council agalinst tne ~ondon County Council's refural %o neriit the
erection on tue sidiwouth Hewe site, at. i ancras, of ihree blocke of
dwellinge ar fhown on the layout plan pubiiitted with the arplication,
on the grounde that:-

(1) tae relationsiiip of the proposed development wita tne exist-
ing develooneat is unratisfactary by reas?n of tLe reoltition
af t..c norta-routh srientation of ine hourings blocke iunedl-

- ately north of iiarrison strcet;

(2) the conceptlon of the str.et approach 12 Regent . uare frod
rray's Inn Road is coneidered to be disjointed ge it ie notscen
that the end of the turee blocka fronting cidmoutn Ltreet

could lninke 8 patiefactory architeciural coamoelition leading
wp to legent tquare froa Gray's [nn koad;

(3) the provision of shops next Gray's Inn koad is undesiradle
in view of the heavy traffic using thie road and the fatlure
of exleting shopping in the vicinity;

(4) the two estate entrances on Sidmoutn tirect (Clame I1I) and
two on linrriron Str- et are excesprive and chould be reduced by
one entrance ln each strcet preferadbly to & greater widtn

than tnhe 12 feet 8ih0WDe

It a;pears that the _ondon County Council granted sermiseion in
principle on 12th Cectober, 15, for the use of tue rite in quertion

nen of layout and detailed plans, rections ard elevations of the
pro.osed huildings. At the eame time, 1t xae gugcested tuet dig-~
cuerlone enould bve neld between officers of tne itvo Councils regarding
vieé& layout in order taat the schele ghould heraonlze witn the
gsurrounding developaent.

At toe Inguiry, 1t was contended for your Council that thetr
proposal vould fora a self-cont ;ined scheme of pleaccnl aspect, and
that in layout, clevations and sky-line, and in ;roviding adequale
1ight and air to tue buildingr, vould not Ube {ncowsatable =1tn the
surrounding property. Loreover, it would ensblc ti.e maximuam nunber
of flats to be bullt quickly, with the minlwum of disturbance to the
existing occupled property.

.18 to tae approacu %0 hegent Cquare froa ¢ray's Inn Road, 1t wae
adnitted that your Council's rroposal did not provide for a continuous
line along Cidwouth Strcet, but 1t was pointed cut ihat 1t would in
fact include some “falr runs”, the ends of tue buildings heving
architectursl recesrnions and fenestration and not blank walls, and that
@ continuous line could become monotonouse

The Town Clerk,

Metropolitan Borough of B%. Panocras,
Town Hall,
Euston Road,



: For toe London County Council, 1t weas pointed out that,
zlthough the area nad suffered conelderable var danage, the effect
.ad been to leave {molated houeing slites rather than an area of
sufficlent exteat to warrant comprehensive redevelopuent. Owing
.o t.e rFhLallornese of tuere gltes between Harrison $iprcct and
“pomer trcet, 1t vas agr.ed that a northi-eouth orientsation of the
1oces 2 flate wae thc only reasonable fora of develnpment, but

% L.. 6 neel slte war not rubject to this limitatlon 1t vas
escigered ceeirable to recreate tegent Square, vwith itr tvo

I )neg, which were to be orescrved, 88 an enclored rertientlel

I 8 witn thie in view, 1t was therefore proposed to redevelop
T4e .orib elde of the Bauare for houeing purposee in terrace form,
/13 it followea that thc gtreete leading into the square ghould

!
jﬁ ‘ibute to the saue ende.

ine County Council agreed that & asrth-eough orientation of
'v..e sropored bulldlnge would produce an excellent oycn—arrangewent,
but ae tue eite was large enouga 14 was contendeu ihat & courtyard
arrangeeent would glve a greater senre of »rivacy; &t tae sale time,
a lurger and freer onen~-space could be provided for tue occupante
of tue flats, and ine development along Sidmouth strcet would Torm
a more fisting approach to Regent . quare.

ine «“inieter, wbho Las caref'ully cone ldered the fuctis of this
case, and tue re resentatione made at the Innuiry, tninss t.at the
cereciion of large blocan ~T flate on tne appeal eite could not fail

to excrt an lavortant {nf'luence unon thne enuracter of tlue surrounding

uY and he agrees with the London County Council that ihese
h.1 inge suould formn part of ® properly co-ordinuted rutteru of
)
bu,tuinge ana rtreete inrelation to rHegent Shuare calls for the
211, wnt of blocks to Sidmouth street and tarrison Ltrect and
P 11y a courtyard tyne of develonment rather tuan & recetition
or tne nelgubdouring north-gouth block ArPANLtLRENt, Y1
therefore co.ue to the conclurion that tne i.ondon County Council
. were Justified {n thelr refusal of neraierion in tnie case.

: rccordingly, the Minieter has decided to dismine ihe aopeal and
\ﬁnie letter 18 isrued as nie formal decision. ' .

1 am, S5ir, , .
Your obediegnt 3ervant,

(sgde) H. U UM RO

Autborised by the sinister %o sign
in that behalfl,

copmhente In the ¥inieter's view tne arrangenent of ine exieting



