
Perth and Kinross Local Development Plan – Proposed Plan Representation Form

Please read the notes below before completing this form. Completed forms should be 
returned to the Local Development Plans Team:  DevelopmentPlan@pkc.gov.uk

Please complete all 4 sections of the Plan, this will allow us to process your representation 
accurately and quickly. If you have comments on several documents or parts of the Plan please 
use separate forms for each. 

The period of representation will end at 4pm on Tuesday 10th April 2012 and it is essential that 
you ensure that representations are with us by then. 

Your representation will be considered as part of the Local Development Plan preparation process 
and will be processed by employees of Perth & Kinross Council’s Environment Service.  
Representations and any information you provide (except signatures, email addresses and phone 
numbers) will be available for public inspection, published online and may be shared with other 
appropriate professionals and service providers.  Under the terms of the Data Protection Act 1998 
you are entitled to know what personal information Perth and Kinross Council holds about you, on 
payment of a fee of £10. 

Once we have your representation(s) we will acknowledge them and inform you when the 
Proposed Plan has been submitted to Scottish Ministers for examination.  Scottish Government 
guidance indicates that representations should be a maximum of 2000 words to provide the 
Examination Reporter with concise representations that can be resolved through written 
representations, hearings or a public inquiry as part of the examination process. 

1. Contact details (only representations that include full contact details are valid)

Name

Address and  
Postcode

Telephone no. 

Email address 
Note: email is our preferred method for contacting you – if you do not wish to receive correspondence by 
email, please tick this box:   

2. Which document are you making a representation on? 
Proposed Plan 

Supplementary Guidance 

SEA Environmental Report – Addendum 2 

SEA ER Addendum 2 - Appendices

If making a representation on Supplementary  
Guidance, please state the name of the document: 

3. Which part of the document are you making a representation on?
Policy ref.           or
Site ref.            or
Chapter    Page no.      Paragraph no. 

George Skea

Middle Balado Cottage, Balado, Kinross, KY13 0NH

✔

E17 Turfhill Phase 2

Rep no. 00460/1



Perth and Kinross Local Development Plan – Proposed Plan Representation Form

4. What is your representation? 

Are you supporting the Plan? 
Or
Would you like to see a change to the Plan?  Please state this change. 

Please include the reason for supporting the Plan/requesting a change. 

The Submit button will open an email addressed to the LDP team 
and attach this form, at this point you will have the opportunity to 
add text to the email and attach any supporting information.
To submit your form you then have to send the email.

Withdraw the whole of site E17 from the plan and leave this area as Agricultural land.

The proposed 13 ha site is currently an agricultural field out-with the boundary of Kinross. I am aware that
previous plans for developing this area have been rejected because it is obviously inappropriate. I am not
aware that the reasons it has been rejected in the past have changed.

I pass this field every day and have seen over the past few winter (and summers) water lying in a number
of areas of this flood plain. I would imagine that disturbance of this areas drainage and contours would put
pressure on properties in Kinross, increasing their risk of future flooding.

The A977 road lies above this field so there will not be any natural way to screen the area. Kinross will
become a less desirable place if the town boundary is moved in this way.

SubmitPrintSave a copy
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From: George Skea 
Sent: 02 April 2012 20:15
To: TES Development Plan - Generic Email Account
Cc:
Subject: LDP Objection to E17

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Green

Attachments: LDP Site E17.pdf

LDP Site E17.pdf 
(877 KB)

Please see attached complete form registering my objection to the 
inclusion of site E17 in the proposed Kinross Local Development plan. I believe it 
will have a significant deterimental impact on Kinross and its surroundings. I feel 
there is a big difference from developing site
E36 which can be screened with trees etc, compared to a low lying area which will be 
ruined by development. I am also worried that banking required to prevent flooding 
would cause increased risk in other area.

Yours sincerely,
George Skea
Middle Balado Cottage
Balado
Kinross

Rep no. 00460/1



From: JOS EPH [
Sent: 03 April 2012 09:57
To: TES Development Plan - Generic Email Account
Cc: 
Subject: PARKING AT MILNATHORT- Local Development Plan
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Green

Page 1 of 1

04/04/2012

Dear Sirs, 
  
The growth in car ownership together with the lack of off street parking in the old central part of the village, 
has led to a parking problem. This is particularly so in the evenings after commuters have returned home. 
  
I raise the issue as a member of the Milnathort Town Hall Committee, a group which seeks to prevent our 
town hall becoming derelict, as has happened in Kinross. There is, of course, no dedicated parking 
whatsoever for the town hall, causing difficulties for hall users at certain times. 
  
As a former retailer in the village, I would point to the difficulties experienced by motorists wishing to use 
the shops in New Road at certain times. The importance of local shops to the village is manifest; accordingly 
Perth and Kinross Council should be concerned to ensure their continued existence. 
  
I would therefore urge that the creation of car parking facilities in central Milnathort be included in the Local 
Development Plan. The obvious location for such a facility would be on the vacant site to the rear of 
Milnathort Town Hall at the junction between Wester Loan and Back Loan. While this site has been on the 
market for some years, its location on a flood plain has apparently made it unattractive for development. It 
would, however, be ideal for parking. 
  
Yours faithfully 
  
  
Joe Giacopazzi, 
38a New Rd, 
Milnathort, 
KINROSS‐SHIRE, 
KY13 9XT. 

Rep no. 00461/1



From: Dave Prentice 
Sent: 03 April 2012 11:42
To: Eu an McLaughlin
Subject: RE: Proposed Local Development Plan - Tibbermore
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Green

Page 1 of 2

04/04/2012

Euan, 
  
Thanks for your very prompt reply.  In the website I found another formatted email I could send and have 
sent a submission using this.  Re the bullets in your email: 
  

         David Prentice;    
         The Local Plan (note it is not all that straightforward to differentiate between different parts of the 

plans) 
         Tibbermore areas zoned for housing 
         The extension for zoned housing to the south of the Hungtingtower ‐ Gloagburn road should be 

removed from the plan 
         The area is unsuitable ‐ it floods not infrequently and for almost the whole of this (and other) 

winters, the ground was waterlogged, with lying water 
  
I trust this is a suitable submission ‐ I may well ask other residents what their views are. 
  
Yours sincerely 
  
Dave Prentice 
  
From: Euan McLaughlin   
Sent: 03 April 2012 11:14 
To: 
Subject: Proposed Local Development Plan - Tibbermore 
  
Dear Mr Prentice 
  
I refer to your representation relating to the Proposed Plan. The settlement boundary of Tibbermore has been 
extended to allow for further limited infill development, this is the Council’s settled view. Any future 
development in this area would be subject of a planning application.  
  
The period of representation on the Proposed Plan allows any party who do not agree with the content of the 
Plan to have the opportunity to make their case as to why they would wish to see the Plan changed - or if they 
agree why they do not wish to see the Plan change. All representations will be submitted to Scottish Ministers 
who will determine whether any changes to the Plan are required. 
  
I note your concern regarding the area of land to the south of the road at Tibbermore. It is not clear from your 
submission as to how you would wish to see the Proposed Plan changed. Can you clarify how you would wish 
to see the settlement boundary for Tibbermore changed in the Plan? 
Please note that all representations must include the following: 

 Name and contact details  
 What document you are commenting on  
 What section, site or policy your comment relates to  
 Tell us what, if anything, you want to change in the Plan  
 Give your reason for either supporting the Plan or making your change to the Plan  
 Questions should not be included in Representations but if clarification is required on any aspect of the 
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Your Details
An asterisk (*) indicates a required field.

Your Name: * David Prentice

Organisation Name:

Agent Name:

Address 1: * The Smiddy

Address 2 Tibbermore

Address 3 Perth

Postcode: * PH11QJ

Phone Number:

Email Address: *

Site Name:

Contact Person: Me My Agent

Your comments will be applied to the following items:

Map Location E:304838 N:723693 with Scale 1:5000 relating to: The Park and Ride p layer|The waste layer|The new road layer|The
indicative new road layer|The Opportunity p layer|The Mixed Use p layer|The Employment p layer|The Housing p layer|The ctlr layer|The
airfield layer|The sam1 layer|The sam2 layer|The sam3 layer|The housing layer|The op layer|The employment layer|The Motor Mile
layer|The mixed layer|The Tourism layer|The Transport layer|The Retail layer|The Town and N layer|The city centre 2nd layer|The
Commercial Centre layer|The Landscaping layer|The open space perth layer|The open space layer|The lade layer|The Waste
Management layer|The conservation area layer|The Settlement Boundary layer|The Greenbelt layer|The Loch Leven layer|The lunan
valley layer|The HMA layer|The NP layer
"http://eplanning.pkc.gov.uk/usecase2/?projectId=138&spatialKey=54"

The extension to the south of the road through Tibbermore for housing has been added without any apparent consultation with locals.
Throughout this winter and many previous ones it has been flooded (I have a photo to show this). On occasions the road S past the
church has been difficult to negotiate because of flooding - this year for a period of 3 weeks. How is this land deemed suitable for
development? Please reply.

Page 1 of 2
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From: audrey millar [
Sent: 31 March 2012 21:20
To: TES Development Plan - Generic Email Account
Subject: proposed road coupar angus
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Green

Page 1 of 1

04/04/2012

dear Brenda Murray 
 
i would just like to ask why has the proposed road from station road behind the Abbey Church to the Dundee 
road been removed from the new development plan?, i was with my grandmother today 31st march 2012 A.K 
Bell library when the development plan was being discussed. 
 
As each time i am through to Coupar Angus Queen street is more busy and dangerous than ever to 
pedestrians. The lorries appear to be mounting the narrow pavements even more!, tractors are getting 
bigger, therefore forcing any passing vehicles to mount the pavements which from my point of view is very 
unsafe to pedestrians walking up and down the streets. 
 
I would also like to say the vibrations from the vehicles must be damaging the steeple and houses more and 
more, on open day i would love to be able to go inside to see what the steeple looks like and find out about 
the history of the building but with the pavements being so narrow it puts alot of people off including myself 
it is alarming for mums with children and older people who are just a bit slower to get out of the way of the 
vehicles coming up and down the streets, which is a shame as the steeple building was fully completed in 
1769 people can read up on the history of this in a book but its not the same as actually seeing the full 
potentiol of the building in real life and having a tour guide to take you through the buildings history and 
explaining what it was used for and why which is a good expierence for the people in the town and others 
who come to visit the town. I would like to live here sometime in the near future and be able to tell people to 
visit the steeple this is why Coupar Angus needs the proposed road back on the new development plan it 
would be very upsetting for myself and the people in this town if the plans cannot be changed or wont be 
changed as it is feared that there will be no Coupar Angus left, that section of road would take so much 
pressure of the people and the buildings. 
 
Yours Sincerely  
Audrey Millar  
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Your Details
An asterisk (*) indicates a required field.

Your Name: * David Liddell

Organisation Name:

Agent Name:

Address 1: * Melville Cottage

Address 2 Melville Square

Address 3 Comrie

Postcode: * PH6 2DL

Phone Number:

Email Address: *

Site Name:

Contact Person: Me My Agent

Your comments will be applied to the following items:

8 Strathearn Area Spatial Strategy - 8.7 Comrie and Cultybraggan - Paragraph 8.7.4

As a resident of Comrie, I feel strongly that a further housing development of upto 30 houses would be detrimental to the village. The
extra traffic would be a heavy burden for the local roads, one of whch is the main A85 trunk, which already causes some problems to
the centre of Comrie. I feel that the school could not cope with the influx of children that this could provide, nor could the Medical
facility in Strowan Road accommodate the extra 30 families.
I for one certainly vote against this

Page 1 of 2

Rep no. 00476/1



Your Details
An asterisk (*) indicates a required field.

Your Name: * Beryl Linford

Organisation Name:

Agent Name:

Address 1: * Verona

Address 2 Newtyle Road

Address 3 Kettins

Postcode: * PH13 9JJ

Phone Number:

Email Address: *

Site Name: Damside/Saucher

Contact Person: Me My Agent

Your comments will be applied to the following items:

5 Perth Area Spatial Strategy - 5.15 Damside/Saucher - Paragraph 5.15.1

The layout of Saucher i.e. built around a village green, and accessed off the main road, is unique and should be preserved.

The steading buildings referred to are actually farm buildings. This is a working farm that the road passes through, with the
associated noise and mess. This is not an appropriate place for housing to be built, nor is it appropriate for additional traffic to pass
through this area.

Page 1 of 2
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Your Details
An asterisk (*) indicates a required field.

Your Name: * Beryl Linford

Organisation Name:

Agent Name:

Address 1: * Verona

Address 2 Newtyle Road

Address 3 Kettins

Postcode: * PH13 9PP

Phone Number:

Email Address: *

Site Name:

Contact Person: Me My Agent

Your comments will be applied to the following items:

5 Perth Area Spatial Strategy - 5.15 Damside/Saucher - Paragraph 5.15.2

There is no relationship between the areas, and infill is not appropriate, particularly since it runs along a burn subject to flooding and
around farm buildings.
The individuality of these two areas should be preserved.
There is no infrastructure or services here, and the roads are not suitable for additional traffic.
There are already planning permissions in place for the area "Damside" that will double the houses, and time should be given for
these to progress and their impact assessed.

Page 1 of 2

Rep no. 00477/1



Your Details
An asterisk (*) indicates a required field.

Your Name: * Beryl Linford

Organisation Name:

Agent Name:

Address 1: * Verona

Address 2 Newtyle Road

Address 3 Kettins

Postcode: * PH13 9JJ

Phone Number:

Email Address: *

Site Name:

Contact Person: Me My Agent

Your comments will be applied to the following items:

5 Perth Area Spatial Strategy - 5.15 Damside/Saucher - Paragraph 5.15.3

The field nearest to Saucher floods readily and a Flood Risk Assessment should take place before discussion about including it in the
Plan as without ascertaining the suitability of the field, infill might never be possible, leaving two separate settlements and negating
PKC's argument that infill is even possible here.

Page 1 of 2
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RDA Architects is a trading name of Ritchie Dagen & Allan LLP, a Limited Liability Partnership registered in Scotland with Registered No SO30294    
Registered Office: Suite Two, Stewarts House, Kingsway East, Dundee, DD4 7RE.   
A list of all members is open for inspection at the registered office. 
All correspondence signed by an individual is signed on behalf of Ritchie Dagen & Allan LLP. 

 

Our ref. 11014p-20120403-L-JD 
 
 
 
 
3rd April 2012 
 
 
 
 
Perth and Kinross Council 
Planning and Regeneration 
Local Development Plans 
Pullar House 
35 Kinnoull Street 
Perth 
PH1 5GD 
 
 
 
 
Dear Sirs, 
 
Proposed Local Development Plan 
Blazon Developments Ltd: Land at West March, Turretbank Road, Crieff 
 
I refer to the above site, which is included in the Plan as Open Space, which suggests 
public access by way of Community Facilities, Sport and Recreation as set out in Section 
3.7 of the proposed LDP. 
 
My client objects to this designation as the site of some 0.507ha forms the main part of 
the private garden ground of “West March”, which is owned by Blazon Developments Ltd. 
and tenanted by Mrs.D.P. Wadhams, the former owner. The site comprises a footpath to 
the east, shown in pink on the enclosed plan, which although gated at the north end, has 
never been locked, and is accepted by my client as a public right of way. The remainder 
of the site, shown in green, comprises a relatively flat area of land bounded by the river to 
the west and south and separated from the footpath by a small belt of scrubby woodland 
with dense undergrowth.  
 
Access to the site is via the private driveway of “Turretbank”. There is no public access to 
the property. This position is confirmed by Mr. Kenneth Simpson a Director of Blazon 
Developments Ltd. and the independent letters supporting his position.  
 
In relation to the proposed Policies, CF1A, CF1B, CF2, and CF3, to which there is no 
objection, I would confirm the following:  
 
Ref. CF1A:  
a. The site is self contained private ground, therefore, this section is not applicable. 
b.The site is not part of a (public) recreational resource. 
c. Should the site subsequently be developed for another use, such as housing, the 
relevant LDP policies to protect and enhance the environment will apply. 
d. Not applicable.  
 
Ref. CF1B: 
The site is private open space and there is adequate public open space, including a 
public park and school playing fields, in the immediate locality. Should the area be 
subsequently developed, open space to meet the approved standards will be provided or 
an agreed financial contribution to meet any proven deficiency in the strategy, will be 
considered. 
 
Ref.CF2: 
The footpath, in my client’s ownership, is accepted as a public right of way and would not 
be affected by the omission of the site as designated Open Space in the proposed LDP 
as proposed by my client. 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Algo Business Centre 
Glenearn Road 
Perth 
PH2 0NJ 
 

 
 
Also at 

 
Suite Two 
Stewarts House 
Kingsway East 
Dundee                 
DD4 7RE 
 

 

 
Constructionline Reg.No. 51521 
Vat Registration No. 270 4248 73 

Rep no. 0478/1



            

 

RDA Architects is a trading name of Ritchie Dagen & Allan LLP, a Limited Liability Partnership registered in Scotland with Registered No SO30294    Page  2  
Registered Office: Suite Two, Stewarts House, Kingsway East, Dundee, DD4 7RE.   
A list of all members is open for inspection at the registered office. 
All correspondence signed by an individual is signed on behalf of Ritchie Dagen & Allan LLP. 
 
 
 

Ref.CF3:  
 
The land concerned has never been used for community purposes. Policy CF3, therefore, 
is not applicable.  
 
Finally, the total site area is 0.507 ha of which 0.049ha lies within the identified 1:200 
year flood risk plain, leaving an area for potential development of 0.4383 ha or thereby. 
 
Any development on the site would be the subject of detailed planning permission and 
Would be of an appropriate density and architectural style to complement the existing 
C(s) listed building on site and improvements to the access driveway, if required, would 
be to the satisfaction of the Roads Authority.   
 
On this basis, we request that the designation of the site in the Proposed Local 
Development Plan, as Open Space, is deleted.  
 
  
 
 
 
 
Yours faithfully, 
 
 
 
 
 
Joseph Dagen 
RDA Architects and Town Planning Consultants. 
 
 
encl: 
 
Letter and site plan from Blazon Developments Ltd. 
7 independent letters in relation to the historical status of the site. 
 

Rep no. 0478/1
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This representation was submitted with supporting documents, due to size these are unavailable on the website, but are available to view at Pullar House, 35 Kinnoull Street, Perth, PH1 5GD.
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Perth and Kinross Local Development Plan – Proposed Plan Representation Form

Please read the notes below before completing this form. Completed forms should be 
returned to the Local Development Plans Team:  DevelopmentPlan@pkc.gov.uk

Please complete all 4 sections of the Plan, this will allow us to process your representation 
accurately and quickly. If you have comments on several documents or parts of the Plan please 
use separate forms for each. 

The period of representation will end at 4pm on Tuesday 10th April 2012 and it is essential that 
you ensure that representations are with us by then. 

Your representation will be considered as part of the Local Development Plan preparation process 
and will be processed by employees of Perth & Kinross Council’s Environment Service.  
Representations and any information you provide (except signatures, email addresses and phone 
numbers) will be available for public inspection, published online and may be shared with other 
appropriate professionals and service providers.  Under the terms of the Data Protection Act 1998 
you are entitled to know what personal information Perth and Kinross Council holds about you, on 
payment of a fee of £10. 

Once we have your representation(s) we will acknowledge them and inform you when the 
Proposed Plan has been submitted to Scottish Ministers for examination.  Scottish Government 
guidance indicates that representations should be a maximum of 2000 words to provide the 
Examination Reporter with concise representations that can be resolved through written 
representations, hearings or a public inquiry as part of the examination process. 

1. Contact details (only representations that include full contact details are valid)

Name

Address and  
Postcode

Telephone no. 

Email address 
Note: email is our preferred method for contacting you – if you do not wish to receive correspondence by 
email, please tick this box:   

2. Which document are you making a representation on? 
Proposed Plan 

Supplementary Guidance 

SEA Environmental Report – Addendum 2 

SEA ER Addendum 2 - Appendices

If making a representation on Supplementary  
Guidance, please state the name of the document: 

3. Which part of the document are you making a representation on?
Policy ref.           or
Site ref.            or
Chapter    Page no.      Paragraph no. 

Peter Cornwall

3 Katrine Place, Kinross,KY13 8YY

✔

Kinross Plan

H46

7
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Perth and Kinross Local Development Plan – Proposed Plan Representation Form

4. What is your representation? 

Are you supporting the Plan? 
Or
Would you like to see a change to the Plan?  Please state this change. 

Please include the reason for supporting the Plan/requesting a change. 

The Submit button will open an email addressed to the LDP team 
and attach this form, at this point you will have the opportunity to 
add text to the email and attach any supporting information.
To submit your form you then have to send the email.

I propose that H46 be removed from the Plan and suggest that alternative sites could be used..i.e. Old
Kinross High School or the Car Auction Site or any of the fields at the bottom end of the town. This would
make more sense and make better use of the bypass road leading from Station Road to Bridgend.
Developing the bottom end of town would cause much less disruption compared to the disruption that the
H46 would involve.

My reasons for objecting to the H46 Development are as follows.
 (1) HIGHWAY SAFETY. The traffic on Springfield Road is extremely busy in both directions with heavy
traffic travelling to and from the motorway. The proposed new site H46 would result in a build up traffic of all
types, i.e. Heavy Lorries, large 4 x 4s, caravans etc making this road more hazardous than at present.

(2) LOSS OF DAVIS PARK: I understand that Wallace Land, are proposing to re-locate and re-configure
the park area, but I have still to see how this will be done. I have lived in close proximity of Davis Park for
as long as it has been there and my 3 grown up sons spent most of their childhood playing in what they
fondly call 'The Venchy'. I now have 3 grandchildren and they are all over there most days. This Park has
been in constant use for the past 25+ years by children and adults of all ages and it is a very safe place for
kids to play. There is a football area which young boys use as well as young men, there is a part set aside
with swings and play equipment for young toddlers. There are trees all around the park and some rough
bushes etc, which has been an attraction for kids using it to make gang huts, and climbing trees, and
keeping them busy and out of trouble. It is impossible for me to imagine this park not being here in the
future and I fail to see how on earth Wallace Land would ever be able to replicate it elsewhere. I have seen
throughout Kinross small play areas which have been put there as a token gesture by Developers, and to
be frank, they are totally inadequate. I think the removal of this park is an insult to Doctor Davis whom the
park is named after. I believe that he canvassed all those years ago to for this area to be used and kept for
the residents of Kinross and it will be a very sad day to see this simply disappear in the name of so called
progress.

(3) OTHER POINTS: I fail to see that this area, which is currently used as arable land, is suitable for
development considering that these houses would be located right next to the motorway. You only have to
look to the Levenfield site which is still a building site after years of being unable to sell their houses
(located near to the motorway). I realise that Kinross may require additional housing, but I believe the H46
site to be wholly unsuitable for development of this nature. The whole area would benefit from landscaping
and further developing it as an area of leisure for the many people who already use it as such. I am sure
there must be other more suitable sites which would cause much less disruption and controversy. There is
a new by pass road being built further down on the west side, it makes much more sense to have additional
housing located at the bottom end of Kinross, perhaps on the old Car Auction site and one of the fields
down there. As mentioned previously, the old High School site as well as the old Doctors surgery would
also be suitable for conversion. It is so sad to see that all the proposed 800 or so houses are not matched
by upgrading the Town Centre of Kinross, which quite frankly is an eyesore.

I hope that Perth & Kinross Council will listen to the plea of residents to remove this from the Plan and
retain our much loved Davis Park.

SubmitPrintSave a copy
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Perth and Kinross Local Development Plan – Proposed Plan Representation Form

Please read the notes below before completing this form. Completed forms should be 
returned to the Local Development Plans Team:  DevelopmentPlan@pkc.gov.uk

Please complete all 4 sections of the Plan, this will allow us to process your representation 
accurately and quickly. If you have comments on several documents or parts of the Plan please 
use separate forms for each. 

The period of representation will end at 4pm on Tuesday 10th April 2012 and it is essential that 
you ensure that representations are with us by then. 

Your representation will be considered as part of the Local Development Plan preparation process 
and will be processed by employees of Perth & Kinross Council’s Environment Service.  
Representations and any information you provide (except signatures, email addresses and phone 
numbers) will be available for public inspection, published online and may be shared with other 
appropriate professionals and service providers.  Under the terms of the Data Protection Act 1998 
you are entitled to know what personal information Perth and Kinross Council holds about you, on 
payment of a fee of £10. 

Once we have your representation(s) we will acknowledge them and inform you when the 
Proposed Plan has been submitted to Scottish Ministers for examination.  Scottish Government 
guidance indicates that representations should be a maximum of 2000 words to provide the 
Examination Reporter with concise representations that can be resolved through written 
representations, hearings or a public inquiry as part of the examination process. 

1. Contact details (only representations that include full contact details are valid)

Name

Address and  
Postcode

Telephone no. 

Email address 
Note: email is our preferred method for contacting you – if you do not wish to receive correspondence by 
email, please tick this box:   

2. Which document are you making a representation on? 
Proposed Plan 

Supplementary Guidance 

SEA Environmental Report – Addendum 2 

SEA ER Addendum 2 - Appendices

If making a representation on Supplementary  
Guidance, please state the name of the document: 

3. Which part of the document are you making a representation on?
Policy ref.           or
Site ref.            or
Chapter    Page no.      Paragraph no. 

CHRISTOPHER DINGWALL

WASHINGTON HOUSE
MAIN STREET, ARDLER,
BLAIRGOWRIE, PH12 8SR

✔

H66

ARDLER VILLAGE

290-291

Rep no. 00483/2



Perth and Kinross Local Development Plan – Proposed Plan Representation Form

4. What is your representation? 

Are you supporting the Plan? 
Or
Would you like to see a change to the Plan?  Please state this change. 

Please include the reason for supporting the Plan/requesting a change. 

The Submit button will open an email addressed to the LDP team 
and attach this form, at this point you will have the opportunity to 
add text to the email and attach any supporting information.
To submit your form you then have to send the email.

Not objecting to the proposal. Rather requesting that historical precedent to be followed in any new
development, as before.

As author of the booklet 'Ardler : A Village History' (1985), which described the original village layout plan,
and explained the naming of the streets after various political and historical figures. i would ask that any
development brief for the formation of a new street follow precedent, by

(a) keeping to the rectilinear character of the village layout.

(b) by using an appropriate name or names, drawn from the original village plan of 1832 - e.g.

KINLOCH STREET (the former name of what is now Church Street, originally named after George Kinloch
1775-1833, founder of the village). The original Kinloch Street became Church Street by c.1900, after the
buiolding of Ardler Church

HAMPDEN PLACE (which appears on the original village plan, named after the 17th century politician and
revolutionary John Hampden 1595-1643). This street was to have been on the south sidfe of the railway,
but was never built.

WASHINGTON - A third possibility would be to revive the original name for the village, named after the
American President George Washington 1732-1799, as WASHINGTON PLACE etc. The original village
name was replaced by the present name 'Ardler' c.1880, because of confusion over its proximity to Ardler
Station.

NOTE : Historical precedent was followed in the recent development and naming of Franklin Street and
Cartwright Place, when this development took place at the east end of the village.
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Perth and Kinross Local Development Plan – Proposed Plan Representation Form

Please read the notes below before completing this form. Completed forms should be 
returned to the Local Development Plans Team:  DevelopmentPlan@pkc.gov.uk

Please complete all 4 sections of the Plan, this will allow us to process your representation 
accurately and quickly. If you have comments on several documents or parts of the Plan please 
use separate forms for each. 

The period of representation will end at 4pm on Tuesday 10th April 2012 and it is essential that 
you ensure that representations are with us by then. 

Your representation will be considered as part of the Local Development Plan preparation process 
and will be processed by employees of Perth & Kinross Council’s Environment Service.  
Representations and any information you provide (except signatures, email addresses and phone 
numbers) will be available for public inspection, published online and may be shared with other 
appropriate professionals and service providers.  Under the terms of the Data Protection Act 1998 
you are entitled to know what personal information Perth and Kinross Council holds about you, on 
payment of a fee of £10. 

Once we have your representation(s) we will acknowledge them and inform you when the 
Proposed Plan has been submitted to Scottish Ministers for examination.  Scottish Government 
guidance indicates that representations should be a maximum of 2000 words to provide the 
Examination Reporter with concise representations that can be resolved through written 
representations, hearings or a public inquiry as part of the examination process. 

1. Contact details (only representations that include full contact details are valid)

Name

Address and  
Postcode

Telephone no. 

Email address 
Note: email is our preferred method for contacting you – if you do not wish to receive correspondence by 
email, please tick this box:   

2. Which document are you making a representation on? 
Proposed Plan 

Supplementary Guidance 

SEA Environmental Report – Addendum 2 

SEA ER Addendum 2 - Appendices

If making a representation on Supplementary  
Guidance, please state the name of the document: 

3. Which part of the document are you making a representation on?
Policy ref.           or
Site ref.            or
Chapter    Page no.      Paragraph no. 

CHRISTOPHER DINGWALL

WASHINGTON HOUSE,
MAIN STREET, ARDLER,
BLAIRGOWRIE, PH12 8SR

✔

H66

ARDLER VILLAGE

290-291

Rep no. 00483/3



Perth and Kinross Local Development Plan – Proposed Plan Representation Form

4. What is your representation? 

Are you supporting the Plan? 
Or
Would you like to see a change to the Plan?  Please state this change. 

Please include the reason for supporting the Plan/requesting a change. 

The Submit button will open an email addressed to the LDP team 
and attach this form, at this point you will have the opportunity to 
add text to the email and attach any supporting information.
To submit your form you then have to send the email.

Not opposing the plan, but seeking protection for an old Scots Pine tree within the proposed development
site - see explanation below.

While I am not opposing the Council's intention to zone land to the north of Main Street in Ardler for future
expansion of the village, I have had requests from the several householders to the north of Main Street and
east of Washington Brae, to ask that the old Scots Pine tree which lies within the zoned area be given
protection. This old tree is well over 100 years old, and may well date back close to the founding of the
village in the 1830s, so has both historic and scenic value. It is suggested that the Council seek to protect
the tree with a Tree Preservation Order, and that it be made a condition of any development that it be
incorporated in the design of the street layout, so as to retain it as a feature in the village, to be seen and
enjoyed by future generations.
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