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TOWNl& COUNTRY PLANNING ACTS, 1971 and 1972

Town Planning

Ref No....... v/o08/77
Cther
Ref. No......... ... .............

THE DISTRICT COUNCIL OF oo DACORUM e
IN THE COUNTY OF HERTFORD oottt ivieeererieitasincsstsrna s atasssss s ssanssnssnssnissnsses
To ﬁ. B. Rees (Builders) Ltd., Messars.’ Planning Associates,
Balfour House, 55 Etheldene Avenue,
Flaunden Lane, LONDON
BOVINGDON, N,10.
Herts.
.. r 3 \
... Two_Bungalows with Double Garagess ... ..........
.......................... | . Brief "
at. "Tintagsl®s. Scatterdells. Lops,. Chipperfields. .. ... ... | So7buon
) ’ : of proposed
ot et ie e ta e s e e ean development.

In pursuance of ;heif péwers under the ébove-mentioned Acts and. the Orders ar;d F‘{egulatlilons for the time
being in force thereunder, thé Council hereby refuse the development proposed-by you in your application dated
......... v 5.“':’5!.'.]13;}’.1 A9 . ... ........ and received ‘with sufficient "particulars on

7th July, 1977. : " and shown on the pian(s} a'écompanying such

application..

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

The development proposed héing on two levels would be out of
character with dwellings in the immediate wicinity.

Dated .. ......... 28th dayof ......... Julys 1970 .
Signed.. & i ot -
/ 26/20 DesagnatmnnimctorOfTecmcal 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 pemmission 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 becomé incapable of reasonably beneficial use in its €Xisting 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 Pait'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.
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. . 7 Your referenca
Messrs Planning Assoclates
55 Ethel_dene Avenue Qur raference
LONDON N10 3QE T/APP/5252/A/TT/ 6959/G7
Date
o Jpi 1978 -

Gertlemen

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1971, SECTION 36 AND SCHEDULE 9
APPEAL BY D B REES (BUILDERS) LIMITED
APPLICATION NO. W/0THT/T7

1. I refer to this appeal, which I have been appointed to determine against the
decision of the Dacoritm District Council to refuse to approve details reserved by

the outline planning permission (No. 1+/0295/77) dated 21 April 1977 for 2 detached
bungalows with gerages on land at 'Tintagel', Scatterdells Lane, Chipperfield,
Hertfordshire. T have considered the written representations made by you and by the,
ecuncil snd also thiose made by other interested persons. I inspected the site on
Mounday 12 December 1977,

2., TFrom ny inspection of the site eand surrouna*ngs snd the representations made, I am
of the opirdion that the decision in this case is primarily dependent upon whether the
proposed chalet bungalows would be grossly out of keeping with nearby residential
development in Scatterdells Luzne aid thus harmful o local visual amenities, and
whether either or both would seriously infringe the pr1VﬁcJ which the OPCLp1 ars of
nearby dwellings might reascnahly expect to continue to enjoy.

2. T note that tiie planning authority suggest that the siting of the garage of the
Propos sed dwelling on the north-east side ¢f the appeal site would be unsatisfactory
in rvelation to the ad301ﬂ1na bungalow, end that the objection on this ground dould be
overcome by Locating the gavage and the dwelling in question abeut, 15 £t further from
the l=ne. From the gitz inspection 1 understend that this sugzestion is gecepted and
that the appllcatlon is amended accordingly.

i, The appeel site is about 1.63 acres in erea and has a frontage of about 125 ft
to the lane. Tt increases in width to about 18C ft at its north-western end, ‘and

is of -abous W50 ft avevape depth. Each plot would be about 7O £t wide where the
chalet blingalows would stand, and would he markedly wider than the adjoining plots
Gu_&luhcr side. The proposed central Joint access drive would enable substantial
tra2s gt the front of the plots to be ratained, and there are also trees in positions
to the rear of the propoued dwellings which could &lso be retained, Side boundary
hedges in the chlnlty of the prupo,ad tuildings are generally dbout 6 Tt or more in
height. The chalet bungelows would be ebout 20 ft minimum distence from either of
thess existing boundarles, sbout 25 £f spart, and, excluding the garage of. the south~
western dwelling, they would ke set TO £t ox more from the lane.

5. Plot widths in the district vary aand while dwellings in the immediate area of
the site are mainly bungalows with low-pitched roofs; there are a variety of dwellings



with dormer windows within 50 to 200 yds of the appeal land. The nearer bungalows
are not in my opinion, of remarksbly harmonious design and arrangement, whereby the
design of dwellings upon the &#ppeal site should be specially restricted. With their
relatively generous spacing, and in their position well away from the road amid trees
to front and rear, I consider that the chalet bungalows would look pleasant in an
altractive setting, and that they would be neither out of keeping with nearby
residentiel development, nor harrful to local visual emenities.

6. The ex1st1ng trees and boundary hedges would serve to give reasonable protection
to the privacy of the adjoining bungalows desplte the construction of the dwellings
with bedrooms in the roof spate and windows in dormers and gable ends. The only windows
which would directly overlook the adjoining properties would be the bathroom window
in the north-east gable of the north-eastern dwelling, and the south-western bedroom
window of the other dwelling, which would merely overlock the roof of the adjoining
bungalow:. I do not consider that either of tlese windows, or any or all of the other
firsi floor windows, would constitute a material threat %to the privacy reasonably

to be expected in either adjoining dwelling, or in the bungalows opposite to the
south, which are themselves open to Scatterdells Lane, I conclude thsat this appeal
should succeed.

T. I hdve considered the other points raised in the representations, but I find them
of insufficient weight to affect my decision.

8. For the above reasons, and in exercise of the powers transferred to me, I hereby
allow thig appeal and approve the details for the erection of 2 detached bungalows

and double garages on land at 'Tintagel', Scatterdells Lane, Chipperfield,

Hertfordshire in accordance with the terms of the application (No. h/OThT/TY) dated
& July 1977 and the plans submitted therewith, and amended -as set out in peragraph 3
above.,

9. This letter does not convey any approval or consent which may be required under
any enactment, byelaw, order or regulation other than Section 23 of the Town and
Country Pianning Act 1971.

I afm Gentlemsn
Your obedient Servant

V4 Z@Wf/& -

R WCODFORD DipTP MRTPI
Inspector




