. HCC.
D.C3. Code No. ... W/2710/64... .. . .

L. A
Ref. N08481/1 .......................

4 ADMINISTRATIVE COUNTY OF HERTFORD

Yeus

| | _ o .
TQWN & COUNTRY PLANNING ACT, 19 ‘

Son Ltd.,
70131 Bolswains Lane, Whose agents are -
Hemel.Hempstead, ¥.F, Johnson & Associates,
39%a High Street,
Hemel Hempstead
pair of semi-detached houses,
........ TR TR mri
........................................................................................ description
""" Fewell Road and location
A e SRS o provesed
e e development.

In pursuance of their delegated powers under the above-mentioned Act and the

Orders and Regulations for the time being in force thereunder, the Council on behalf

i [ ' in
of the Local Planning ﬁgﬁhﬁgg%m}%%rgbfggzrmlt the development proposed by you

your application dated ................. ... IR T OO P OO PP PP PPPOUOTRPRPSPP

and received with sufficigygnatticulars on. 11th November.1964. ... ... .. e o

and shewn on the pi&n(s) accompanying such application, subject to the following
e Ny

1.°° %g]don(séﬁm‘ﬁatched green on plan 8481/1) shall be reserved for the

future improvement of the highway.,

2. No new walls, gates or fences, shall be erected on or in front
of the highway improvement line, '

3. A solid screen wall or screen fencing 6=ft, high shall be erected
on the north-east boundary of the site prior to the completion of the
erection of the houses and shall be maintained to the peasonadle
satisfaction of the local planning authority. ' :

4. A landscaping scheme shall be submitted to the local planning

authority for approval within six months of work starting on the site;.

the scheme, as approved, to be completsd within twelve months and thereafter
naintained to the ressonable satisfaction of the local planning ‘authority, .

[

’___-_‘ ) | e
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2619 B




.wiission referred to in ihis notice ¢ o . .

{1) A consent undar section 75 of the ¥ iwe : .

{) A passing ¢ . % or oz eonsent Tor .
PUIRLEer o e o g Goeldy Act, 1936 as s L o

(i) A congent ung. % e Liealth {Drainage of 1.

Premies) Aol . U7
(iv) An approval under the Clean Air Act, 1956;

(v) A pessing of plans under the Thermal Imsulation Act,
1957.

The reasons for the Council’s decision to grant permission for the development
subject to the above conditions are:—

.o

2_15) ‘To_meet the requirements of the local highway, authority.

3. To ensure that the privacy enjoyed by the occupiers of the
ad joining residential properiy is adequately maintained,

4. To protect and enhance the visual amenities of the locality.

« Town

NOTE. .
(1) 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. .

. et

(2) If the Applicant is aggrieved by the decision of the local planning authority to grant permission or approvat 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 23 of the Town and Country Planning Act, 1962. 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 negotiations with the local planning autherity 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 granied
otherwise than subject to the conditions impesed by them, having regard to the provisions of Section 17(F), 18(1) and 38 of
the Act and of the Development Order and to any directions given under the Order. .

- t
(3) . If permission to develop land is refused, or granted subject to conditions, whether by the local planning authority
or by the Minister of Housing and Local Government, 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 District in which
the land is situated a purchase notice requiring that Council to purchase his interest in the land in accordance with Section 129
of the Town and Country Planning Act, 1962.

(4) 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 granted subject 1o 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 123 and
Part VI of the Town and Country Planning Act, 1962.
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TE-;"-"_ 7. Consideration has been given to the appellants' claim for costs, ut the ¥ininteld
" has deciles that he would not be justified in making en award in thie case.

‘ I am, Sir,
F Your obedient Servant,

(S'gned) D. G. POMIROY
(L. 3. POMERCY)

Mithorised by the Minigter
o aigm in that behalf.
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t1e Right Honourasbla - o "=sasso, L., =
Yinlater of Hosin ' wae [ v s adnu’, 1‘
:
. !
i have the honour te rapn b o' o e : . ., oty s 4
e injulry at the Tomm Ho 1., Page oA e ‘ voooma) m. T
, L.n7%ad under aectinp oY @F L Taen oo T 0 o oty se, bttt :
: o f1-51 6f the Hemel Heapatmsd Borouv:n TLon 'L a0t wr gl Te Uont e
artfordshire Tounby Coumril, Lu perait Ine mxlegaion of o e, Laton Sl Lo Wy I
tiie cInatruction 0f a storiyge arr. W.tn o Drang Saer Lela. 07 NETIE S ARCRNCIVL R Y -3aﬁi ﬁ
Boxmoor. J
1. The Rensons for Kaf:ge] -2 - ]
:
The site is within an ares sllo:ated for resildest.ul ;irvoses in the subzitieg i
Filrat review sf the ocounty 1avelpmen” plan wnd e propnsal woald cre v, 3e o
the plan's laplsmsntation ani produce increasred activilty un he Site w . :h 1
is surrounied by reaidentinl property ani bes vdoiodlar areess acron '

publi~ footpath,

"

a

- This re,ort insludes e dsscription of thw wppral sile amd surroundings, the
gind of tun reprassptations made st the lagulry, and ay f.ndinga of faat,
conniusions sni reso.usndation. Lists of appearances, aco-wsnts, and jlan are
attached.

THE SITH ANL SURQINDINGS

1. 3gcavor is in tas scutn-weat part of Hemsl Hewpstsad ani about 3 mile fruu the
town centre. Throurh this part of the arsa and running mainly east/wast is tha main
rallwsr line from Londom Euston, Londan Road, A.41 (T), the Grand Union Canal und

tha Hiver Bulbournae. )

L T S P = N

o. Kinzalani Koad runs east and west fros the zouth end of Wharf Road to Plishavy
Roadl and is Prontad by dwallings along tha north side. |

5. Thare ars alsoc Awellings along the south side but in aadition there is the
sxtensive curtilage of s long established saw nill and timber yard with whart i
fac.lities oo the canal, and the appellants' property. i

1

6. Running from Pishery Road ir the south-mest across Kingsland Road and
Horsecroft Hoad is a publie footpath, Pishery Passage.

7. The sppeal site is about 120 yarda from Pishery Roadl and separated by twelve
small Victorian semi~detached houses on the east fron the timber yard.

b, Wast of the site is a puir of new paisonsttes fronting onto Fishery ifusseqs
and beyond there is a small hall, South of the curtilage to the maisonnities 18 «
lock-up garage which is also approached from the appellants' access.

-1-




3. The aite, in addition to having & 30 fevt frontage to Fishery Passuge has one
‘of 10 feet to Xingsland Roai., The site is about 3% feet wide, about 215 feet in
dapth and has an area of about Q.17 of an acre. .

10. Vehicular access to the site and to the present single-storey brick building
is mainly along the west side of the curt:lage and it is about 16 feet wide with & |
crossing over the line of Fishery Fassapas where it eni=rs Kingaland Road.

11. The principal building on the 3sita 1a aingle atorey, of brick construction with -
s slated roof. It is about 20 featl wide and 133 feet in length with a principal
snirance onto Kingsland Road, but dallvary vehiclas uaze the side eccess. )

12, The bulldipg is set back about 16 fset from Kingsland Road and is ceincidental
with the eastern boundary. It is subdiv{ied intoc » number of rocas and used for
the manufaoture of wire brushes. One small room is used for an office,.

and assorted items. On the ecast side of this land ia a brick mall aboit 7 fert in

4

13. Developaant is propoaed on tha scuthern part of tha site whare thare wus wm.ste 1!
* height and separsating it from the long back garden of the adjoining houss, _1
!

4. Along the sputh aide is s hedgs with occasional trees separating it from a
naddock snd landi where 0ld logs and other items are atacked. PFurthar east necar to
the junction of Pishery Passage end Pishery Road are premlses used by a amall

eng inrering coapany. il

15, Betwesn the cansgl and thne river are soms willow trees and shruba, -

THE CASE POR THE APPELLANTS

The matarial points ware:- - .

: 16. The uppell':nt company, forasd im 1890 for the manufacturs ani snis by
- wholesals of industrial wire anid other type brushes, had contimucuasly eperated
from this site, ’

$7. Omn retirement from the services in 1253, the prosent manazin, direotur had -
aoquired control of tha company and had bought the property, but hui for FMinancial -

@rﬁaeom to sell other land to tie weat,
=

L)

15. A moribund businass had bsen tranaforwad into a thriring cem any by v et
increaso in turmover with exports acouumting for almest 2%t of tha trede, a1 pere«ntag
capable of further improvemert. -

19,  Aboat 2,400 sguare feat of llour spaca was in u3e ani tna vompany <mployed ]
13 persons at the promises ani up o 15 nateorkers in tne surroanding resldential :
area. This wes possible becauss about 80% of Lne prosessing imvolved hand '§
operatios only, even though sone anall moisrn elestrically powured equipment had
bran installed.

20, Inadejuate storage space had him.ered produntion, ani impaired afficiancy and e
working conditions., Plsnning consent had been sought for an extension, developmant
adch would also enabtle furthar anl retter yehlele parking accommodatien (Flan E).

1. It was propose] to provils about 12)- s uare feat of storage accommodation
ani garking spase for seven vehicles by tuking advantage of the fall of the land.

22. The extension would provide better working conditiona for employ=as by entirely
saparating production from stored raw materials an.: finished products,

ra



.3. Tho niture of the company's busiposs was a limiting footor in its growth and it
wiis unlikely that aotivitirs would justify axpansion beyond the presant site limits,

.4. “Mhile the land on ths north side o7 Kingsland tead was predomlnantly residential
in onaracter that to the soutn vars different. It included dwellings, a girl
guides’ hut, an extensive inlustrial undertaking, "Fosters Jaw 'tills” on a site

of ubaut 3.9 pores with & 650 feet fronlage t Kingslind Rowi anl also two ranges

2% bulldings used for ergineerin; purposes arl a scrap oatal yard to the south-

nest,

"€, Tha accdracy of the co mvil'as pre-inguiry st:tesent that the "predominantly
regidenticl character” of the 0 surrounding the sits wis "still maintained”
dernnded upon the extent of the area in mind,

6. ihe inuustrial el-ment ascounted for absut half of tho By acres of land boundat
Ly kingsland Road, Vhart Road, the river ant finhery Road.

. Atditionaily the gounzil's refersace tu the laslusion of the alte within a
v w4 dontial area in the Pirgt Tevyiw o0 the lev--lopment plan was faotually

.‘m') rect and aislradouy.

T o, The aite was in A promarii; resl lontisl wreg in the South Hetfordavire Town Map
w-en Hheet ©5: B.B.) wita whish ¢ praiaeri]; industrial area allosation, ocovering
tne oew Bills wnd en extuniive Prontsage to the Grund 'nion Camal to the south of
T Late, wnb cootl,urut, {(Ilana A and B,

. Pus First Qeviow Jtoteaent confirsed tnat - "Other usss which, in the opinion
t *ne gounttl, o Cone.tfc t wiate the primary usn, Bay de vermitted.”

1

.o Nothing 'n the o linadne qosizon nsr on the ptateusnt suggested that tha
ox, uting dnlustri 1 use ov tae proposs] atorwee extension was inconaistent with the
-roposed prisary se,

1, The couneil adcoitise that Y1iw % 1naatiy wes not nacotaarily entirely
meonpatibae wiln & pramaily pes.. atial wra . Thare was thereforo no reason
ahy the < peliants shouid have 2n, ated &0 t.s MYevi'w yrs.c8als no@ with the
“inlster, :

_ i, Tae emuzany's aetivitlor accor-ied with Clase ITI -4 the Use Classes Order of
. "% being & uso whieh cauld By carsaed in g reoldenti oL eresn without any
ietripent to the area,

33, 2 he prvnises had co-existed with tne peofy dw.l in:r for abeut 60 years, ana
tne prosent “snaging Jirector had rocelved no comoliints from local resldents, non
was he aware of any bafore 1953,

3., The ccuncil's tonsent for tne bullding of twy sdsonottas withie 8 yards of th-
panufactory demonaotrated their agr-emsent thut it bad no detrimental effect. (n»

- peraon who ha.a written to the council objecting to the projposal was & former
eaployee whose servicas hud to be terminated, vhil» two had been satisfied that the
ievelopn-nt woild nol detrimentally affect the survunlings.

35. The extension, bsecaase of the gouthward £1ll of the site, would allow the
existing external sppvarance of the bulliing t> be generally maintained while
providing much needed purking spuce within the curtllage ana thus reducing vehisle

purking on the highway.



3. If the council were objesting ta the ..e of the ex -+ vendeular access ovi-
the company's land bacruse of the Jjurlojooition of Fian.:, *wsage, 1t was to be
recalled that they hod given plaaning conivent for 13 garagoo wnich would have to
be served by it,

37. The present building had a floor space of 2,40 square feet end an sxternal
oubic content of ebout 42,000 cubic feet, 4nu no direction had been pede under
Article L of the Town and Country Planning Jeneral Develsposnt Order, 1963
restricting permitted development.

38. The appellants would secem to be ontitled to exteond their prenises in accoriance
with the provision of the Order, the pro;o3al exvweding this by about 980 square
feet,

39. The planning authority's representatives hnd never inspected tha premises
internally and they were in no position to stute thut thers would be increassd
uctivity if the development proc-cded.

47. Only four more persona would be exployed at tne praaive. an! if another company
thoull taka over the pramises, the ratiority would not control the nugber of
saployess who might be employud fn « mure inteniive business.

.u' The reasans for refusal had not tnoluded any ceferunce to daylighting stendards,
tven though in use fur DAY years unl the souncil nad now no right to introduce
thaae arguments in this osse,

i, ZIven ap, the extension would be mors then 100 feel frou the back of the nearest
dwe liing on the east aide.

+!. Planping sulletin No. % {mdicated that laylignt ¢ controls need not be applied
to every type of developmsent nor spplied rigidly is rules of thunb. Thelr
application chould not by divorved froa comaon senss.

k. A 7 feet high wail arocund the site would not renuire planning permission and tha
araa proposed to be developer enild be used for apen unsightly storage without
planning consent ini without any liaitation upon tne haight of the packing cases.

«f. , Ihare nad been inconsiatency in the eouncil's decision, the arguuwnts put
“arward anu in their pre-inquiry statement.

@G- - There were no proposals to redevelop this arva, nor was it programned or
T Av.ignated in the review Plan covering the period up to 1980 so far as concerned
Aunel Heapstead.

L7. The noise and activity emanating from the existing saw nills, which were to
continuo, did not maka this lecality one suitsble or attractive for residential
redevelopment.

LB, The appellants' land would makse a minimal contribution if the existing use wus
terminated and the granting of planning consent for the maisonettes conflicted with
the principle of comprehensive redovelopaent.

49. The council wars seeking te frustrate = reasonable expansion when they had no
positive proposals for the area, nor any relocation poliecy fPor individusl coapanie.,
ineluding the appellants.

50. The council had no proposals to buy the land nor had they suggested other sites,

Purthermore this small company, with limited resources, ocould not meet the costs uof
transferring to another site. -

-y -



» the company could 86ll their premises
Lo another undertaking and the ¢ouncil would not take any steps to buy thep Bor

telp the appellants. They had pade no approach to the company and hag acted in an
unr'wasoneble mannar, .

mel appearance of the pronocsed extlension
and there was no reason why the inoffenaive and quiet buainess should not be
pernitted this 1imiieq expansion, :

THE CASE PUR THE FLANNING AUTHORITY

The puterial points were:-

2% The area of Hemsl Hempstead designated up

deér the New Towns Ant 1946 included
the appral site ang the durrounding land,

3+, The site "83 included in ap ared allocatsd for

residential purposes in thg
“<veltpaent Corporation's Haster Plan,

. « When the Mapter Plan was revised in 1950 the lung use

allocation rerainad
< hanged, but the Revised Plan showed no redevelapaent. rro

rosclg,

“. On the 18t April 1162, the otatutory powers anp ., Feanonsibilitieg por

""wiaration of Developaent Flanc reverted to tie eo.nty council as local planning
~ithori 1y.

[

“/. The Revised Mustor Plan haa ng statutary Bignif leinew an.

b, the Hemgl Henpstesd Lraft Town Map whict: indd~pted the [op
i ulse showed the site ty Lo dn ;p arvi il

it wurn supersa e

"orh Des.gnated Ar N
lacated fap r o3 deritial purposes.

"« (m the 31at Secvabur 143, the Pirst «Uinmerni~] Avviim wnp tuboitted t- ¢,
i fier dine luting proposels for th.s dorengh wn_ > f£oipaa pert of the South

turtferishire Tosn e, The site waa wWithin o wren alloes Lol for residential
. drposes,

7. There was 1o Progravaing incladed in the Tiret “ivian ot tne South Hertfordshir.
fown Hap either for the site or ath.r iand up to 1973, .1thougs, porulstion

‘Lotistios covered the period ur to 1.3y une W LGy Jdpon the Deve lopmant
.. svrorution's statistioes.

* « The Hogel Hempatesnd popilation, givun .5 o,
‘nerease to 80,000 by 150,

B 1n 1361 mag expected to

%1, In the Written Statecent te the Pirst Rewiwe it ;a atated that:-~ Faragrs z
"The allocation of &n area on s Tgwn Y¥ar for residential, shopring, busipess or
:ndustrial uge indientes only thr preoposed Frisary use for thet area. Other useg
2alect, 1n the °pinion of the Council, are consiatent with the prioary use D&y be
rercitted. Dhere existing uses do not cornforn with the prinary use allocation, there

i%, ip post tases, no intur.tion to disturt then during the period of the Plan",

cragrarh 4 (b) "The Devalopnent Flan provides for the development of land for
iraustrial purLoseg: -

(1) for the exparsion of exiating indusatrial fiyrs in Zertfordsh
for those already in the particular locality an¢ having regard to the
ship between the recul tant additional employment and the
Developnent Plap for population increage ip that area;

B T T
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(11) for the resottlement of Hertfordshire {irms unsatisfactorily sited exoept
that planning permission will not noruslly be granted unless 11 1is
ensursd that the firm's existing premises will be redevelopeld ln accordan.«
with the County Developament Plan;

NOTE: Planning permiseion for sucs expansion end relocatlion as mentioned
in Paragraphs (1) and (ii) sbove will be suboect to appropriste conditloens
to ensure 8o far as possible the continued occupation of the buildings
permitted by Hertferdshire firms.

(i4i) for the wovement of industry from the Londarn conurbation inte any County
District, whare there is, or where it a'mazrs that ohanging ciroumatances
 meke it inevitable that there will be, persistert locel unemployment due

to an insufficient movement nf industry from within the County to meet

sipanding locel needs for employment or te angork labour mede redundant hy
changes in induetry;

(1v) subject parti.ulirly to tue sultability of tn= type and nature of the
proposed industry in relstion to the gaile ani i1ts surroundings and alwso
A to satisfactory, wactéss, car parving, loalding facilities and site coverage."”
T .. lp that part of the Sritter Jtatement relaling specificelly to the Hamel Hempstesa
Ar-a of the South Hertforishire Town Map, siz arvas of land are sllocated primarily
tor industrial use totalling 37u ncres as well as ~grtain smaller areaes earc:. lesa
taun five acres Shown ni the Town Mao, A& further area of unsprcified acreage is
1. .icated as being a,jroprists .f saitable inlustr al exjorsion warranted its use.

n3. It was po part of the cancil's pelicy to rllow non-conforuin. uses to expand
s consolidate on unsuitable sites, particularly where a large zrea of lond had been
allocated for industrial purposes.

“.. There should be no difficulty in ralocating tris company o O aora satisfactory
.':litﬂ.

w&. The oouncil had no iamsdiate propozals for redeveloping this ares, but longer
turs prompects had to be scrnsideres. There was not likely to be any proposal by %he
local planning authority for the reiocation of the appellant company.

it The age and coplition of much of- the uxisting property in this arca was sueh
. th.t the probability of redeve lopmynt on a conprehensive busis, tive to ten years
hence, must become & distinct pcasibllity.

b7. Any new building intended for a use not in oonformity with the primary land
uee allocation would pre udice the eventual realissiion of an overall plan,

§3. 1f the site was developed in isolation, It might accommodate two or four
Awellings although its Jepth would be mare valuable if" part of a comprehensive
schome.

59, ‘This new extenaion winld have a 1life of 1t leaat sixty ysars and could
rre juaice future redevelopment.

70. The planning lecisior was interded to :ndicate to the appellanis that expansior
and consclidation was unacceptable «ni thet if ex,ansion was necessery then the time
wpg ripe for consliering oovemant a° trwir non-conforsiug industry to a more
@uitable un . syrropriate sits.

71. The Jdecision wes an informative an. .ersuasive ase of planning control, but the
tppellents had not zppruached the wuthority concerning en aiternative site,



*., Nadther the sppellants nor other land users had obJected to the Pirat Heview
Cte cvmas. It woudld soem thet the Minister was likely to confirm & primarily
v sizential land use ellocation where physicelly there was a predominance of

1 .1 tential property.

v b. in 1557, consent was refused for the use of land between the backs of the
treperties on the south silde of Kiagsland Road ang the river, including this aite,
Tor light ingustry.

. In 1260, consent was refucted for & pair of houses west of the site on land
» Jch was then parti of the a;pellants’ wourtiluge, but a subsegquent outline
wplieation for two {flatr was srented coniitional sonsant,

{%. The appsillants has sould t' 1an® woher the dotailod scheoe was approved and in
19.1 and 132, consents wers isnund for twe -preges and 17 garages respectively
with asgcess over the lan’ «! th- ni1de of ths a pellants' preaises.

76, Also in 1962, consen* was refused for o chez te De uze: a3 - builder's
registered office,

7 . Light industry was net neorsourilr entare y dnompotivle with 2 prioarily
‘ai.‘iﬂntial area but asuch mlxture of usra ruit 1pnevittly e uit in 1 loss of amenity

to residents by resson of sgtra tr ' ic, larper nor-vestuir vl trpe bull dngs
arfecting the view, the musbtsr of P*!iwrt AnL/ry Velie c. s Tving b or le o ving
the aite at certain tlmea 2f the aay, 2 tree sap wr rs: 57 toe peeaives In

ralation to surrounding residential preperty.

3. The prepeosed extunsion wo2ld not compel, -0 o o 0. - aylaehtin for
residential areas, Flanalng Zulletdin lic. ‘. RN D PO ceoe i, 0y ot Manpiuiry
of Housing and Local Governtien?, ani, 27 3oL 3 0 T, T o Yartter L0sa of
amenity to the socuplers of the welolu.ng or o2 o L vt L e e Ll il
tallding avout 14 feet high to toe cuver w .00 v 1 Lot ' ot » ,ahs fros tas

boundary with an adjagent resllenties. curt.lwee, IF [la & 3 =9 wgaitlom
iniicated.

74, If land formerly owned by the compamy .. b «n "?f‘ i, ccul. have unlertalern
davelopment which need not have coni'licted w.oth -ayltvhitin - e ris, any not

coaplately wrecked whatevar chance iU might heve hed to thtgiz rongent {or a
ssil factory extension ad’acent to the factory.

! Tour additional persona wiulld be faployed ard thaa woult ~2: L1t in jucreased
Sit+ ectivity with a consequent reduction inp the smenit.ws oi’ the aree,

! The authority had sought to retuin and lmprove amenit.u: emisting in the
—adoulnantl, residentisl res including the torsent for additional garages 10 easy
.“ cax parking problems.

.. he access to the garage site was not wholly satisfactor;y, but the present
owrwrahip position had not existed when the outldipe cansent wuas given,

i The alte was purtly screenwvd fron the south by willow trees anl shrubs, when

RS

t¢y ware in leaf.

APPLICATION POR COSTS

L5 APPELLAY © ' TRATRUDT

N st ©.otnat iv o . omer save Yot nanussary for oo 0
Tiasetloor t ro. ©oLt an o

4

BRI



v+ Tharu wory no Just reasons to refuss consent and the council had acted
srresyonaitly and unreasonably, costs ware therefore aocucht against the comnil,

TiHE CAUNCIL'S REPLY

856. The oouncil were staggured by the appellants® requast for costs and 1f thoy
had actad lmproperly they should be alloved, but the Borough Council, the delsp V-
flanning authority, hud not done ao,

87. Thera was a vitnl nead to consider min—sanf'orulape utes i to msks they
sanforn as soon as poasliula. .

37, It would have been wrung nol to have allowed this tn gu to &one nl.

11, The council synpatnised with the ippullants but had nes been swkar?! .r
wr-asontble,

.. Thay were now awura 3f the thode eireuqastanres appertaiming to the ari- LY s
tainess and were satiafiedl to lsave tie dgoision to the Minister, but it w.oul .
srsurd or the coun L. to be axpectad to maet the costw,

v In the past few yaars tnere have bean changing circumst inews appartalning .
‘u avmersaip and possible use of land adjucent to tuis site and tue counail'e
tian cannot be regarded as having been unreasoiable, vexatioua or Privolous,

THE INSPECTOR'3 QBSERVATIONS

FIADTIGS OF PACT
«. T Finat the following Pacty:=-

(17 The site i3 in th- saithom part of un arca of malnly residential
develupnant but here there are 3 nunber of non-resilantial uses
tanlauing extnvive saw mills fronting and acregsible froa
Kin, olina Road.

“11}) Tue sita met oaly ineludns an exinting light industrial undertaking with

. 4 3ingl- atorwy floor space of [,B800 syuure feet, cubic content 42,000

' ' esdbi~ frat; bat aloas the wxisting uccess intended to serve 19 lock-up
guragos on lanl now 1in sopsrate ownership.

“114) rhis speclalisi, bui long established company, employing 15 persons at the .
prenises, and up to 15 outworkars living nearby, relias for 25% of 3t
trade unon exports,

(iv) 1In the submitted First Quinquenmnial Review of th. Jouth Heriforishire
Town Map, the site anl surrounding land ire usllocated primarily for
residential purposea, but are not nrograanel,

(v) The Review also includes a nearby aren of aloost four acres of lani
allocated primarily ror industry including that cccapiad by tha sac
nills while elsewhere in tha Heael Heapstead area wre another 370 . :o
including vacant siten.

(vi) There are no proposals tc redevelap tids ares, nor Lo relocals this
undertaking.
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APPEARANCES

POR THE APPELLANTS L T AR AV FONE B

Mr, Howard Sharp, P.ALT. .~ 7T 0T LoSubveyor and Valuer.

He called: Coe . T
(1) Mr. L. W, Ha.rtm .- o* 0 —.Appellants’ Menaging
: o IR 'yﬁireoto;.
(2) Mr. ¥, F. Corfield, F.R.I. c s., SR - ‘Chaftersd Surveyor.
: P.L.A.S., FAL S L
FOR TIHE PLANNING AUTHORITY

Rr. H, B. Jones

@ He oallad: T
\
(1) wr. W J. Groae lA (Cantab ),

AN I.Mun.E., AMLT.P.T. | o

.. .. Docgimwrs I k
. X ' " ’ N L <
Docunant 1 = Liat or peraona preaent at the inquiry.’ . :f_lif 'E

*  2(i) and (1i) - ciroulatea notice and list. =
o s \ il‘ *
E“ " 3(1) and (11) - Tio lettera raising no objection to the propasal, and '
'f another objecting to it, ‘ v

. " 4(1) and (31) Cios_n._s'"nf application and sohedule of tustomers. 3

@ PLANS

Extract from the Review of the County Development Plan,

o
b
=]
o
]

" B - 3ite relativs to the surrounding development and an arsa allocated
for industry in ‘the Heviaﬂ Plun,

] -
- Site plan.
-« Site plan and also referring to other planning ueclsions.

c
D

" E - Copy of detailed plan submitted with the planning application.
P

A detail plan asiended by Plan E. L
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