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H.C.C.
D.C. 4 Code No. .. W/2316/62,

ADMINISTRATIVE COUNTY OF HERTFORD.

The Council of the TERELBIIID ..ot ettt oo
UrBaN DISTRICT OF ... TRIBGa e,

TOWN & COUNTRY PLANNING ACT, 1947

To  Messrs. P, Fountaine and Cruickshsnk,
85, High Streat,
CHESHAM, Bucks.
Agents for Mensrs. Blend & Co. (Investments) Lta.

_building to living accommodatfon Sription
and location

at...... EJ{.TringIsol ationﬁospital, ................................................... of proposed
development.

In ﬁurﬂuantt of their powers under the above-mentioned Act and
the Orders and Regulations for the time being in force thereunder zadxumdoryhe
oo orxibererar aifetogationx afcBzoning Buncsiopsxf dhamexids?, the
Council on behalf of the Local Planning Authority hereby refuge the development
proposed by you in your application dated

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

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

Ths site 1s outsids the area zoned for development on the
Tov: Map,

The site is in an area of Great Landscape Vius,

The propoesed naw access to ths laundry bloek would ba
likely to affect several trees and shrubs which are a
scraen to the buildings, snd in view of the rursl setting
of the site, 1t is desirable to preserve these trees.

The laundry block does hot lend itself readily to conversion

into a dwslling of adequata size for normel nesds,
The proposed developmant would result in the crsation of
awkwardly-shaped plots.

Dated........ end....nnecnday of... Februnry,y ... ... 1863,

the Council.

Alank/Survéyor

26120
SEE NOTES OVERLEAF



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 to the Minister of Housing and Local Government in
accordance with Section 16 of the Town and Country Planning Act, 1947. The Minmister 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 negotiations with the lecal planning authority in regard
to the proposed development are in progress. The Minister is not, however, required to entertain such 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 provisions of Section 14 of the Act and of the Development Order and to any directions
given under the Qrder.

(2) If permission to develop land is refused, or granted subject to conditions, whether by the local planning
autherity or by the Minister of Housing and Local Gevernment, 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
Council of the County Borough or County District in which the land is situated a purchase notice requiring that

Cgouncil to purchase his interest in the land in accordance with Section 19 of the Town and Country Planning Act,
1547,

(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 or 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 II
of the Town and Country Planning Act, 1954,
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THE SECRETARY ) o e n
andquote:  ipp/1TL3/0/73666 . M e,
Your reference: 3 JB/SF I < g

gir,

Town and Country Plennine Act 1982 - Section 23
Apneal hy Messrs.Vﬁiand?&nd;Cdmpany (Investments) Limited

1. I an directed by the Ninister of Housing and Locel Government to say that he
hes considered the Teport of his Inspector, My, E. W. Berridge, Vb, A,R,Y,B.A.,
H.TUPLT, on the local inguiry into your clients' appeal against the refusel of the
PTring Urben Districk Council, acting on behall of Hertfordshire County- Council, o
. dermit the conversion of o laundry block at Tring Isolation Hospital, Tring into
© 1living accommodation. ' 7

2.  The Inspector, a copy of whose report is enclosed, found that the ex-laundry
Dellding was in a dilepiduted condiion. It had a floor ares of about- 560 sq. £,
sad wes oout L0 feet from one of the tws ward blocks which hed already been convert
intdy bungalows, An interwoven fence separsted it from this bungslow. The site was
in an aree of great igndscape vulue. In the review of the development plen it was
pronosed 1o include the sitz ang surrounding ares within the metropolitan green belt

In bis opiniun {he area was Not one in which new residential.deveiopment,
unrelated to cgrieultural or othel specisl reeds, should be eacouraged. #hilst an
exception to this policy had been mzde in the casg of the two ward bleccks, they were
lérger and more substantisl buildings than the laundry block and lent themselves mor
readily to conversion, The laundry Bloek was comparttively small and, in his view,
would not make a very satisfactory dwelling, It was mislesding to compare it with
standardz of size recommended in the Huusing Manuel es there was a great difference
batween planning a new building to meet a specific necd and converting an existing
buildirg wkere fresdom of nrlanning was restricted to some degree. In addition, he
thought that the proposed conversion would perpetuate a rather ungatisfactory form
of layout, as the proposed dwelling would be only about 40 feet from the prineipal
windows of the ad joining bungalow, Althougn direct overlooking could be avoided by
the mainterance of a suitabie fence, this would restrict the outlook from both
&wellings. He recomnended that the appeal be dismissed.

3. The Minister has yet to consider foramally the local planning authority's
proposals to ineclude the site and surrounding areée in the metropolitan green bBelt

in the context of the review proposels recently submitted to him. He considers,

to wever, that generally egy new developmert in this open area outside Tring would

bz undesireble. snd should not be allowed unless there are exceptional circumstances.
ahlle the proposed development would not resuli in a. comgletely new building in this
area, he agrees with his Inspectors view that the resulting dwelling would be unsatis
factory both in jtsels and.in relation to the nearby converted bungalow, In the
circumstances the Minister accepts-his Inspector's récommendation;  accordingly he
dismisses your clients” appeal.”

L I am, Sir, -
. Your obedient Servant, L////'
P. J. Fountaine Esq,, F.R.5.4,, ‘ E. M. BARSER
E5 High Street ' ' . :
CHEBHAN o -
fucks. (MISS #. M, BARHER)

Authorised by the Minister
to sign in that behalf,



