Town Planning 4/1160/77

i~ D.C.4 Ref. No........ 00 .0 ...
’ 3
a2 TOWN & COUNTRY PLANNING ACTS, 1971 and 1972
A ) Other
Rel. No. . ... ... .. ... ... .. .....
THE DISTRICT COUNCIL OF oo, DACORUM e
IN THE COUNTY OF HERTFORD ..ottt sss s sea s i s e )
To Bre 0 e Hroun, Agentd: R J. ditchison, Chortered Surveyors,
awreh oo lHouse, 03 larloves,, o
Vicaruyoe fame, , - Heagl Hempstead,
‘ Hovindusi, Horts. . Hortse
.o 1.
.. Two, drellings with double garagess. . .. ... ... .............
...-‘.'..'..‘.-.....‘-'-....'.-.....-..........'..'.'.......‘..-.nn..-‘... Brlef
at Church Lanc House, Vicarage Lane, Bovingdon. description
s e s 4 8 8 B oa P E m E ® o E ® B o®w o w.d b o4 R o4 o omoE 4 B aE + o oromoEomoeok v s b s s oEEoas ‘@ e e s owowoaw andlocation
: C of proposed
............................................................ development.

In pursuance of their pdwers 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
........ E?th. Lgvoeer X977 ... . ... ... ............ and received with sufficient particulars on
........ Zoth Uctobor 1 A ... ..... and'shown on the plan{s} accompanying such
application.. A C

The reasons for the Council’s decision to requé_ :}ermission for the development are:—
(P The oite is without motation on thoe Uounty wovclopanit ~Aom where
there iz o yresumption against further development wiloce it s
essential in connection with agriculiural or othor ciculcl purposes.

No justification has boon oubmitted in thio ingtancc.

2) Under the Locol Plemning Authority'o Groca Bolt Policy, .ovimgden is
a “Listed” village vithin udich only a linited smount o infilling
within the corc of the village would corply with the wovichous of
that policy. The propoccd dovelopneat would be contwrxy 0 the
policy im that Vicarage Lune is wot .ithin on oren vmors hafdlliag

development ic envisaged in the jwncudixn to the dWritio: wtoteneat
of Review of the County Developaeat wlan.

26/20 DesignatioPirector. ofFechnical. 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 developruent, 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 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 with 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 circumstances in which
such compensation is payable are set out in section 169 of the Town and Country Planning
Act 1971.



}h‘ T /"j

c/80/10.12
. C.7F :""CJIIVE ;
Department of the Environment et
Room 1209 i |
Tollgate House Houiton Sireet Bristol BS2 9DJ 11 JAN 1979 i
Telex 449321 ' Directline  0272-218 865 }
Swvitchiboard  0272-218811 T e i

) ) Your refarenco
Messrs Zzbell & Co
10 ipper Malgrave Read

CHEAM Quyr reference
. ' 1a /
Sureey Do APP/5252/8/78/5157/G9

SH2 7BG ' - 8 JAN 1578

o=
3=
¢
®©
qn

&

Gentlemen

TOWH AND COUNTRY PLAMEING ACT 1971, SECTION 36 AND SCHEDULE 9
APPRAL BRY DR A M BROWE .
ATPLICATICN N0~ L/160/77
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1. T refer Lo this anpeal, which I have bzen appcinted to determine, against the
.LI"' 3 p ]

- depision of the Dacorwm District Council, te refuse plenning permiscion for the

erection of 2 houses at Church lane House, Vicarage Lane, Bovingdon, I held a
local ioguiry into the appeal on 6 December 1978 when 1 sizo inspecied the site
and surrcundings. '

ies nave been applied with

e within the Green Belt
tricted te infilling

s is mimply whether

longs te the proncsed

2 Rovihwdqn lies witnin an area where Gresn Belt poli
the Minister's approvel for a number of years; At 12 i 5

iwion prorosed in the Structure Plan. New houges are res
sites within the main ceore of the village: the guestion at i
the uppeal site can properly be so described or whether 1%:D
Green Hslt area outside the village.

3. For the appe]lant it was srgusd that Vicarage Lane was part cf the village core

and that the site betwesen the Viecarage and Church Lane House weg an infill site and

eatlsfgnﬂ the Structurs Flan criteria fer such sitea. As regards tine appeal diemissed
n 1688, the position had chenged because of the rewevaluation of housing needs and

i yartlcular by virtue of ths Depa”tment of *h Environmen?'s Circular 122/73 of
1 Qetober 1973 entifled Land Availadbility for Housing, The houses would be a natural
extension of existing developmen®, germane to the village and not isclated or

I S U R T TP O ST S PR c—— = P WU PR -
FAALALAIE Out JluG 1ol engse wWas o dcs.inczé,‘c o Graen Daeltl u.u.-...AJthSu

b, Tor the Council it wag srgued thabt the houzes dxd pot fulfil the eriteria
demanded by infilling. The site was not a small gap in & bullt up frontage ncr wae
it part of the built up part of the village at all. The development was directly

contrary to paragrapn_p¢2;2cmftne Sovingden Village Study 1974, There had been no
eszeatial changes since the dismissal of the 1267 appeal,

I

5. The case for your client was argued with skill and perseverance bui cannugt
succeed, By no stretching of that much abiged Lerm can this be described as an ipfill
site. Vicarage lane remaing a couniry lane just because the northern side is not
huilt up. [Che character of the land to the south of the Lane is determin red by man

t that te the north is determined, or at least dominated., by nature: it belongs
ggsentially to the provosed (resn Dell area outside the village confines. I have,
aa well as the matters referred to in this letter, taken account of the other poiuts
advanced in faveour of this anpeal but they do net affect my conclusions '
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. wer the above rsasons, and in exercise of the powers transferred to me, I hereby
disniss this appeal.
—

T am {entlemen
Your ohedient Servant

J M KISCH CMG
- Inspector




