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In the High Court of Justice  CO Ref:    
Queen’s Bench Division    CO/1962/2020 

Planning Court 
 

 In the matter of an application for Judicial Review 
 

The Queen on the application of  
 
GERALD GORNALL 
        Claimant  
 
versus   
 
PRESTON CITY COUNCIL  
        Defendant 
 
(1) SETANTII HOLDINGS LIMITED 
(2) COMMUNITY GATEWAY ASSOCIATION 
(3) TIM FORREST AND JOHN HOLDEN 
(4) WAINHOMES (NORTH WEST) LTD. 
(5) MICHAEL WELLS 
(6) SOUTH RIBBLE BOROUGH COUNCIL 
(7) CHORLEY BOROUGH COUNCIL 

 
Application for permission to apply for Judicial Review   
NOTIFICATION of the Judge’s decision (CPR Part 54.11, 54.12) 
 
Following consideration of an electronic bundle lodged by the claimant, and  a 
second bundle said to contain the claim form and decision documents, the 
Acknowledgement of service filed by the Defendant, a reply on behalf of the 
claimant, a letter form the claimant’s solicitor to South Ribble Borough Council 
dated 22 June 2020 and a letter from South Ribble Borough Council dated 23 June 
2020  
 

 Order by the Honourable Mr Justice Lewis  
 
  

1. Permission to apply for judicial review is granted. 
 

2. The claimant must serve the claim form and accompanying documents 
on South Ribble Borough Council and Chorley Borough Council as the 
sixth and seventh interested parties pursuant to CPR 54.7. Service of an 
acknowledgement of service and summary grounds of resistance by the 
sixth and seventh interested parties is dispensed with. Permission is 
given to the sixth and seventh interested parties under CPR 54.9(1) to 
participate in the substantive hearing of the claim for judicial review on 
condition that they have filed and served detailed grounds for resisting 
the claim in accordance with the case management directions. 

 
3. The claim is transferred so as to be managed by the Administrative Court 

Office in the District Registry of the High Court at Manchester in 
accordance with the case management directions and the substantive 
hearing is to be heard in Manchester or other suitable court in the north 
west of England.  

 
 

Observations: 
1. This is a claim for judicial review of a decision of a defendant adopting a 

memorandum of understanding on the allocation of housing between the 
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defendant and South Ribble Borough Council and Chorley Borough Council. 
The grounds are arguable and require investigation at a hearing, with evidence 
and full argument. Permission is therefore granted. 
 

2. On balance, South Ribble Borough Council and Chorley Borough Council are 
persons directly affected, and so interested parties, within the meaning of CPR 
54.1(f) at least in relation to grounds 1 to 3. The thrust of those grounds is that 
it was unlawful for the defendant to adopt the Memorandum of Understanding 
relating to housing allocation. But the logic appears to be that it is alleged that 
the memorandum of understanding is unlawful and that applies to the two other 
councils who are parties to it. Even if that were wrong, I would have granted 
the two other councils permission to intervene by way of written and oral 
submissions pursuant to CPR 54.17. 

 
Case management directions  
 
1. The defendant and any other person served with the claim form who wishes to 

contest the claim or support it on additional grounds must file and serve 
detailed grounds for contesting the claim or supporting it on additional grounds 
and any written evidence, within 35 days of service of this order. 

2. Any reply and any application by the claimant to lodge further evidence must 
be lodged within 21 days of the service of detailed grounds for contesting the 
claim. 

3. The claimant must file and serve a trial bundle not less than 4 weeks before the 
date of the hearing of the judicial review. That trial bundle is to include all the 
pleadings and evidence filed in this case in accordance with the CPR and 
these case management directions but should not include material which is not 
properly a pleading or evidence in this case.  

4. The claimant must file and serve a  written skeleton argument not less than 21 
days before the date of the hearing of the judicial review. 

5. The defendant and any interested party must file and serve a written skeleton 
argument not less than 14 days  before the date of the hearing of the judicial 
review. 

6. The claimant must file an agreed bundle of authorities, not less than 3 days 
before the date of the hearing of the judicial review. 

Listing Directions  
The application is to be listed for  2 days: the parties to provide a written time 
estimate within 7 days of service of this order if they disagree with this direction. 

 
Case not suitable for hearing by a Deputy High Court Judge 

  
 

  Signed   The Honourable Mr Justice Lewis    9 July 2020. 
 
 
        The date of service of this order is calculated from the date in the section below 

 

 
 

For completion by the Planning Court 
 

Sent / Handed to the claimant, defendant and any interested party / the claimant's, 
defendants, and any interested party’s solicitors on (date): 10/7/2020 

   
  Solicitors:  

 Ref No.  M 00859864 
 
 
Notes for the Claimant 
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 To continue the proceedings a further fee, or a certified Application for Fee Remission if 
appropriate, must be lodged within 7 days of the service on you of this order. For details of the 

current fee see the Court website. Failure to pay the fee or lodge a certificate within that period 
may result in the claim being struck out. 

 

 You are reminded of your obligation to reconsider the merits of your claim on receipt of the 
defendant’s evidence. 


