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an Independent tribunal for parking

Case Reference: 2070040312 ahd traffic panaitiss In Londan
Appellant:

Authority: Camden

VRM:

PCN: CDI4 162485

Contravention Date: U8 Sep 2006

Contravention Time: 12:41

Contravention Location: Southampton Row W1

Penalty Amount: £100.00

Contravention:
Decision Date:
Adjudicator:
Appeal Decision:
Direction:
Itensons:

Parked or loading or unloading when prohibited

05 Jun 2007

Austin Wilkinson

Allowed

cancel the Penally Charge Notice and the Notice to Owner.

[ have noted what is stated by the Council in respense to the

Appellant's review application.

However, | am satisfied that the interests of justice do
necessitate d review. The point raised by the Appellant

{ referring Lo the NPAS case of Lukha -v- dylesbury | is well
taken and was not dealt with by the previous Adjudicator. [1
is clear from his decision that the Adjudicator had had i
mind the issue in the case of R. (on applivation by London
faraugh of Barnet)-v- Parking Adindicator (Int,

party Moses) CO/I3552006

However the point raised by the Appellant has nothing to

do with the question of whether the Penalty Charge

Notice contained both the date of issue and the date af the
allegation , It was to do with the Tact that Section 66 (3) (d)
of the Road Traffic Aei 1997 ( as amended by Section 4(3) of
the London Local Authorities Aot 2000 ) reguires that a
Pepalty Charge Notice must give the correct time period for
payment of the penalty.

Here , the PCN does not. 1t purports to give 28 diys "
beginning with the date of this Notice". This must mean less
than 28 days since il does not take account of the need for
pastal service,

The Penalty Charge Notice does not, therelore, substanually

comply with Statute, This non-compliance cannol

be "eured” by any description of general action by the
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similar to that of the Nolice to cpmx@ﬁﬂ Imfﬁc

and which , in contrast, ﬁpp:arsw Serulce

The appeal is allowed. i Y a1
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An independent tribunal for parking

Original Decision Subsequently Reviewed Under Regulatioh T1'6f THé Ra4d Traffic
(Parking Adjudicators) (London) Regulations 1183

Decision | 3 Mar 2007

Date

PPrevious Fefused

[Decisinn

Adjudicator Carl Teper

Dircetion None

Reasons Having considered all the evidence T am satisfied that the Appellant's

vehicle was parked in Southampton Read in contravention of a
loading/unloading and waiting restriction on 8 September 2006,

The vehicle was monitored parked during the restriction and the
contravention was logged as being committed at 12,01, | have preferred the
local authority's evidence to that of the Appellant’s because | find the
photographic evidence and the camera enforcement officer's statement 1o be
reliable and credible.

Mast ather matters raised by the Appéllant go to mitigation, which
Adjudicators are not empowered to consider. | find that the Penalty Charge
MNotice is compliant with section 66 of the Read Traffic Aet [99] and has
both the date of notice and date of contravention on the ticket.

The appeal is refused.

| certify thisto be a true copy of an entry in the register

Mr R Reeve Proper Officer
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