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NOTE

If the epplicant wighes to have an.explandtion of the reasons for this decision it will be given
on.requést and agméeting arranged.if necessary.

If the iapplicant. is aggneved by the deétision .of fhe local planning authonty ta refiise
permission. or approvdl for the préposed development or to gfant permiission: or appmval
subject to conditions, he may appeal to the: Secretary of State fer the Exmr\';mlﬂﬁent2 in
accordance with séction 36 of the Town and Cauntfy P‘lanmng Act 1971, withiry $ix months
of receipt of this notice. (Appeals.must be made 6ri'a form which is obtamable from the

Secretary of State for the Environment, Wlutehall Londou, S.W.1)) The Secretary of State
has power teallow alanger penod for the giving 'of a netize 6f apped] but he willnot: nommlly ,

be prepared to exercise. this power unless thefe are §gec131 circumstances which éxcuse-the
delag in giving;notice of appeal. Thé Secretary of:Stateis:not fequired to: entertmnrmsappeall
.2ppears to him that permission for the -proposed: development could not have beem

"fsgbjact to the eoiditions imposed by thern, having regird to-the statiitoly fequiréments, to.

.the previsions of the development order, and 1o any dlractmns*gwenundet theoider; -

If permission to develop Tand is refused, or granfed sub]ect totonditions, whiether by the 1ocal
planning. authonty or by the Secretary of Stafe for the Envirefiment-and thie oWner’ “fthe land

" laiffi- flidt ' the [dhd has bédome mcapalﬂe of maﬁmébfy Beneficial Tide iiit itS existing &t4te
and cannot ibe rendered capable of- reasonably beneficial -use. by the! carrying ont ofi. afy:

development which. liag Leen.or would be permitted, he may serve on the District: Council

' . In-which the:land 1 i situated, a purchasé. notice requmng that council to purchass his interest.

in the land in accordanice with the provisipns of Part 1X'of the Tows anid Country lening
Act 1971.

In certain cirgumstances, a <claim may be made ‘gpainst the Jlogdl planning authasity fm
compeiisation, Wies Periifsion is reflised.or ghanted Subjéct td conditions by the' Rebiets

of Stite on appeal or-oni a féferénce of the apphcatwn to him. The-citcumistatices 1114"wh1t:h
such ¢ompensation is payable are set-out in section 169 of the Town and Cou.ntry Planning '
Act 1971. . .
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Department of the Environment / Department of Transport /
Eastern Region : ’

Charles House 375 Kensington High Street London W14 8QH
© Telephone 01-603 3444 ext 146

fessrs Norton Rose Botterell and Roche Your refc:ence

Kempson House N ;5/%}625 |
' Camomile Street ) ] ur reference
London : ) _ §55/5252/A/76/8653
EC3A 7AN ‘ )
7 g April 1977
Gentlemen

A | ’7674/76.
TOWN AND COUNTRY FPLANNING ACT 1971 - SECTION 36

APPEAL BY MRS C FREEMAN f ' )
APPLICATION NO.h/OM??/?6

1. I am directed by the Secretary of State for the Environment to say that
consideration has,been given to the report of the Inspector Mr A J Bingham, TD, Dipl
Arch, ARIBA, who held a local inguiry into your client's appeal against the decision
of the Dacorum District Council to refuse to grant planning permission for the
continued use of the dwelling at "Hillcrest', Leane Farm, Bovingdon without complying *
with the condition attached to planning permission W/2601/63 dated 10 March 1965 whicl
provides that: '

"The occupation of the dwelling shall we limited to a pérson employed,
or last employed, locally in agriculture as defined in section 221.(1) of
the Tovm and Country Planning Act 1962, or forestry, or a dependant of
such a person residing with him .{but including a widow or widower of such
a person)." : ' ‘

A copy of the report is enclosed.
2. The Inspector said in his conclusionsi=

"In view of the chanpged circumstances at Lane Farm it is unlikely that

the remains of the former holding retained in ownership by the appellant
will ever again be used as an independant agricultural enterprises 'This

is certainly the case having regard to the limited area of land now
available to support a business and the massive capital investment required
to provide new buildirss and plant to sustain a marginally viable holding.
Consideration of these matters leads me to the opinion that the dwelling

on the appeal site is surplus to the agricultural requirements of the appeal
site and the adjoining land owned by the appellant.

It is ouite possible that the dwelling could house a person engaged locally
in agriculture but employed elsevhere or perhaps even a retired agricultural
worker. It appears that there is a demand for accommodation for agricultural
workers in the locality of the appeal site. I do not feel that this aspect
has been fully explored. The market for this type of accommodation has not
been fully tested as at no time has the dwelling been publicly advertised
for sale or to let by an agent or any other means. T consider that the
agricultural occupancy condition should remain imposed on the permission
granted in 1965."

The Inspector recommended that the appeal be dismissed. “
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2. The Secretary of State agrees with the InSpectér's conclusions and accepts

‘his recommendation. Therefore he hereby dismisses your client's appeal.
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‘T am Gentlemen

Your obedient Servant

A R FULLER
Authorised by the Secretary of State
to sign in that behalf



