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COWENTS:

I would like to clarify the ultimte (substantive) paragraph of
section 2 of ny objection submtted yesterday because, on
reflection, | do not think | expressed ny rationale in it
adequatel y.

Thr oughout the Planning Statenent, the case is consistently nmade
that the decking's use is ancillary to the (residential) use of
the nobil e hone (paragraphs 4.3, 4.7 and 5.15) whereas, when the
matt er of

intensification is denied (paragraph 4.6), the justification cited
for this is the commercial equestrian use of the w der New ands
site,

thereby conflating the two separate uses. Although the prospect of
doing so nay be attractive, the applicants cannot have it both ways.
This is why | contend that the test for intensification nust be
considered in the context of what effect the proposal would have on
the pernitted use of the nobile hone (with which, as nentioned, the
PS argues it is inextricably Iinked and ancillary to): nanely, it
woul d change the nature of that use materially and thus neet the
test as established via case | aw



