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. TOWN & COUNTRY PLANNING ACTS, 1971 and 1972

. Other
Ref No. . ... ... i
THE DISTRICT COUNCIL OF ... DACORUM s
IN THE COUNTY OF HERTFORD ... iiiiviiiviees s rresairen s ensi s anes v raran
Hy. R, Powell, Meaars. Cruickshanks,
To Jut‘ ram' R’. Hﬂ“.'
Little Heath Road, 29 London Road,
Potten End, HIGH WYCOMBZ,
DERKHAKRSTED Buoks.
Herts.

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

LIEC T B I T ] IIIIIl.ll-llll-lllllll.llllll.llIIlll.lllIl"l-l Brief
at Juata ¥Farm, Little Heath Road, Potten End, description
--------------------------------------------------------- and'ocation
..... Berichamoteds . .. ..., ........ ... ..\ iiiianiaraun....| ©Ofproposad

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

apptication..

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

The site is "without notation" on the County Development Flan ‘
vhere there ia a presunption againat further development unless it is
assential in connection with agricultural or other spocial purposes -
no justification has been proven in thisz case to warrant a departure
froa this prineciple.

Dated..........a.a;ﬂ.‘ ........... dayof ......... J tll’. ................... 19?7’
Signed ™. .
S ' Designation ;¢ pegtor-of Technidal Services.

< R 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 autherity 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 deveIopment 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 becomeé 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, Lhe 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 1X of the Town and Country Plannmg

Act 1971.

In certain circumstances, a claim may be made against the local planning authority for
compensation, where permiission is-refused or granted subject toconditions 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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Departrient of the Environiment
Room LH1L .
Tollgata, House, Houlton Stroet Buistol BS 32 9DJ

Tolewd4da2ts : Diractline 0272:213° 914
; : Swiichtioard :0272-218811
n ; . Council reference P11 /PEC/M/CER0 ST
e » B A28
R Perrin Biq LWRTPL Your re!omm:o
Cruickshanks w v "L ] 37/75/RP/IXC:
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* T pefer ta,;the g,ap
an cnforcement notice samd. b th
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‘é.la‘,‘ : which Iwhava ‘oean a.ppointed Yo determine, a.gainat
: Daggrum District jcouncil, and ageinasf; s refusal

of plannmg poﬁn‘i.’sbi;’on W*,;l;ha.ta Counc 11‘ 460!1081‘111‘1& the above: man'hioned 1a.nd I held

2n mquiry dnto’ 'the appaala on dnesday 11 Oc'tober 1978.
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B The date ot‘ theé-not‘ice is 25 Augu.s't 1977. ip

b. 'I‘he 'brea.oh' of plaxming cont:fol’ a.llegad in. tha riotice is thal afte“

31 Dacember 1963 thersaid land (tdged. réd. on thol .plan attached to the no ice)
has: been. ﬁeveloped by the: making, of a material. cha.nga in the uso thoreof to
use for ras:.derrtia]: .purposesl or' mtend.ad. resid.a'ntia]. purposes: Wy ihe placing
and keoping thereon:ol e rosidentia.l ‘CATAVAN: (mohile Lome) in addition to the
adrt inucd use oi’ the«v and. for.a.r-ricultuml pu:-poues without tlhie grant of

. pormimsion’requiredi: in, that 'b :aif u.'ndor Part In of 4ho'Towm and Couitry

3¢

Plamming; Ac't 1971. réa S L T ;u

e ul
c. The requiremen‘f of the n tice is' to discon‘hirma ihe use of the said land
for residential purposes or, intanded. residemial purposes by removal oi the
gaid esident ial caravan (mobile home) «
<.

&, The period for coipliance with the notice ig 2 calendar monthe.

e. 'The apnea," wes made on grnunds 88(1)(11), (b) and (f) but. at the inqury
grourd 88( 13{%) vas, withdrawm.

a, The developﬂert for '.».h.u:h plarning pemnision was refused is for n mobile
home to be used in connection mtn +ne. running of: the fana, ard the appiivation

was for temporary nermission.

B %] that the gite is: without noiation cn the

b. The reason for refusal
vipgt Turther doalon.

Connty DcveTﬁ;'aen. Plan where, there is a presunption af
ment onless. it OB essant\al in com‘ﬂct‘ on with -:.rr:.cultum‘ or othet spdcialb
aod 4 4 »J"" 3

PUTPORSS. o ]'c.stifiﬂa.t:.on ra&g becn proven in SHis case 10 warrart i

fros Lals o"n'r- iole.




4. As the npphcation concerned in the 1S{!c‘t.irm 16" apnenl should have bccn
adverticed but was not: it was suggested by the Dapo.rtmont by letter dated 26 April

. 1973 that the section 36 appesl be considercd on the batis that it had arisen. frox en

application made under Article 5(1) of tho 'I‘mm and Cnuntry Pla.nnmg General
Development Order 1977, for planning permission to changé the use of the land fo
use of lamd for the. s‘t‘.a‘tioning of o-caravan only. The auggostion was accepted on
behalf of your cliekt and by, tha COu.ncxl, ~and I have a.ccoxﬂingly com1derod that
appeal from that standpoin’c : .

) o é‘ ¥ o ‘fj ) '
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THE SITE nm surmamnmus P
;'“ I CL .
S. Juata, Faim, i8: a.‘holding of, 16 acre., of lavd, of roughly rectangular shape
with 2-separate yards .Féa.ch ha.ving a fronta.ge to Littie Heath Lane. The mobile
home is in.the yard & sthe lower level. in:the soithecastorn corfier where thers in
a new large a.gricultural building compr:.sing s hay storage and calf rearing unit,
e. darge old nissen: huild:.ngﬂusod for general stomge and a small brick buili olfice
building, I that yard alsg, the foundations are -prepared for another large apgri-
cultural buildingiand a. Bma.ller one, In the yard.at higher level in the north-uwestern
cornoy therée is a la.rge Yut: dilapidated ’narn in hse forihay otorage, a stable block:
in use. for calf x-earing, a buildi.n._, used WES 8. \ror‘{shop“ a poul'bxy uhit and ‘a.new orick
huilding proposed for 988 grading and’ packing. : When I, inspected the site: there were
15 calves about: 6 weeka oldémin- tha lower) ;yu.rd, ‘a.bout '30;0f a.bout ‘2 weeks in the upper
ya.rd nnd some halr dazen about 9 mon‘ths old grazmg h‘lrthe f:l.old. .
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6." He purohased ..Tusta Farm' in. 1972» having ‘oeen\;ltenan'b “Tor o, ‘while. At ﬁrst he
raised calvés-there: whilo living in’ Hen'al' ‘Hempitead but:lost a; good mary calves. that
way. "He placed. the mobila,.home thoro; m’;the Spring of?] '1977 "and had lived there
ever: since *e.a hiﬂjf only plaog of" res:.dence. It wns pla.cod there for the.t purpose.

s
x 'F‘

‘!{

T He tied: purcha.sed. Jus'ta.“Fm w:H:h theﬁzob)eot of! fd}ming it full-tme a.nd aa o
base ifor hia. agricultursl. contrac'hor's buainesa. ‘It wag a holding of -only, 15 acres
and had 2 yards so“tha:t it, had {0 be: fariied on an intonswe vasis, It had e,lways
'been an independent 1;6_14 acro'g;unit.. _- f‘_ L

- SN O
8.  1lis agriculturaljcomrgctor's busmeas compriged- cu‘tting au‘t hedgec, drde
folling, fencing, hwme.kin.g, harvesting, éitching; moving cattle, wiring up foncing,
installing troushs and, tracton: -driving. 'Heibad. 2 ‘hractars, 2 diggers, 3 or 4 trailers,
elevators, haymai:inr"equip'nen‘t, mewing, machineg, o cattle Yorryy 4 ordinaty lorriec,
and a. number of long bBased trailers.,. Mo plont wos 'naat.d al Justa Farm but a good
deal of it at any time was kept at other farms’ where it wes being used.
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9. The agricultuml Jcontract ing business had to rla.tc .cnablod the holding at Justa
Parm 40 keep going and provided the nhecessary funds for investment in buildings. The
farm had naw Yecedc ayviable unit and vhen the programoe of investment in bui ldmm'
was completed it would. be. moro- than simply viable.

10. Ho had placed *ho mobile home onm the farmm end lived in it because ke hod been
placed in an intolerable podition Yy “Ye: Council, Ovcr the years freom 1571 he had
made a number of applicntione Tor {."l...-lSﬁiO‘l for a perfinnent dwellin: af & zaruunn
for a temporary peried st the land. Fall dexails” m ‘hf‘ . ,urunm—i el
supplied yet every applicaticn had been refused. fhe ment wneatiziantny ano
{1he whole matter was fhai. the Council had zade: eazh decigton without obilzinis wn
appraisal from the County Land Agent.

ot}




‘1l. Fortumately the Secretory of State hag cecured the commento of the Arriculturai
Development and Advisory Service, expressed in Iy Chamberlaints letter dated 14 June
1978, and your clieni's case could now be. censidered on a proper footinz. fThe Counei]
had made it plain onm enourh occasions that ms far as planning policy was concerned o
dwelling on ihe mite was perfectly appropriste an long as it uas essential to the
agricultural uge, and the t.c;ct for agseasing asrienltural noed was ¢learly oot out

in the Annex to Circular 2A/13. ALl that was required therefore for determination

of the present caze was considoration of your ¢licntts agricultural claims in the
light of the criteria of Circular 24/73. o

12, Apart from the 16 acres at Justa Farm he had the use of parcels of land at
Northckurch, Bovinrdon and Tring, and hod now been offered 40 or 50 acros at Redbourn,
There was more land available at Litile Gaden if he. needed it. He did not have lognl
security of tenure on any of thati land but there was no question of him ever being
short of land beoause he hod such a good understarding ond rolationship with ihe
farmers he contrnoted with,, He eould rluays. rély on 120 acres of land aloevhere if

he noeded it. Scue of it was some distance from Justa Farm but. the older stronger
animals needed little swpervision. He bought standing crops and put econtractors in

to harvest them. They were then ‘carted away for sale except any he needed for himselr,
and he rented barns on otigy fam:a_ for storagd jof produce.

13. Both yards at Justa Foim were: in a dorel_i?rst state when he took the property over,
and his method of operation"“iwas enabling him. to. restore: it and develop it into an
intensively farmed going: concern.;; When he firgt vent ‘thers:the yards wore wigated
and unsurfaced, and walls were doin. Already %le yards wore unrecognisable ard
investment wes continuing, {In the upper yard R:"sta.'till‘ef't:glopk ‘had been mede good .
for use for rearing up 'to 35icdlves, a poiltry Shed for 1,000 birds had bean put: up,
a brick-built: packing slied was figarly cempletedy and. coricrete, paving had boen put
down. In the lower yard ‘the!néw'building-has doot him. £12,000 and ‘the one now under
way would. cost him £14,000. ‘1: Bdtl{%f f-f-'thoatsv-fpui]:qti;nga@_ﬁrhad bedﬁ{"apprqvcdij' for grant: by
‘the Minigtsy of Agricwlturesj -y ¢~ . @@ o o "

14, 8o far he had taken o’tﬁ;’ only’ about £50 per! week for his .own living end ploughed
‘the rest back into developnont of ¥4l holding. ¥ He had found it extremely difficult
before going to live on the Jholding and in those deys had lost 2 successive tatches
of calves as the resuit of a salmonella éutbreak. After going 10 live, thore he had
been able %6 raise 3 batchcq;-of 60 calves per Year, and.for the past 18 months it had
been 300 per year. Hoe made -about 210 per head by roaring, and alse rearcd calves for
others at a similar profit. . The capacity for calves at Justa Parm with ali buildings
completed would be 300 calves, ’

gy ' A [
o

15« Mr Chamberlain had made it clear in his leiter that the enterprise was viable.
It was suggestod that it would only rerain viuble 50 long as the additional lamd
remained available but that sas not the case at mll. If all feed ard bedding had
to be bought in the result would be a reduction i profitability but the erterprise
would remain viable. Therc was no likelihood vhalever of loss of the other lan! in
ary casoj it was Tar more likely that if he chould need even more land that aiso
would be readily available.

16. Mr Charberlain Lnd made it guite clear faat it was necesasary for someone *a live
on the holdinz. Calf rearing needed cxpert enre and he supplied thal axreriico.

A sick calf nceded immedinie injeetions. The arricultural coatraoctine koot hin awey
much of the day tut ke was ‘here for feoding in ihe morning ang nvening and
paragzed o zall in a1 mid-day. ¥4 all buildings cempleted ani &
Tull swing he uouid provably 4ake om a suoclman, Conatars aitlaninn n 2
frea the point of view of security, I houdes in {he viciuity booame avesioLla “haey
would cost at loood 230,000 and he could nes sonsjder an outlny of

well as tuildine up the fam.

.
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17. In terms of Circular 124/13, a1l the criterin was satisfied in the presest eanc.
Pirsily, the entorprise was viable. It was now mnid .would be ever more fio ithen all
the buildinga were comploted. Seoondly, libour wag available and it wan taken: on
ag and when. it was Aneeded.a Thirdly, it was necessaty for only one to live on the
hoiding, &nd that vas all ,'that vas, propoacd . . Fina olly, there was no l’ivmg faccommo~
dation on: the holdinmnpa.rt from the mobile, home. The cage had boen made on the
basis' of. pumly the calf’ rearing ‘entorprise. but: the agricultural contmct ing was
after allvan agricnltural concern in iteelf, /Thoze activities were.very much in
the interésts of the countrysida -and tho m‘tiono.l goonomy . ,I£ should be of some
s:.gnificunce in the céoe that viluable agrmultuml pla.nt n.nd mach:.nem was ;:ept
in the lwer yard .as wall as_va.luahle gtock. ;. , y -

k-r . \’r SR o "

18, 'I‘he pam:.asion nought’ fo ‘:a‘he} mobi].o homu was u.ﬂ;er all only., for & temporary
. fe. A temporaxy pemisaion would provide the or‘portunity “for your: client %o prove
that hio enterprme Was;: ‘;ﬁv:.nble ‘OnB ¢ Ib, wa.a;hox.c-dnktha.t 1% hd, been* proved alron.:‘.y'-‘
te

_but even ‘the Council. coul : -s“&tisfiod' in a i’ew yaars, 'then perhaps 8 permanent

"dwellmg}uould Ba; ‘allewedy: Y S

; s B

R * '
19% The notice went too f@r.i 1!’1# requi.ring removal o "the mebila hcme.'f The breach
was reaidential uge, and diacontinuamo of .tho uueuwas aufficient\ to remed,; the
bree.ch. :
Ye, amply an’ ancilla:y usa; notr a‘uffic:l.nn't; bafaffect tha» plmming ata.tun of the"
.land. Itg-.would not mnount .to. davelopioil - Hat. Fiow: was, Supported hy an ‘opinien

;expressed on page. 66 of the 1978 Journal. ‘of Planning 'and Envirormental Law in
relation. to a. Hinisterialidecmion in 1974 umior RefurcncagAPP/2339/0/73/913. -

%
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when, approvins\thd Tiret view 4n’ 1971 oniy,;lhch develoment as.would, bo appropriate:
within the green helt: uasgpemittcd. Residcnﬁial policy iR rural areas was; also-
considered’ in "Hartfcrdehiro 1981” : "non-—cta.tutory‘i"rwiew of ‘hhai‘developmant Plan

T2

‘the rura.l chamcter of: th'; ounty. In“t c submittod Countyg‘structure Plzm tho, 'anpaal_

site waa: shown within,a. Pl oposed. ; .x‘bsns‘ion to tHo Iule'b‘ropolitnn Green Bolt.,

JD

21, Developmont control Policy Note No. 4 made it nlenr ihat 'applications ror
caravons to ba uagd for agricultuml wor}'crs' accomodation shopld be treated in
the name. way as’ applications Tor pormancnt. dwellings end. that: applicationn for farm
dwellinga in raral arcas should be: accoipanied by evidence of] need to offuet genera) .
planning’objections, Criteria for asnessmg,,need ‘wag: et oul in: the. polmy note and
in Circular 24/73. Yeed in the context of the policy note, a.ui the girculnr related
to. thé need of a farming @nterprige rather than that' of @n'‘owner: or: cccupier. An
annex to the circular drew a.ttent jon to the fact thet. accommodation could nei. normaliy
‘be. justified on apgricultural grounds unless tho farming enmterprise consern>i wao
visble. V.ability could be defined as offering a competent farmer the prospoe L of
a sufficient livelihood. .

22, The a.pnellnnt now ‘aased his ease solel 1y wpon the contentiong iha*t the sokile Ee
was necessary to the entorprise al Justa 1;.!"'\, wHd thEt Lhe entebprine
and would beceme even mare so. [History nad shown Rounver ihat in wha
numerons’ statenants of propo.:a.ls and 1ntert10‘1° for tre sgrizuliural wie of
Fam. had bewn put fofward by the appellant ﬂnd on iis tzhalf bud thr‘r‘ nad

evidenge to show that they had been implesented. As stated in Circula
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expressions of intention.were imsufficient te. justify agricultural exceptions. to
groen belt policy. Until suel: time as the appallant could demematrate hoyond doubt
that a permanént and viable nericultural use existed at Justa Farm: the Councilva |
view w;u_ld}cmai]h-.‘ that planning permission for a dwelling or mobile: home should be
rofused. . - : ' '
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23, Apart Trom the ,fund__agncnta.l presumption’ ‘against. the establishment of new resi—

dentidl wnits in-arcas gubject to grevn. balt policy. the appenl pité. was in an' open
and substantially unspoilt area of countryside -and although there was a hedgze along:
the southorn boundary“to;Little Heath Lane the mobile homé was. vigible from the hont
in the road and particularly so from the public. footpath. which orossed the site.
The mobile home ‘on the appeal eite hamed .the visual, amenity and: character of ‘the
locality; and. re-positiching or screening would. do; nothing to remove the fundamental
objection; U O R - ) ! - . : .
¢ .

£ ) ) e,

A
s f_k

N

24. -In 'the ‘view of ‘the;Qouncil the eriteria suggosted in Circular 24/73 ward not

satiafied in tho.presenticase. .o 'evidence had been,.put forvard in support of the
@ clain that ‘a° viablo enteéfpricé was in opoeration atr Justa Féim. ‘Itiwas found ‘necessary
to rely ‘on land olsewhers' for bedding and feed and;the appellantrhad no sécuity of
tenurc on, anyof “that: lahd. It. wes. clear that tho apbellant relied wpon hisiapri-
culiural contracting business: for ‘his Yiving and that the ‘holding: in itoelf at:
Justa.-Farm was not viable. It:was not agreed moreovér that thore was:any suggestion’
in My Chamberlain's letter that ‘it was necossary. for, anyone: to ‘1ive!on 1he holding
itself. 1If he had considerediit Tnecessary £or sdmgone to Yive there: he would have
said so. He had.said 1t7wee denirable thatisscmeono e houscd withif: reasonabie -
proximi‘tx. o L _«f"ﬂ;{ ' Z P e . . a

. B . L - o S ‘. 7".. N V!

25. As:far ag, the Cowidil was concerried, Zenoval of 4k mobilo home from the. mite
was necessary to, complete. remedy :6f the breach of ‘planning contrels;. The view
expressed in tho' Journaliiand reférred 1o oh behalf of the appollant was the view
of a Surveyor, not a lawyér.. In’'the Counc view's material cliange of' uso.’would

ural land to' be ‘stored there.

e
‘be. involved if ‘a mobile eme wes placed: on., ""'ric'u'],\, 10 be Btored . _
| The argunent in any caseiwas of ‘relevarice Ancthe presert/case bocausie the appeliantts’
mobile home. was placed ofi the land to beilived invend he' was living din it. in breach
of plamiing control. Fox complete: remeédy of:the broach he:had to stop living ju it
@ on the appeal site .and, r&mova:)it’-*?-._fi-bm the site, '+0 -
. . 5 . v . 5 1; r,L v . >
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26. The appellant must have been Prepared to, runihio calf roaring enterprise’ ut
Justa Farm and uoe the holding as a base for his other business without living. thero
because he. placed the mobile home: on the land. krnewing that. provicus applications for
a dwalling and a caravanyhad ‘been refused, He had,made no attempt 'at the tnquiry

to propsont’ a picture of the proportional srofitabllities of his 2 emterprises and

hod mot been able te present a break-down of inhtore whon -atked to do 50 under erass-
examination, but it was significant thai the contracting biziness occcupied virtvaily
ihe whole of his working.day..

. THE MAIN ARGUARMTS FOR ‘THE INTERESTED PERSON

27. 1If 'i;hp appellant had seriously intended & farm business at Jugte Fam and
considered that. living there was necessary to the business: he chould have sasticod oha
pecorodation aspect beforz commencing the farming. Thare:had been 2 propartics an
the market but no attonpt hal baen made i cecure gither of them. One of Lhawm Knd
boen right rext door 49 Justa Fams.
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T 28, F‘;iom her oboervationa the appellant i:as not prof.‘:-i"‘;;ibnt in the: care of liveatock,

and netwithotanding the sumg jurported to hnve been o
8till of wntidy run-doawn: appenrmice.. . ‘

i

pent on the property 1t wos

My eqeusiavs e : iy

: K} : :{E'E e -

29: As. the breach of plannine cohtrol alleped in the motico amounts to the making
‘of a material change of use“from uze for ag,micultural-‘:‘-mposes 1o use for those
purposen and the purposch o‘_i‘j a mobile Nome forronidential use., the ground (a) dnneal
and -deemed application in: réspect’ of the notice fall %o scek planning permission
for the mobile .ome. to be kept al: Juste Farm for residential use on a ‘permanent
“bapis. The section 36 ‘abperl. hovover. mecke,plahning pormission. for the Hobile Yome
to remain as a residential anit o a temporoxy basis, § i

30: From ny inspaction; of fhe aptesl. premisessand théwsurroundings and. conaideration
. of +the reidresentationy :af“.*id'o);‘ﬂ:'am‘ of the opiniod” t’h:v.'t_h.‘-}.,_ca:e has not boén made for:the
®  povile home to remsin:6nifthe} holding on a porsanent bigis. The site ie in an area
quite justifiably-boing‘tredted ns Af alrendy a.part of.the Metropolitan Green Bolt '
for developmont contro) purfoses. THe motilc hohé cati.be seen:from part of tha
road and from a.public footpath shd appears as an alien feature in a-rural pcene.
No .firm evidénce haz beon produced as to tho, viabilityiof Justa Form 28 a holding.
in 1tself ond it has not: beeh suppented on beuall of the Agriculturnl Dovelopment
and -Advisory: Servicoythat tﬁ’g’a ‘eslf rearinyg enterprisoyis. viable now -ox requires aipergcn
10 be houséd.‘on the:holding!itn0ll. I am. of the opinidh moreover that'.a robile-home
is not ‘suitable io, sorveiinithe: ranner ‘of & -fa.n’ﬁ‘:{hoqug.on a permonent basis,. and.do not
. coneider that. plamning pémifésionij.al_\bpld. Yo prafited £orthis nobile hone to: remia
¥ poermanéiitlys Mg, Tui RY- B S y '
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31, It ves'made cloir atithe inquiry under

eliont ig ‘ﬁéégkiqgl_only' a; temporary.consent fior:the mobile home in the: Hopa: tlint in :
due course itiimight 'be pomsiblo to obtain' pormizsion for o pérmancnt dwalling in,
ite place, :.: ., . T e A AT, "o K
32. I take’the view-that:aiproposal to orect a penacnent’ dwalling. o the holding in.
o the future could only bo..considered, on th. bagis;of auproven:caso 2e:to the viability o '

of* Justa Farfi as an.agricultpral holding 14 itself ardivery firm evidence os:io the
noed for a dwelling on the Holding itedlf 1o suitnin that: viability. I conzider i
rolevant howaver that Junta’Fam ic a holding +f -only 16 acres but has 2 yards. Your
olient has improved buildings and erccted now wieny and 2 investing comsiderakla
sums in the orcetion of the larser shedn for which yrant. aid hos also bean allowad
by the Ministry of Agcicultdre, ishories and Pood, The Agriculiural Dewvelepront amt
Advisory Service has susgedted. that with 1l drojected huildings ccmploted the Kalding
" could acoommodato 300 head of cotile and could bo o vieblo enterprifo in itself on

that basia, bS

33, It appears. to me that your client is siriving te 1urn a sme)l arcrieuliural unit
~ Tormerly of little accoumt into o verthuwhile unit of powa sigaificaue fe o worsed
. hard to ihat end and ploushed the proceeds of his ngricultural centract ing thminags
into the development of Justa Fmm. I can ses that it is of great-advantase 1o him
to live there but aveid the expenze of a permmnont duedlinz wiile erzemad upes. Wi
dual purpssez. In particular I congider that dewvelopmert of Junta Foym to vhe wwient

propeged Yy your clievd sufficiont s justify tho retertion of tho wobile hese for
Jimitel noyiazd,
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M: Tn all the cir“umstances therefnrc I conr:dor {4 reasonible t6 pgront planning
permission for the mobile heme: to remain temporarily but having: regard to the location
of ihe gite and the weight of peneral plunming ot oction -dgainzt a.mobile home in such
a loontion feel thn tﬂihe.perlod should be. limited to 5 yedrs. 4Again I feel it should be
emphasised that the oventual replacerent of tho nobilo home Yy a permancnt dvielling
could be considered onhyfon the baisis of'a enue proven as to viability of the: hOldlnF
and nged for a nomanentodwelling on ite.1 have conuidered ‘all other matters raised hut
they do. not outwezbntthose considerationa: which hiVleed re to my decicion.

Foidul, DECISION . . | » Lo w"if_

o ] E
35. For'the ubuve roasons and’ 1n exereisa of fho‘gﬁwers trnnaxerred to me 1 herby
allow the Section 88" appaal direct that:the- noticorbe quashied and grant planning
permianion for ‘tHe mobil ‘homerto remaih &t; ista: F?rm for:residéntinl use subject to
the condition that' nt*thﬁ_nxpirntion of a. pericd oﬂtfzve ‘years from- the date of this
perninsion: theé ige noreby permitted ohall ¢ nee urd the mobile home“shall be removed from
the land. I also. uLlow tho section. 3( apreal; and grant plunning permisoion for the
retoation: of the mobile Bomo. té b used in connect;un with-the runnihg of tha-farm
subject to' thc‘cnme condfition.as. attached to: e

‘the & tion 88 appeal.
RTGUT OF APPEAL, acm:s'r m:cnfb :

36. Thia lettur is iaé; .1:3 thchdctermina Aon ofgpi; appoala before me. Partirulnrs

of tho riglits or nppoal'agninst the”decisionﬁ ko thoiHigh Court are enrlosed for
thoan concernod. ,Q“F: o
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7. Thia 1ettor dnes;notMconvuy“any approva or conaent.réﬁuircd under any enactmcnt
TYyelaw,: orderfor.regulatfons other thnn seetabn 23%?f tbe‘Town and count:y Flanning
Aot 1971y . v R R L
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