


Notice of Review
Note: this notice must be served on the planning authority within three months of the date of the decision notice or
from the date of expiry of the period allowed for determining the application.

Nature of application

1. Application for planning permission (including householder application)

2. Application for planning permission in principle

3. Further application (including development that has not yet commenced and where a time limit has been
imposed; renewal of planning permission; and/or modification, variation or removal of a planning
condition)

4. Application for approval of matters specified in conditions

Reasons for seeking review (tick one box)

1. Refusal of application by appointed officer

2. Failure by appointed officer to determine the application within the period allowed for determination of
the application

3. Conditions imposed on consent by appointed officer

Review procedure

The Local Review Body will decide on the procedure to be used to determine your review and may at any time
during the review process require that further information or representations be made to enable them to determine
the review. Further information may be required by one or a combination of procedures, such as:
written submissions; the holding of one or more hearing sessions; and/or inspecting the land which is the
subject of the review case.

Please indicate what procedure (or combination of procedures) you think is most appropriate for the handling of your
review. You may tick more than one box if you wish the review to be conducted by a combination of procedures.

1. Further written submissions

2. One or more hearing sessions

3. Site inspection

4 Assessment of review documents only, with no further procedure

If you have marked box 1 or 2, please explain here which of the matters (as set out in your statement below) you
believe ought to be subject of that procedure, and why you consider further submissions or a hearing are necessary:

Site inspection

In the event that the Local Review Body decides to inspect the review site, in your opinion:
Yes No

1. Can the site be viewed entirely from public land?

2 Is it possible for the site to be accessed safely, and without barriers to entry?

If there are reasons why you think the Local Review Body would be unable to undertake an unaccompanied site
inspection, please explain here:
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For ease as there is a large boundary hedge along B6041 it may be easier to
access the site from the existing field entrance towards the village & walk down field

We believe the Review should consider the evidence submitted to conclude if the condition is justified, a site visit
would aid this, and then discussion/hearing thereafter as we do not feel this is a fair condition.



Notice of Review
Statement

You must state, in full, why you are seeking a review of your application. Your statement must set out all matters
you consider require to be taken into account in determining your review. Note: you may not have a further
opportunity to add to your statement of review at a later date. It is therefore essential that you submit with your
notice of review, all necessary information and evidence that you rely on and wish the Local Review Body to
consider as part of your review.

If the Local Review Body issues a notice requesting further information from any other person or body, you will have
a period of 14 days in which to comment on any additional matter which has been raised by that person or body.

State here the reasons for your notice of review and all matters you wish to raise. If necessary, this can be
continued or provided in full in a separate document. You may also submit additional documentation with this form.

Yes No
Have you raised any matters which were not before the appointed officer at the time the
determination on your application was made?

If yes, you should explain in the box below, why you are raising new material, why it was not raised with the
appointed officer before your application was determined and why you consider it should now be considered in your
review.
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Please see attached full detail of our objection and justification
We are apealing Condition 6 of the decisioin notice - the requirement to build a pavement and possibly street
lighting (still waiting to hear from Roads if street lighting is a requirement) from Morebattle village down to the entry
of our site (approx 165m distance) making our client's proposed development unviable.

The project was for a simple private lorry park for livestock lorries (currently 6 lorries) which would be locked at all
times, and drivers often arriving by car on a Monday morning, collecting lorries and returning either late evening or
mostly later in teh week having travelled Monday-Friday.  All employees commute to work by car, not living in the
locality.  There is no need for staff to walk to village or for public to walk to our client's site therefore.  Should they
erect a livestock building in the future for layrage (short term b&b of livestock when travelling longer distances) for
biosecurity and health and safety reasons there will be an even stronger empasis that we do not want public walking
down trying to enter the site.

There are two other entrances in the vicinity, the existing industrial estate adjacent, and a newly created farm
entrance.  the adjacent business may have some connection to the public however we do not understand why it is
our client's responsibility to pay for connecting these to the village.  We also do not agree that this requirement is in
line with NPF4, the Proposed LDP specifically states the industrial sites are to remain seperate to the village,
therefore why are we asked to connect them.  The Roads department has stated the path could go on the opposite
side of the B6041 connecting to the farm entrance, therefore confirming the requirement is not to connect OUR
business to the village, simply to add a footpath to the collection of entrances.  Again therefore, why should our
applicant be the sole party to bear this cost when the new farm entrance presumably wasnt asked to.  We
understand the existing industrial units had their permissions granted many years ago but we still feel our applicant
should not be the party to fund this, and we also challenge the justification of the path.




