


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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✔

✔

✔

✔

✔

✔

✔

none

There are several components to our appeal of the decision, and I outline them here. Ranald has been completely
negative on all points. He also ignored my emails at crucial points in the process.



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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I have so many issues with this refusal the only way I could think to address each point is to attach the refusal, and I
have inserted my comments in bold and blue writing below each planning note.

Ranald has in my opinion mis-interpretated several policy provisions, and he has stated false and misleading
conclusions which are shockingly far from the truth.

He has also wrongly calculated land areas and percentages which again are so misleading is seems beyond error.

There are also several pointlessly negative aspects to Ranald’s work which seem to aim to make this application
impossible, including failure to reply in any way whatsoever to my emails.

Ranald also blatantly ignores key aspects of sustainability with regards to solar power production and its influence on
orientation of the property, as well as living minimalistically on a plot designed to maximise vegetable and fruit
production in a sustainable manor, whilst using Gabions and such to enhance insect, bee and butterfly life in the
area.

He has also failed miserably to connect the link with government policies which are designed to encourage a more
efficient and sustainable use of the land within each community as this gap site precisely is.

✔




