
From: Roy Ginsberg
To: LDPConsultation - Generic Email Account
Subject: FW: LDP 2
Date: 26 January 2018 16:52:20

Sent from Mail for Windows 10

From: Roy Ginsberg
Sent: 26 January 2018 16:49
To: DevelopmentPlan@pkc.gov.uk
Cc: LDPCConsultation@pkc.gov.uk
Subject: LDP 2

Dear Sirs,

As a Comrie resident I have the following comments to make in objecting to the proposed
residential development of between 33 & 52 new homes at Site H58.

1. What evidence is there for the need for such a substantial residential development ?
2. One assumes that such development is intended to target young families moving into the

village? What evidence is there for an assumption that such development would attract
new residents to an area much devoid of employment possibilities ?

3. If young families, on mass, were to move in how is it expected that the local primary
school could cope & indeed the local GP practice ?

4. The conservation village would suffer from significant increase in traffic.
5. The proposed location has serious issues over access.
6. Existing properties bordering  H58 would suffer from restricted outlook, noise

interference &  from being overlooked.

Yours faithfully,

R.K. Ginsberg



From: Brian SPRATT
To: TES Development Plan - Generic Email Account
Subject: LDP2 Comrie
Date: 30 January 2018 13:17:16



From:
To: LDPConsultation - Generic Email Account
Subject: Proposed LDP 2 Representation Submitted
Date: 26 January 2018 16:53:20

Please see the recently submitted representation below:

> MRS

>  Kirsty

> Thomson

>

 >

>

>

>

 >

COMMENT 1: Which policy within the document are you making a representation on?
> Policy 9: Caravan Sites, Chalets and Timeshare Developments

Please provide your comments regarding the selected policy (max 2000 Characters):  >  We
would like to comment on the proposed local development plan with regards to land known
as Wellbank, adjacent to Blairgowrie Holiday Park. We support the land NOT being
designated for housing. The Holiday Park will be very adversely affected by another high
density housing development on its' boundary (H63). In accordance with the Perth and
Kinross Planning Policy, existing tourism business are supposed to be protected. The
Springfield development totally overturned this policy. The Holiday Park brings a huge
number of visitors and revenue to Blairgowrie and local businesses. As we are the only
designated tourism area within the whole of Blairgowrie and Rattray, please do not further
damage the Holiday Park by allowing future development on its' boundaries.

COMMENT 2: Which Policy within the document are you making a representation on?
(optional)  >

Please provide your comments regarding the selected policy (max 2000 Characters):  >

COMMENT 3: Which Policy within the document are you making a representation on?
(optional)  >

Please provide your comments regarding the selected policy (max 2000 Characters):  >

COMMENT 1: Which site within the document are you making a representation on?  >



Please provide your comments regarding the selected site (max 2000 Characters):  >

COMMENT 2: Which site within the document are you making a representation on?
(optional)  >

Please provide your comments regarding the selected site (max 2000 Characters):  >

COMMENT 3: Which site within the document are you making a representation on?
(optional)  >

Please provide your comments regarding the selected site (max 2000 Characters):  >

COMMENT 1: Which settlement profile within the document are you making a
representation on?  >

Please provide your comments regarding the selected settlement (max 2000 Characters):  >

COMMENT 2: Which settlement profile within the document are you making a
representation on? (optional)  >

Please provide your comments regarding the selected settlement (max 2000 Characters):  >

Please provide any further information if required (optional)  >



From: Margaret Spratt
To: TES Development Plan - Generic Email Account
Subject: LDP2 Comrie
Date: 30 January 2018 13:25:15

I very strongly object to the above development as our Village does not have the infrastructure to cope with
more houses I.e roads school sewage system etc
I live next to the water boards pumping station on Tay Avenue and this has been flooding  practically all winter
not clean water I may add.
Regards
Margaret Spratt

Sent from my iPad



From:
To: LDPConsultation - Generic Email Account
Subject: Proposed LDP 2 Representation Submitted
Date: 30 January 2018 13:31:16

Please see the recently submitted representation below:

Reference ID  >  8413cp6

TITLE > MR

FIRST NAME >  Matthew

SURNAME > Jack

Email >

Address Line 1 >

Address Line 2 >

Town >

Postcode >

Contact Number >

COMMENT 1: Which policy within the document are you making a representation on? >

Please provide your comments regarding the selected policy (max 2000 Characters):  >

COMMENT 2: Which Policy within the document are you making a representation on?
(optional)  >

Please provide your comments regarding the selected policy (max 2000 Characters):  >

COMMENT 3: Which Policy within the document are you making a representation on?
(optional)  >

Please provide your comments regarding the selected policy (max 2000 Characters):  >

COMMENT 1: Which site within the document are you making a representation on?  >
Comrie: Housing - H58

Please provide your comments regarding the selected site (max 2000 Characters):
> Development of this site will increase traffic density in a village which is already
struggling to cope with the number of vehicles owned by the current residents. Increased
pressure will also be placed on the medical and educational facilities. In addition to these
general comments the H58 site raises the very specific problem of accessibility. The junction
of Cowden Road, the South Crieff Road and the Braco Road already presents sufficient
problems for both vehicles and pedestrians without increased usage. Langside Drive, another
possible entrance to H58, joins the Braco Road at a bend with fast moving traffic entering and
leaving the village. On these grounds H58 should be deleted from the Development Plan or



its development very severely curtailed.

COMMENT 2: Which site within the document are you making a representation on?
(optional)  >

Please provide your comments regarding the selected site (max 2000 Characters):  >

COMMENT 3: Which site within the document are you making a representation on?
(optional)  >

Please provide your comments regarding the selected site (max 2000 Characters):  >

COMMENT 1: Which settlement profile within the document are you making a
representation on?  >

Please provide your comments regarding the selected settlement (max 2000 Characters):  >

COMMENT 2: Which settlement profile within the document are you making a
representation on? (optional)  >

Please provide your comments regarding the selected settlement (max 2000 Characters):  >

Please provide any further information if required (optional)  >



From: michael mclaren
To: LDPConsultation - Generic Email Account
Subject: H69 MEIGLE REPRESENTATION
Date: 30 January 2018 13:32:00

To whom it may concern,

As the landowner and representative for H69 Forfar Road, Meigle, we would like to
confirm that we support the potential development of H69 in conjunction with Perth &
Kinross Planning and all relevant services.  We are encouraged by renewed interest in the
proposed purchase of the site indicating development interest in the village and our site.

We are actively working on this site to make it ready for the market.

Mike McLaren



From: Anne Lawson
To: LDPConsultation - Generic Email Account
Subject: H58
Date: 26 January 2018 17:26:30

Dear Ms Murray,

Council reference  LDP2/10/3

I write as a very concerned neighbour to the field in question for development.  A
SMALL number of new homes would be sustainable, but certainly not the possible top
numbers contained in the plans. The vehicle access would have a very detrimental
effect on the neighbourhood and I fear neither the present primary school in the village
or the medical practice could cope with such a large number of new homes. 
I therefore request that this plan is reconsidered.

Anne Lawson

Get Outlook for Android



From: Audrey Miller
To: LDPConsultation - Generic Email Account
Subject: Proposal for development at Land at Newburgh Road Abernethy
Date: 30 January 2018 13:40:18

I have attached my letter to oppose the above plans. I have also sent the paper copy to your
office.



-, :.cl.b,. '?3 S-o 7 � \ 



From:
To: LDPConsultation - Generic Email Account
Subject: Proposed LDP 2 Representation Submitted
Date: 26 January 2018 18:44:50

Please see the recently submitted representation below:

Reference ID  >  bq151nk

TITLE > MR

FIRST NAME >  Iain

SURNAME > Robertson

Email >

Address Line 1 >

Address Line 2 >

Town >

Postcode >

Contact Number >

COMMENT 1: Which policy within the document are you making a representation on?
> Policy 6: Settlement Boundaries

Please provide your comments regarding the selected policy (max 2000 Characters):  >  We
object to the extension of the eastern boundary of Rosemount/Blairgowrie along the Coupar
Angus road as an unnecessary erosion of green belt and loss of agricultural land in particular
proposed plan reference H256. Such housing development would not be within walking
distance of existing shops and facilities and would result in a proliferation of 2 vehicle
households with detrimental environmental consequences.

COMMENT 2: Which Policy within the document are you making a representation on?
(optional)  >  Policy 41: Green Belt

Please provide your comments regarding the selected policy (max 2000 Characters):  >
Previous application for polytunnels on the field H256 on eastern boundary quite properly
rejected. This has set a precedent which should be followed in the LDP by not allowing any
mixed use or housing development in proposed plan reference H256.

COMMENT 3: Which Policy within the document are you making a representation on?
(optional)  >  Policy 15: Public Access

Please provide your comments regarding the selected policy (max 2000 Characters):  >  Plan
reference MU330, the proposal to allow housing development and possibly the new cemetery
in the field bordering Parkhead Road will interfere with one of the most popular rights of way
where walkers flow from Brucefield Road along the eastern boundary of Hillpark House then
turn east and walk out towards Rosemount farm along Parkhead Road, will lose the



community a wonderful asset where red squirrels, hedgehogs, deer, woodpeckers and a large
buzzard nest provide a unique walk which links to the Erricht river walk.

COMMENT 1: Which site within the document are you making a representation on?  >

Please provide your comments regarding the selected site (max 2000 Characters):  >

COMMENT 2: Which site within the document are you making a representation on?
(optional)  >

Please provide your comments regarding the selected site (max 2000 Characters):  >

COMMENT 3: Which site within the document are you making a representation on?
(optional)  >

Please provide your comments regarding the selected site (max 2000 Characters):  >

COMMENT 1: Which settlement profile within the document are you making a
representation on?  >

Please provide your comments regarding the selected settlement (max 2000 Characters):  >

COMMENT 2: Which settlement profile within the document are you making a
representation on? (optional)  >

Please provide your comments regarding the selected settlement (max 2000 Characters):  >

Please provide any further information if required (optional)  >



From: Campbell David
To: LDPConsultation - Generic Email Account
Cc:
Subject: Perth & Kinross Council Proposed Local Development Plan 2
Date: 30 January 2018 13:43:21
Attachments: LDP2_PP_2017_RepForm Burghmuir.pdf

DAVID CAMPBELL
Director - Planning & Development Consultancy
Lambert Smith Hampton

33 Bothwell Street , Glasgow G2 6NL
Direct - 0141 226 6783 Office - 0141 226 6777 Mobile - 07711 766203 Fax - 0141 226 6789

Secretary - Stacey Stewart T - 0141 226 6775 E - sastewart@lsh.co.uk

Keep up-to-date with LSH news and updates on LinkedIn & Twitter

Which parts of the UK are ripe for Build to Rent development? Click here to find out.

Please consider the environment - only print this email if absolutely necessary



Local Development Plan 2 
Proposed Plan 2017 

1 

REPRESENTATION FORM

*required

use this form to make representations on the Proposed Local
Development Plan 2. Representations should be concise, with Scottish Government
guidance noting that representations should be no more than 2000 words, but
should fully explain the issues you wish to be considered as there is no automatic
opportunity to expand on representations later in the process. You may also
comment online at www.pkc.gov.uk/proposedLDP2.

Proposed Plan. Please indicate which part of the
Plan SEA .

If you wish to comment on more than  sections please use a separate form. Once
we have your representation we will acknowledge receipt.

Once you have completed the form please email to LDPConsultation@pkc.gov.uk

CONTACT DETAILS

Name*

Organisation  

Address*

Email Phone

David Campbell

Lambert Smith Hampton (on behalf of Scottish Water)



2 

1C What are your reasons for supporting the Plan or requesting a change?

Local Development Plan 2 
Proposed Plan 2017 

REPRESENTATION 1

1A Which part are you making a representation on?

Policy Settlement Summary Site Appendix
Please Enter Name and Number of Section, Policy, Settlement, Site or Appendix:
Number / Ref Name
OR General Comment:
If your comment relates to the findings or content of the SEA please tick here
1B What is your representation?
I support the Plan: OR I would like to see a change 
What change to the Proposed Plan would you like to see?

Perth Settlement Statement

Scottish Water do not seek to object to the Proposed LDP, but instead wish to make a
representation to support a change that is indicated within the Proposed Plan with regards to
land under the control of Scottish Water at Viewlands Road West in Perth (a site known as
Burghmuir).

Scottish Water support a change that is indicated within the Proposed Plan with regards to land under the control
of Scottish Water at Viewlands Road West in Perth (a site known as Burghmuir). The site is identified on Map
13 at page 46 of the Main Issues Report (and referred to there as Land North of Burghmuir Reservoir)

The currently adopted Local Development Plan identifies the Burghmuir site as open space. Representations
have previously been made on behalf of Scottish Water making the case that the site does not constitute open
space and should duly be re-allocated, and allocated instead as a residential development site.

The MIR accepted that the site has no public access or amenity value, and that it has potential as a good
housing site given proximity to schools and public transport connections, and as there are no signficant
environmental issues affecting the site.

The now Proposed LDP shows the open space allocation having been removed from the Burghmuir site, so that
the site is now effective white land within the settlement.

Whilst we remain of the opinion that the Burghmuir site is appropriate for residential development, and we
acknowledge that the Council have not discounted this subject to detailed consideration through a a planning
application. We welcome and support the removal of the open space allocation, and urge the Council to
maintain this position in the adopted Local Development Plan

✔ ✔

✔



From: Alan Laing
To: TES Development Plan - Generic Email Account
Cc: LDPConsultation - Generic Email Account
Subject: Site H58 Adjacent Polinard and Cowden
Date: 26 January 2018 19:02:03

Good Evening,
Having read of the outlined plans for development of the field as described above, I am
compelled in to stating my objections to the proposals, the planners in this area seem bent on
the destruction of largely unspoilt greenbelt land yet neglect the village centre allowing the
trend of erosion to proceed with the loss of several shops and a pub over the last few years, only
at the end of last year did we learn of the planned closure of Comrie’s only bank, leaving us
without an ATM. I trust the planning department will consider the added burden this
development will place on the already crumbling roads, the School, the medical centre, sewage
treatment etc. etc. etc.
Yours faithfully
Alan Laing









From: James Lochhead
To: LDPConsultation - Generic Email Account
Subject: Local Development Plan 2
Date: 27 January 2018 14:50:53

Dear Sir/Madam,

Local Development Plan 2
Policy 43: Lunan Lochs Catchment Area

The Lochhead Consultancy act for Mr & Mrs A Henderson who reside at 

My clients welcome the revised policy relevant to the Lunan Valley. Successful appeal
decisions have led to this change and it is now recognised that the key determining issue is
to ensure a reduction in the amount of phosphates entering the lochs. Where proposals,
compliant with policy in every other respect (such as the housing in the countryside
policy), results in a reduction in phosphorus from built development there is now a
presumption in favour of such proposals.

This change in emphasis in the policy is welcomed and provides a positive framework
within which to assess proposals.

My clients are grateful for the opportunity to provide this representation on the proposed
plan.

Yours faithfully,

Jim Lochhead

James Lochhead, .

Web. www.lochheadconsultancy.co.uk

This e-mail is confidential and privileged and intended only for the stated addressee(s). If
you have received this in error, please inform us immediately and delete it and all copies
from your system. This email and any attachments are believed to be free of virus or
defect, but it is the responsibility of the recipient to ensure this. James Lochhead does not
accept responsibility for any loss or damage arising in any way from its receipt or use or for
any errors or omissions in its contents which may arise as a result of its transmission.



From: Rachel Moir
To: LDPConsultation - Generic Email Account
Subject: Representations on Proposed Local Development Plan 2
Date: 30 January 2018 14:28:08

Perth & Kinross Proposed Local Development Plan 2

from: Rachel Moir, 

Representation 1A
Successful and Sustainable Place Key Objective 3.1

I wish to support the retention of Woollcombe Square Grass Area as “Open Space” as
indicated on the Map page 293.

This area was mentioned in the planning permission given for nearby Belmont Park.  The
importance of green space such as Woollcombe Square was recognised  for activities and
sport as well as the preservation of amenity.  Woollcombe Square is used by local
residents, as well as being a safe area for children it has been used for social gatherings
throughout the year.  It is an important space for all residents and visitors as it provides
character and amenity and helps visually with the surrounding area. It includes two
beautiful oaks and one impressive Sitka Spruce which all have tree preservation orders.
This area should remain as green open space.

Representation 1B 
Greenbelt North Boundary

I support actions taken to restore the greenbelt North Boundary between the River Tay
and the A94 to the original boundary as shown in LDP1. 

Representation 1C 
Greenbelt Area for Housing Additional to H29

I support the action taken to omit area of additional housing attached to H29 which was
promoted by the Main Issues Report. This area should be omitted as it is not required for
housing, breaches the greenbelt and is outside the present settlement boundary.

Representation 1D
Greenbelt Restoration to the South West of H29

I object to the revised greenbelt boundary at the area to the North of Harper Way. Access
to H29 at this point was added to proposed LDP1 following the Main Issues Report Stage
and as such must have been deemed adequate access at that time. LDP2 should reinstate



the greenbelt to remove the effect of this policy breach. 

Rachel Moir













“There are no existing air quality issues in Scone and no indication that additional development will 
result in air quality objectives being breached although would increase traffic problems at Bridgend 
if developed in advance of the Cross Tay Link Road



“Cross Tay 
Link Road junction improvements”

_______________________________________________________________________________________ 













From: Alex Urquhart
To: TES Development Plan - Generic Email Account; LDPConsultation - Generic Email Account
Subject: Cowden Road Development Comrie
Date: 27 January 2018 17:33:29

Dear Sir/Madam

I wish to add my own view to the general mix of opinion regarding the new development.

I support some new homes being built provided the houses are genuinely affordable and within the reach of
young people and families.

Comrie is seen as a desirable area and no doubt, developers will look to capitalise on that by applying to build
the largest and most luxurious homes possible. In my own experience, villages which expand this way tend to
drive out those on more modest incomes. I think we have seen a lot of this in Comrie already.

A good community need a mix of people and local business and commerce cannot survive if Comrie moves
towards a model village or a commuter town. As an employer, I would love to see more opportunities for my
staff to live as well as work here.

I would like to see the development chosen have a genuine spread of affordable homes and not just a token
effort. The majority of homes should be in the reach of those on average incomes in my view.

I understand there is an information board in the community centre, which I have not seen, and so I may be
jumping the gun. I will take a look as soon as I can. Until then, I just wanted to have my opinion added to the
general consensus.

Alex Urquhart



From:
To: LDPConsultation - Generic Email Account
Subject: Proposed LDP 2 Representation Submitted
Date: 27 January 2018 17:36:12

Please see the recently submitted representation below:

Reference ID  >  5h1358r

TITLE > MISS

FIRST NAME >  Mary

SURNAME > Christie

Email >

Address Line 1 >

Address Line 2 >

Town >

Postcode >

Contact Number >

COMMENT 1: Which policy within the document are you making a representation on?
> Policy 4: Perth City Transport and Active Travel

Please provide your comments regarding the selected policy (max 2000 Characters):  >  There
needs to be a commitment to providing cycle routes than avoid busy roads not just from the
outskirts of the city to the centre, but also between housing areas, and between housing areas
and retail and employment areas, for example from the Western Edge to Inveralmond estate
and Arran Road Industrial estate. It should be possible to create a cycle route on the inside of
the A9 that connects Craigie to Glasgow Road, Crieff Road, Tulloch anld the
Inveralmond/North Muirton. This could then be used also by people living in the proposed
new housing areas. Also, any transport and active travel policy must link to policy for
provision of car parking and use of congestion charges etc. Businesses out of town should
contribute to subsidised bus services to encourage bus use and active travel, and penalties for
private car parking provision - perhaps a tax on car parking spaces?

COMMENT 2: Which Policy within the document are you making a representation on?
(optional)  >

Please provide your comments regarding the selected policy (max 2000 Characters):  >

COMMENT 3: Which Policy within the document are you making a representation on?
(optional)  >

Please provide your comments regarding the selected policy (max 2000 Characters):  >

COMMENT 1: Which site within the document are you making a representation on?  >



Perth: Mixed Use - MU70

Please provide your comments regarding the selected site (max 2000 Characters):  > This
area is currently used by residents in teh Western edge of Perth for walking and dog walking
with associated health benefits. The path network through the woods shoudl be maintained
throughout the development. This should include retaining the existing young woodlands
which are now more than 20 years old and have significant amenity and biodiversity value
which cannot be quickly replaced by new planting. These woodlands must not be
suburbanised but allowed to grow wild and ground flora and shrub understorey encouraged.
Older woodlands such as Lamberkine woodland are precious assets for biodiversity and
heritage and must be protected - this is not a suitable site for a cemetery. Treelines along
water courses and adjacent wetland should be maintained in a natural state and not
suburbanised. New paths with greenspace should be incoporated into the development, with
greenspaces large enough to accomodate full sized trees not just small trees. Innovative
designs for housing that integrates with greenspace should be encouraged, along with
permeable surfaces and minimum soil sealing. Adjacent communities on the western edge
should be invited to comment on plans for this area.

COMMENT 2: Which site within the document are you making a representation on?
(optional)  >

Please provide your comments regarding the selected site (max 2000 Characters):  >

COMMENT 3: Which site within the document are you making a representation on?
(optional)  >

Please provide your comments regarding the selected site (max 2000 Characters):  >

COMMENT 1: Which settlement profile within the document are you making a
representation on?  >

Please provide your comments regarding the selected settlement (max 2000 Characters):  >

COMMENT 2: Which settlement profile within the document are you making a
representation on? (optional)  >

Please provide your comments regarding the selected settlement (max 2000 Characters):  >

Please provide any further information if required (optional)  >



From: SUSAN GARDENER
To: LDPConsultation - Generic Email Account
Cc:

Subject: Comment to LDP2
Date: 30 January 2018 15:17:33
Attachments: LDP2_PP_2017_RepForm.pdf

Please see attached comments from Glen Lyon & Loch Tay Community Council
Thank you
Susan Gardener - CC Chair



Local Development Plan 2 
Proposed Plan 2017 

1 

REPRESENTATION FORM

*required

use this form to make representations on the Proposed Local
Development Plan 2. Representations should be concise, with Scottish Government
guidance noting that representations should be no more than 2000 words, but
should fully explain the issues you wish to be considered as there is no automatic
opportunity to expand on representations later in the process. You may also
comment online at www.pkc.gov.uk/proposedLDP2.

Proposed Plan. Please indicate which part of the
Plan SEA .

If you wish to comment on more than  sections please use a separate form. Once
we have your representation we will acknowledge receipt.

Once you have completed the form please email to LDPConsultation@pkc.gov.uk

CONTACT DETAILS

Name*

Organisation  

Address*

Email Phone

SUSAN GARDENER

GLEN LYON AND LOCH TAY COMMUNITY COUNCIL



2 

1C What are your reasons for supporting the Plan or requesting a change?

Local Development Plan 2 
Proposed Plan 2017 

REPRESENTATION 1

1A Which part are you making a representation on?

Policy Settlement Summary Site Appendix
Please Enter Name and Number of Section, Policy, Settlement, Site or Appendix:
Number / Ref Name
OR General Comment:
If your comment relates to the findings or content of the SEA please tick here
1B What is your representation?
I support the Plan: OR I would like to see a change 
What change to the Proposed Plan would you like to see?

Highland Area Site Assessment Appendix E - sites Fearnan 1 H115,2 H116 and 3 H117

No change to the Plan

Thank you for your e.mail on 17/01/18 alerting us to the possibility that sites which were not
included in the Proposed Plan may be resubmitted during the consultation stage.
On March 16th 2016 Glen Lyon & Loch Tay Community Council sent a letter of support for
the proposed Plan for Fearnan. Your e.mail was discussed at our recent meeting and it was
agreed that the CC should make it very clear that it continues to support the Proposed Plan
as it stands. This includes all the reasons given in it for not including these sites and for
retaining the existing Settlement Boundary as no changes to it are required or necessary.
Thank you.
Please note that a)we have been given very little time to raise public awareness - a little
over two weeks between your e.mail and the close of consultation; b)your e.mail arrived four
days after the local consultation event in Aberfeldy on January 13th. so depriving ourselves
and the public of being able to discuss this directly with members of your team.

✔

✔



From:
To: LDPConsultation - Generic Email Account
Cc:

Subject: Ref H49
Date: 27 January 2018 17:42:34
Attachments: Objection 180127doc.pdf

Sir Madam

I write again to object to the proposed development at Pace Hill, Milnathort.
Since the initial consultation, there have been no material improvement in the proposals that
will address the vast number of concerns raised by the adjacent and local residents.
The greatest concern is the traffic impact on the already restricted Wester Loan pinch point, and
the residential area of to North Street.
In the absence on any realistic solution, we can only assume that a series of retrospective
draconian parking and traffic restrictions will be imposed in an Elastoplast type solution, that will
doubtless diminish the current standard of living.
I attach for your information an updated copy of my objection from 2016.

Christian Darbyshire



CHRISTIAN E. DARBYSHIRE 

Development Management 
Perth and Kinross Council 
Pullar House 
35 Kinnoull Street 
Perth 
PH1 5GD 

27th January 2018 

Reference H49 



CHRISTIAN E. DARBYSHIRE 



CHRISTIAN E. DARBYSHIRE 



To: Brenda Murray, Local Development Plan
Team Leader

From: Sarah Winlow, Heritage Officer 

Tel: 07421 050140 / 01738 477080

Email: SWinlow@pkht.org.uk

Date: 30th January 2018

Perth and Kinross Proposed Local Development Plan

Draft Policies 26 Scheduled Monuments and Non-designated Archaeology, 29 
Gardens and Designed Landscapes and 30 Protection, Promotion and 
Interpretation of Historic Battlefields  

Settlement Statements 



1. Perth and Kinross Heritage Trust provides planning archaeological advice to Perth
and Kinross Council. Further information about the archaeological potential of the
development parcels identified can be provided on request.

2.



From: ALLOTT, Gordon 
To: LDPConsultation - Generic Email Account
Subject: Proposal for site MU73
Date: 30 January 2018 16:38:53

Dear Sir/Madam

I write to object to the proposed development of the Almond Valley. I live at 

The Chief Executive of PKC has stated that the quality and way of life of existing residents should be respected. The proposed development
has been opposed by the residents of this area for the past 25 years, and our stance has not changed. Perth and Kinross Council have supported
the views of local residents repeatedly in previous applications. The people of the villages in the Almond Valley have made a lifestyle choice
to live outwith a built urban environment for clear reasons. I and my wife wish to remain living in a small, well defined, close knit community,
and wish our children to grow up in the environment that the Almond Valley currently offers. I would ask that the Councillors of PKC
continue to heed the wishes of those who elected them in good faith, and remove the MU73 proposal from the local development plan for the
future.

It is clear from Scottish Government estimates of housing requirement since 1992 that there has been over-estimation of requirement for new
development. Bertha Park is well under development already along with other smaller proposed developments in the surrounding area: this
would leave the Almond Valley as the only area of undeveloped open space to the West of Perth.

I feel that the following issues regarding the proposed development have been down played significantly in the plans:
1. Issues regarding flood risk remain for the majority of the floodplain despite the Almondbank flood defences.
2. I fail to see how historic features within the valley, such as the Lade and Huntingtower Castle, can be adequately preserved.
3. I am concerned that there will be escalating levels of traffic resulting in pressure on the local road and path infrastructure, pollution, and
degradation of the local environment. This would be particularly difficult and dangerous on Castle Brae.
4. There would also be an increase in traffic on the already busy Perth and Dunkeld roads as a result of the massive population expansion,
bringing a considerable knock on effect into the city centre.
5. There is pressure on local wildlife populations already with other areas of proposed development nearby, and developing the Almond valley
in addition would close a potential green corridor to the West of Perth.
6. As a local  I would be keen to know if NHS Tayside been consulted here. The sudden creation of 8,000-10,000 new patients must surely
provide a massive logistical and financial issue for both Primary and Secondary care which cannot be easily addressed especially with respect
to the well documented crisis of recruitment locally within both General Practice and hospitals.

This is a decision of huge importance for the area. Should development go ahead, it cannot be reversed. It would be a great shame to see the
area lost. I hope that this does not happen.

Many thanks for your attention to this.

Kind regards

Drs Gordon and Helen Allott

********************************************************************************************************************

This message may contain confidential information. If you are not the intended recipient please inform the
sender that you have received the message in error before deleting it.
Please do not disclose, copy or distribute information in this e-mail or take any action in relation to its contents. To do so is strictly prohibited
and may be unlawful. Thank you for your co-operation.

NHSmail is the secure email and directory service available for all NHS staff in England and Scotland. NHSmail is approved for exchanging
patient data and other sensitive information with NHSmail and other accredited email services.

For more information and to find out how you can switch, https://portal.nhs.net/help/joiningnhsmail



From:
To: Alice Yeung
Subject: FW: LDP2
Date: 08 March 2018 09:12:09

From: Alan Palmer 
Sent: 01 February 2018 18:16
To: Nick Brian
Cc:
Subject: FW: LDP2

Dear Mr Brian,
 I did attend the Alyth presentation and now have a clear understanding of the LDP

and also the Glenisla Golf Course development. I was told this week that although the golf
course application was turned down by your department this decision was overruled by the
council.
Whilst I understand that at present there is no planning approval for the large golf course
project, if the council decide to approve this, and if  the housing development shown in the LDP
is also approved, then the total of new house build in Alyth would be totally unacceptable.
This is why it is not possible at this stage to make any comment about your LDP. There is no way
that the infrastructure of Alyth can absorb a total of 570 units. The town is already full of cars
 and parking is difficult. To add another 1000 cars to the town is madness. I am sure there are
other local issues regarding services etc.
I would hope  that the planning committee when it looks at the size of these  potential



developments will understand that a town the size of Alyth cannot possibly absorb this number
of new houses.
Kind Regards
Alan Palmer

From: Alan Palmer 
Sent: 08 January 2018 09:54
To: 'NBrian@pkc.gov.uk'
Subject: LDP2

Dear Mr Brian,
 Thank you for your letter of 21 December relating to the Glen Isla Golf Course

proposed development. I was suggesting that it is impossible to respond to the LDP plan without
taking into consideration any other development, particularly one which is larger than the LDP.
How can local residents consider your LDP 2 without being made aware of this other potential
huge development? Indeed it would be interesting to know how many other large development
planning applications are  being considered that are not part of the LDP.It is important to have a
full picture of all agreed or potential builds affecting the town.

           I hope to be able to attend the LDP meeting in Alyth on the 17 January where I
can learn more.
Kind Regards
Alan Palmer



From: Hajnalka Biro
To: Alice Yeung
Subject: FW: Alyth response
Date: 08 March 2018 09:12:37



Dear Sir,
              I attended the presentation on the LDP2 plans for Alyth and other areas last Saturday. I queried
the possible future development of Glen Isla  Golf Course  but a member of your staff told me that
there was, as far as she knew no development planned for this. I was therefore surprised to read in the
Alyth Voice this week that the council were minded  to approve a very large development which would
consist of just under 300 new houses and a new 40 bed hotel. It appears that this would be slightly
larger in unit numbers than the plan shown on the Settlement Summary and would in effect double the
potential build to nearly 600 houses in Alyth. This would mean an over 50% increase in the population
of a small town which struggles now to cope with the traffic and I suspect all the other vital services. No
doubt you will have accurate figures on the effects of this large potential increase in population to
schools , roads healthcare etc. It seems strange that the LDP paperwork does not mention this potential
very substantial development.

 `In order to comment on these developments it is vital to have a master plan showing all the
potential developments in the area so that a reasoned judgement and comment can be made.

Yours faithfully
Alan Palmer



From: QuestionWhere@esriuk.com
To: LDPConsultation - Generic Email Account
Subject: Proposed LDP 2 Representation Submitted
Date: 30 January 2018 18:36:33

Please see the recently submitted representation below:

Reference ID  >  za13c1t

TITLE > MRS

FIRST NAME >  Vanessa

SURNAME > Davidson

Email >

Address Line 1 >

Address Line 2 >

Town >

Postcode >

Contact Number >

COMMENT 1: Which policy within the document are you making a representation on?
> Policy 19: Housing in the Countryside

Please provide your comments regarding the selected policy (max 2000 Characters):  >  Our
community of Comrie is a small settlement and does not need the proposed 33-55 new
houses. The village shops will not be able to support this many new families. There are not
enough employment opportunities for this amount of contributing citizens within the village
which will cause all new people to add wear and tear to our already suffering roads in order to
commute out of the village for employment.

COMMENT 2: Which Policy within the document are you making a representation on?
(optional)  >

Please provide your comments regarding the selected policy (max 2000 Characters):  >

COMMENT 3: Which Policy within the document are you making a representation on?
(optional)  >

Please provide your comments regarding the selected policy (max 2000 Characters):  >

COMMENT 1: Which site within the document are you making a representation on?  >
Comrie: Housing - H58

Please provide your comments regarding the selected site (max 2000 Characters):  > Access:
We have not had any news, reports or clarification on the access road that will be used for
these houses. We were told after LDP1 that further information would be provided that would



clear this up and yet we have still had no decisions on this. We live on the private part of
Cowden Road. The problem we face day to day is safe access to and from our house. Cowden
road is narrow and we have to stop to allow other vehicles pass us safely. This is compounded
by the number of pedestrians with children / elderly and dog walkers that use Cowden road
everyday. We envisage that more traffic will lead to greater safety issues and even more
inconvenience to the residents of Cowden road and Polinard than we are already coping with
at the moment.

COMMENT 2: Which site within the document are you making a representation on?
(optional)  > Comrie: Housing - H58

Please provide your comments regarding the selected site (max 2000 Characters):  >  Tayside
have always wanted to improve the environmental impact of cars. Yet the lack of
employment opportunities in such a small, rural settlement mean that any new arrivals have to
commute to larger towns and cities for work. This negatively impacts on the deterioration of
our already congested village roads and increases pollution.

COMMENT 3: Which site within the document are you making a representation on?
(optional)  >  Comrie: Housing - H58

Please provide your comments regarding the selected site (max 2000 Characters):  >  Living
on Cowden Road has meant a different sewage system has been installed in our property and
our neighbours. This system needs extra machinery on our land before the sewage can join
the villages main system. We brought this up in the previous LDP and nothing has changed or
been addressed about this since then.

COMMENT 1: Which settlement profile within the document are you making a
representation on?  >  Comrie

Please provide your comments regarding the selected settlement (max 2000 Characters):  >
Comrie is a small rural settlement and should not be included as part of the strategic housing
policy as it does not fit the criteria. Comrie cannot accommodate this significantly large
increase in housing.

COMMENT 2: Which settlement profile within the document are you making a
representation on? (optional)  >  Comrie

Please provide your comments regarding the selected settlement (max 2000 Characters):  >
In the years between the LDP1 and now this LDP2 a plan has been approved to build 25
houses in Comrie. Therefore no further housing is required and so Comrie no longer needs to
be part of this housing increase plan. We have enough.

Please provide any further information if required (optional)  >



From: Gillian Morris 
To: LDPConsultation - Generic Email Account
Cc:

Subject: H49
Date: 30 January 2018 19:36:16

To whom it may concern
I am writing to note my objection to the proposed development to the north of Linden
Park Road in Milnathort. 
From what I understand, the Council wants to allow a change to the LDP to significantly
increase the volume of housing on this site. I am most concerned at this proposal given the
surrounding infrastructure. The local roads are inadequate to accommodate such an
increase in traffic. The local primary school and secondary school will be over subscribed.
The health services will be placed under unreasonable pressure. There are mature trees on
the border of the site which attract birds such as Herons and Owls. There are also red
squirrels. It would be unethical to destroy this habitat. Already in Kinross there are houses
that are crammed into green spaces. 
I urge the Council to act responsibly and consider the needs of the village as a whole.
Kind regards
Gillian Morris

Gillian Morris



REPRESENTATION FORM 

*required

use this form to make representations on the Proposed Local 
Development Plan 2. Representations should be concise, with Scottish Government 
guidance noting that representations should be no more than 2000 words, but 
should fully explain the issues you wish to be considered as there is no automatic 
opportunity to expand on representations later in the process. You may also 
comment online at www.pkc.gov.uk/proposedLDP2. 

Proposed Plan. Please indicate which part of the 
Plan SEA .  

If you wish to comment on more than  sections please use a separate form. Once 
we have your representation we will acknowledge receipt. 

Once you have completed the form please email to LDPConsultation@pkc.gov.uk 

CONTACT DETAILS 

Name* 

Organisation  

Address* 

Email Phone  

Ken Heiser

N/AN/A



1C What are your reasons for supporting the Plan or requesting a change? 

REPRESENTATION 1 

1A Which part are you making a representation on? 

Policy   Settlement Summary Site   Appendix   
Please Enter Name and Number of Section, Policy, Settlement, Site or Appendix: 
Number / Ref   Name  
OR General Comment: 
If your comment relates to the findings or content of the SEA please tick here  
1B What is your representation?  
I support the Plan:   OR I would like to see a change  
What change to the Proposed Plan would you like to see? 

H58H58

I wish the proposed plan to be withdrawn from the LDP/2 development plan.                           
I object vehemently to the proposed plan.                                                                                  
I do not want any development on H58

I wish the proposed plan to be withdrawn from the LDP/2 development plan.
I object vehemently to the proposed plan.
I do not want any development on H58

More development unnecessary for our beautiful conservation village, Comrie.                       
Has a feasibility study been made of school intake in Comrie, Can Comrie Medical Centre 
take another possible 200 people on proposed site. Where is the employment in the Comrie 
area to take these people without a serious commute daily.                                          
Increase in utilities, Polinard was struggling to keep pressure on existing customers at 
present without more houses. Mains electric power pylon crossing diagonally across H58.   
Burn at south side of H58 subject to flooding. Biodiversity bordering the east side woodland 
which is contrary to your policies. Increase in traffic with a possible extra 100 cars with 
present difficulties for existing houses on Eagles field onto a very fast road entering village 
from Braco with a blind bend.                                                                                                    
Unresolved issues with excess to H58, must be resolved before planning stage. Owners of 
properties on Cowden road and Polinard as Road is classed as farm track and not an 
adopted road it was chipped and tarred two years ago by all residents of Polinard and 
Cowden Road to each put in money to the value of £22000 for work done by Tayside 
contracts, Perth. Access would have to be resolved. At present the road is blocked from 
Eagles field for this reason.

More development unnecessary for our beautiful conservation village, Comrie.
Has a feasibility study been made of school intake in Comrie, Can Comrie Medical Centre take
another possible 200 people on proposed site. Where is the employment in the Comrie area to
take these people without a serious commute daily. Increase in
utilities, Polinard was struggling to keep pressure on existing customers at present without
more houses. Mains electric power pylon crossing diagonally across H58. Burn at south side
of H58 subject to flooding. Biodiversity bordering the east side woodland which is contrary to
your policies. Increase in traffic with a possible extra 100 cars with present difficulties for
existing houses on Eagles field onto a very fast road entering village from Braco with a blind
bend. Unresolved issues with
excess to H58, must be resolved before planning stage. Owners of properties on Cowden road
and Polinard as Road is classed as farm track and not an adopted road it was chipped and
tarred two years ago by all residents of Polinard and Cowden Road to each put in money to the
value of £22000 for work done by Tayside contracts, Perth. Access would have to be resolved.
At present the road is blocked from Eagles field for this reason.

✔

✔



From: John Handley
To: LDPConsultation - Generic Email Account
Cc:
Subject: Proposed LDP2 - Representations on behalf of John Collier & Sons - Maryburgh
Date: 30 January 2018 20:19:13
Attachments: John Collier & Sons - Maryburgh - PKC PLDP2 Representation Form - 30.01.18.pdf

John Collier & Sons - Maryburgh - Suggested Amendment to Settlement Boundary - 30.01.18.pdf
Importance: High

Dear Sirs,

Perth & Kinross Proposed LDP2 – Representations on behalf of John Collier & Sons –
Maryburgh Settlement Boundary

We refer to your recent  letter inviting representations on the Proposed LDP2.

On behalf of our client John Collier & Sons who have land and property interests in Maryburgh,
we welcome the opportunity to provide comments at this stage of the preparation of the
replacement LDP and attach a completed Representation Form with our comments.

As set out in the attached Form, we support the acknowledgment within the Keltybridge and
Maryburgh Settlement Summary (page 213 of the Proposed LDP) that: "the settlement boundary
of Maryburgh has been drawn to offer the potential to accommodate some limited further
development mirroring the form of the existing settlement pattern".

However, we would also request that the settlement boundary for Maryburgh as shown on the
accompanying Settlement Map on page 213 is amended to include the potential development
plot to the north west of Maryburgh.  The extent of this suggested amendment is shown in
Appendix G – Kinross-shire Area Settlement Boundaries of the accompanying SEA Environmental
Report. 

We have enclosed the relevant extract from SEA Appendix G with this representation, and would
request that  "Settlement Boundary - Option B" is adopted for Maryburgh in place of the
currently shown Option A.  This would require a minor adjustment to the Maryburgh settlement
boundary, but would provide an opportunity for an additional housing development plot which
would be in keeping with and mirror the form of the existing settlement pattern.

The suggested amendment to the Maryburgh Settlement Map is shown on the attached extract
from SEA Appendix G.

We trust this representation will be of assistance, and we would be happy to provide further
information on this matter should this be required.

We would be grateful if you would acknowledge safe receipt of this email submission and the
attached representations.

Your faithfully,

John Handley
Director



John Handley Associates Ltd
Chartered Town Planning Consultants



Local Development Plan 2 
Proposed Plan 2017 

1 

REPRESENTATION FORM

*required

use this form to make representations on the Proposed Local
Development Plan 2. Representations should be concise, with Scottish Government
guidance noting that representations should be no more than 2000 words, but should
fully explain the issues you wish to be considered as there is no automatic
opportunity to expand on representations later in the process. You may also
comment online at www.pkc.gov.uk/proposedLDP2.

You may also use this form to comment on the Environmental Report
Addendum 1 (SEA) and its impact on the Proposed Plan. Please indicate which part 
of the Plan SEA .

If you wish to comment on more than  sections please use a separate form. Once
we have your representation we will acknowledge receipt.

Once you have completed the form please email to LDPConsultation@pkc.gov.uk

CONTACT DETAILS

Name*

Organisation  

Address*

Email Phone

John Handley Associates Ltd

On behalf of: John Collier & Sons

1 St Colme Street, Edinburgh, EH3 6AA

john.handley@johnhandley.co.uk 0131 220 8253



2 

1C What are your reasons for supporting the Plan or requesting a change?

Local Development Plan 2 
Proposed Plan 2017 

REPRESENTATION 1

1A Which part are you making a representation on?

Policy Settlement Summary Site Appendix
Please Enter Name and Number of Section, Policy, Settlement, Site or Appendix:
Number / Ref Name
OR General Comment:
If your comment relates to the findings or content of the SEA please tick here
1B What is your representation?
I support the Plan: OR I would like to see a change 
What change to the Proposed Plan would you like to see?

Keltybridge and Maryburgh Settlementpage 213

On behalf of the landowner, John Collier & Son, we support the acknowledgment within the Keltybridge and Maryburgh Settlement Summary (page
213 of the Proposed LDP) that: "the settlement boundary of Maryburgh has been drawn to offer the potential to accommodate some limited further
development mirroring the form of the existing settlement pattern".

However, we would request that the settlement boundary for Maryburgh as shown on the accompanying Settlement Map on page 213 is amended to
include the potential development plot to the north west of Maryburgh. Th extent of this suggested amendment is shown in Appendix G –
Kinross-shire Area Settlement Boundaries of the accompanying SEA Environmental Report.

We have enclosed the relevant extract from SEA Appendix G and would request that "Settlement Boundary - Option B" is adopted for Maryburgh in
place of the currently shown Option A. This would require a minor adjustment to the Maryburgh settlement boundary, but would provide an
opportunity for an additional housing development plot which would be in keeping with and mirror the form of the existing settlement pattern.

The suggested amendment to the Maryburgh Settlement Map is shown on the attached extract from SEA Appendix G.

The minor change set out above would ensure that the replacement LDP provides further opportunities for limited small
scale housing development within the extended Maryburgh settlement boundary which would be in keeping with and
mirror the form of the existing settlement pattern in accordance with the LDP's objectives for this settlement.

✔

✔

✔
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From:
To: LDPConsultation - Generic Email Account
Cc:

Subject: Development to the north of Linden Park Road Milnathort Ref H49
Date: 30 January 2018 20:25:38
Attachments: image003.png

Development to the north of Linden Park Road, Milnathort Ref H49

I understand that a decision is to be reached on Friday in relation to the above development.

I hope that the concerns raised by a large number of villagers, as well as many community
organisations will be taken into account and that there will be some amendment to the planning
permission.

I have consistently said that I do not object to development as such – small villages have to
maintain their dynamism. But I do feel that the concerns raised, particularly worries about traffic
flows, parking and pressure on educational and health services, were not adequately addressed
by the Planning Department’s response.

The efforts of local Councillors involved, particularly my own representative Cllr Robertson, have
been immense, but to press on with so many new houses above and beyond the Local
Development Plan and in the face of so many objections has made me question my faith in local
government planning procedures and the Council’s commitment to proper engagement with
communities.

I hope you will rethink the extent of this development.

Martin Raymond
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