Town Planning

D.C.4 Ref No.... ..., /0583780 ... ..

TOWN & COUNTRY PLANNING ACTS, 1971 and 1972

Other
Ref. No. ... ... ... . ... ... .......
THE DISTRICT COUNCIL OF ... DAGURIM. . e,
IN THE COUNTY OF HERTFORD oot eeettiiees e eeee i ss s sennes i e nn s annans
L. e Cooper, iSQe, heassrs. Simpson & Xorth,
*hitelea, 9 osridue -traet,
TO ..tonﬁy L&Ilﬂ. - I}\' iy
BUVIK snohy Fiddlesex,
lierts,.
......... Two dwelldngs . . . .. ... ... ..................
e e e e e e e e e e Brief
... ... adie. whiteles,. itoney. Lane, Bovingden,. .. ......... doscription
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 refuse the development proposed by you in your application dated
............. nd aprid, 1580 ... .. ... ........... and received with sufficient particulars on

8th spril, 19&3 and shown on the plan(s} accompanying such

application.

The reascns for the Council’s decision to refuse permission for the development are: —

The site is within an area without notatiosm on the Approved County
Development rlan and in an arss relferred to in the Approved County Structure
tlan (1979), wherein permigsion will only be given for the construction of
new buildings (or the ghange of use or extension of existing buildinga)} for
agricultural purposes, small acale facilities for participatory sport and
recreation, or other uses aprropriate to a rural area. The propoased
development is unacceptsble in the terms of this policy.

26/20 Designation ireator. of Tachnigal . ervices.

SEE NOTES OVERLEAF
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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 alonger 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 provisions 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 topurchase his interest
in the land in accordance with the provisions of Part 1X 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 corditions 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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APPLICATION NO:= 4/0583/80

1e I refer to this appeal, which I have been appointed to determine, against the
decision of the Dacorum District Council to refuse plamming permission for the
erection of 2 dwellinghouses in Stoney Lane, Bovingdon, Herts. I have considered
the written representations made by you, by the council, by the Bovingdon Parish.
Council and also those made by other interested persons. I inspected the ziteson
19 February 1981..

2. From my inspection of the siteSand the representations made, I find that the
main issue is whether the proposed buildings can be regarded as. exceptions to the.
application of the County Structure Plan Green Belt Policy and its equivalent in
the Draft District Plan, poliey G4, on the grounds that they would constitute
infilling of a type permitted by that. Plan, or alternatively that the policy is not
preperly applicable to these sites since they are within an established residential
esatate.

3. I have considered whether these sites have properly been included in the proposed
Green Belt, but I find nc reason to question their inclusion for the time being,
pending a decision on the Green Belt proposals as a2 whole,

4e I noted that Stoney Lane is little more than a farm track, unsurfaced and too.
narrow to alleow 2 cars to pass eackh other. The sites are in wide gaps between the
neighbouring houses and well outeide the village cenire. To provide an adequate
road commecting them %o the village would necessitate the acquisition of land from
mumerous frontages. To the south—east of the sites, at their rear, is a public foot-
path providing views of the open country, which is undulating with occasional clumps
of itrees. To the north-west there is a field extending to Box Lane, beyond which is
woodland and more open country. The appeg} sites themselves are covered with trees,.
5. The proposed buildings are therefore not a permissible form of infilling within
a village core, and the sites do not lie within an established housing estate, but
in an area of predominantly rural character with only sporadic development.

6. Having considered all the other matters raised, I have decided that the proposals
constitute a type of develovment that could neither be permitted under nor excepted
from the application of Greem Belt policy. '
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7. For the above reasons, and in exercise of the powers transferred to me, I hereby
dismiss this appeal. '

I zm Gentlemen
Your obedient Servant

D M GOODACRE RIBA MRTPI
Inspector



