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Dear Graeme 
 
Having had previous experience of promised replies not arriving by the published 
final day for objections I write to confirm (with just two days to go) that I will be 
objecting to this application on the grounds that the reasons for the application 
have not been stated, investigated and commented upon. 
 
As you are aware before progressing any S119 application the OMA is required to 
appraise the validity of the application. 
 
At this stage the main concern and consideration for a good and alert order making 
authority is "would this proposal be likely to be found to be popular with or at least 
acceptable to the public". 
 
If the OMA believes there is a reasonable chance that overall the proposal would 
be found to be acceptable to the public the proposal is most usually put out to pre-
order consultation. 
 
As you are aware one of the three legal tests to determine whether the application 
is able to be confirmed is whether the application is deemed to be expedient in the 
interests of the landowner.  Previously this test seems to have been given little 
weight in the acceptance and order making procedure and the mere fact that an 
application has been made has tended to generate a tick in the box. 
 
I believe that this is fundamentally wrong and that the reasons for any application 
must be clearly stated and supported by evidence.  In this case there seems to be 
no reason stated. 
 
Also in the absence of any comments about the apparent deliberate obstruction of 
the legal line I confirm that I intend to speak along the lines suggested at the 
confirmation stage. 
 
Regards 
John Ives 
19/01/2009 


