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1
Introduction
1.1 This supplementary statement of case relates to the appeal APP/J9497/W/17/3168180 against a decision of Dartmoor National Park Authority dated 25 January 2017.

1.2
This supplementary statement should be read in connection with the Authority’s statement of case in the conjoined appeals APP/J9497/W/15/3140928; J9497/C/16/3146596 & 3146597 which was submitted in May 2016.

1.3
At the Public Inquiry the Authority will produce Proofs of Evidence for each of the Authority’s witnesses.  

1.4
As regards this appeal (APP/J9497/W/17/3168180) the Proofs will cover the following broad areas: 
(1) 
an assessment of the building proposed to be erected under permitted development rights following prior notification.

(2)
an assessment of the forestry activity and other uses of the land to show that the building is not reasonably necessary for the purposes of forestry on the land.

2
Relevant planning history
2.1
On 25 May 2012 the Authority received an application for prior notification of forestry development on the land under Schedule 2 Part 7 Town & Country Planning (General Permitted Development) Order 1995 (Ref: 0297/12). The application proposed the erection of three forestry storage buildings: a pole barn for tools and machinery (154m2); a lean-to barn for planked wood (192m2); and a barn for storage of firewood (90m2).

2.2
By a decision letter dated 18 June 2012, the Authority informed the applicant that it did not believe that the buildings were reasonably necessary for the purposes of forestry on the land and that the erection of the buildings was therefore not considered to be permitted development.

2.3
No appeal was made against this determination and no planning application was submitted.

2.4
On 22 May 2015 the appellant submitted a fresh application for prior notification of forestry development on the land under Schedule 2 Part 6 Town & Country Planning (General Permitted Development) Order 2015 (Ref: 0259/15). The application proposed the erection of two barns: 14.3m x 13.6m and 24.6m x 7.9m.

2.5
By a decision letter dated 18 June 2015 the Authority informed the applicant that it did not believe that the buildings were reasonably necessary for the purposes of forestry on the land and that the erection of the buildings was therefore not considered to be permitted development.

2.6
No application for planning permission was submitted in respect of the two proposed buildings.

2.7
On 3 January 2017 the appellant submitted a further application for prior notification of forestry development on the land under Schedule 2 Part 6 Town & Country Planning (General Permitted Development) Order 2015 (Ref: 0001/17). The application proposed the erection of a single building 19.4m x 7.8m with enclosed workspace, open workspace and a welfare area. 

2.8
By a decision letter dated 25 January 2017, the Authority informed the applicant that it did not believe that the building was reasonably necessary for the purposes of forestry on the land and that the erection of the building was therefore not considered to be permitted development.

2.9
No application for planning permission has been received in respect of this proposed building.

2.10
On 5 September 2017 the appellant submitted a planning application for an ‘ancillary forestry building (21m x 9.27m)’ in the same location as that above but slightly larger in size and including workers accommodation at first floor level.  This application has not yet been determined.

3.
Reasonable Requirements of Forestry

3.1
The Authority will bring evidence to show that irrespective of the appellant’s practices and philosophy on managing the land, when considered objectively from the position of the informed impartial observer, there is no reasonable need or requirement for a building for forestry on the land.

3.2
The Authority will consider the need for drying and processing timber to render it marketable. The Authority will show that satisfactory drying can be achieved without the need for a building on the site and that processing can be carried out either on-site in the open-air, or off-site at a dedicated facility.

3.3
The Authority will present evidence of usual commercial forestry practice and will show that the vast majority of forestry enterprises operate without a building on the land, and in particular without permanent welfare facilities for workers.

3.4
The Authority will say that having formed the view that the building was not reasonably necessary for forestry and is not located on forestry land, it followed that it could not be permitted development. Therefore, questions of siting, design and external appearance did not fall to be considered or addressed. It should not be inferred from the absence of comment on siting, design and external appearance of the proposed building that these matters were deemed acceptable.

4.
Summary
4.1
The Authority will show that the proposal is not reasonably necessary for the purposes of forestry on the land and therefore is not permitted development.

5. 

Documents to be relied on at the Inquiry
5.1

The Authority has already provided with its Statement of Case dated May 2016 a list of the main documents to be relied on at the Inquiry.

5.2

Apart from the Prior Notification application and drawings for this building, the Authority does not anticipate relying on any additional documents at the Inquiry in respect of this appeal.
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