IN THE MATTER OF 

LAND TO THE REAR OF FORMER 
DYLON INTERNATIONAL PREMISES,

STATION APPROACH, 
LOWER SYDENHAM,

LONDON
_____________________________

RESPONSE TO THE COUNCIL’S 

COSTS APPLICATION 

______________________________

[image: image1.jpg]BARRISTERS
CHAMBERS




1. The Council’s costs application is ludicrous.

2. It proceeds on the basis that the proposal is the same, or very similar development to the 2016 appeal. SS accepted in XX that is not sustainable as an argument. The differences are plain to see. SS chose therefore to divorce himself from his client and his advocate. He was wise to do so. Because if he had not done so, the Appellant would have made a costs application against the Council for its failure to proper assess the merits of the scheme. SS has therefore saved his client an enormous amount of money if that costs application has been successful. 

3. In making this suggestion, the Council demonstrate a complete lack of judgement.  
4. The application also proceeds on the basis that it is contrary to the development plan and there are no other material considerations which indicate the decision should be otherwise. The response to that is in the Appellant’s closing submissions. Of course, if VSC are made out, and the design objections were not made out, then the proposal would in fact be consistent with the development plan, because the policy on MOL admits the relevance of national policy on Green Belt, and through that the grant of permission on MOL if VSC are made out.  

 

















13 June 2019
Christopher Young QC
Leanne Buckley-Thomson
No5 Chambers
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