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TOWH AND COUNTIY PLANMNING ACT 4971

1. I rofer to your appeal under saction 36 of the Tomn ead Country Plenning Act

1971 against the decisioa of the Council of the London Boroush of Canden to refuse
planning vermission for the change of use from retail shop to office and ingtallation of
& new shop frcnt at shop unit 424 Brunswick Centro W01, The determination of this
poveal falls t0 ma by wirkva o Scrednta Q fn the Wown and Coniry Plannine Aet 4071 and
the Town and Country Flanning (Dstermination of appeals by arpointed porzcna){Prescribed
Classes) regulatipns 1970. 1 have considered »ll the writien rapresentations made by .
you and by the cowreil, I inspected the wvite on Menday, 39 July 1972, - |

(R

2.  Your criginnl application for planring permission referred only to "shop Litting® :
but, at the suggestion of the council, the application waa suhsoguentiy ansnded to . |
“Chanze of use from retail shop to office and installation of .a new shop front ad B
Cshop unit 424 Brunswick Centro o™, It woae on this basis that the application was
considered and it iz on this basia that I have concidered your appeal. ' '

would be conliacy bo ihe chavacier of the residenilal and shopping
part of which haa bub recenlly been caepleted.

3. In ny view the decision in this ca~e Cepenas on whether the-effice use prep sed
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4. The shop units so far taken up and cceupied include a largs mupermarket {occupying
-geveral wnits), licensed premises, a "“botting shop", a "Winpy Bz.", a restsurant and,
at the Marchnont Sireet end of the arcade in which the appreal preaises arve situsibed,

a lzdies'! and gentlezents hairdressaer. ' :

5. Froa my observations dwring the sive inspection it geemad to me thal this
ascondary means of sccess to the main shopoing avea was alreaoy well uded; net only

by shoppers going to the supemearket tmt also by peonls who found it a convenient mesns
of getting from the west, ie Marchmont Street, side of tne develoonent scross the
gshovving area and thrcugh the nain access to Huntex Street and Brunswick Squars on the
east side, and vice-versa. : :

6. It is my opinion, therefove, that this arcade is already becoming a well kmown
pedeatrian route and thet the presence thera of a small office cccupying a single shop
wnit would hava little, if any, effect on the character or success of the shopping
precinet as a whole. Xoreover, the nroposal enviseges a siwply-designed diusplay
window and entrance which would not break the coatirmity of the shopping [roniage along
‘that side of the arcade. '
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; 7+ The area of office space involved i3, in my view, far too small to havo any

! ratsrial effect on tkhe office policy contained in the Initial Developnant Plan,
I have also considered tne otner matters raised in tha representations but find
tbea to be of insufiiciernt weight to affect my decision.

8. For the above reasons, eand in exercise of the povers transferred to me,|I :
hereby allow your apwéal and r the

runzwick Centye
n-accondance with the tezms of the appllcatlon 1at Feoruery 1972 (as
enentel) and tre vlans submitted therewith, subject to the condition that the
developnent hereby rermitted shell be begun not leter than 31 August 1977,

9. ! Tris letter does not convey any approval or consent which may be required
unae” any enaciment, byelaw, order or re"ulatlon other than section 23 of tha
TOﬁn and Courtry Flanning Act 1971, ,
| . R _ . |
Iam Sip . : ‘
Your obzdient Servant

A Y. " . )
éiw/ JM/‘ . . . e
CHKFLJS FILTON BA RIPBA FRTPI
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Under the provisions of section 245 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1971 a person
who is aggrieved by the decision given in the accompanying letier may challenge its
validity by an application made to the High Court within 6 weeks from the date when
the decision is given. (This procedure applies both to decisions of the Secretery of
State and to decisions given by an Inspector to whom an appeal has been transferred
under paragraph 1(1) of Schedule 9 to the Town and Country Planning Act 1971.)

The grounds upon which an application may be made to the Court ares-

1. that the decision is not within the powefs of the Act (that is, the
Secretary of Stete or Inspector, as the case may be, has exceeded his pcwers); or

2., that any of the relevant requirements have not been complied with, and the
applicant's intcrests have been gubstantially prejudiced by the failwa to comply.

; "The relevant requirements" are defined in section 245 of the Act: +they are the
L~ requirements of thet Act and the Tribunsls and Inguiries Act 1971 or anr enactment
" repleced thereby, and the requirements of any order, regulations or rules male under
these Acte or under any of ithe Acts repealed by those Acts. These include the Town
: and Countrv Pianning (Inguiries Procedure) Rules 1969 (SI 1969 No 1092), which relate
3 to the proesdure on cases dealt with by the Secretary of State, and the Te.n and
: Country Planning Appeels (Determination by Appointed Persons) (Inquiriss Procedure)
Rules 1965 (SI 1968 No 1952), which relate to the procedure on appealg tiunsferred to
Inepectors.
P The right io meke an application under section 245 as a "reraon aggrieved" is limited
: to the appellant ox applicant (as the case may beg and peraons whose- legal rights have
been infringed. The local authority who are directly concerned with the case are
given ¢ airilar right of eppeal.

: A person vho thinks he may have grounds for challenging the decision stould seek legel
1 advice before taking eny action,
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