D.C. 4 H.C.C d/463 /61

ADMINISTRATIVE COUNTY OF HERTFORD.

The Council of the Borouch OFM|

TOWN & COUNTRY PLANNING ACT, 1947

To Xre dRe lowe,
3 Pisootts Ead lLane,
Hemel Henpatead

Brief
description

Picootts “nd, Hemel Cempstead and 'location
3 T U USROS ettt eeettearattrareansearebenanetiberetireraiare e tra e ra ey of proposed

development.

In ﬁurﬂuante of their powers under the above-mentioned Act and
the Orders and Regulations for the time being in force thereunder, and-underthe

Gounrr—ofHerTrerRP—{BetetatiomofPhrmims—Hanctions—Seheme—052- the

Council on behalf of the Local Planning Authority herebp refusge the development
3 © Aning Auttor yg‘thph‘b : 1’51

proposed by you in your application dated ... . e———

Harek 1961
and received with suﬂiciqﬂssarticulars on“h ............. h ..... ” .................................

and shewn on the plan(s)’ accompanying such application.

The reasons for the Council’s decision to refuse permission for the development
are :—

he
The site is within ths prepesed lesal green wolt and
develepuant is not sssenttal fer ihe nesds of agricultural or

allied purpenss.
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NOTE.

(1) If the Applicant is aggrieved by the decision of the local planning authority to refuse permission or
approval for the proposed development, or to grant permission or approval subject to conditions, he may by notice
served within one month of receipt of this notice, appeal o the Minister of Housing and Local Government in
accordance with Section 16 of the Town and Country Planning Act, 1947. The Minister has power to allow a
longer period for the giving of a Notice of Appeal and he will exercise his power in cases where he is satisfied
that the applicant has deferred the giving of notice because ncgotiations with the local planning authority in regard
to the proposed development are in progress. The Minister is not, however, required 1o entertain such an appeal
if it appears to him that permission for the proposcd 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 provisions of Section 14 of the Act and of the Development Order and to any direclions
given under the Order.

(2) If permission to develop land is refuscd, or granted subject to conditions, whether by the local planning
autherity or by the Minister of Housing and Local Government, and the 6wner 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
bencficial use by the carrying out of any development which has been or would be permitted, he may serve on the
Council of the County Borough or County District in which the land is situated a purchase notice requiring that
?904u7ncil to purchase his interest in the land in accordance with Section 19 of the Town and Country Planning Act,

v .

(3) In certain circumstances, a claim may be made against the local planning authority or the Minister
of Housing and Local Government for compensation, where permission is refused, or granted subject to conditions
by the Minister on appeal er on a reference of the application to him. The circumstances in which such
compensation is payable are set out in Section 20 of the Town and Country Planning Act, 1947, and Part il
of the Town and Country Planning Act, 1954, : :

(o~
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MINISTRY OF HOUSIHG & LOCAL GGVERNMENT .

- Whitehall, I.mnm, S.w.1
Telegrams: Locopian, Perl, London
< Telephone: Vittoria 8540 2 EXL.

Please addveix any reply so : 29 SEp 1961

THE . JACRETARY

and quote: APP/A/5992

Your reférence;

Madan,

Agt 1947s _Seotion 16

. 1 am direécted by the Minister of Housirg anrd Local Government to may that he
tae considered your appeal sgaihst the refusal of the Hameld Hempstesd Bqrough
Couneil; acting on behdlf of Hertfordshire County Council, to permit the erection
of a dwelling and garage on land adjacent to Marchmont Farm, Picootts End. He hsa
considered the representations made in eupport of the appeal and the couneil's
obserwmtions thereon, One of hig officers has visited- jge_gife.

2, In the Minister's opiriton the appeal site, part of a pasture fleid, is outside
the eouthern limits of thée development area of the village of Fiocotts End. The
vroposed dwelling would be in a. prominent position and would be an intrusion inte
the open wedge of countryside between the village and Hemel, Hempateaﬂ. He thinks
the council are right to resirict development in this open wedge, to that required
esgentislly in the interests of asrioulture or other rural purposed. While he
sympatkizes with your reasons for wanting to live at Ficcotts Endy he does not
consider that they are sufficient to Justify his overriding the planning objections,
The Hinister has mocordingly decided to dismise your appeal.

' I “m, Mﬁﬂ.&m,
Your obedient Servant,

(1ISS E. M. BARBER) CL e

Authorised by the Minister to sign in .
that behalf.

T
f’\ﬁ‘ﬂ[w‘.-&%& --l‘.l.-.-[" )
& | é PT’|""$=~ﬂ*ﬁfi
Urs. A. L. Love, . | e
3, Picootts Znd Lane, O
Eemel Hempatead,, ! i
HRerte, s 3



PV RRIES
MINISTRY OF HOUSING & LOCAL GOVERNMENT |

Whitehall, LoNDON, S.W.1
Telegrams: Locaplan, Parl, London

Telephone: TRAfalgar 8020 , ext, 263

Please address any reply to
THE SBCRETARY
and quote:  AFP/1199/4/93546
Your reference: 50 SEP 68

Sir, .

Town and Co pning Act 196
Appea ¢ '

1. I am directed by the Minieter af Housing and Local Government to refer to the
report of his Inspector, Mr, F. W. Burgess, B.Sc., M.I.C,E,, on the local inquiry
into your appeal against the refusal of Hemel Hempstead Borough Counoil, acting on
behalf of hertfordshire County Couneil, to permit the erection of two dlellines on
land adjoining marchmont House, Piccott's Bnd, Hemel nempstead,

2. he Inspector, a copy of whose report is enclosed, was of the opinion that the
proposed development would in itself do little harm to the appearance of the locall
or to the character of Ficecott's Bnd if it were possible to retain the wall along
the frontage of the site., However, the appeal land was on the lnsids of a bend

in the road and the wall would have to be removed in order to provide visibdbility
splays for a vehicular access from the site, I the wall were removed, the develop
ment would be open Lo view from Piccott's End Road and it would detract from the
appearance ol -n< locali®y. The appellant had suggested that the wall could be
retained and that a vehicular access could be comstruoted over lamd to the south

of the site, but the conatruction of such an access would necessitate some tree
felling in ordsr that visibility splays ocould be provided, and this sgain would hav
2 harmful effect on the appearance of the locality. The Inspector considered that
the character and identity of Piocott's End were worthy of preservation, and that i
the proposed development were allowed, the planning authority would find it difficu
to refuse permission for- the erection of dwellings on other land along Ficcott's
End Road. There was a substantial amount of undeveloped frontage land in the villa
and, if this were developad, the character of Piccott's End would be destroyed, Th
Inapector concluded that there were no exceptional ciroumstances in this ocase which
would warrant permission being grented for the erection of dwellings in a proposed
extension to the matropolitan green belt where there was a presumption against any
new building; the site was not a small gap in a substantially developed frontage
and the development proposed did not fall into the category of infilling. He
recemmended that the appeal be dismissed,

3. The Minister has not yet given rormal approval to the local planning authoritj
proposale for extending the metropolitan green belt in Hertford-iuire, which are now
before him as part of the review ot the development plan: neveriheless the plannin
authority are, with his general approval, exercising control of development in
accordance with their green belt policy., The Minister agrees with his Inspectar's
conclusions on the proposal under apraal, and sccepts his recommendation: eoccordir
he hereby dismisgses the appesal.

1 am, Sir,
R, Rolf Esq. Your obedient Servant,
Eyton 014 Hall
Kr, Leominster
Herefordshire
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