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1. MR JUSTICE BUXTON: I do not grant leave to move in this case. It seems to me that the requests for information made by the local authority were neither arguably unreasonable, nor arguably ouside the regulations.

2. In those circumstances, the obligation to which my attention has just been drawn, of payment on account, does not arise. Further, and in any event, rather than challenge the requests made by the local authority for a long period, the applicant simply did not respond to them. He eventually took advice but it is not appropriate in this case, in any event, to grant him leave to move when the difficulties which have allegedly arisen have occurred because, rather than advance the challenge that he says he has to the lawfulness of the enquiries, he simply did not reply to them at all. That, I emphasise, is a second and separate reason for not granting leave.

3. I also note that the local authority, now that it has the information that he seeks, tells me that it is putting the matter in hand. Should, of course, those advising Mr Read come to the conclusion that the matter is still not being pursued lawfully, it will be open to them to return the matter in such way as they think appropriate. I do not grant leave on the basis of the present application.

4. MR WATKINSON: Would your Lordship grant legal aid taxation?

5. MR JUSTICE BUXTON: I will grant legal aid taxation.

6. MR FINDLAY: Would your Lordship grant the respondent its costs?

7. MR WATKINSON: My Lord, I would object to that. This is an application for leave. It is normally held ex parte. The respondent has attended here of their own volition.

8. MR JUSTICE BUXTON: I have found the material that has been provided by the respondents and the attendance of

9. Mr Findlay extremely helpful, even though I have not called on him. But, by a narrow margin, I do not give you your costs.

10. MR FINDLAY: My Lord, could I say further that my learned friend in opening did say that he had an application for an interim injunction as well which is another reason why we are here. It is not just a normal ex parte application. We are here to defend that as well.

11. MR JUSTICE BUXTON: I understand that. I do not grant you your costs.

- - - - - - -
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