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y your clian appzal, wnich I have bae Italntej to dotermine, agoinet
of tha Docomm ﬂgai it Couneil to rofuse plenning pernissica for the
bengzalow on land off 014 vadling Shtreet, Har 1yat

. aspocticn of the siie “1& surroundings on 9 Februvarvy 1977, and firom my
of the writizin repr aL1ong made by you, the counecil a2nd intsvesbed,
the opinilon that ecizion in this appeal reszts primanily o
srochion of the cged bungelow would affecht fhe rural churacter o Lhe
shobher thers are special persenal circumsitances which should Lz taken
situsted about & mile to the south-east of the village of
aoont 1,Ui&u n the north-east side of 0Ld Vatling Straet.
¢f graning land with 2 baildings in ¥ne south- 4
. i -ﬂlrv_r'—zl equipnent and produce connscbed with
' fenliural contractor and forage merchend waoich be
omposite. .
‘. Qe in which the site is located is showm as being without netation in the:
' jrnanby u:v»iow'“nt Tldﬂ, but 28 a resnlt of the Firsit Review the .
. Plan, and of the non-niatutory plamning document -
i - : v oahnority are exorolhaion dprelopnant eonbrol
af B criteria applicable to the avproved -
i u;txout prejudsing the applicaﬁion of green belt policy in such arnas randing a ‘
= on the green belt as a wasle, I aw of the opinion That if the rural
o @ coupuT"“rﬂe is to bo probected - as it should be in the nuollc
_E. “'Slduﬂbldl development, other than that to meet eszential azricultural
e T l reeds, should not be pernitted outzide exisbing towns ang
apeeial recsong fox. doing s0. Althoush there i3 sone
oi 1o a motel, and an old f1rmh#uc@ near the site
cnnesi e uJﬁe-oP the mosd, I cannot regard it as being appropriatzly Llocated .
aTe hecnnse the novhu-east froabage of Old Watiing Stre 2t and the
ozd is pf“ﬂO”t“O“uL” open exeent for a small amount of sporadic develcopnaont,

i
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&. cliant is concar ea,
opyosite the site, thal he decen

inont I.'.L./J ne

and the p£0005ru “bonzalow would consolidate this
Tand o the detriment of the wmainly open rural

site,

a3 1 gub-fenant of the county council owmed prooertf
not enjoy qtgxaraatceof tenare, and if he was

f\, i t,t‘tl ‘t?j




of his. 7al : neoe stored in the Luildings on
Jeonch4sed. However no evidenca has besn vroduced to show thai
kN n

f v, who iaodhe tenant of the farm, intends 50 give It uwp, or 27ren
3 the cowdy council would not offew 1t to your client. Horeover, evan
clisat had 1o move, I do not considar the erechion of the nrowo.“,d
would be justified as it would not ba ugat prinarily ingonneciion with an
within the definition of agriculture under Section 299(1) of the Towa and
.xning Azt 1971, and the equipsent and produce agtored in the buildings can
< by otaer spourity measures outside normal wording hours, and lossas

.
| can ba queLﬁd by insucanca.

. Your oiient alzo considems that the permission granted for the ‘Zxecubive lMote 1
nearby craates a nreesdent for allowing his proposal, but it scans to me the
circmstances HrJhuﬂllﬂf these 2 conpletely different typfs of developnent have llttle
in common. 1 also considex that the yroposed develoments referred to by the couneil,

to previous epneals, are noi comparablie in every wespact, and I have
judged this appeazl entirely on its own merits in the circunstances now
} prevaliling,

. 3. T have evamiced all the other matters raised in the written representations, but
thore ig nJuh aig of the weight needed to alfect my decis ion that the proposed dzveiop-
sent would be haraful to the rural chavacher of the counbryside, and there arve no

sodml reascns sufficient to override this objection. ¥For the above reasons, and
f in Qleﬂbiﬁﬁ of %he powers iransferred to me, I nereby dismiss th1s anpenl,
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Town Planning

D.C.4 Ref No............ L/0274/76. . ..
TOWN & COUNTRY PLANNING ACTS, 1971 and 1972 Oth
ther
Ret. No.............. 433/76D. ...
THE DISTRICT COUNCIL OF oo DACORUM e
IN THE COUNTY OF HERTFORD oottt s e s s s s e e am s eema
Mr.A.Timberlake, Agent: Mr.D.R.Tomblin,
To 0ld School House, Ver House,
01d Watling Street, London Road,
Markyate, Markyate,
Herts. : Herts,
...... Erection of a bungalow . . . . . ...
e e e e et e e e e e Brief
at . land off Old Watling Street, Markyate, Herts, description
-------------------------------------------------------- I and 10cat'0n
of proposed
e e e e e e e e . 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 refuse the development proposed by you in your application dated
covesvcq4th-Mapohy 49726 - and received with sufficient particulars on
ceee.....25th March,. 1976.............. e and shown on the plan{s) accompanying such
application..

The reasons for the Council's decision to refuse permission for the development are:—

The site is within an area shown on the County Development Plan as
'No Notation' where Green Belt policies apply i.e. not to allow
development unless it is required for agricultural or other special
purposes - no justification has been submitted in this case.

26/20 Designation Pirector of Technical Services.

SEE NOTES OCVERLEAF
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NOTE

If 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. )

If the applicant .is aggrieved by the decision of the local planning 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 on a form which is obtainable from the
Secretary of State for the Environment, Whitehall, 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 authority, or could not have been so granted otherwise than
subject to the conditions imposed by them, having regard to the statutory requirements, to
the pravisions of the development order, and to any directions given under the order.

If permission to develop land is refused, or granted subject to conditions, whether by the local
planning authority or by the Secretary of State for the Environment 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 District Council
in which the land is situated, a purchase notice requiring that council to purchase his interest
in the land in accordance with the provisions of Part IX of the Town and Country Planning
Act 1971,

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,



