
 

 

Supporting Statement from Hilary and Mike Moralee re 2021/0054/FUL 
 
 
2021/0054/FUL 
Proposed temporary agricultural shelter to be used as a livestock shelter / 
hay storage and housing machinery for grass cutting, to be removed at 
end of tenancy.  
 
 
History 
 
The two fields off Back Road are agricultural pasture for the grazing of live-
stock. The previous tenant kept a flock of sheep on the fields for the com-
mercial production of lamb. Following the departure of the previous tenant 
there was no further tenant to take over and the fields quickly became 
overgrown and unmanageable. 
 
In an effort to control weed growth and prevent the fields becoming an eye-
sore, thereby having a detrimental effect on the residential amenity of the 
neighbouring properties, the applicant took on the tenancy of the fields and 
started work controlling weeds and general pasture management. 
 
However, this proved to be a very labour intensive and time consuming ac-
tivity, so, alternative options were explored. 
  
Many parks and landowners use the concept of 'conservation grazing' - 
stocking fields, orchards, churchyards, etc with livestock - which is becom-
ing common practice for the environmental management of open areas. 
Two examples are Chasewater Country Park which is a SSI that use cattle 
for conservation grazing and the churchyard of S Kyneburgha, in the vil-
lage of Castor, use sheep to graze between the gravestones. 
 
Being both responsible tenants and villagers the applicant explored options 
and found a local farmer that could give advice and assistance as well as 
supplying the initial Herdwick ewes to start the land management project - 
the objective being to improve the residential amenity of the neighbouring 
properties. [BWNP 5.50] 
 
 
The applicant has kept a small flock of four Herdwick sheep on the fields 
owned by and leased from Burghley for the past 18months. However, such 



 

 

a low stocking density is not ideal.  In order to expand the flock arrange-
ments were made to put the ewes to the tup. At the same time the need for 
a small agricultural building for storing land management equipment and a 
stock shelter for the flock was becoming apparent. 
 
Justification of such need is explained in the Town and Country Planning 
Act 2015 D.1 (3)(b)ii) in the case of animals normally kept out of doors, 
they require temporary accommodation in a building or other structure be-
cause they are sick or giving birth or newly born, or to provide shelter 
against extreme weather conditions. 
 
Following advice from Rutland County Council the applicant made a full 
planning application for a single small agricultural building to be placed on 
the eastern of two fields on Back Road. 
 
Only one neighbour commented on the application with two reasonable 
queries raised in that comment: 
• First, regarding the fields being an important open space in the vil-

lage and should they [the fields] be built on at all? 
• Second, could the temporary building be sited somewhere else? 

 
The fields on Back Road are indeed an important open space within the 
village of Barrowden but they are primarily agricultural pasture. As such, 
they are intended for the purpose of grazing livestock. 
 
The tenant is mindful of the important open space aesthetics, has invested 
considerable time, money and effort into managing the important open 
space for the benefit of all and very careful consideration has been given 
to whether there was any need for a building.  
 
Why have a building at all? Two reasons, land management and livestock 
husbandry. 
 
Land management: 
 
In the interests of good land husbandry the permanent pasture has to be 
mown due to current low livestock numbers. Several pieces of mowing and 
brush cutting equipment have been purchased to manage the pasture and 
need to be stored in a reasonably secure building.  
 



 

 

Having established a need for a building for the safe storage of equipment 
the process of choice of building and its siting was considered before ap-
plying for planning permission. 
 
There is currently a small agricultural building on-site which begs the ques-
tion - could not the existing stock shelter be used? 
 
Work on clearing access to the existing agricultural building was carried 
out before thought was given to a new building. This existing agricultural 
building is sited at the bottom of the eastern field, it is in a damp environ-
ment due to the topography of the land, open to the elements and with no 
security.  Investigations determined the existing building to be unsuitable 
for the secure storage of equipment. 
 
Livestock husbandry: 
 
Hay, straw and feed have to be stored for the growing flock. 
 
There is a severe risk of mould and rot to the winter feed if stored in damp 
conditions which would make it a health hazard for both livestock and ten-
ant. Mould was found recently in straw stored in the existing agricultural 
building which had to then be removed and destroyed. Hay and straw are 
currently being stored in the back of the applicant’s car which is unac-
ceptable in the long term.  
Due to the open nature of the current building any further storage of hay, 
straw or feed would also rot and become a potential nesting site for ver-
min.  
 
To provide shelter for the flock. 
 
The current livestock in the field are Herdwick ewes which are about to 
lamb (April 2021) and, in the interests of good livestock husbandry, will re-
quire shelter far enough from the pub and residential dwellings for the 
ewes and young lambs not to be disturbed and distressed.  
 
Once again, the question, could the existing stock shelter be used? is a 
reasonable one. 
 
The existing stock shelter at the bottom of the field is too small, in poor re-
pair, and given the topography of the land is prone to water logging which 
can cause foot rot in sheep. 
 



 

 

The previous tenant kept a flock of Hebridean sheep on the same fields 
and, come lambing, would erect much larger temporary buildings and pens 
for the shelter of the ewes and lambs.  As the then tenant’s permanent res-
idence was in a neighbouring village a mobile home would also be moved 
on-site to allow the shepherd to be there 24hrs a day during lambing.  
 
As previously mentioned, justification of such accommodation is explained 
in the Town and Country Planning Act 2015 D.1 (3)(b)ii) in the case of ani-
mals normally kept out of doors, they require temporary accommodation in 
a building or other structure because they are sick or giving birth or newly 
born, or to provide shelter against extreme weather conditions. 
 
Addressing the second of the neighbour’s queries - could the proposed 
small temporary agricultural building be sited somewhere else? 
 
It has been suggested that the small temporary agricultural building could 
be sited along the dilapidated dry stone wall separating the two fields.  

1. The applicant fears this would make the building much more promi-
nent, and highly visible, in the very centre of the important open 
space.  

2. It would put the shelter in a very exposed situation somewhat negat-
ing the primary purpose of the building, that of providing shelter.  

3. The applicant is also mindful of a recently discovered colony of 
lampyris noctiluca along the base of the wall. In the interests of biodi-
versity, and the protection of this colony of a threatened species, the 
tenant is reluctant to cause unnecessary disturbance along this wall. 

 
In short, several sites had been considered for the location of the proposed 
building before applying for planning permission. The location chosen 
proved the most beneficial for the welfare of livestock and management of 
the land while still being sensitive to the important open space:  

1. It is in a sheltered corner, with 1.8m high hedges on two sides, 
shielding the building from line-of-sight of immediate neighbours.  

2. It is proposed to be a minimum of 6m away from the field boundaries 
to allow access for fence maintenance and grass cutting / grazing. 

3. The proposed site is uphill from the damp / wet lower area of the 
field. 

4. Well distanced from roads and residential dwellings to minimise 
noise and light disturbance for the stock. 

5. The applicant was mindful of the aesthetics of the village and the im-
portant open space and chose a single combined store and shelter 
thereby minimising the number of buildings.  



 

 

6. It is temporary in nature and can be removed at the end of tenancy. 
A “QuickJack” or “EasyPad” system is proposed negating the need 
for any foundation groundworks or soil disturbance. 

 
 
The applicant is given to understand that the Planning Committee would 
not object to the need for the building but questions only its location in the 
field. 
 
It has been suggested that the proposed site be changed, but for the 
applicant to ensure all neighbours find any proposed new site to be 
acceptable. Given there are about 14 neighbouring properties on 
three sides of the field the probability of finding a position with fewer 
numbers of objections than the current proposal is low. Furthermore, 
a less than ideal positioning may not be in the best interests of live-
stock welfare. 
 
A Barrowden and Wakerley survey questionnaire indicated that the major-
ity of respondents (81%) were in favour of agricultural related develop-
ment.  [BWNP 5.52]  
Should the Planning Committee be minded to not give permission by giv-
ing undue weight to one resident's comments this would seem to dispute 
the findings of the survey and the statement in the Barrowden and 
Wakerley Neighbourhood Plan. 
 
As a responsible tenant of the agricultural land the applicant has tried to 
follow the letter of the law in all aspects of land management and livestock 
welfare and this application for a small temporary agricultural building 
should be viewed with the Agriculture Act 1947 section 11 in mind. The ap-
plicant respectfully asks that due consideration and weight be given to the 
livestock husbandry requirements in said Act during their deliberations. 
 
 


