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Section: 88(2)(: .%(:) (s)randn(h) it and;Country;Planning: Ast 19715, as i
) ancndcd;bw ‘the LocaliGovernmant: an 'naing%(nnnndnant) Actnl981.~¢A:::hn inquircy

.. held om’ 23«Fcbruary”1983 the: grioundi.set; out;in Section. 88(2)(£)1vas withdrawn.
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.+ 3 .0n.24:March’ :19837a decision on,the, appeals was;issued: by, an Inspector appointed
by the® s.crctary of* State., The, enforcanont notice waa corrected,and,varied but

g.othnrutlc;upheld Aand, planning permission was not g:nntcd on‘thc;application desmad to
. have, baen,made. under; Saction, 888(3): of ;the 1971 Act,(as. amended,by the;198l.Act) or
on the appeal-under Section.36.of the, 1971,Act. Thil decision,was.the. subject of an
appeali,to .the High Court under Sections,245.and 246 of the 1971 Act and by Order of
the;Cou:t.,given on,2 February 1984, was remitted, to; the Sectetary of, State for
recomideration in the light of, the judgment of the:Court. . :

;

k.n« In the judgn.nt of tha Court it uaa stated that nubject to the question of
vhether or not planning permission should be granted, the decision of the Inspector
to vphold the enforcement notice wes not challenged. In relation to the decision
with regard to planning permission, which was adverse to the appellant, the Court
held that the appellant was entitled to succeed in relation to ounly one of the 3
points which were made to the Court, namely the submission that the Inspector fefled
y to consider or deal with an argument that as a consequence of a refusal of planning
# permission for the house to be used aas a whole for itas present purposes, part of the
R house would be left vacant with undesirable planning consequences.

5. The appeals have now been reconsidered in the light of the judgment, and on the
basis of the evidence available at the time of the inquiry and of the further
representations of the parties made In response to the Department's letters to thewm
of 26 April 1984,
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6. On thefplnnning merits of the appeals it was subnitted on. behnlf of your,cl:lent.
in Mdition‘to the reprcuntatiour put‘,fomrd-rlb;thn;‘inquirn‘ which" ware,»racorded in
the Inapcctor' *letter of 24 March 1983, that there was no substantial difference
betueemthe‘parti.cuhtiuur of tlumroperty as a diathermic clinic in circumstances i}
uhere-.thc rew_un':lndcr o! thegpruilu will .remain vacant .(such user being the permitted
" user)¥and’ thcduunsgwerotdthnj wholi "‘building;.fom.thiluu.,:o*thcao:clusion of .any
rnidantul oecupu::l.on-mln ;granting’ planning permiesion in 1974 for: :ho'?chnnse of
use’of 2 bcdrouu of ZA‘ Beluwu.nl Lane .to disthermic clinic and office: l:ho»loul i
s e plnnning authority would) hh&uﬂ:nlmeu into. account -all plannins cbnuideut:l.o’fil
- «Mlncluding tlu"c!fect L’Eﬂuu ‘on” thé meighbourhood. Irrespective of theloutcome of
- At 1prueut nppuhmthep!ront 2:badroons: of ithe- appul build:l.n.g ~will coatinue in’ ,use
N o a8 51l_diathcm1crclin1c.w‘rho :lnev:l:table couuqmnce ‘of there ‘being a clinic on ths
,_mupper* floonwouldf;pe a,u:Lqu' uu.building.nad .the. -ou:l.ubl.li:ymt-thc building-for a
*___h___nixcd*mo‘mt_:hnruﬂorawbe "considered.” Theqfitlt ‘floor ‘is not self-contained and it
i would be impossible ‘t"uiulf-connin the 2 rooms without Ept'ovrnu.ug an external ‘
b g.ntuirun,,mt?thc?front{'of’"th’h ‘building, which would. clnrly be’ mecepuble in .temns
fg ) Tvivual’ hnnity'and‘{ucuri y. In unprueut condition the nxisting buudins is -
L B mcéploulp mnuit'ih@f ST un,in the form 'of. A cl:l.nic on the ﬁ.ut ﬂoot and a
separate, ruid-ntnl uu‘ﬁﬁhb’i’?xu‘ﬂnﬂ"'ﬁ‘%f thﬁbu"hdin; Ciluss thete ‘cannot. bc .a
+ separation of use usess As.the upp.lllntmvu alsevhers that Wvo'ﬁl& “have *té’?h- ln 9
occupier. of ‘therréEdden a1 .sc"mﬁﬁ%; Baid no¥itaEest ‘o the clinic -and: thY
would ‘be’ 'totallyrmaccepubh. canling phyli.c ’tocial‘ |ucur1r.y problem for K
*both’ therb14niE s anaNEesFas t4snterl Kb Ydent i ‘5“ felm&“’{ﬁﬁ?’in, 3f 'a+ Wholly! i~
uarw«uu-nn:#i‘uuré‘hndﬁh:ﬁwﬂofﬂtm~ A PR STOLNERIN B L 1d1ng] by ‘Patients ind
by ptoplo'vicltiu “the TesideReLiY; e tuubaRt foworld¥create’ scurity’ probleme! for
iy wboth m’*cn&i.c«nandﬁtﬁs;ruid!mw Mmﬁ %Bdtﬁfﬁiﬁ”o!ﬂdﬂ’flodt lpico"”and
Eoe Tesidential accommodition hmﬂﬂﬁmdwﬁ‘fhﬁﬁud’“ ﬁiﬂ L #pace’ would" b’g"of
Loss valus. than-1f' the* sime} 4ccoRBOAALIODAWETE 1n l‘!holl’y 'ru:l.dantul bu:l..'ldins or
nizadiuie? bulldshig ‘LE which ENSTE W SEDatRYE FdcWen Eb’, ' :‘t'*‘i"nd ‘the’ cl:lnic
would: ba: redichaiiaTvaline {#on- both¥Ehe  Tntt Lonalliuh vEiTEReLaT fpofn’ts? o’ﬁ"v‘_i i
L7 Honey - Wouldbe’ ﬁquﬂod‘*ﬁf’o eo%ﬁrtwi‘i“%fﬁtﬁﬁb'ﬁ’ﬂdm% ?c"ﬂdnnt:u!.’ usel ‘and)as g:I.t 4
vasivalikily. mm-uci?%nﬁ"Vnouw.wlﬁambwmltﬁimﬁ“uummm«m vE‘lmn’*tor
‘g‘!
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what uight be seen.as unprofitable: development 1€ " ‘would'’ 'be un Mhsonﬂb‘h ‘to raquiu P
t a2~ adipt1ontof ehe ‘Bailding¥eo’ HWLdint1dl’ pitposait rt’n"‘éht*:p’ﬁbil’aﬁt's"&('pﬁion thi . use’
of the'Whole} prediaks’ us a* dlarherdictielile  fulf1ls all’ithe Criteria’ wet:out in"

Development'Control’ Policy’ Note No: 277 .Thé“car, ‘parkingt lpuenl ‘at the front: and side )
of the building!would have to’h made wailable 4nt any ovcnt“’"!or the pat::l.entu and ]
, staff in connection with*the usa of the ‘2 upper bedrooms: as a”clinic and;. therefor E
the number of "cars parked at the pramises arriving and: luvinglll:ba premiun would 1
be materially different whether this appeal is’ “allowed:'or not.* -It was counidered, ¥
. therefore, that the use of the'remainder of the building for a'clinic. would not
materially harm the character of the area or make it a lsss pleasant place to live in
because the‘uses of the ground’ floor especially were not concerned with the bringing
of more patients to the ¢liniec, but were merely there to add to the treatments
available to individual patients. It was submitted that there were special I
c¢ircumstances in' the appellant's cass vhich'were such that an exception should be ‘
nade, because the clinic was of great benefit to the general public and provided a
madical service which could not be provided elsewhere. If the Secretary of State
considered that a temporary change of use was acceptable it was suggested that this ]
could be achieved by a permission limiting the use of the remainder of the building '
for the benefit of the appellant personally. }

7. The Inspector's conclusions on the planning merits were as follows:-—

"1 accept that permission has already been given for part of No 2a to be used as
a diathermic clinic and that the right to that use will continue irrespective of
the outcome of these appeals. But I distinguisii the use made of 2 froant

bedreooms, which does not seem to me to carry more significance than other small

2
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scale activities often carried on in dwellings as a first step in setting up an
enterprise, ,to, +the taking over of the whole, building for the use to the

exclusion of’ eny reaidentiel occupetion.q iIn uy;opinion there 18, as & matter of
fact .and degree, a substantial, differenceybetueen the 2 nees mede of .the lLouse |
2878 diechermic clinic-”“Tthpriucipal iesue od which I. eeeeee nthe appeal 1is the
effect that"the contiuued “uge.of"the whole, houee for the" purpose has on the

. residential character and, enenitiee oflthe etee. and on traffic lafety.
) In)!‘.‘ ea g Ll uﬂ'«mthhﬂu A 5’.}” ...uun"-p "L'T&M' i ‘«io R v.mu g...} g'ou&\nou ‘e "’?

g nbb - ey i"-m.

In the vtcinigg"of the&gl.inﬂc l:he rolda:l.e pudoeimtly residential with houses ;

., .on "either lide of and? oppoeitegﬂo 2., The duellince are [of modest size and set
Ot close. together,he,numbet ereﬁolder properties end yourxg}ient e.,uith ite;tuin
H "No, 12,318, diltlnctive Lastone* ofr the‘norenrecentabuildinge. Ain this aetting I do

PR

s it 1goDOt think there 1uenou3h£:ee1ulion betueen bulehfogache inon-eon!ominnuue to
. operate'v:lthout attracting zsoma proninenee- 'rheiopen,expoeureéof ithe .whole {.

- ﬁg;fron:ese t01theihighueZEconttests:ultﬁ{éther houeee elong - the road, endithe
r,,s_cqntinuinsﬂeibeit 1nfrequent. vieitlgbyépetiente ettending,the;clieic until
lete houre.ﬁwit.tveettendanthurﬂparkinsnin“:he téed and Lon the” forecourr..},point
,E0 en out of, th;ﬁordinaryhuse~bein3anede of tﬂe pf3p&rty.. Andiwﬁile,outUIrdly
‘the building would continus_ttoélook likep houu. .1t,uuuld ﬁroject a déad™and 1
% Unlived: 1n;presence at tinag,uhenitheﬂclinie 1lﬂcloeed.=per:1culer1y on",
D ' wg “Sundnye.?'“hrbe"uee ofgttﬁ}house wlelyéee al r.linic would, in Ly, “vievw have, an

- N

.la.u'k 1

edveru effec‘f" on- the] reeidentie}“‘ichetectet iof l1:hei,‘.:_l.oce].:l.tzy- JAs I have "no'ted

"F..,..

. eerlier this; uee»of Ythelwhole property!diffenﬁroe‘,the pteeently pemitted use
. N where the«bu:llaingmm negiulrelidentiel occupation “And r.hexclinic uee cesses .

o sat 4 §9fpm "D:lfterent circmhneeeﬁdeoﬁpply to#the"'p"ﬁperty quoted .:'*10 St
e WJohn;w RokdswhichiTalthough; iﬁ}'ﬁ}'ﬁeeidenhel”uu doas; ot 113‘.%1:1‘:‘{:0'310{ -
houue Mtende‘ue ' hrsz'”ﬁplot fonid eomei‘,'{":ite nnta-lto 'Common  land LY .. ;
L T TR e S G e e SR
b et1g0 ;In,‘thermn’ scale,ofitl the ‘surreundtuge At eeeas to&u i.neviubl‘c that noise of :
T uovmni:l. & engineistartings and dggrghelolinsezere hI!.ke].y*"?" e hurdkin ;T
m‘_,nurbyfghoulu- Hotwl.tﬁi‘tmding”tho bed .&*ﬂor ejot] jour  client:, Ehe:‘patimcm % S
b ,.M“, Qeuew!t}}il hturbencegrelulting f.tee- the;,noﬂ-con!ordns uu}‘mou]id»be% L
.sourée-of- agsrevation toﬁeighboure,hnpeehny .g'?:be,;lite tventn; hours, and
. would;g:e«_l_gemthefpleeee_ggmuig!pthe reg_&genti enviroén'gﬁtm #-‘-' haul "”,’-
"y oedyy e ¥ s : i
! ‘1{’; {H ‘Ehgzge{ﬂf&ﬁgﬁd*uﬁ@fI’éeeozulee*ﬂthet :he %u’\;.ole !o%oeourt :I.gjeveﬂieble for
VA ,,.!perkins“endgthet.,prov!.!&on couldihe;ud_edto echieve 'the’ counc:l.l‘l per\d.ns

standards without making, use,of -the rear; gerden. It ilhlikely that® eoetycete

LI TR
Wi WS

s, would’ in?e tobe. backed?out | on'itoutheg’road{endfeuch&novemenukuould introduce

b . ha:erde to peuing treffic. and’’ are, 1:l.kely§to..be more, difficult when an access
opposite is provided for the new; houlee 'to, be bullt there- " Howaver 1 do not
feelgthe traffic’ 1mp11cetione cerry,eu!ficient weight to juetify permiaeion
.being withheld on this’ ground alone:;"“‘

- 2 - A - ‘
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. In the light of these findinga 1 take the v:lew that use”of the whole premisea as
f,e ciinic 1is neithar appropriete or desirable and consider next whether there is
overriding reason to justify the cont:inuation ,of the use at No 2a.

There 1; emple evidence, at the 1nqu1ry, in the letters received and in the
peL;‘ion. that the clinic is much valuad both bacause of the professional
standards achieved by your client and, more importantly in the context in which
I am considering the appeal, because of its lecatfon in this residential

street. I respect the reason for your client seeking an unobtrusive setting for
her elinic but the evidence does not suggest that her client's would not be
prepared to come to her if she operated the clinic in a suitable location
elsevhere i{n the town or even in the general area. She already runs 2 other
health and beauty clinics in nearby towns and her overall enterprise is not
entirely dependent on the diathermic clinic operation. 1 do not think it is
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. reaeoneble to claim ‘sanction in a reeideutiel ‘area withoutiteking the 1nd1vidual
merits.of ’ the chosen’location into” account.; Y wy opinion this particular house
is not suited for.uee “solely as.a clinic for the reasons I have_ explained. 1 do A
not therefqre propoee to grant, plenning pernieeion 1n either appeal-_

8. ' The Segretary of Stete has given very ‘eateful consideration to these’ conclusions
and to the further represéntations of the parties made 1nreeponee*to tha Department's
letters to’ ‘them of 26 Apr11“198b. onvall” the ‘evidence before, the Secretary of Stete,
the Inepector 8 view ie* eccepted “that the use o!:theﬁeppeel property ‘solely as
diethernic clinic uould ‘have an advarse effeet on the’ residential.character, of the ¢
1ocelity. Hhilet 1t ie egreed that the uee as & diathermic' clinic may be appropriate
to”a residential™ eree. ‘itris] considered that' regerdfnuet be hadito the individual
merits'of the ¢chosen, location in’ decidins whether eﬁperticuler prOpoeel is
ecceptehlé? The duellinai”in the‘ricinity of”’ thé‘eppeel propertxﬁere of ‘modest size

, end;eet‘together“endrthe view ‘i a¥raken’ thet theUse! of‘the”whole‘b! the appeal

property as a- diethetnic elinic;,ie*not ecceptehle;beceueeﬂof. 1te"’cloeeneu ‘to the

ER neighbouring*‘dweufngs. ;'rhe"19u personalperitasion authorised|the ase’df the 2
‘front heQrooné“ as®a’‘ dietheruic clinic*end’offieiiiith e‘eonditionzliuiting the
opening” hours ‘to 0¥9.30"a 4 tol4. 30 pm* ?ieekdiye only. Theieubnieeion wade on beha

, of your client”that’ there? 1e no eubetent1e1 difference betueen the’ preeentaule of
whole*building for’ use’“u s clinic’andTthe” pernittegﬁule ;of theéz’front '‘badrooms in

) circunstnncee uhere the. teneinder‘ofVtheﬁprenieee remain®vacaut 1eﬂnot”eccepted. The

. presant’ ure of "the ‘wholeibullding ee’e’?cnnic,"vith‘fopening houre‘fextending into the

late evenins 1e5coneidered7’to be‘.”‘ee a mAtter o!‘ifect ‘and degree. ;substantially

Y=} g 4
::fi:r:n;OE%gf uee of4£7rogg! only ela;a§%§:§$=‘g%&kﬂopgn&zg ?ggr:‘regtrrﬁged to 9.30

- ¢ -a. p.'i“' .
= f 13? Tﬁi«lnepector?lasiew 18" eleoﬁeceepted?thet*notiithltendinggthe heet e!forte of

At youruslient endjher petiente the“ﬁietdrbeﬁééﬁrgzgltin;strol thg;poiee ‘of *car
“movene te.hensine eterttnge end*door,el%ii 4 uldipe 'y eourcehof eggrevetiou to
neighboure. eepeeiellykin tﬂh’lete evening’ heurg£ ‘and ‘Wwould Feduce' the«pleeeentneee '
of “the ‘eridenti.el“enviroment- AR g s e R RO GBI D g o

tn I Mo g el tmﬁﬁlﬂﬂ D w.»mmm i 0 b

10.1 With reserg‘tp the luhnielion:thet;thedbuilding ieeuneuiteble for e}nixed cliniec
end‘reeidentiel-uie, and{therefore:wouldbe: 1e£tEvecent with" undesirable ' planning

. qonnequencee‘if‘plenningéperniulion uere,refueed*for the*uee of?the wholejbuilding as
‘s clinic.iit 13 noted thet the development for” whieh”plenning ‘pérmiasion“was sought
101974 was “described on’ the epplicatiogxform a8’ "change” of ‘use o' two front bedr
* of £our-bedrooued’houee.,to form”tréatment, room‘endroffice’o!‘e dtathermic, clinic
end ‘that’ plennins“berniseion wag granted’ mote or less. 1n"thoce terne. Although it 1is
‘now " ¢laimed “that in“its present"condition the buildins 1e conpletely unsuitable for a
clinie/residential dual use, it is true’that.such a- uae was acceptable from 1574
until 1978 when your client decided.to live elsewhere. It is accepted that there may
be difficulties in using the remainder of- the house for residential purposes but it \
is not considared that it would be impossible. Your client was granted planning
peruission for such a dual use and the tact that she decided to live elsevhere after
four years is not seen as,& barrier to the residential use continuing in that part of
the building. Even if it were accepted that such partial residential use was not
possible the consequences would be much the same as would result from any other
house-owner deciding to leave a building empty. If a house-owner decides to leave
residential accommodation vacant it is considered that this is not in itself a
sufficient reason for permitting a change of use to some other purpose. In this
particular case it is considered that it would be preferable to leave part of the
building uroccupied rather than to allow the whole bullding to be used as a
diathermic clinic since such a use, as stated above, would be substantirlly different
from the permitted use of 2 rooms only as a clinic and office and which would reduce
the pleasantness of the residential environment.
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11.  After taking sccount of the above factors and all the other matters raised,
including the provisions of the Department's Circular 22/80 which was referred to at
the inquiry, the Secretary of: State takes the view nonetheless that the use of the
whole building as a clinic 1s open to objection on enviromsentsl grounds and that the
grant of a planning permission exercisable oanly by your client would not serve to
meet to.any ‘acceptable degree, the planning objections to the. continue’.use of the
whole building for'that purpose. ~ . o “

. T

12, The Sacretariyofascate goéu not tharefore propose to grant planning permission
in either appeal and the appeal on ground (a) sgainst the enforcement notice and the
appeal under Section 36 of the 1971 Act accordingly fail.

13. “On,ggoqﬂgi (g) and (h) of the' enforcenent,appeal no reason is seen'to disagree
with the views expressad in patagraphs ‘28 and 29: of the Iuspector's letter of 24
March 1983. The requiTement’in the notice .t testore the land, and buildings to their
formar~condition will-therefore be déleted and’the period for compliance with the
notice’will ;be’ extended' to. ona year. The: appeals on grounds (g) and (h) succeed to
this’c:;ent. “"Por ‘theiTeasons given’in paragraph 9 of the Inspector's letter the view
is. taken that the notice iv valid as it stands, but for the removal of doubt it will
be .corfected to_refer to the more, particuldr use as a diathermic clinie.

FORMAL TECISIOR .~ = : -
'lﬁ. _For tha r.aoﬁhnﬂjivonfibovowthnxsdc:etaty of State, in the exercise of his

-powers under Section.B88A of the 1971 Act (as"smended by the 1981 Act), hereby directs

that the enforcessnt Gotite be corvictad end varied as follows:-'
(2) .iﬁ-égtasglph 1 (111);*@7 the .insertion of tﬁc'ubrd “diathernic”™ before the
word “"clinte”; - : . -

4

() 1o paragraph'2, by the deletion of the word “TWO" and the substitution
there!prn of the word “IWELVE";

(¢) 4o paragraph 2, by the insertion of the word "diathermic™ before the word
"eclinie™ in each placa whars that word occurs; and

(d)' in psﬁhgraph 2, by the deletion of the words ", and to restore the gaid
land and the buildings situated thereon to their condition before the said
development took place”.

Subject thereto the Secretary of State upholds the enforcement notice as corrected
and varied, dismisses both appeals and refuses to grant planning permission in the
Section 36 appeal and on the application deemed to have been made under Section
88B(3) of the 1971 Act (as amended by the 1981 Act).

RIGHT OF APPEAL AGAINST DECISICN

15. This letter 1s issued as the Secretary of State's redetermination of the appeal
in pursuance of the Order of the Court. Leaflet C, which 18 enclosed for those
concerned, mets out the rights of appeal to the High Court against the decision.

16+ A further letter on the subject of costs will be sent to you in due course.

I am Gentlemen
Your obedient Servant

b

P PASCOE

Authorised by the Secretary of State
to sign in that behalfl

—————




ma.umuc"(ws:oc
D' mwmasmnmwmz‘ \GH OURT P

IMPORTANT = THIS COMMUNICATION. AFFECTS YOUR PROPERTY “,z.

" T0WN_ AND_COUNTRY PLANING ACT 1971
| ENFORCEMENT Ntn'xce.r |

-
L]
. ®

To: Elaine Thornhil.l

ofs 2a Bgm{gmi-.a.anef
s _:‘“ P

A jan occupier;of ﬂ\e‘vlund aituate at S o t
7as 26 Belawains ane: &Hamal.jﬁempatead Hortfordahlre cd
ich;; «ﬁ’* norr particularéy?deline’h”tedf on-the uttuchad'splan and . . "
ed red: (!iet?ﬂ'a;te__r_' alled "'the‘ uid‘*land')' A
e 2 O ¥ P ; -
{

" i Dacorum District: ouna 1L i : '
(heroinnféer cana‘d'é»'tha Y_ ) r'e ih'ef'l. al lann.lng-rnuthor.tty

: (i.nter,eafia ‘for. ;thejpurposes: *df;;g “pr_oﬂaions

- Town: mdhmtryiqxggnmg;,mmm% as ‘ansnded: byutha Loual,co\&ermhtl S

- and:Plan ﬁ\g‘fa(Ammdm t:)Ae,_ 981 mpgzgmfter&c-neduthe---m fémn; -

R:m e Counol 17t

‘o7 has been’ uj‘ﬁruoh"ot

yesn ddvelopedsby-*thumuking

rl)t.ll.lt:linga va”ltﬁ
ﬁ

rw ot oy ©

E"‘PEH‘;

"f.

O’h[

PR (.'w) Tho-Coumi.l ‘congider . it expedient havingfni:ard to tha proviaions
o of,the: ‘development. plan and to a11 otharrmaterhl‘“oonsiderationa to
issus th!.a notice. N )

@ A 2. NOW THEREFORE TAKE NOTICE that in exercise of the powera contalned
in the said section 87 Act of 1971 the Council HEREBY REQUIRE °

YOU within the period of celendar months beginning with the date
on which this notice takes effect to discontinue the use of the said
land .gf the buildings situate on the seid land for the p
. of nic except in so far as the use of two bsdrooms as c

is permitted under the terms of the conditional planning permisesion

granted therefor-in Merch 1974, aRd-bo—resteore—the—oeid-lend-and-the

aonb-tool—plase

3. THIS NOTICE SHALL TAKE EFFECT, subject to the provisions of section .
88(10) of the Town and Country Planning Act 1971, on 2lst July 1982.

. e .
DATED this 9/  day of Jertf. 1982,

Signed I(F’.ﬂ" %‘M/"“

@' (The officer appointed for this purpose)
District Secrelary
Dacorum District Council
Civic Centre
Hemel Hempatead,Herts
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To:

of:'

1'-.7 \

k cup ‘of: athﬂ 1end. .:ltuate lt““-"'-"' SRR
Do abd kmwn ‘a8 2: Balauaina’fLana "Homel " Heup.tud, Hertfordah.lre o
- which: 1af-ore partiou].arly, delina “ted_gqn' ¥ /|

w theraon edged (horainaftn called S the 'sail

| (11) TheiDacori; Dlatriet$Counc11., _ "
(hereinafter called Jthe :Council ') efe: the:Locel . Plaming Authoril.y

_(inter-.alia. for. ‘the’ - purposes: of theiprdviaiona?of :section:87.of the .
- Jown and, Country P.llming ‘Act,
g nd Plnming%(hm&nent)skc '198]“%(!10 oir

afte

- . ) 3 :‘ '.'\*.“5-‘1")’:‘.'*\ .

o ) li)pearl to tha :Council thutg,lf&ﬁ;hthe 313!:;;6: of Deoouber L

- 1963 there 'has;been; libruch ofﬂ.plunnl.ng oontrol 1n ‘that)

M’e lend: hll bun dovaloped by ‘nel T ‘
N

olinio w.‘lthout ‘the;grant’ of‘;
" Part 111 of ' thenTovm and. Countr
Act. of ;971...‘“ :

'!ﬁ fdi-:—thn,purpou”or
iui&\ﬁi"’"quﬁedﬁln:?tht
ng:Ao 41962 68"

..
..rﬂ;

" (4v) " The ‘Counctl Sonsider it axpedient‘h.' ;
of the dave.'l.opmnt,}’plan and to.all,
isaue’ this notice..

N o

2. NOW THEREFDRE TAXE NDTICE"thnt :ln exurciso of the powara contuinad

in the said section 87.of t ft ‘of 1971 the,Council HEREBY REQUIRE :. N
YOU within the-period of

land and of the buildings situate on the said lend for the purpose

of a clinic except in so far es the use of two bedrooms as a/clinic
is permitted under the terms of the conditicnal planning permission
granted therefor-in March 1974, and to restore the said-land and-the
buildings situated thereon to their condition before the said develop-
ment took place. b

3. THIS NOTICE SHALL TAKE EFFECY, subject to the provisions of section
88(10) of the Town and Cuuntry Planning Act 1971, on 2lst July 1982.

. g—— » »
DATED this 9/  day of Jumt. 1962,

Signed Kffﬂ’l %‘14[':’

/// (The officer appointed for this purpose)
District Secretary d

Dacorum District Council
Civic Centre

Hemel Hempsatead,Herts

1971 ‘u?anendadi y ithe Looal‘ifcovermantc oy
: Fthe Aot

endér ‘monthe beginfiing with the date . -
‘. on which this notice takes ef‘fect to discontinue the use of the aaid

i
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