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TFERBED T e e,
1. 1 have, as you know, been appointed by the Secreti¥y of STate for THE ERVirsnsen
to determine the above mentioned appeal. This appeal is against the decision of

the Camden London Borough Council to refuse planning permission for the continued
use of the basement and ground floor at 98 Campden Road ag. gffices. I have con-

sidered the written representations made by you and by the council. I inspected
the site on 31 January 1984,
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2. When the present permission was granted in 1972 the following condition was
imposed:~

'2. The use of the basement and ground floor offices shall be limited to
use as offices for professional purposes for estate agents, accountants,
solicitors, surveyors, architects and engineers and for no other purpose

within Class II of the Schedule to the Town and Country Planning (Use Classes)
Order 1972°',

1@ following reascn being given:-

'in order to ensure that the premises are occupied for a purpose providing
a local service'.

3. Your present application was refused on the ground that 'the proposed develop-
ment involves an increase in unrestricted office accommodaction contrary to the
policy to restrain the growth of such space as expressed in the Greater London
Development Plan and in the District Plan and particularly where a desirable
service to the local community is not proposed. '

4. From my inspection of the appeal site and its surroundings and my consideration
of the representations it seems to me that the main issue is whether the proposed

use is appropriate to the location and is in accord with relevant planning policy.

5. The appeal premises are par: of a building occupied as offices on ground

floor and basement, with 3 floors of residential accommodation above, and finished
and maintained externally to a high standard.

&. The building is situated within a parade of similar properties, originally
houses and now occupied as business premises and upper parts.
comprise a public house and retail,
rerail uses being among those approp
local retail shopping parades.

The business premises
professional and service cccupations, the non-
riate to, and customarily to be found within,




7. The building is not situated within a preferred office location as specified

in Section 3.17 of the Local Plan, nor does it enjoy such substantial planning
advantages as would bring it within the scope of that section, which follows the
similar provision of secticn 4.15 of the Greater London Development Plan. I conclude
that the appeal pramises are inappropriately situated for unrestricted office use.

On cthe other hand, the immediate area is one where many professional firms, offering
a local service, are located, and despite your lack of success in letting the
premises for occupation in accordance with your present permission, it seems to

me that such a letting, upon suitable terms, remains a practical possibility.

8. The appeal premises are distinguishable from others which you cite as having
unrestricted office permissicn. Both those cited are south of tne shopping parades
and beyond the Grand Union <Canal. "Shirley House is. a modern purpose built multi-
storey block with 2 car showrocm on the ground floor and offices above. No 74 Camden
Road 1s also divorced from terraces offering local services,

9. I have taken into account all ocher representations made, but none is of -
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- ysufficient weight to override the considerations which have led o my decision.

10. For the above reasons, and in exercise of the powers transferred to me, I hereby
dismiss this appeal.

I am Six.
Your obgdient Servant
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C F HY FRICS
Inspector
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