
 
 

 
EAST RENFREWSHIRE COUNCIL 

 
LOCAL REVIEW BODY 

 
6 September 2017 

 
Report by Deputy Chief Executive  

 
REVIEW OF CASE - REVIEW/2017/19 

 
ERECTION OF DWELLINGHOUSE (PLANNING PERMISSION IN PRINCIPLE) AT LAND 

40 METRES SOUTH EAST OF 31 TANNOCH ROAD, UPLAWMOOR 
 
 
PURPOSE OF REPORT 

 
1. The purpose of the report is to present the information currently available to allow a 
review of the decision taken by officers, in terms of the Scheme of Delegation made in 
terms of Section 43A of the Town and Country Planning (Scotland) Act 1997 as amended 
by the Planning etc (Scotland) Act 2006 in respect of the application detailed below. 
 
 
DETAILS OF APPLICATION 
 
2. Application type:   Planning Permission in Principle (Ref No:- 2017/0289/TP). 
 

Applicant:   Mr Tony Tierney. 
 
Proposal: Erection of dwellinghouse (Planning Permission in Principle). 

 
Location: Land 40 metres south east of 31 Tannoch Road, Uplawmoor. 

 
Council Area/Ward: Barrhead, Liboside and Uplawmoor (Ward 1). 

 
 
REASON FOR REQUESTING REVIEW 
 
3. The applicant has requested a review on the grounds that the Council’s Appointed 
Officer refused the application. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
4. The Local Review Body is asked to:- 
 

(a) consider whether it has sufficient information to allow it to proceed to 
determine the review without further procedure and, if so, that:- 

 
(i) it proceeds to determine whether the decision taken in respect of the 

application under review should be upheld, reversed or varied; and 
 
(ii) in the event that the decision is reversed or varied, the reasons and 

the detailed conditions to be attached to the decision letter are 
agreed. 
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(b) In the event that further procedure is required to allow it to determine the 

review, consider:- 
 

(i) what further information is required, which parties are to be asked to 
provide the information and the date by which this is to be provided; 
and/or; 

 
(ii) what procedure or combination of procedures are to be followed in 

determining the review. 
 
 

BACKGROUND 
 
5. At the meeting of the Council on 29 April 2009, consideration was given to a report 
by the Director of Environment seeking the adoption of a new Scheme of Delegation in 
terms of the new Section 43A of the Town and Country Planning (Scotland) Act 1997, 
subject to approval of the scheme by Scottish Ministers. 
 
6. The report provided details of the new hierarchy of developments that took effect 
from 6 April 2009 explaining that the Scheme of Delegation related to those applications 
within the “local development” category as set out in the Town and Country Planning 
(Hierarchy of Development) (Scotland) Regulations 2009, but would in future be 
determined by an “appointed officer”.  In the Council’s case this would be either the Director 
of Environment or the Head of Roads, Planning and Transportation Service now 
designated the Head of Environment (Major Programmes and Projects). 
 
7. The report highlighted that historically appeals against planning decisions were 
dealt with by Scottish Ministers. However, following the introduction of the new planning 
provisions with came into effect on 3 August 2009 all appeals against decisions made in 
respect of local developments under delegated powers would be heard by a Local Review 
Body.  The Local Review Body would also deal with cases where the appointed officer had 
failed to determine an application within two months from the date it was lodged.   
 
 
NOTICE OF REVIEW – STATEMENT OF REASONS FOR REQUIRING THE REVIEW 
 
8. The applicant in submitting the review has stated the reasons for requiring the 
review of the determination of the application.  A copy of the applicant’s Notice of Review 
and Statement of Reasons is attached as Appendix 5. 
 
9. The applicant is entitled to state a preference for the procedure (or combination of 
procedures) to be followed by the Local Review Body in the determination of the review 
and has not indicated any preference in terms of the procedure to be followed. 
 
10. The Local Review Body is not bound to accede to the applicant’s request as to how 
it will determine the review and will itself decide what procedure will be used in this regard. 
 
11. However, at the meeting of the Local Review Body on 10 August 2016, it was 
decided that the Local Review Body would carry out unaccompanied site inspections for 
every review case it received prior to the cases being given initial consideration at a 
meeting of the Local Review Body. 
 
12. In accordance with the above decision, an unaccompanied site inspection will be 
carried out immediately before the meeting of the Local Review Body on Wednesday, 6 
September 2017 which begins at 2.30pm. 
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INFORMATION AVAILABLE TO ALLOW REVIEW OF APPLICATION 

13. Section 43B of the Planning etc (Scotland) Act 2006 restricts the ability of parties to
introduce new material at the review stage.  The Local Review Body is advised that the 
focus of the review should, therefore, be on the material which was before the officer who 
dealt with the application under the Scheme of Delegation. 

14. The information detailed below is appended to this report to assist the Local Review
Body in carrying out the review of the decision taken by the Appointed Officer:- 

(a) Application for planning permission – Appendix 1 (Pages 65 - 78); 

(b) Copies of objections/representations – Appendix 2 (Pages 79 - 90); 

(c) 

(d) 

Report of Handling by the planning officer under the Scheme of Delegation 

- Appendix 3 (Pages 91 - 100); 

Decision notice and reasons for refusal - Appendix 4 (Pages 101 - 104);  and 

(e) A copy of the applicant’s Notice of Review and Statement of Reasons - 
Appendix 5 (Pages 105 - 118).  

15. The applicant has also submitted the drawings listed below (available for inspection
within the Planning Division of the Environment Department prior to the meeting and 
for reference at the meeting) and are attached as Appendix 6 (Pages 119 - 134). 

(a) Photo - Locations; 

(b) Photo - Locations – 144-156; 

(c) Proposed Site Plan;  and 

(d) Refused – Location Plan. 

16. The Local Review Body is advised that initial consultation responses and
representations received if any, relating to the application will be listed in the planning 
officer’s Report of Handling.  

17. All the documents referred to in this report can be viewed online on the Council’s
website at www.eastrenfrewshire.gov.uk with the exception of any representations that 
have been made to the application. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

18. The Local Review Body is asked to:-

(a) consider whether it has sufficient information to allow it to proceed to 
determine the review without further procedure and, if so, that:- 

(i) it proceeds to determine whether the decisions taken in respect of 
the application under review should be upheld, reversed or varied; 
and 

(ii) in the event that the decision is reversed or varied, the reasons and 
the detailed conditions to be attached to the decision letter are 
agreed. 
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(b) In the event that further procedure is required to allow it to determine the 
review, consider:- 

 
(i) what further information is required, which parties are to be asked to 

provide the information and the date by which this is to be provided; 
and/or; 

 
(ii) what procedure or combination of procedures are to be followed in 

determining the review. 
 
 

 
Report Author: Paul O’Neil 
 
Director - Caroline Innes, Deputy Chief Executive 
 
Paul O’Neil, Committee Services Officer 
e-mail:  paul.o’neil@eastrenfrewshire.gov.uk 
Tel:  0141 577 3011 
 
Date:- August 2017 
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COPIES OF OBJECTIONS/REPRESENTATIONS 

APPENDIX 2 

79



 

 

 

80



81



 

 

 

82



83



 

 

 

84



85



 

 

 

86



87



 

 

 

88



East Renfrewshire Council 

Ref. Planning application 2017/0289/TP, Erection of Dwelling House on land 40m SE of 31 Tannoch 
Road. 

Dear Sirs 

With reference to the Notification of submission of a planning application (ref above) for planning in 
principle I wish to object to this development of a private dwelling house. The dwelling house is to 
be located on land out with the village envelope, within the green network and contrary to the 
development plan. 

In addition the granting of permission would, I believe, provide precedence for further development 
within the area shown hatched on the location plan. 

There is currently plots of land available for development in Uplawmoor which are zoned and 
available for housing development and therefore there is no need for further expansion into the 
green belt. 

It is not clear that the applicant has clearly described the land ownership or if the land owner has 
been notified of this application. I also draw attention to the gross floor area indicated on the 
application of 1800m2 which is substantially larger that required for a normal private residence.  

The land ownership adjacent to the road bridge and the Castburn may affects rights to access over 
the  outfall from a common septic (three houses) and road drainage. These rights must be 
preserved. 

I trust that the above will be taken into consideration when you make your decision. 

Regards 

Quentin Wilson 

31 Tannoch Road  

Uplawmoor 
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REPORT OF HANDLING 
 
Reference: 2017/0289/TP  Date Registered: 8th May 2017 

Application Type: Planning Permission in Principle  This application is a Local Development     

Ward: 1 -Barrhead, Liboside And Uplawmoor   
Co-ordinates:   243815/:655050 
Applicant/Agent: Applicant: 

Mr Tony Tierney 
75 Neilston Road 
Uplawmoor 
East Renfrewshire 
G78 4AG 
 

Agent: 
 
 
 

Proposal: Erection of dwellinghouse (planning permission in principle) 
Location: Land 40 metres south east of 31 Tannoch Road 

Uplawmoor 
East Renfrewshire 
            

CONSULTATIONS/COMMENTS: 
  
Scottish Environment Protection Agency  No objection although recommends that that 

the potential flood risk from the small 
watercourse is recognised and that the 
development is set as far back as possible 
from the watercourse with appropriate 
finished floor level. 

 
East Renfrewshire Council Roads Network 
Manager 

No response at time of writing. 

 
PUBLICITY:   
  
19.05.2017 Barrhead News Expiry date 02.06.2017 
  
SITE NOTICES:          None.    
 
SITE HISTORY:  
        
2002/0832/TP Erection of dwellinghouse 

(in outline) 
Refused  
  

18.03.2003 

    
2003/0561/TP Erection of dwellinghouse 

(in outline) 
Refused  
 
Subsequent 
appeal dismissed 
by the Scottish 
Ministers in June 

28.10.2003 
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2004 
     
REPRESENTATIONS:  A total of 5 representations have been received of which there is one 
objection and four in support: Representations can be summarised as follows: 
 
Objection 
 
Outwith the village/in green network/contrary to development plan 
Set precedence if approved 
Plots available to build on in Uplawmoor zoned and available for housing 
Size of house indicated is substantially larger than required for a normal private residence 
 
In support 
 
Site fallen into decline/eyesore/subject to fly tipping and anti-social behaviour 
Site always part of the village 
Designated as non-agricultural land and excluded from agricultural grant application each year 
 
DEVELOPMENT PLAN & GOVERNMENT GUIDANCE: See Appendix 1 
 
SUPPORTING REPORTS:  No reports have been submitted for consideration as part of this 
application    
 
ASSESSMENT: 
 
The application site is located in the Greenbelt to the east of Uplawmoor. The site is irregular in 
shape and is immediately to the east of a former/dismantled railway line and is over the Cast 
Bridge. There is an existing vehicular access into the site off Tannoch Road at a bend in the 
road. The dismantled railway line has mature trees and vegetation beyond which there are 
existing houses and Uplawmoor Primary School. 
 
The site is generally overgrown in parts and slopes down gently from the access. There is a 
watercourse along the east side of the site and there are two areas of hardstanding towards the 
east side of the site that available evidence on Ordnance Survey maps show where the bases of 
former buildings are. 
 
The application site is approximately 7000 sqm. The submitted drawings do not show the site 
extending the full length northwards of this irregular tapering site. 
 
Planning permission in principle is sought for a dwellinghouse within the site. The submitted 
drawings show an indicative position of the house located close to the areas of hardstanding. 
Information accompanying the application indicates the proposed house is to be single 
storey/one and a half storey house. 
 
The applicant's justification for the proposal is as follows: 

• The site is at the edge of the village and the watercourse that runs along the edge of the 
site offers a strong defensible boundary in the future. 

• The site forms a small portion of the greenbelt and does not function as greenbelt land. 
• The site is in a dilapidated state/an eyesore and subject to fly-tipping. 
• The site should be reclassified as derelict land under Policy E19 and alternative uses 

should be considered. 
• A local farmer stores silage on the site and alternative sites can be used for this if 

planning permission is granted. 
• Access to the site exists and sightlines can be altered if required. 
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• The applicant has consulted with SEPA and re-positioned the proposed house to avoid 
flooding in the future. 

• The house is intended for independent living for a family member which does not exist at 
present. 

 
The applicant has also referred to comments from a Scottish Government Reporter in a previous 
appeal at this site in 2004 which refers to the Cast Burn being capable of forming a new 
defensible boundary; that it adheres to policy principles at that time of developing brownfield land 
or being adjacent to existing settlements; and an agricultural justification is not required for 
development in the greenbelt. 
 
The application has to be assessed against the relevant policies of the adopted East 
Renfrewshire Local Development Plan (LDP) including the Rural Development Supplementary 
Planning Guidance (SPG) as well as any material planning considerations. 
 
Although the site is located in the greenbelt this does not preclude development although it is 
strictly controlled and the basis of this control is specified in Policy D3 of the adopted LDP. Policy 
D3 applies to development in the greenbelt and any development will be strictly controlled and 
limited to that which is required and is appropriate for a rural location and which respects the 
character of the area. Non-conforming proposals will only be considered favourably in 
exceptional or mitigating circumstances.  
 
Policy D3 goes on to indicate that favourable consideration will be given to development 
proposals that are related to agriculture, forestry, outdoor recreation, renewable energy and other 
uses appropriate to the rural area. Any decision will take into consideration the impact of the 
proposals will have on the function of the greenbelt and the viability of important agricultural land. 
Development must be sympathetic in scale and design to the rural location and landscape. 
 
The applicant has indicated that the proposed house is to include independent living for a 
disabled family member that does not exist in the current family home. The proposed house is to 
be a family home and not for any of the uses/development types specified in Policy D3. Although 
particular needs for the family member are indicated no specific justification as to why this house 
has to be located in the greenbelt or why he/or his family has to live in the greenbelt has been 
given by the applicant. 
 
The Rural Development Supplementary Planning Guidance indicates that a new dwellinghouse 
will only be permitted in the greenbelt where it can be clearly demonstrated there is a specific 
and properly evidenced need for the dwelling to be sited at that location in the countryside and 
there is no other suitable property available; it is demonstrated that account has been taken of 
the possibility of conversion or rehabilitation of an existing building in the countryside, or locating 
a new building on a brownfield site; it is required for a person engaged locally in full-time 
employment in agriculture or other appropriate rural use and this is controlled through an 
occupancy restriction that may be subject to a section 75 agreement. 
 
The applicant has not provided any supporting information on how the proposed development 
accords with these criteria. 
 
It therefore has to be determined whether there are any material planning considerations that 
would allow the development to proceed. 
 
In terms of the applicant's justification for the development the following comments are made. 
 
The applicant's assertions that the watercourse offers a strong defensible boundary and the site 
does not function as greenbelt land are not agreed with. The watercourse is not prominent in the 
landscape and has very little visual impact in the wider landscape whereas the trees/vegetation 

95



along the line of the former railway line forms a strong landscape feature and delineation feature 
that separates the built-up area from the countryside beyond.   
 
The site could be tidied up without the requirement to have development as a pre-requisite for 
doing this. In views from the surrounding countryside the current condition of the site is not 
significant and would not be considered to be an eyesore or detracts in a significant way from the 
setting of the village. 
 
There is no such Policy E19 in the adopted East Renfrewshire Local Development Plan. 
 
The use of the site to store silage is considered to be an appropriate use for this site. 
 
The Council's Roads Service has been consulted on the application and has not responded at 
the time of writing. It is considered that the required sightlines can be provided at the existing 
access into the site. 
 
SEPA has been consulted on the application and has no objections on flood risk grounds and 
has indicated that the potential flood risk from the small watercourse is recognised and that the 
proposed development is set as far back as possible from the small watercourse with appropriate 
finished floor level. 
 
The personal circumstances of the family member are noted however the relevant policies 
against which the application has to be determined do not provide an exception on this basis. In 
addition there is a site very close off Pollock Avenue that has been identified for housing 
development in the LDP (under Policy SG1.36). This site has yet to be developed and the 
applicant has not indicated why this site has been discounted in favour of the application site.   
 
It should be noted that planning permission (in outline) for a dwellinghouse was refused at this 
site in March 2003 (2002/0832/TP) as being contrary to the policies of the Local Plans at that 
time as being a house in the greenbelt without specific justification and setting an undesirable 
precedent. 
 
Planning permission (in outline) for a dwellinghouse at this location was again refused in October 
2003 (2003/0561/TP) for the same reasons as above. A subsequent appeal was dismissed by 
the Scottish Ministers in June 2004 as the proposal was not consistent with the relevant 
provisions of the development plan and that no exception to these provisions was justified by 
other material considerations. 
 
The applicant has also referred to comments from the appeal decision against the refusal of 
2003/0561/TP at this site in 2004 (contained in paragraph 13) which refers to the Cast Burn 
being capable of forming a new defensible boundary; that it adheres to policy principles at that 
time of developing brownfield land or being adjacent to existing settlements; and an agricultural 
justification is not required for development in the greenbelt. 
 
It should be noted that the appointed Reporter, in making his decision, did not consider the 
existing greenbelt boundary to be weak at this point or that the boundary could be made stronger 
or more defensible. The Reporter considered the belt of trees following the former railway line 
marks a clear boundary which produces an attractive soft edge to this side of the village and 
effectively screens the houses behind. 
 
In terms of the grounds of objection that have not been addressed in the assessment above the 
following comments are made. If the development is approved it is not considered that it would 
set a precedence for future applications as such applications would be assessed against the 
relevant development plan policies and material planning considerations at that time. The 
applicant has referred to the proposed house being for independent living for a family member 
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which does not exist at present although has not specified what these needs are. The indicated 
size of the proposed house is not relevant to the assessment of this particular application as it is 
seeking permission for the principle of the development. If approved the size, massing, scale, etc 
of any house would be assessed in a subsequent detailed application to ensure the house was 
appropriate for this location.  
 
In terms of the support for the application that have not been addressed in the assessment above 
the following comments are made. Although the site had a historical connection with the village 
this does not now justify a house on the site. The designation as non-agricultural land in an 
agricultural grant application is not a material planning consideration. 
 
Overall conclusion 
 
The Planning Act requires decisions on planning applications to be made in accordance with the 
development plan unless material considerations indicate otherwise. Case law states if a 
proposal accords with the development plan and there are no material considerations indicating 
that it should be refused, permission should be granted. The same case law states if the proposal 
does not accord with the development plan, it should be refused unless there are material 
considerations indicating that it should be granted. 
 
The proposed development does not accord with Policy D3 as it is not for one of the 
uses/development types specified within the Policy. The applicant has not offered any 
exceptional or mitigating circumstances that could be considered to be material considerations in 
order to allow approval against this Policy. The matters that the applicant has referred to in 
support of the application, either individually or cumulatively, justify approving this development 
against policy at this greenbelt location. 
 
It is therefore recommended that the application be refused.  
 
RECOMMENDATION: Refuse 
 
PLANNING OBLIGATIONS:   None   
 
REASON FOR REFUSAL: 
  

1. The proposed development is contrary to Policy D3 of the adopted East 
Renfrewshire Local Development Plan as it is not related to agriculture, forestry, 
outdoor recreation, renewable energy or other uses appropriate to the rural area. 
The applicant has also not given any exceptional or mitigating circumstances that 
would allow the development to be approved against Policy D3. There are no 
material planning considerations that would allow the development to be approved 
against Policy D3. 

 
ADDITIONAL NOTES: None 
 
ADDED VALUE:    None 
 
BACKGROUND PAPERS: 
 
Further information on background papers can be obtained from Mr Sean McDaid on 0141 577 
3339. 
 
Ref. No.:  2017/0289/TP 
  (SEMC) 
 

97



DATE:  28th June 2017 
 
DIRECTOR OF ENVIRONMENT  
 
Reference: 2017/0289/TP - Appendix 1 
 
Strategic Development Plan 
This proposal raises no strategic issues in terms of the Glasgow and the Clyde Valley Strategic 
Development Plan and therefore the East Renfrewshire Local Plan is the relevant policy 
document 
 
Adopted East Renfrewshire Local Development  Plan  
Policy D1 
Detailed Guidance for all Development 
Proposals for development should be well designed, sympathetic to the local area and 
demonstrate that the following criteria have been considered, and, where appropriate, met. In 
some cases, where the criteria have not been met, a written justification will be required to assist 
with assessment.  
 
1.       The development should not result in a significant loss of character or amenity to the  
          surrounding area;   
2.       The proposal should be of a size, scale, massing and density that is in keeping with the  
          buildings in the locality and should respect local architecture, building form, design, and  
          materials;  
3.       The amenity of neighbouring properties should not be adversely affected by unreasonably  
          restricting their sunlight or privacy. Additional guidance on this issue is available in the  
          Daylight and Sunlight Design Guide Supplementary Planning Guidance; 
4.       The development should not impact adversely on landscape character or the green  
          network, involve  a significant loss of trees or other important landscape,  
          greenspace or biodiversity features; 
5.       Developments should incorporate green infrastructure including access, landscaping,  
          greenspace, water management and Sustainable Urban Drainage Systems at the outset  
          of the design process. Where appropriate, new tree or shrub planting should be  
          incorporated using native species.  The physical area of any development covered  
          by impermeable surfaces should be kept to a minimum to assist with flood risk  
          management.  Further guidance is contained within the Green Network and  
          Environmental Management Supplementary Planning Guidance; 
6.       Development should create safe and secure environments that reduce the scope for 
         anti-social  behaviour and fear of crime;  
7.       Developments must be designed to meet disability needs and include provision for  
         disabled access   within public areas;  
8.       The Council will not accept 'backland' development, that is, development without a  
          road frontage; 
9.       Parking and access requirements of the Council should be met in all development and  
          appropriate mitigation measures should be introduced to minimise the impact of new  
          development.  Development should take account of the principles set out in 'Designing  
          Streets';   
10.     Development should minimise the extent of light pollution caused by street and  
          communal lighting  and any floodlighting associated with the development;  
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11.     Developments should include provision for the recycling, storage, collection and 
          composting of waste  materials; 
12.     Where possible, all waste material arising from construction of the development should  
          be retained  on-site for use as part of the new development; 
13.     Where applicable, new development should take into account the legacy of former mining 
          activity; 
 14.    Development should enhance the opportunity for and access to sustainable transportation, 
          including provision for bus infrastructure, and particularly walking and cycle opportunities  
          including cycle parking and provision of facilities such as showers/lockers, all where  
          appropriate.  The Council will not support development on railways solums or other  
          development that would remove opportunities to enhance pedestrian and cycle access  
          unless mitigation measures have been demonstrated; 
15.     The Council requires the submission of a design statement for national and major  
          developments.  Design statements must also be submitted in cases where a local  
          development relates to a site within  a conservation area or Category A listed building in 
          line with Planning Advice Note 68: Design Statements.  
16.     Where applicable, developers should explore opportunities for the provision of digital  
          infrastructure to new homes and business premises as an integral part of development. 
 
Policy D3 
Green Belt and Countryside Around Towns  
Development in the green belt and countryside around towns as defined in the Proposals Map, 
will be strictly controlled and limited to that which is required and is appropriate for a rural location 
and which respects the character of the area. 
 
Where planning permission is sought for development proposals, within the green belt or 
countryside around towns and these are related to agriculture, forestry, outdoor recreation, 
renewable energy and other uses appropriate to the rural area, the Council will consider them 
sympathetically subject to compliance with other relevant policies of the Plan.  Any decision will, 
however, take into consideration the impact the proposals will have on the function of the green 
belt and countryside around towns and the viability of important agricultural land.  Development 
must be sympathetic in scale and design to the rural location and landscape.  
 
Further detailed information and guidance is provided in the Rural Development Guidance 
Supplementary Planning Guidance. 
 
GOVERNMENT GUIDANCE: 
 
Scottish Planning Policy indicates that where a planning authority considers it appropriate, such 
as in the most pressured areas, the development plan may designate a green belt around a town 
to support the spatial strategy by: directing development to the most appropriate locations and 
supporting regeneration; protecting and enhancing the character, landscape setting and identity 
of the settlement; and protecting and providing access to open space. Local development plans 
should show the detailed boundary of any green belt and describe the types and scales of 
development which would be appropriate within a green belt. 
 
Scottish Planning Policy on Rural Development in the pressurised areas easily accessible from 
Scotland's cities and main towns, where ongoing development pressures are likely to continue, it 
is important to protect against an unsustainable growth in car-based commuting and the 
suburbanisation of the countryside, particularly where there are environmental assets such as 
sensitive landscapes or good quality agricultural land. Plans should make provision for most new 
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urban development to take place within, or in planned extensions to, existing settlements. In 
remote and fragile areas outwith defined small towns the emphasis should be on maintaining and 
growing communities by encouraging development that provides suitable sustainable economic 
activity, while preserving important environmental assets such as landscape and wildlife habitats 
that underpin continuing tourism visits and quality of place. In areas of intermediate accessibility 
and pressure for development, plans should be tailored to local circumstances, seeking to 
provide a sustainable network of settlements and a range of policies that provide for additional 
housing requirements, economic development, and the varying proposals that may come 
forward, while taking account of the overarching objectives and other elements of the plan. 
 
Finalised 28/06/2017.IM. 
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