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Section 117(a) 

6. The appeal is made on the ground that the alleged breaches which led to the surcharge 
did not occur. Development was deemed to have commenced 8 December 2023. I have 

concluded above that the commencement date is correct. 

7. The breach which led to the surcharge was non-payment of CIL. Section 85(1) CIL 2010 
clearly sets out that non-payment of CIL within 30 days of the demand notice allows a 

surcharge to be imposed of five percent or £ , whichever is the greater. 

8. The appellant does not dispute non-payment of CIL. Consequently, I am satisfied that the 

breach that led to the surcharge did occur and that the appeal on section 117(a) should 
fail. 

Conclusion and Recommendation 

9. For the reasons given above and having had regard to all other matters raised, I 
recommend that the appeal should be dismissed. 

S.Wilson  

APPEAL PLANNING OFFICER 
 

Inspector’s Decision 

10. I have considered all the submitted evidence and the Appeal Planning Officer’s report and 

on that basis the appeal is dismissed.  

A U Ghafoor 

INSPECTOR 

 




