HAMPSHIRE
BOROUGH OF RUSHMOOR
TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT, 1971
TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING GENERAL DEVELOPMENT ORDER, 19%X 1877

To:— National Westaminster Bank Limited Reference No.: RSH 01344/3 -
c/0 R0 G Willianms - o .
Regional Architect P.Q. Box 10,

National Westminster House,
Btation Way '
Crawley

10 1J8 o ' ' ‘ '
Insp‘fﬂﬁﬂm %P tgexr powers under the above-mentioned Act and Order, the Council as the local planning
authority, REFUSE to permit  change of use of rear part of existing retail shop to-office
use and retention of existing shopping froatage by provision of a kioak at 22 Viztoria.
Road, Farnborough, Hants, RV o

in accordance with your application received on ...........cooeees 4 January, 1878 erer eveneanuenaeaieeereaean

The reason(y) for the Council’s decision to refuéé permission for this devélop:ﬁent is/ amgm _

1. The proposed develop.ent would result in tho establishment of a ahopping unit
without adequate provision for rear off-loading snd parking facilities which
would be likely to reault in interference to the free flow of traffic on .
Victoria Rosd to the danger of road users. : ' ‘ e
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} 2 and 4, Queens Read, ' o o Town Planning Officer. |
%Icllershot, GU11 3]D. | SRR
elephone: Aldershor 22441. : ' :
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Department of the Environment. * o hc{\h\
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Tollgate House Houlion Street Brisiol BS2 9DJ R )
Telox 449321 " Direct fino 0272-?‘[8863 '
Switchboard 0272-21 8813)
M C'\"i.'; :

Mesars Mann and Co, ﬂ ) ? _ .- - ¢ “t ‘ﬂ . " Your refeM

Burveyor®s Office 3 auai_\ .* ¥¥] ‘chh?C
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Gantlemen i CoL

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1971, SY‘CTIOI\? 36 AND SCHEDULE 9 : : -
APPEAL BY WATIONAL WoSTMINBTER DAVK 14D
APPLICATION NO. RSH 01344/2 : = o

1, I refer to this appeal, whlch I havc been app01nted to determine, against tbe
decision of the Rushmoor Borough Council to refuse plamming pevmission for change of
use of rear part of existing shop unit from retail shop to office use and retention
of existing shopping frontasge by provision of a kiosk, at 22 Victoria Rozd,
Farnborough. I have considered the vritten represenLatlons made by you and by tha
council, - I inspected the site on 27 November.1975.

2. Trom my inspection of the .silte and surroun&lng? and the renr“seniailons made

T am of the opinion that the main issue in this case is whether the proposal wovuld
give rise %o *the parking of wvehicles on the adjoining hlgnwmy which would aggravate
congesiion and cause hazard¢ t0 road users,

3. The appeal site is.a ﬁroxnd floor shop with frontage to- »he south side of the buuy
Victoria Road and is the end unit of a modern 3-storey terraced block of 5 shops with
self-contuined residential accommodation on the floors above. A service road at the

'year of %he block allows vehicular access to the back of these properiies from

Kingenead, and a pedestrian link runs from this service road around the eastern end -
of the tuilding to the Victoria Road footvay in front of the shop units, '

4. Addjoining the appeal prnmlses to the west is a branch of ihe Hational Westminzter
Bank which occupnies a corner site and has frontage to both Victoriz Boad and to
Queensmnead, a peueqtrlanlsed shopping preclnct. Planning congen®t was given in

“January 1977 for the whole of the appeal accommodation %o be changed 1o Class IT.

{Barnk Use) and a new shop front was approved in February 1977. In the =spproved
Town Map the site is shown 1o be within an area allocated przmarlly for shopping

| purposes,

- -
5. Zzming resard to the fact thni the proposed kiosk would have no dirsct access to
the rear service road the council's concern for the highway implicaitions of such an
arrangement arve understandable., However, I am not convinced that the retention of this
dimimitive -shopping element would necessarily encourage the louding and unleoading
of sorvice vehicles and custemer parking on Victoria Road as the council forcsee;
particularly as there are double yellow lines along the carriageway in froant of <he
appeal sits and palﬂlnﬁ is prohibifed at all times,

. .
6. In any event there are public car_parks nearby and I see no xreason sy customers
attrzoled by the proposed development showld park on Victoria Road any more than ihe

gt
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customers of the adjoining optician, btuilding sociely, estate agent and sports goods
premises, As 1o loading and unloading, I am satisfied that this could easily be done
from the rear service road via the pedestrion link as the distance involved is only abou
70 or so yds. HMoreover, the kiosk accommodation is of such modest dimensions I believe
it would only be suitable for a use thet is unlikely to involve- frequent loading and
unloading of bulky or heavy articles. I have, of course, considercd all the othor
matters raised in the written represcntations but am of the opinion they are outweighed
by those which have led me t0 my decision. -

7. TFor the above reasons, and in exercise of the powers transferred to me, I hereby
allow this appeal and grant plamning permission for the change of use of rear part of
existing shop unit from retail shop to office use and yetention of existing shopping
frontage by provision of a kiosk at No, 22 Victoria Road, Farnbordugh in accordance
with the terms of the application (No. RSH 01344/2) dated 29 December 1977 and the
plens submitted therewith, subject to the condition that the development hereby

. pernitted shall be begun not ‘later them 5 years from the date of this letter.

8. This letter does not convey any approval or consent which may be reqﬁired under
any enactment, byelaw, order or resgulation other than Section 23 of the Town and
Country Planning Act 1971, ' - )

I am Gentlemen
Your obedient Servant

H ¢ STOW i .
Inspector 2 :
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Department of the Environment
Tollgate House®

Houlton Street

Bristol 1S2 9DJ

Under the provisions of section 245 of the Town and Country Flamming Act 1971 a
person who is aggrieved by the decision given in the accompanying letter may
challenge its validity by an application made to the High Court within & weeks
from the date whén the decision is given. . (This procedure applies both to
decisions of the Secretary of State and to decisions given by an Tnspectoxr to
whom an appeal has been transferred under paragraph 1(1l) of Schedule § to the
Town and Country Planning Act 1971).

The grounds upon which an application may be made to the Court are:—

L. that the decision is not within the powers of the Act (that is the
Secretary of State or Imspector, as the case may be, has exceeded his
powers); or : .

2. that any of the relevant requirements have not been complied with,
and the applicant's interests have been substantially prejudiced by the
failure to comply. -

"The relevant requirements" are defined in section 245 of the Act: they are the
requirements of that Act and the Tribunals and Inquiries Act 1971 or any enact—
ment replaced thereby, and the requirements of any oxder, regulations or wules
made under those Acts or under any of the Acts repealed by those Acts. These
include the Town and Country Planning (Inquiries Procedure} Rules 1974 (ST 1974.
No. 419), which relate to the procedure on cases dealt with by the Secretary of
State, and the Town and Country Planning Appeals (Determination by Appointed
Persons) (Inquiries Procedure) Rules 1974 (ST 1974 No. 420}, which relate to
the procedure on appeals transferred to Inspectors. '

A person -who thinks he may have grounds for challenging the decision should seek
. legal advice before taking any action.
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