
London County Council 
ARCIHTECI'S DEPARTMENT 

TP/8R Ref. 

No. 

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT, 1947, SECTION 14 (5) 
Telephone: REFUSAL OF PERMISSION TO DEVELOP W A T E R L O O  5000 

Extension 

CASE N o .  
563 

REGISTER OF APPLICATIONS 
1 APPLICANT'S 6 JUN 1961 

REF. 

n. 

Date of Council's decision* 

Im t.5 
Particulars of an application under the Town and Country Planning Act, 1947, and the 

Town and Country Planning (General Development) Order, 1950. 

Particulars of any direction under the above-named Act and Order. None Issued. 

Council's decision*. Permission refused for the development referred to in the 
undermentioned schedule as shown on the plans submitted. 

Date of application: 

Plans submitted: 

SCHEDULE 

1 epte$Jber  1960 

30524 (Your  oe. 

Development: 
The e r e c t i o r :  o f  a b u t t  l t n ;  o j)ritt1n, t a e r v j c j e  .9 r e .  t '  o t f i c n  ufl f l a t  on  t '  j t o i  o f  ; 5 )  C . y  Aon 1 ,  t ,  artcn•. 

Reasons for refusal: 

: h e  propona] .  I n  co r : t rBr  t c  t h e  . . i t n i f l r r ; t j v e  oun t ,  of 0 .:hn e v e l o c e n  h .n  Ii 
p a r  

1c! t"Le ' A t e  j i  ;11ooatod  f o r  rletU.1 
. 

( 2 )  The i n t r o l u e t t o n  o f  a 9 o y L n t j t ; , l  ' o u f l  o f  o f f i c e  a c c o o •  — t t c . .  --to t ' . e  a i t e  a' p r o i o * e t t  wou ld  ho 1 e t r ± n t j .  t o  V u '  ienjtteo o f  o s u r r c u r l i n $  p r L a r i 1  v o r i d e n t t a j  , r e t i  b y  r ; i o n  o f  trtveI 
n Xfl 

Name and address of applicant. 

e i f r t  :. rtnera 
34 i,cvr .0 re 

S 

ZXXZXXXflflflzx 
— prrrr * 2  < X f l X z z x m  Nfl Ce document contains 

a true reco of a decision of the 
Council. 

Signed 



Reasons for refusal (Cotch) 

to work and increased traffic to the site with conse;uent congestion 
in the are. .around the site. 

(3) The proposed enlargeaent of the motor ve:J.cle repair and 
service deuot would conflict with the Council's industri.l policy 
which s e a s  to restrict the growth of such non—conforiing industry 
";ithin the County and would be detflaetal to the amenities of near—by 

residential properties by reason of increased noise, traffic and 
ctivity on and about the site. 

(4) The proposed buiidin: infringes the Council's standards of 
]ar1irtin in re9oect of oc1Lester ewe 1 the south—western 
boundary of the Ate, 2nd would obstruct the access of natural 
to existing dwelling houses at 33 Uaiden Road and 59 Rochester Mad. 

Yours faithfully, 

rchitect to tbe Council 


