APPLICATION FOR PRIOR NOTIFICATION – PART 3 CASE OFFICER REPORT
 
	APPLICATION REFERENCE:
	PL/2026/04051

	APPLICATION TYPE:
	Prior approval Part 3 Class R: Agricultural buildings to a flexible commercial use

	SITE ADDRESS:
	Ford Farm, Old Malthouse Lane, Ford, SP4 6DR

	DEVELOPMENT DESCRIPTION:
	Prior approval Part 3 Class R for the change of use of an agricultural building to a flexible commercial use within Class E(c)(i), E(c)(ii) and E(c)(iii) - Financial Services, Professional Services and Other Appropriate Services.

	RECOMMENDATION:
	That Prior Approval is required and REFUSED




SITE DESCRIPTION/CONTEXT

The application site comprises an agricultural building and associated yard area situated within the farmstead at Ford Farm, Old Malthouse Lane, Ford. Ford Farm forms part of a larger agricultural holding extending to approximately 595 hectares, predominantly used for arable crop production. The site is in open countryside and is surrounded by open fields, situated on the northside of Old Malthouse Lane, which connects the A338 to the west  to the A30 to the east. 
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The application building is located within the established farmyard complex and has historically been used for the storage of agricultural machinery, seed and fertiliser in connection with the wider farming enterprise. The building is located towards the southern part of the farmyard with other agricultural style buildings to the north and north west, including an established commercial unit occupied by Fieldfare Trailers Centre and another used by Sarum Farm Vets.

Access to the site is via an existing agricultural access from Old Malthouse Lane to the south. The farmyard provides a substantial area of hardstanding for vehicle manoeuvring, parking and servicing. The application includes an area of curtilage associated with the building.

The nearest residential property is an agricultural workers dwelling located approximately 230 metres to the south within the applicant's ownership.

The building is not listed, does not lie within the curtilage of a listed building or scheduled monument. 

Whilst the site is some distance from the river it is in Flood Zone 1; and is in an area that is at low risk of Ground Water flooding (Groundwater levels are at least 5 metres below the ground surface), it is situated within the catchment of the River Avon Special Area for Conservation (SAC). The site also lies within the 13.8km zone of influence for the New Forest protected sites, which comprises the New Forest SPA, New Forest SAC and New Forest Ramsar site.

PROPOSAL

The application seeks Prior approval under Part 3 Class R of the Town and Country Planning (General Permitted Development) (England) Order 2015 (as amended) GPDO for the change of use of an agricultural building to a flexible commercial use within Class E(c)(i), E(c)(ii) and E(c)(iii) - Financial Services, Professional Services and Other Appropriate Services respectively.

RELEVANT LEGISLATION, POLICY AND GUIDANCE 

· Town and Country Planning (General Permitted Development) (England) Order 2015 (as amended)

This application is assessed under Article 3 of the GPDO, which grants planning permission for certain types of development described in Schedule 2 of the Order. The grant of permission is subject to the limitations, conditions, and provisions set out within the relevant Classes of permitted development.

Under Schedule 2, Part 3, Class R of the GPDO, certain changes of use and associated operations may be permitted subject to prior approval from the Local Planning Authority. 

Development not permitted
R.1 Development is not permitted by Class R if—
(a) the building was not used solely for an agricultural use as part of an established agricultural unit—
(i) on 3rd July 2012;
(ii) in the case of a building which was in use before that date but was not in use on that date, when it was last in use, or
(iii) in the case of a building which was brought into use after 3rd July 2012, for a period of at least 10 years before the date development under Class R begins;
(b) the cumulative floor space of buildings which have changed use under Class R within an
established agricultural unit exceeds 500 square metres 1,000 square metres;
(c) the site is, or forms part of, a military explosives storage area;
(d) the site is, or forms part of, a safety hazard area; or
(e) the building is a listed building or a scheduled monument.

· Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 (as amended) 

RELEVANT PLANNING HISTORY 
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	Proposal / Summary

	16/07514/FUL - Full planning permission– Retrospective Change of Use of farmyard area to outdoor storage of vehicles. Refused. 

	15/06209/FUL - Full planning permission– Erection of new agricultural general storage building. Approved.

	13/02483/PNCOU Prior approval of proposed change of use of 500 sq metres of agricultural building to relocate applicants existing business 'Fieldfare Trailers' which specialises in sale and hire of new and used trailers and associated equipment, parts and accessories. Approved

	S/2006/0399 - Full planning permission– Change of use from agricultural storage building to agricultural storage, storage of trailer / vehicles / caravans. Refused.

	S/1993/0406 - Full planning permission – erection of wall and entrance gates. Approved

	S/1987/1583 - Full planning permission – erection of agricultural worker's dwelling. Approved.

	S/1987/0630 - Full planning permission– keeper's accommodation for game rearing. Refused

	

	



CONSULTATIONS

Wiltshire Council Highways Officer: Object 

Whilst the existing access is considered acceptable, insufficient information has been submitted to demonstrate the transport and highway impacts of the unrestricted Class E(c) use, including traffic generation, servicing requirements, parking provision and the suitability of the internal access route.

Wiltshire Council Public Protection Officer: Comments

Noise:
Providing the use of the building is going to fall within Class E(c), I have no concerns regarding noise.

Contaminated land:
At present, it is not clear whether the proposed development will include any groundworks.

If groundworks are proposed, it is recommended that the following condition is attached should you be minded to approve this application:

Any contamination that is found during the course of construction of the development hereby approved that was not previously identified shall be reported immediately to the local planning authority. Development on the part of the site affected shall be suspended until a risk assessment has been carried out and submitted to and approved in writing by the local planning authority. Where unacceptable risks are found, the development shall not resume or continue until remediation and verification schemes have been carried out in accordance with details that shall first have been submitted to and approved in writing by the local planning authority.

Reason: To ensure compliance with Core Policy 56 and to reduce the risks associated with land contamination

Parish Council: No objection

Whilst the proposed change of use will produce additional vehicular traffic on Old Malthouse Lane, it is unlikely to be significant. The access is already used by larger commercial vehicles to another business on the site. The proposed development is several 100ms away from the nearest residential property and is unlikely to generate significant additional noise. The application will have no material effect on the flooding or contamination risk to the site.

REPRESENTATIONS
In accordance with the requirements of the Town and Country Planning (Development Management Procedure) (England) Order 2015 (as amended), the application was publicised by way of:
 
· A site notice displayed near the site;

These methods were used to inform interested parties and provide a period of 21 days for comments to be submitted.

No letters of representations from third parties have been received by the Local Planning Authority. 

ASSESSMENT

This application seeks prior approval under Class R which allows for Change of Use of Agricultural
Buildings to a flexible use within General Industrial (Class B2), Storage or Distribution (Class B8),
Hotels (Class C1), Commercial/Business/Service (Class E), Outdoor Sport or Recreation (Class
F2(c)), or for the provision of agricultural training.

In this instance the applicant has identified that they are seeking change of use from agricultural to a flexible commercial use within Class E(c)(i), E(c)(ii) and E(c)(iii) - Financial Services, Professional Services and Other Appropriate Services respectively.

Does the Proposal Qualify as Permitted Development? 

Development under Class R is subject to a number of conditions and limitations. Development is not permitted by this class if any of the specified restrictions apply. These are set out at Appendix 1. Subject to compliance with these criteria and any limitations or conditions specified within the Order, the proposed development may be considered permitted development. 

Having completed the detailed checklist at Appendix 1, it is concluded that the proposed development qualifies as permitted development under Schedule 2, Part 3, Class R of the GPDO, and the assessment may now proceed to consider whether prior approval is required by the LPA.

For clarity, the building which measures 460.59 square metres has solely been used for agricultural purposes as part of Ford Farm. An earlier Class R application (13/02483/PNCOU) was permitted for the change of use of an agricultural building to commercial use with a floor area of 500 square metres, the combined footprint measuring less than the 1000sqm requirement. The site does not form part of a military explosives area, nor is it in a safety hazard area, the building is not listed or a scheduled monument.

Is Prior Approval Required? 

Where a proposal complies with all the provisions limitations set out under Class R of Schedule 2, Part 3 of the Town and Country Planning (General Permitted Development) (England) Order 2015 (as amended), the developer must apply to the Local Planning Authority (LPA) for a determination as to whether prior approval is required for the specified impacts and, if so, whether it should be granted.

In respect of this proposal, the amount of floorspace changing use under Class R will exceed 150 square metres and as such the Applicant has applied to the LPA as to whether prior approval will be required as to:
i) Transport and highways impact of the development
ii) Noise impacts of the development
iii) Contamination risks on the site; and
iv) Flooding risks on the site

It has been concluded that the proposed development qualifies as permitted development under Schedule 2, Part R of the GPDO, and the assessment may now proceed to consider whether prior approval is required. 

In addition, Paragraph W sets out a number of requirements for both the developer (in terms of the application submission) and the LPA (relating to consultations and advertisement of the application). Para. W(10) states that:

The local planning authority must, when determining an application—
(a) take into account any representations made to them as a result of any consultation under sub-paragraphs (5) or (6) and any notice given under sub-paragraph (8); 
(b) have regard to the National Planning Policy Framework issued by the Ministry of Housing, Communities and Local Government in February 2019 July 2021, so far as relevant to the subject matter of the prior approval, as if the application were a planning application; and
(c) in relation to the contamination risks on the site—
(i) determine whether, as a result of the proposed change of use, taking into account any proposed mitigation, the site will be contaminated land as described in Part 2A of the Environmental Protection Act 1990, and in doing so have regard to the Contaminated Land Statutory Guidance issued by the Secretary of State for the Environment, Food and Rural Affairs in April 2012, and
(ii) if they determine that the site will be contaminated land, refuse to give prior approval

Para. W(13) allows LPAs to grant prior approval unconditionally or subject to conditions reasonably related to the subject matter of the prior approval. 

Extent of Assessment Under Class R

Whilst paragraph W requires the Local Planning Authority to have regard to the National Planning Policy Framework, the authority's assessment remains limited to those matters specified within Class R and paragraph W of the GPDO. Matters falling outside the scope of the prior approval process cannot be taken into account when determining the application.

Accordingly, issues such as the principle of the development, compliance with the development plan, planning balance considerations, housing need (where relevant), the sustainability of the location and other matters falling outside the specified prior approval considerations are not relevant to the determination except where they directly relate to one of the prescribed prior approval matters.

Transport and highways impact of the development 

Policy Context
Policies TR3-TR8 of the National Planning Policy Framework seek to ensure that development provides safe and suitable access for all users and does not result in unacceptable impacts on highway safety. National policy also confirms that development should only be refused on transport grounds where there would be an unacceptable impact on highway safety, or where the residual cumulative impacts on the road network would be severe.

Policy TR6 states that developments likely to generate significant amounts of movement should be supported by a Transport Statement or Transport Assessment, proportionate to the scale and nature of the proposal, to enable transport impacts to be properly assessed. Whilst Policy TR3(1)(c) states that significant adverse impacts on the transport network or highway safety should be mitigated.

Core Policy 61 and 62 are relevant and require development with significant transport implications to be supported by a Transport Assessment and to demonstrate mitigation of transport impacts and requires transport issues to be properly assessed before a decision can be made. Core policy 57 xiv. requires development to meet the requirements of Core Policy 61.

In terms of locational sustainability, the Local Planning Authority (LPA) is not able to assess the general sustainability of the site's location in relation to access to services, employment, or facilities. This is not a consideration under the relevant prior approval provisions as it is acknowledged that most former agricultural buildings privy to this allowance, will be in sustainable locations. Accordingly, the key matter for assessment is the impact of the proposal on highway safety, particularly in relation to the site access and the surrounding local highway network.

Assessment

The application site is situated in a relatively remote and isolated location within the countryside. It is not within the defined limits of development of a Principal Settlement, Market Town or Local Service Centre, and is not designated as employment land allocated in the Core Strategy. The application site is not within or adjacent to a settlement, and the proposed development does not relate to the retention or expansion of a businesses that is currently located within or adjacent to a settlement. Although during discussion with the applicant it was indicated that an existing business (Sarum Farm Vets) may relocate to this building once change of use has been granted but that the application is seeking flexible use and not personal use or restrictive use to one business.

The Highway Authority has been consulted and has objected to the proposed development; their comments are included in full below –

Existing Use and Fallback Position
The building is an established agricultural storage building which houses agricultural machinery, seed and fertiliser in connection with the farming enterprise at the site.
The additional information submitted advises the traffic generation associated with the existing agricultural use of the building varies from day to day, with the busiest time being during harvest where there could be 50 vehicle trips daily, while in the winter there may only be 1 trip.
There is, however, no detailed statement of the traffic generation associated with the existing agricultural use, or confirmation that all agriculture related traffic would be removed in the event that permission was to be granted for the change of use of this building.
Access and Highway Network

Access is taken directly from Malthouse Lane (C287), which connects to the A30 to the east and the A338 to the west. The access geometry and visibility at the junction with Malthouse Lane are considered acceptable and the site benefits from a large existing yard area capable of accommodating parking, turning and servicing activity.

Based on the submitted information, the existing access arrangement appears capable of accommodating traffic associated with the site. However, the route beyond the initial access point comprises a split driveway arrangement serving both neighbouring residential and commercial uses, with the access route to the application building appearing generally restricted in width.

The applicant has not provided sufficient information to demonstrate how this internal route would safely accommodate the level and type of traffic associated with the proposed flexible commercial use, including staff, visitors, servicing and delivery vehicles.

Proposed Use and Traffic Impacts

The proposal seeks flexible commercial use under Class E(c)(i), E(c)(ii) and E(c)(iii) comprising Financial Services, Professional Services and Other Appropriate Services. The additional information submitted provides some detail regarding the anticipated trip generation associated with the currently intended use of the building and advises an estimated daily trip rate of 10.98 vehicle movements. It is also advised that the development would principally attract cars, light vans and occasional larger delivery vehicles.

However, the application seeks a generic Class E(c) permission rather than a permission tied to a specific occupier or operation. The level and pattern of traffic associated with an unrestricted Class E(c) use could vary considerably depending upon the eventual occupier, staffing levels, customer demand, delivery requirements and operational arrangements. Whilst it is understood that the building is currently intended to be occupied by an existing business operating from the wider site, this does not form part of the application proposal and cannot be relied upon when assessing the development.

Furthermore, whilst some information has been provided regarding current agricultural traffic activity, no robust assessment has been submitted demonstrating the traffic generation associated with the existing lawful use of the building, nor whether agricultural activities currently associated with the building would cease in the event that prior approval were granted. As such, it has not been demonstrated whether the proposal would result in an overall increase, decrease or redistribution of vehicle movements associated with the site.

The submission also does not include a Transport Statement assessing the potential transport impacts arising from the broad range of uses capable of operating under Class E(c), including consideration of staff trips, visitor movements, servicing activity, vehicle types and the likely impact on the surrounding highway network.

Whilst it is acknowledged that the existing access onto Malthouse Lane is generally acceptable, concerns remain regarding the suitability of the internal access route and the relationship with the wider highway network. Previous planning applications in the locality have identified concerns associated with traffic movements at the junction of Old Malthouse Lane and the A30. Whilst this matter would not necessarily preclude development, insufficient information has been submitted to enable a robust assessment of the likely impact of an unrestricted Class E(c) use on this part of the highway network.

In the absence of a Transport Statement and sufficient supporting evidence, the Local Planning Authority is unable to adequately assess the transport and highway impacts arising from the proposed development.

Parking and Servicing
The site benefits from an existing yard area which appears capable of accommodating parking, turning and servicing activity. However, no detailed layout has been submitted demonstrating the level of parking, manoeuvring and servicing provision that would be available to support the unrestricted Class E(c) use proposed.

Given the absence of information regarding the likely scale and nature of occupation, staff numbers, visitor demand and servicing requirements, the Local Planning Authority is unable to conclude that suitable parking, turning and servicing arrangements can be provided to support the development.

Summary and Conclusion
The application seeks prior approval for the change of use of an agricultural building to a flexible commercial use under Class E(c)(i), E(c)(ii) and E(c)(iii). The proposal exceeds the 150sqm threshold requiring consideration of transport and highway impacts.

The additional information submitted has provided some clarification regarding the currently intended use of the building and a broad indication of potential traffic generation. However, the application seeks a generic Class E(c) permission rather than a use tied to a specific occupier or operation. Accordingly, the proposal could give rise to a range of different traffic generation characteristics, staffing levels, visitor demands, servicing requirements and operational arrangements.

Whilst the point of access onto Malthouse Lane is considered acceptable and the site benefits from an existing yard area capable of accommodating parking, turning and servicing activity, insufficient information has been submitted to enable a full assessment of the transport and highway impacts associated with the unrestricted Class E(c) use proposed.

In particular, the application does not adequately demonstrate:

• The existing traffic generation associated with the lawful use of the building;
• Whether agricultural traffic associated with the building would cease following implementation of the development;
• The likely traffic generation arising from the full range of uses capable of operating under Class E(c);
• The likely servicing requirements and vehicle types associated with the unrestricted use proposed;
• The suitability of the internal access route to accommodate the likely level and type of traffic associated with the development;
• That adequate parking, manoeuvring and servicing arrangements can be provided to support the unrestricted Class E(c) use.

The Highway Authority has consistently advised that a Transport Statement should be submitted to assess the likely transport impacts arising from the unrestricted Class E(c) use proposed and to enable a robust comparison with the existing lawful use of the building. No such assessment has been provided.

In the absence of this information, the Local Planning Authority cannot be satisfied that the proposed development would not result in unacceptable transport and highway impacts.

Recommendation

The Highway Authority recommends that prior approval be refused under Class R(b)(i) of Schedule 2, Part 3 of the Town and Country Planning (General Permitted Development) (England) Order 2015 (as amended) for the following reason:

The applicant has failed to provide sufficient information to demonstrate the transport and highway impacts arising from the proposed change of use of the agricultural building to an unrestricted Class E(c) use. Insufficient information has been submitted regarding existing and future traffic generation, residual agricultural traffic movements, servicing requirements, vehicle types, parking and manoeuvring arrangements, and the suitability of the internal access route and wider highway network to accommodate the development. In the absence of this information, the Local Planning Authority cannot be satisfied that the proposed development would not result in unacceptable transport and highway impacts.

Having regard to the comments of the Highway Authority, insufficient information has been submitted to enable the Local Planning Authority to adequately assess the transport and highway impacts of the proposed development. Whilst the existing access onto Old Malthouse Lane is not in itself considered unacceptable, the proposal seeks a flexible Class E(c) use which could result in a wide range of occupiers and associated traffic movements. In the absence of a Transport Statement, robust trip generation evidence and an assessment of the suitability of the internal access arrangements and surrounding highway network, the Local Planning Authority cannot be satisfied that the proposal would not create unacceptable transport or highway impacts. The proposal therefore conflicts with Policies TR3 and TR6 of the National Planning Policy Framework 2026.

Noise impacts 

Policy Context
Policy P3 of the National Planning Policy Framework requires development to be appropriate for its location, taking account of the likely effects of pollution on health, living conditions and the natural environment. In relation to noise, the policy seeks to ensure that development provides healthy living conditions for future occupants, avoids unacceptable adverse effects on health and quality of life, and incorporates mitigation where necessary.

In the context of this proposal, the key consideration is whether the development would result in, or be exposed to, unacceptable levels of noise, and whether any such impacts can be appropriately mitigated to ensure a suitable living environment.

Assessment
The site lies in an isolated location surrounded by either other agricultural/commercial buildings or open fields on all sides. The nearest residential dwelling is located approximately 230 metres to the south of the building subject to the proposed change of use and is within the applicant’s ownership. To the south east, the next closest dwellings are located in excess of 400 metres from the application site. The nearest existing dwellings would expect some disturbances given the immediate agricultural surroundings. Given that the proposed change of use to Class E(c)(i), E(c)(ii) and E(c)(iii) - Financial Services, Professional Services and Other Appropriate Services, the types of activities undertaken within this use class is unlikely to create unacceptable noise levels therefore it is considered that there would be no noise issues that would result in a refusal of this prior approval application. 

Conclusion 
Prior approval in relation to noise matters is required and granted.

Contamination risks 

Policy Context
Policy P2 of the National Planning Policy Framework requires sites proposed for development to be suitable for their intended use, taking account of ground conditions, including any risks arising from land instability or contamination, and the extent to which such risks can be mitigated. Following remediation, land should not be capable of being determined as contaminated land under Part IIA of the Environmental Protection Act 1990. The policy also requires adequate site assessment information, prepared by a competent person, to be available to inform the assessment of these matters.

In the context of this proposal, the Local Planning Authority must be satisfied that the site is not affected by contamination or land stability issues that would make it unsuitable for its intended use, and that any necessary investigations or mitigation measures have been appropriately considered.

Assessment

It is considered that the land would not be contaminated in regard to Part IIA of the Environmental Protection Act 1990. However, Class R allows the use of the building to change to any other the uses permitted by this class and therefore it is necessary to impose a condition to secure details of a land contamination assessment in order to ensure any future users would be safe from any potential contamination that may be present from the existing agricultural use.

Conclusion 

Prior approval in relation to contamination matters is required and is granted subject to the recommended condition. 

Flooding risks 

Policy Context
Policies F4-F8 of the National Planning Policy Framework seek to ensure that flood risk is appropriately managed and that development is safe for its lifetime without increasing flood risk elsewhere. Where flood risk is a specified prior approval matter under the relevant GPDO class, the assessment should focus on the potential flood risk implications of the development and whether any mitigation measures are necessary.

Assessment

The site is located in Flood Zone 1 which is the least likely zone to flood. The site is not at risk of groundwater emergence or at risk of surface water flooding.

Conclusion 

Prior approval in relation to flood risk matters is not required. 

CONCLUSION  

The proposed development has been assessed against the provisions, limitations, and conditions set out in Schedule 2, Part 3, Class R of the Town and Country Planning (General Permitted Development) (England) Order 2015 (as amended). Based on the submitted plans, supporting information, and the findings of this report, it is concluded that the proposal complies with the criteria for permitted development, and therefore falls within the scope of Class R. 

Following assessment, Prior approval has been considered in respect of transport and highway impacts, noise impacts, contamination risks and flooding risks, as required by Class R and Paragraph W of the GPDO. The Local Planning Authority is satisfied that the proposal is acceptable in respect of noise, contamination and flooding matters. However, it is not satisfied that the transport and highway impacts would be acceptable, and prior approval is therefore refused on that basis.

RECOMMENDATION:  That prior approval be REFUSED.

Prior approval is refused under Schedule 2, Part 3, Class R and Paragraph W of the Town and Country Planning (General Permitted Development) (England) Order 2015 (as amended). Insufficient information has been submitted to demonstrate the transport and highway impacts arising from the proposed change of use of the agricultural building to a flexible Class E(c) use. In particular, the application fails to adequately assess likely traffic generation, servicing requirements, parking and manoeuvring arrangements, the suitability of the internal access route, and the impact on the surrounding highway network. As a consequence, the Local Planning Authority cannot be satisfied that the proposed development would not result in unacceptable transport and highway impacts and is therefore contrary to Core Policies 61, 62 and 57 xiv of the Wiltshire Core Strategy and policies TR3 and TR6 of the NPPF.

INFORMATIVE

For the avoidance of doubt the documents and plans considered in reaching the above decision

Application form received 26/06/2026
Location Plan received 26/06/2026
Block Plan received 26/06/2026
Covering Letter received 26/06/2026
Email from agent in response to the Highway Authority comments received 05/08/2026
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	APPENDIX 1 – PERMITTED DEVELOPMENT CHECKLIST CLASS R

	Class R – agricultural buildings to a flexible commercial use

	
	Yes / No 

	R.
	Permitted Development 
Note: If the answer is "Yes", proceed to assessment under R.1. If the answer is "No", the proposal does not qualify as permitted development under this class.

	
	Does the development consist of a change of use of a building and any land within its curtilage from a use as an agricultural building to a flexible use—
(a) falling within one of the following provisions of the Use Classes Order—
(i)Class B2 (general industrial) of Schedule 1;
(ii)Class B8 (storage or distribution) of Schedule1;
(iii)Class C1 (hotels) of Schedule 1;
(iv)Class E (commercial, business or service) of Schedule 2; or
(v)Class F.2(c) (outdoor sport or recreation) of Schedule 2; or
(b) for the provision of agricultural training.
	YES – Class E(c)(i), E(c)(ii) and E(c)(iii) - Financial Services, Professional Services and Other Appropriate Services.

	R.1
	Development is not permitted by Class R if - 
Note: If the answer to any of the questions below is "Yes", the proposed development would not constitute permitted development under this class

	(a)
	Was the building not used solely for an agricultural use as part of an established agricultural unit:
(i) on 3rd July 2012?
(ii) if not in use on that date, when it was last in use before that date?
(iii) if brought into use after 3rd July 2012, for a continuous period of at least 10 years before the date development under Class R begins?
	NO – it was brought into use on 01/01/2026 so meets part iii

	(b)
	Has the cumulative floor space of buildings that have changed use under Class R within the established agricultural unit exceeded 1,000 square metres?
	NO – 960.59 sq m

	(c)
	Is the site, or does it form part of, a military explosives storage area?
	NO

	(d)
	Is the site, or does it form part of, a safety hazard area?
	NO

	(e)
	Is the building a listed building or a scheduled monument?
	NO
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