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TOWN & COUNTRY PLANNING ACTS, 1971 and 1972
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To Diamond Cutters (Herts) Ltd D Yilson BA FRICS

90 Dundale Road 27 Hall Park
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In pursuance of their powers under the:above-mentioned Acts and the Orders.and Regulations for '.th'_é time
being ia force thereunder, the-Council hereby réfuse the development praoposed by you in yaur-application dated

D 0 § 1 - - ce.... arid recelved with sufficient particulars on
N 8.11,88 ... ... e eeane, e tenae e ... andshown ontheplanis) accompanying.such

application..

The reasons for the Cauncil’s decision to refuse permission for the develepment are:—

1. . The proposed use of the site and premises would be
C__ seriously detrimental to the residential amenities of the
adjacent dwellings by reason of noise and general disturbance.

2. Access to the proposed development is inadequate and unsuitable
for the traffic which could be generated by the intended use, by
reason of restricted width and tack of on-site parking and
turning facilities.
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NOTE

If the applicant is aggrieved by the deeision of the loeal
planning authority te refuse permission or approval fér.the
proposed develepment, or to grant permigsion OT approval

sybject te conditions, he may appeal to the Secrebary of

State for the Envdiromment, in accerdarce with s.36 of the
Town and CountrTy Plannimng Act 1971, within six months of

receipt of this notice. (Appeals must be made on a form

obtainable from the Secretary of State for the Envirenment,
Tellgate House, Houlten Street, Bristol, BS2 9DJ). The
Secretary of State has power to allow a longer period for the
giving of a notice of appeal but he will not normally be
orepared to exercisé this power unless there are special
circumstances which 'excuse the delay in givimg notice of
appeal. The Secretary of State is not regquired te emtertain
an appeal if it appears tg him that permission for the proposed
develepment could not have been granted by the loecal planning
authority, or could not have been sp granted otherwise than
subject to the conditiens imposed by them, having regard to
the statutory requirements, to the provisions of the develop-
ment order, and to any directions given under the order.

If permission to develop land is refused, or granted subjeet

to cenditions, whether by the local planning authority er by
the Secretary of State fer the Envirooment and the owner &f the
land claims that thevland has beceme imcapable af reasonably
beneficial use in its existing state and cannot be rendered
capable of reasenably beneficial use by the carrying out of any
development which has been or would be permitted, he may serve
on the Borough Council in which the land is situated, a purchase
notice requiring that Council to purchase his interest in the
land in accordance with the previsions of Part IX of the Tewn
and Beuntpy Planning Act 1971.

In eertain circumstances, a elaim may be made against the loeal
planning authority for compensation, where permission is refused
or granted subject to conditions by the Seeretary of State on
appeal or on a reference of the application to him, The
circumstances in which such compensation ig payable are set

out in 8.169 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1971.




than a dozen times a year and that equipment can be conveyed by a
small goods vehicle, and no machinery will be used on site. It
is clear from the past history of the site that difficulties have
arisen as a vresult of various non-conforming uses 1in this

predominantly residential area. [t would appear from the
applicant's supporting evidence that the premises are intended to
be used as a store rather than a builders' yard. Even so,

although it is contended that delivery would be no "more than a
dozen times a year" there would be 1ittle control that could be
exercised over frequency of visits to the site. Moreover, to
accept the intended use of the premises would introduce scope for
undesirable noise generating activities which may be difficult to
control following the actual grant of planning permission.

Policy 48 (a) of the District Plan states that such proposals are
normally only granted permission when located within a defined
industrial area. There is a policy objection in this case as the
area is largely residential. Having regard to the potential for
noise disturbance, this is a case where such nuisance could not
be successfully controlled or ameliorated by way of condition.

/RECDMMENDBTIQN - That planning permission be REFUSED {(on form

DC4) for the following reasons:

1. The proposed use of the site and premises would be

- seriously detrimental to the residential amenities of the

adjacent dwellings by reason of noise and general
disturbance. |

2. Access to the proposed development 1is 1inadequate and
unsuitable for the traffic which could be generated by the
intended use, by reason of restricted width and lack of on-
site parking and turning facilities. |

* * *



