Town Planning

D.C.4 ' Ref. No. ... ... L4/13%9/78. ... ..

“TOWN & COUNTRY PLANNING ACTS, 1971 and 1972 ot
ther
Ret. No........ ... ... .. ... ....
THE DISTRICT COUNCIL OF A ORUM e
IN THE COUNTY OF HERTFORD .ottt it rer s trere e s sse e s s sass ssassssansannes
Whitbread London Limited, . Messrs. Briffa.& Phillips,
T Park Street West, Ll Holywell Hill, :
°  LUTON, §T. ALBANS,
BEdB. . . . ' Herts.
...Single storey extension to public bar . . .
-------‘--.-lllI-----q“--------.---------|'-.-----l--u...-’---- B'f
at Tudor Rose Public House, Long Chaulden, Hemel Hempsyead. d;g;mﬁon
....... Y and location
' b _ : ' of proposed
e e e e e e e e e e e e e e development.

In pursuance of their powers under the above-mentioned Acts and the Orders and Regulations for the time

................ 13th October,: .1.9.7.8.': ieves-de..... and received with sufficient particulars on
........... R Ly Y . ......... andshown on the plan{s} accompanying such

application.. .

The reasons for the Council’s decision to refuse permission for the de\}elquent are:—

1. The proposed development would affect advefsely the residehtial amenity
of the occupier of the immediately adjacent dwelling by reason of its siting
and proportions. )

2. The intensification of use which would result from the proposed development

would affect adversely the amenity of the occupiers of surrounding dwellings.

26/20 Designatio®irector. of Technical 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 fo 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 prbvisions 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 Kas 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 1X 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 subjéct 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, . o
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ALl 1BX File Raf, Lo e
Y e O e " 1 8 SEP 1979

Gentlemen . . )

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1971, SECTICN 36 A¥D SCHEDULE 9
APPFAL BY WHITBREAD IONDON IIMITED
APPLICATION NO. 4/1339/78

1, I refer to this appeal, which I have been appointed to determine, against the
decision of the Dacorum District Council to refuse planning permission for the
erection of a single-storey extension to the public bar of the Tudor Rose Public
House, long Chaulden, Hemel Hempatead, Herts.

* 2, TFrom my imspection of the premises and their surroundings vhich I carried out
on 21 Mugust 1979, and oonsideration of the representations made by you, by the
council, by Chaulden Neighbourhood Association and by other persons, I am of the
opinion that this case tums on 2 issues. These are the effect of the proposec
extension upon the adjoining dwellinghouse at 36 long Chanlden and the effect of
intensification cf the use of the public house upcn tha locality.

3, On the firs$ point, this public house is already close to the existing
dwelling to the east, with only about 40 £t separating the public bar from the
front corner of the nouse and the gap between the 2 buildings narrowing to under
25 £t further back. The proposed exfension would reduce the distance belween the
public bar and No., 36 to less than 25 ft, therchy making it increasingly
difficult to avoid disturbance to the occupiers of that house, A letter from an
occupier of No, 36 expresses strong opposition fo the proposed extension., In my
opinion the fact that the public bar would no longer have a window facing east
would not compensats adequately for the larger size of the bhar and the reduced
distance between it and No, 36.

4. On the second point, althcugh some letters from local residents comprise
mainly complaints sbout the anti-social behavicur of 2 few customers, it is clear
from the represeniations that the public house dces have an impact on the -
surrounding mainly residential area because of the numbers of people leaving

late in the evening and because of inadequate parking space in the neighbourheed
centre which resulis in customers parking in the streets and creating a further
potential source of disturbance to local residents. T appreciate that to scme
extent the extra space within the Dbar would simply reduce congesfion within the
building. -Nevertheless the 14% rloorspace ircrease in the bars could well impose
greater pressurc upon already inadequate parking facilities in the centre and
increase the impact upon local residents of the arrival and departure of customers.
In my opinion the proposed extension of this public house would be undesirable
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because there are not enough parking spaces suitably distant from dwellings
and becaise the already inadequate separation between the public bar and an
existing dwellinghouse would be reduced. I do not consider that the measures
suggested in your letter dated 31 July would materially help in reducing the
impact upon residents.

5. I have taken into account all the other points raised in the representations
tut none of them outweigh the considerations which have led to my decision.

6. * For the above reasons, and in exercise of the powers transferred to ne,
-I‘hereby dlsmlss this appeal,

"I am Gentlemen
Your obedient Servant

| MASkcshone

"
- H M A STEDHAM ARICS FRTPI

Inspector

2F
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1. "‘herp*opoaed development.would. affect: radversely the, res:.dentlal amemty
of the occupier of the immediately adjacent dwell:.ng by reaseniof-its siting
and proportions.

2. The intensification of use which would result from the proposed development
would affect adversely the amenity of the occupiers of surrounding dwellings.

/20 Designatio®irector. of. Technical Services.
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LIST OF PERSONS TO BE NOTIFIED IN RESPECT OF
APPEALS UNDER SECTION 88 AND SECTION 36

BY J. GREEN, ESQ. CONCERNING LAND BETWEEN

TWO BAYS AND BEGGARS ROOST, LONG LANE, BOVINGDON

-1,  Occupiers
Le Chalet ‘ Long lane . Green Hedges

5

ng Lane

Bienvenida n Meadow Way Farm " "
Two Bays " " Chesters " "
Beggars Roost - " n Little Gables n "
Dunober " n Greenway " ".
ede w " Mayland " "
Spinney View " " Shandon " n
Cofh\CIOBe ' " " Kilmacrennan " "
Holly, Trees n " Long Acre " "

e Bovingdon Action Group, The Hollieé, Green Lane, Bovingdon

3. Bovingdon Parish Council, Clerk - Mr, Robbie, The Lodge,
Chesham Road, \Bovingdon.

4. County Planning Officer.
5. County Surveyor, "Goldings", North Road, Hertford.

6. The Editor:

The Hemel Hempstead Gazette, 39 Marlowes, Eemel Hempstead.

The Hemel Hempstead Mail, Campfleld Road, St. Albans

- The Evening Echo, Mark Road, Hemel Hempatead.

The West Herts. & Watford Observé . 12# Rlckmansworth Road,
Watford.

T.424/BEH




T i g L oo A .
an T P
T T g, P - Fand
PR T P N DA St . .W o
A w : S S R T g AT e
4 Can)

. - r RIS P N TR L3
4 e R me " T T o oo AT e T . i AT, iyt o [}
AT T e L DL e T DL TR A . TSN S P S LS o A e - - e SRR
s Wk e BRSO - - P Rl et BT Ry T g e N R R S IV e S - RN TS
TR e ...u..,.,..m......ha.“_n..,. ok SRS S S R N e e s e i s T N TN A R M Y S irlahli«b{.»ﬂ.mlfnmw

.

MHV
L
S
S LT o, - . - - P . —— - 3
\ - Teay WL iu.i fm’.a.l.tl. . u_t- - T Y T e - o= lia.%j.i‘.lr}.}}lﬂﬂiﬁ.f@-v
. G o - . . . A B L b g N.. A
T . e . hd . , - - .\.ﬁ,l.lw h
LY s - . oa -l 4

. b
. _ - .o . . T .

PN ._. , Y P Y

- - s oz 1 - . N . Y S



19

16

and
21

PARTICULARS OF APPEAL o . i

Name of loca! planning authority......... Dacorum District Council

Description of proposed development or reserved matters Address or Ioc;ition of application site ;
: . : "Tudor Rose" P.H.. 3
‘Extension to Fublic Bar Long Chaulden - ) N
Hemel Hempstead, |
National Grid reference (ijvwewn) Date of application to authority Date of authority™s decision (if any) and
Code or Ref. No.
- . 13th October 1978
19th November 1978

Do you agree to the appeal being dealt with on the basis of written statements by the parties? Yes

GROUNDS OF APPEAL (continue on separate sheet, if necessary)
Please see Question 22in the booklet “Planning Appeals—A Guide to Pro cedure ‘before completmg this sect:on

The proposed extens e pub 54 ve e - :

inconvenience to the adjacent dwellings for the following reasons: -

1. The boundary running north to. south consists of a well established beech hedge §gm; EE fgg: _'
_high and 4-5 feet thick and provides an extremely goed visual screen. {2

2.._.Theu i ] _p_ﬁ:

from the boundary and 19'6" from the adjoining house.:  Its height is no more than that of ffie.

existing part of the building to which it is attached. .

3. We have ensured that there are no openings to the wall facing the ad]oining house, in ordeﬁ‘r—
. that there should be no visual intrusion or disturbance caused by noise emissicn.  In fagty

there should be less of both, as at present there is a window in the existing flank wall of ﬂle
pub.

4
4. The size of the extension is 15'0" x 15'0" overall, external dimensions, giving a net eg;ﬁ P

floor area of 214.66 sq.ft., only a 3.68% increase to the area of the exlstinq building and
cannot represent an intensification of use.

5. There are no dwellings dirdctly opposite the proposed extension and the nearest facing ?— e
dwelling is more likely to be adversely affected by the private letting of the hall on the cdrner 7
of Hazeldell Rcad and Long Chaulden, than by the proposed development, : -+

©. The extension has been designed in sympathy with the existing structure and is a very rrﬁiffnal /
preposal to a very normal pub in a very normal street in a very normal neighbourhood, and / _

~ will cause no offence or interference, either visually or environmentally, to the very nor
lives that the local residents are enjoying at present. _ - (‘

1

Brl 16871 /1/2 Bz 1/78 CL



