ﬂu’%’/{' :3900 )yoe;) o

. Ko.nps ga.
Ay EXECUTIV » pramssen
SoeA A TMENT 7 ' Auowe))

Depzitiment of the Environmont 25 Jad w2 ;

- ) 2 Marshum Street London SW1 v 5uB ' '
PR Direct Il 01212 7183, ‘,,_a‘i
‘\‘b”J . Switchboard 01-212 3434 W“‘ a
vty L [ ;

Your teference
Meneon L edlnke and Bell

A APP/5008/8 /50 /045926

SO LML el . f

T Lelfopd Streot : Our referance APP/)Udd/A/UU/1DO55

Coverl ‘iavden - ) Dlt‘ - | e i

woNEcn Wea2 e A 2 e !

Geutlemen EUE . . ' ‘

mol D COUNTHY PLANNING ACT 1971 - SECTION 36

LPPOALS BY THY UNITSD GRAND LOLGS OF ENGLAND AND ROYAL MASONIC INSTITUTE FOR
— . OTRLS

PRLICAPIONS NO 914/3)/1«,/,_:,@() #ID_P1h/35/5/31063

1. I am directed by the oerrcuary of State for the Environment to say that
consideration has ba2en given Lo the raport of the Inspector, Mr S R H King
DipTi (Loadon) APIBA MRTPI, who held a local inquiry into your clients' appedsls

against the decisienc of the Council of the London Boruugh of Camden to refuse
outline planning permission for: .

A, (APE/5DOU/A/80/Oh5?6 ~ The United Grand Lodge of England)} the redevelopment
of the sitc by the ereciion of a ground and 3 storey building for offices and

. resideatial use of Nos 4 to 20 Par' r Sfreut and 160 Prury Lane., {Application
- Ho P1h 35/ 5/23G60) . -

., B. (APP/S003/A/80/15033 - The Uni4i
. Masonic Institute for Girlzs) the ¥

- offices and retail use of ilos 4 to 2h Parﬁﬁr “tra¢t and No 160 Drury Lane, WC2
(tpplication to mu/ 5/8/5106%) .

-~ A& copy of the rcport is encloseda. s
2. Tie Incpector said in his conclusions:-

",

a. At the dates of th  refusars the Greater London Development Plan did not
oprrate a policy of coffice restraint in London.

G. Ao the proposeis for Sepeal A woald provide too much office floorspace -
anda nat enoush residential accormmodation, and as it would provide no chep on

tha Drury Lane frontage, it would rot conform with the Action Area Plan and
snould be disnissed. ' |

¢. As the nroposals of Lhe Seven Dials Hovsing Co-operative Limited are
pormitted sl ooothe per oo ot Aoueol B would provide over 1,000 =9 ft more
recaienblal TLLoisnsce a.o-0 e a saalter suount of nonnremidcntial {loorspace

tavno ot rarmilieg Seven Divida oohene, the council's refusal of Appeal 8 is
faconsioleat. Rty o ‘
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d. As the proposals of Anperal B would provide for small office suites they
are not in conflict with the office policies of the Greater London Development
Plan.

e. ks the residential proposals of Appeal B would have a higher density than
that proposed for the site in the Action Area Plan 1 cannot agree with the!
council that the residential provisions do not go far enough. In my opinion
the residential preovisions are adequate and would conform with the Action Area
Plan proposals for a sliguiiy iarger site. As Parker Street is not a shopping
street and is not designated for shops in the Action Area Plan, the appellants’
proposals are not in conflict with that plan. Moreover Appeal B provides for a

shop on the Drury Lane frontage and the:refore promotes the proposals of the
Action Area Plan." ' .

b.,iﬁ@Q/OhSZG) should be dismiséod

“and Appeal B (APP/S008/A/80/15033) should be alldwed subject to the usual conditions
relating to an outline application. ' '

The Inspector recommended that Appeal A (APP/604

3. The Secretary of State agrees with the Inspector's findings of fact., He -
attaches great importance to the policies contained in the Covent Garden Action
Area Plan and supports the council in their efforts to.retain and promote the
mixed use character of the whole of Covent Garden. In considering the proposals

"~ contained in Appeal A the Secretary of State accepts that there will be a positive
contribution to housing needs through the provision of residential accommodation
and to the alleviation of the shortage of office space to rent for small firms.
However he agrees with the council that the proposals are unacceptable in that

the amount of offices proposed is disproportionate to the amount of residential

benefit which would be provided and there is no provision for ‘ether preferred uses
a5 expressed in the Plan.

4. In his consideration of the proposals contained in Appeal B the Secretary
of State notes the council's views on the preportion of proposed office use to
that of residential use but .e has taken i#te aceount the greater amount of
residential use proposed to that for Whifgh permission has already been granted.
He appreciates that more office spacé rided at the expense of the
permitted retail use which has a gre but ha takes the view that i
the particular circumstances of the oM ! u{ﬁ“iﬂ proposed would not:
seriously conflict with the policies Y ivea Plan, ¥Yor these reasons

- he agrees with the Inspector's conclusions on W planning merits of the two appeals
and accepts his recommendations. ? o
5+ The Secretary of State therefore dismiasses Appeal A (APL/5008/A/80/04526) 4
allows Appeal B (APP/5008/A/80/15033) and hereby grants planning permission fo:nd
the red®yelopment of land at Nos 4-24 Parker Street and 160 Drury Lane, London WC2,
for residential, office and retail use in accordance with application no

. P14/25/5/31063 dated 26 Augu .t 1980 subject to the following coﬁ&*%igng;f

1. -a. Apporoval of the details of the siting, design and external arpearances
of the building, the means of access thereto, and the landscaping of the

site (hereinafter called "the reserved matters") shall be obtained from the
local planning authority; .

b. Application for approval of the reserved mattersshall be made to the
local planning authority not iater than 31 Canuary 1985,
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The development hereby permitted shall be begun on or before whichever i
is the later of the following dates:- g

i. 31 January 1987; or

ii. The expiration of Lwo years from the final approval of the reserved

matters or, in the case of approval on different dates, the final approﬁal
of the last such matter to be spproved.
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6. Atimtion is druwn to the fact that where any condition imposed upon the grant
of planning permission requires any consent, agreement or approval of the local
planning authority the applicant has a statutory right of appeal to the Secretary
of State if approval is refused or granted conditionally or if the authority fail
to give notice of their decision within the prescribed period. Attention is algo
drawn to the enclosed Note relating to the requirements of the Chronically Sick

.and Disabled Persons Act 1970,

7. This letter does not convey any apprgval or’ qqunnnt which may be required under -

any enactment, byelaw, order or regulation othi?Akhﬂyﬂ&mUtion 23 of the Town emy -

Country Planning Act 1971.

-

I am Gentlemen )
Your obedient Servant b

D A ROBINSON
Authorised by the Secretary of State
to sign in that behalf
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