Town Planning

D.C.4 Ref. No............ 4/0925/78. . .

TOWN & COUNTRY PLANNING ACTS, 1971 an-d 1972 Oh-
ther

Ref. No.......... ... .. ... .......
THE DISTRICT COUNCIL OF ..., DACORUM oo eeeeeeeee e
IN THE COUNTY OF HERTFORD ..ot ena e e rerenienn,
To Mr. P. Cooper, Mr. T. Howard,
Holly Bush, 'Homelands',
Flaunden Lane, -Millfields,
BOVINGDON,  CHESHAM,
Herts. ' Bucks. ‘
........ Detgehad.Bmale..................................
e "T"":""""i""'""""jf SEREREEEEREE _Bﬁef.
¥x_adj. to, 'Holly Bush', Flaunden Lane, Bovingdon. - . description
................................. and location
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 -
............. 15th-Ju1y; 3978+ or-r-eioeoo... and received with sufficient particulars on

............. 18th.July, 19728, . ... ...l and shown on the planis) accompanying such
application.. .

The reasons for the Council’s decision to refuse pefmission for the developn‘ient are:—

The site is within the Metropolitan Green Belt on the County Development
Plan and so referred to in the County Structure Plan Written Statement where
there is a presumption against further development unless it is essential in
connection with agriculture or other special local needs - no justification
has been proven to warrant departure from this principle.

Dated ........... 2l|’th ......... dayof ........ August, ................. 19 ?8‘ .

Signed.é.....m....E =

Designation Director. of. . Technical Services.
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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 apptoval for the proposed development, or to grant pefmission or approval
subject to conditions,*he may appeal to the Secretary of State for the Ervironment, 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 obtamable 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 permissicn 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 to purchase his interest
in the land in accordance w1th the provisions of Part 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 ¢ircumstances in which
such compensation is payable are set out in section 169 of the Town and Country Planning

"Act 1971,
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TOVW AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1971; SECTION 36 AND SCHEDULE 9
APPEAL BY MR P -COCPER
““LT“AWION HO« 4 0925/78

1, I refer to thjs appeal, which I have bteen appointed to determine, against the
decision of the Dacorum District Council, to refuse planning permission for the
erection of a defached bungalow, adjeining Holly Bush, Flaunden Lane, Bovingdon.,
1 have considered the written representations made by you and by the council and
also those made by Bovingdon Parish Council and an interested person., T inspected
the site on 29 January 1979, :

=

2, ”ﬂé\éﬁgggi s\fe is part of the garden of Holly Bush, which is one of a small
group of dwelllnvs situated about 4 mile north of the v1lla~e of Flaunden,
THe $1vround1ng coantrymlde is undulating and has a very attractive character.

3. The siue is Wlphln the approved Metropolitan Green Belt wherein there is a
strong presumpiion.against new development, unless there is essential agricultural

or other special local needs., I have decided that the issue I must detemnine in this
case is vhether there is any overrldlng justification for the proposal in the face of
this plannlnr nollcy,

A, The mn;n grgunen+ you have put forvard relates to the personal circumstances of

Mr and Iiss Cooper and yourself, I appreciate the advantages which would accrue

1o the 2 households and I am sympathetic to these circumstances. However, I am must

bear in mind that the proposed bungalow would remain in the landscape long after
these personal matiers had ceased to be material. After careful thought, 1 have
conc luded thai the requirements for the proper planning of the area must prevail.

5e AiuhOagH they have not argued that the proposal is justified on the basis of
infilling within an established group, the local planning authority has dealt with
this issue in their representations and I have considered it. I note that the
submitted Structure Plan lists villages where infilling is acceptable and that the
site is not within one of these. In my view it would be wrong to add to the
present isolated development, as this would lead to a further erosion of the rural
character of the area. ‘ ‘
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1) . : .

6, T have taken account of all other matters raised, but these do not outweigh the

considerations which have led to my decision. For the above reasons, and in exercise
A

of the powers transferred to me, I hereby dismiss this appeal.

I am Sir | '
Ypur oyed'ent Servant
T J KEHANN-LANE DipTP FRTPI AMBIM

Inspector
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