£,

ks

FEI7®

D/P . étf ECHNICAL SERVICES DEPT, |

o e

a/ /2.2 - L MNING SECTION
Departiment of the Environment [ : -
Room i3-20 { 2AFER 1978
Tollgate House Houlton Street Bristol BS2 9DJ {7 r—rwa
:‘|LI T -~
Telex 449321 Direct iine F0272.218870 DATE

Switchboard "U2r2T21881%

Messrs Smesthmans - _ Your reference
PO Box 1 ) GVB/DH
10 Queensvay Our reforence
EEMEL HEMPSTEAD T/APP/5252/A/71/8839/G6
Herts ' ‘ ‘Date
HP1 1LY

23 FEB 1978

Centlemen

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1971, SECTICH 36 AWD SCHEDULE 9
APPEAL BY H W HOFKINS AND W G HOPKINS
APPLICATION KO:~ 4/0623/7

b —
1. I refer to your clients' sppeal, which I have been apnonnted to determlne
agalust the decision-of the Dacorum Distriect Council to refuse outline planning
permission for a detached house on the plot adjoining "Ranworth", Megz Lane,
Chipperfield, I have considered the written representations made by vou, by the
council and by interested persons. I -inspected the site on Monday 30 January 1978,

2. From my inspection of the appesal site and surroundings and from the representa-
tions made I am of the cpinjon that the main issues are whether or not the proposed
house cen be regarded -as infilling and whether or not there are special circumstences
sufficient to justify the proposed house contrary to the policy for restricting
non—essential development in the Metropolitan Gréen Belt.

3. Mpart from a line of detached houses which front the main rcad, the housing at
Megg Lane and Wayside.lis separated from the core.of the v1lla5e of Cn1rp°rf1eld.

Although the south-westerly side of Megg Lane, about 225 m in length, is fairly

continuously line¢ with 10 dwellings the north-easterly side, which includcz the
appeal site, hdgs enly U dwellings, all of similar size to the 10, so that it has

a predominantly open appearance vhicl is reinforced by the appearauce of the fields
and trees of the countryside on the rising ground beyond. Because of this sepearation
from the core of Chipperiield end the predominantly open appearapce I do not considex

that your clients! proposed house can be regarded as infilling in an otherwise

bullt-up frontage even though it would have an existing dwelling on eack side of it
but instead it would contribute to the intensifiestion of development on this side
of the road which would be to the further detriment of the open appearance and
rural character of the surrounding green belt area in wvhich it i1s situsted.

k. T do not consider that the appeal site need be unkempt or derelict if it is
not buili on, neither do I regard your ciients' natural desire to enable a younger
merber of the famlly to 1ive nearby as together sufficient to justify the proposed
house in face of the effect it would have on the surroundings. Accordingly, I
have decided to dismiss their appeal. '

5. I bave taken into account all the other matters made in the representalions but

I am of the opinion thdt they do not outwelgh the considerations which led me to ny
decision.
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I am Gentlemen
Your obedient Servant

:D- J -’fi‘af/ letl™

D J TUCKEIT ARICS, MRTPI
Inspector

For the above reasons, and in exercise of the powers transferred to me, I
hereby dismiss your clients' appeal.
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D.C.4 Ref. No.......... THX¥E% o S

TOWN & COUNTRY PLANNING ACTS, 1971 and 1972

Other
Ret. No...... .. ... ... .. ... ......
ACORUM
THE DISTRICT COUNCIL OF ... DCRU .......................................................
IN THE COUNTY OF HERTFORD oot rnearens et ssa i i s s s svasa e saees
Memsrs. H. & W. Hopki.ns,
To  'The Kilve'
Mege Lane,
CHIPPERFIELD,
Herts.
...... Cne Hous®, .. ... ... ... ... . i it
IIIIIIIIIIIIIlIllll.lllllllll.l.llll-lll-lll'l-lll.llIll Brief
at Plot adj. "Ranworth", Megg Lane, Chipperfield. description
............................................ ‘e om oa'm omomowoweomomowow .a"d!‘ocation
of proposed
....................................... development.

In pUrsuance of their powers under the above-mentioned Acts and the Ordérs and Regulationé for the time
being in force thereunder, the Council hereby refuse the development proposed by you in your application dated
.......... 26th May,. 1977, -................... ... and received with sufficient particulars on
.......... JO0th. June,. 1977,........................ andshown onthe planis) accompanying such
application,.

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

(1) The site is within the Green Belt allocation on the County Development
Plan where there is a presumption against further development unless it
is esmential in connection with agricultural or other special purposes - no
Justification hsa been proven in this case to warrant a departure from this
principle.

(2) The proposal would be contrary to policy 15 referred to in the submitved
County Structure Plan in that the site is not within the main core of the

village.
Dated . ...... 28th day of .....ou.... July . .............. 19 77..
Signed.... &7 i ,1:—*2"
26/20 Designation Diractor.af. Technical Services.

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, $.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 thiat the land has become incapable of reasomnably beneficial use in its existing state
and cannot be rendered capable of reasonably beneficial use by the carrying out of any
development whlch 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 arid 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
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