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T Plannii
Ref No.... .. 4/0LOL/80
TOWN & COUNTRY PLANNING ACTS, 1971 and 1972 Other
Ref. No................. ... ......
I
THE DISTRICT COUNCIL OF . DACORUM .. ... ....... AP P

IN THE COUNTY OF HERTFORD

J. 8. Page, Esq.,

To Brackendale,
Rucklers Lane,
KINGS LANGLEY,
Herts.

-----------------------------------

........................................................... Brief
- description

at...... .64=66. London. Road, . Hemel. Hempstoade . ..o, ot loeation
of proposed
........................................................... development.

in pursuance of their powers under the above-mentioned Acts and the Orders and Regulations for the time
being in force thereunder, the Council hereby permit the development proposed by you in your application

and received with sufficient particulars on.........22n4 January y- L8Oy v
and shown on the plan(s} accompanying such apphcatlon subject to the fo!lowmg conditions: —

‘\(Mmmmjmw%&x% bmegun within a }Penod of. . ..... years
mmsﬂﬁeﬂw

l. This permission ghall expire on 28th February, 1983.

26/18 PLEASE TURN OVER
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The reasons for the Council’s decision to grant permission for the development subject to the above
conditions are: —

(Wﬁ'mmmmmmwmmmfﬁemﬂnmmmgﬁnm:&f@aunmx\ﬁlanmmgmm.vla?sﬂz

1. To amable the bogal plexning suthority to retain contyel over the

devalopoent .
) " < SRR
Dated......cocvvveeveerena. 28“’ .................................. day of. ?.m”

Desi . Hirector of' hatceal HServioes,
ESIGNAtION L oiieii e sece i

F i . - .

NOTE

{1} 1f the applicant wishes to have an explanation of the reasons for this decision it will be given on request and a meeting
arranged if necessary,

(2} If the applicant is agyrieved by the decision of the loca! ptanning authority to refuse permission or approval for the
proposed development, or to grant permission or approval subject to conditions, he may appeal to the Secretary of State for the
Environment, ,in accordance with section 36 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1971, within six months of receipt of this
notice. Appeals must be made an a form which is obtainable from the Secretary of State for the Environment, Marsham Street,
London, S.W.1.) The Secretary of State has power to allow a longer period for the giving of a notice of appeal but he will not
normally be prepared to exercise this power unless there are special circumstances which excuse the delay in giving notice of
appeal. The Secretary of State is not required to entertain an appeal if it appears to him that permission for the proposed
development could not have been granted by the local planning autharity, or could not have been so granted otherwise than
subject to the conditions imposed by them, having regard to the statutory reguirements, to the provisions of the development
order, and to any directions given under the order.

{3} If permission to develop land is refused, or granted subject to conditions, whether by the local ptanning authority or
by the Secretary of State and the owner of the land claims that the land has become incapable of reasonably beneficial use in its
existing state and cannot be rendered capable of reasonably beneficial use by the carrying out of any development which has been
or would be permitted, he may serve on the Comman Council, or on the Council of the county borough, London borough or
county district in which the land is situated, as the case may be, a purchase notice requiring that council to purchase his interest in
the land in accordance with the provisions of Part | X of the Town and Country Planning Act 1971.

{4} In certain circumstances, a claim may be made against the local planning authority for compensation, where
permission is refused or granted subject to conditions by the Secretary of State on appeal or on a reference of the application to
him. The circumstances in which such compensation is payable are set out in section 169 of the Town and Country Planning
Act 1971,
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TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1974, SECTION 26 AND SOTEDULE O =
APPLICATION NO:w 4/0101/80

KINGS LANWGLEY i~ 5 JANa*’"“‘i
2 9 DEC 1980

| DATE

1« I refer to your sppesl, which I have been appeinted to de*o“m1ne, sgainst |
ecision ol the Dacorum District Councll, to grant plaming permission eubject

conditicn for the change of the first floor from residential o dental surgery ard
steopathic clinic at Nos 84«68 Lundon Road, Hemel Hempsicad. I have considersd
the written representations mede Ly you and by the Cownnidl, I inspzeied tha site

on 17 Eovember 1380,

2, The condition in dispule provides thal the permission ghell expire oa
26 February 1¢E

3. TFrom my inspection of the site and itz swrrowadings znd from the weltten
representations mede I am of tha opinion thas ithe pri ;ci al igsue ia this case
concerns e votential impact ol the zpuroved use oo ihe pariiny situaiion in ths
locality.

de I+ is the coureilfs policy gereraliy to resist or ges nf use
t¢ offices in the vicinity out having “gstﬂ e Da 8 Whicn Fou
were proposing to sstablish and their importance o tn ¥ tney
detarmined t 1% the application yau nads in 1979, BTE WaS Do
provision feor paz&:rv farilities, whnick would normally the council,
3% was their view that a permsnent permission weuld b aniil such
time Az the dmpact of ‘the proposal sould b 2pgessed, slicaiian, ik
subject of the pregent appeal,; met with a zimilar rezroon time period
was extended %o 3 yeavs,

5  You have submiited tha% the council have acecsptsd the vee ard their only
objsction relaies 4o car perking. In your opinion there are 2deouate faciliitiss
available in reasomable proximity e the appeal premises ineluding on-sireet svaseos
in nearby roads and the c

j+]

are loczsed ehove a retail use w
the jmetion wiih Durrant
of Loadon Road alihougsh
cng 9 the older paris

equipped tne trosarty o

1= =

wets with London Boad Ty Wiy



Ta The #4717 and Durrants Hill Koad in ihe vicinity of the sife are subject to now
-

xaiting restrictioms and I obszrved that on-street parking ocrurs in the adjoining arzd.

‘N The car park iz located some 100 m to the southe-east and alithough the LOUHCLl peint out

that it is op the opposite side of London Roady I nofed that there was a light
controlled pedestrian crossing adjacent to your entrance. '

8. The council have identified a number of plans which may modify the character of
the area, including the Apsley Genez%l Improverment Area, but there are no specific
proposals which would directly affect the appeal property. They have also stated

that the effectis of the davelopment should be assesxsed before a paermancnt permigsion
could he considered. Nevartheless 1% has not been made clear how this would be
achieved and in my cpinion the likely scale of parking demand from the propozed uss
could reasonably be estimated at the outsely and I have no evidence of any enticinaied
change in circumstances whereby I would cornsider a permanent determination of the
proposal to be premature

9. It vhat caswel onwesvreet parking in the vicinity is common

Drac t109 and. althoun gh this may neot be pait ticularly setisfactory I do not consider
that the sdditional demand generated by the appeal development would have any
significant adverse affect, In addition the car park st London Road is, in my view,
reasonzhly close yor visitors to the practice vho would hiave safe and convennent
access via the pedesirian crossing.

Q T+ DC“\"““‘G tg ™ma

10. In coming ¢ z conclusion I have {aken into account that because of the lack

of parking facilities witnin The siie the courncil have made a concezsion in permiiting
the development on a lemperary basis. Nevertheless I am noi persnaded that a
y“meﬂvdu permigsion would prejudice the maintenance of prouper parking ciandards

in the ares and naving regsrd to the ackuowledged service being provided at the

eppecl premises I find taat, in the circumstances of this pariticular case, the
imposition of a time limit is notl justified.

n the widtten represento~-

11¢ I have taken into accomnt all the oths
= ilons which have led 1o oy

iiOHQ, but they do not seom ic me to outweid
decision,
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2. TFor the above rea soney and in exercise of ithe powers travsferred o me, I hershy
iallow your appeal and discharge the condition atisched to planning permission 7

No /0101/80 dated 28 February 1980 for the change of use of first floor from reésiden<ial
todental surgery and ostecpathic clinic at Nos 64/6¢ London Road, Hemel Hempstead.
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