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Summary Proof of Evidence

My proof will assess the three Enforcement Notices in isolation and the
individual matters in dispute relating to the ground (a) appeals at the Tree
House, Anchor Paddock and White Barn. A comprehensive Statement of
Common Ground has been agreed between the parties and my Proof focusses

on those matters in dispute in support of the case of the appellant.

In terms of the Tree House, the Inspector will have to consider the ground (d)
appeal and this will have a bearing on the ground (a) appeal. The main issue
in dispute at the Tree House is whether it should be treated as a new dwelling,
a replacement dwelling or a residential annexe and whether a Flood Risk

Assessment is required.

In terms of Anchor Paddock, my proof looks at what elements of the ancillary
buildings can be determined as not inappropriate development under
paragraph 154 of the NPPF and which buildings need to be demolished to

create volumetric equalisation for the dormer to remain in situ.

White Barn is the subject of the most amount of evidence because this has
more matters in dispute than the other two Notices. Again, issues of
compliance with paragraph 154 for certain buildings, denoting the curtilage

and previously developed land are assessed in the evidence.

In the event that the Inspector considers that some or all of the individual
aspects of development are inappropriate within the Green Belt, then there is
commentary upon Very Special Circumstances in relation to the COVID

pandemic
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