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Dear Inspector,  

   

  

I have considered the position for some days since receiving the new submission 

from the Applicant on Heritage Matters and have decided to make a formal 

request that you reject it as being too late at this stage. 

  

I appreciate that it has been necessary for a number of supporting documents to 

have been submitted over the course of the Inquiry, however the magnitude and 

extent of the new submission is in a league of its own and entirely 

unprecedented, at least in this Inquiry. 

  

Should this be accepted as a core document it would set a precedent which could 

effectively undermine the entire process of this Inquiry.  I dare say all or at least 

many of those who have made submissions and Statements of Case to the Inquiry 

could improve their case by a complete revision and resubmission including new 

evidence, in the light of what has been heard so far, but we are where we are, 

about half way through the Inquiry, and the arrival of a document some 370 or so 

pages long is unwelcome, especially as in size it is larger than any other I received 

in the earlier box which arrived before the Inquiry began. 

  

Were the Objectors to be forced to accept this document as evidence, then we 

would have to insist upon the right to cross examine on it.  I myself examined Mr 

Ward and I do not wish to have to repeat the exercise asking similar questions but 

with revised details.  As a private objector I have neither the time nor the 

resources available to NGT which they used in producing this document in short 

order.  And yet I and all other objectors are expected to read and digest it on top 

of all the rest which has been entered into the business of the Public Inquiry. 

  

I would suggest that the only evidence which can be adduced from this document 

is that the Applicant has acknowledged the inadequacy of their original 

submission on this matter.  However, they have had several years to prepare their 

case, and a revised document produced in a last minute panic when they have 

realised the shortcomings of what they previously entered should not be allowed 

as some kind of second chance. 

  

This is in my view unacceptable and I urge you to reject it in its entirety. 

  

Yours sincerely, 

  

Claire Randall  
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