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»
To Bride Hall Developments Ltd Archer Boxer Partners
56 Grosvenor Street ABP House
London Salisbury Square
WIX 9DA Hatfield
. Herts
Three storey rear office extension
...... ..-....-u--.-q_q...-g._.....-.-.---.qn.-..-.q1-_------..----... Briﬂ_f
at 37 Marlowes, Heme] Hempstead description
R TR ‘5“}; ------------------- T T R O N R N B I T T T T I O T T T BE-E anddlmtion
) ﬂ of:praposed
e o FeTe e e v e e e e s ae e e e ga s s et b e e e e e e e i eane et o e development.

In pursuance of their powers under the-above-mentioned Actsand the -Ordersand Regulations for the time.
being in force thereunider, the Council hereby refuse the:development pfﬂpﬂseﬂ%by you in your application dated

22 August 1988

R B hoked I et s e e eeianeana... and received with sufficient particulars on
- e 25 Augus.t 19 Bﬂ e e ranee e e e e e weeses and sh_qwnfnn-tﬁé plan{s) accompanying:such
" application.. x
. The reasons for the Council's decision tovefuse permission for the development:are: —

1. The proposed extension, due to its height, mass and design, is
unsympathetic to the character of the existing building and the
adjacent Listed Building and would be detrimental to the amenities
of the Church and the environment of the locality.

2. The proposal does not provide for a satisfagtory means of access

being substandard in width and visibility and is likely to give
rise to conditions prejudicial to pedestrian and highway safety.

3. The proposed development is excessive on a site which is inadequate

satisfactorily to accommpodate the proposal together with the necessary
amenities and vehicle parking facilities. '

Dated ..... .. . . P00 ... ....dayof .....0ctOB@Y .-t 14 88

SEE NOTES OVERLEAF

- - Chief Planning Officer
B/D.15 | Chief Planning _
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If the applicent is aggrieved by the déciston ‘of the ldcal
plenning aukherity te refuse perfissiom or appraval f51° the
prepared deValnpmant, oF te grant permission qr approval
siifi jeet to eonditions, He may appeal te the Secrekary of
State for the Enviromient, in sccordarige with s.38 of the
Town and Coumtry Planhirg Ack 1971, within gix menths ef
receipt of this netice. (Appeals nitst be made on & form
optainable Trom the Sﬁgre@aﬁy of State for the Envitonfent,
Tollgate House, Houltem Street, Bristel, BS2 9D1). The
3'€iatary pf State has pewer ta allew & 1angar pekied fdr the
giving 6f a notice of appedl but he will not nermally be
prepared to Bxercisé this pewer unmless ‘there are spesial
ciroumstances which exguse the ﬁalay in givipg notice of
appeal. The Secretary of Sbats ig mot requ1red to entertain
an appeal if it appears to him that perinission for the proposed
development vould net have been granted by the lecal plannifg
authﬁriﬁy, 6F could nat have been so grented otherwise bhafh
subject td the conditlﬂhs imposed by them, having regard te

the statutory sequiremnents, to the ﬁravaslans &f the develop~

ment order, dnd to any diréctiops given undér the order.

1¥ permission to develep land is ZefUsed, or granted subjest
to eonditigng, whethen by the local planning authapity or by
thie Sesretary of Qtath for the Envirerment amd the owner &f the
land ¢ldims that therland has beceme incdpable »f reasonably
bamefigigl use iF its ggxstlng state and €apnet be rendered
capable ef veasonably baneficial use by the canrylng put of any
developmant whigh has been pr would be perfiitted, he may serve
of the B@raugh Couneil dn which the land is situdted, & pubghase
notice vequiring that Couneil to purchase his 1ntarast in the
lsnd in gecordarise with the previsiens of Part IX of the Town
and Courtey Plannifig Ast 1977.

In certain tlﬁaumsﬁ“nqaau a ¢laifh may be made against the local

-----

planning authority fof chmpehgation, where pérmissidn ig refused

or granted subjest te canditions By the Secretary of State gn
appeal ot on a reference of tie ﬂpﬁllcﬁtlen te hift,. The
cirsymstences in which such sempensation is paydble dbe set
out in 8.169 of the Town and Courkry Planning Act 19771.




LCOMMENDATION - That planning permission be REFUSED (on form DC4)

R
L//;or the following reasons:-

1.

The proposed extension, due to its height, mass and design,
1s .unsympathetic to the character of the existing building

and the adjacent Listed Building and would be detrimental
to the amenities of the Church and the environment of the
locality.

The proposal does not provide for a satisfactory means of
access being substandard in width and visibility and 1is
likely to give rise to conditions prejudicial to
pedestrian and highway safety.

The proposed development is excessive on a site which 1is
inadequate satisfactorily to accommodate the proposal
together with the necessary amenities and vehicle parking
facilities.



