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PERTH AND KINROSS COUNCIL 
 

 
Mrs Sarah Barratt 
The Old School  
3 Church Road 
Kinfauns 
Perth 
PH2 7LD 
 

Pullar House 
35 Kinnoull Street 
PERTH   
PH1  5GD 
 

 Date 28th August 2012 
 

 
TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING (SCOTLAND) ACT  

 
Application Number: 12/00667/IPL 

 
 
I am directed by the Planning Authority under the Town and Country Planning 
(Scotland) Acts currently in force, to refuse your application registered on 30th May 
2012 for permission for Erection of a dwelling house (in principle) Land 250 
Metres South West Of 3 Old School Church Road Kinfauns    for the reasons 
undernoted.   
 
 
 
 
 
 

Development Quality Manager 
 
 

Reasons for Refusal 
 
1.  As the proposal does not have an established landscaping framework, the proposal 

is contrary to Policy 1 of the Perth Area Local Plan 1995 (Incorporating Alteration 
No1, Housing Land 2000), which seeks to ensure that all sites are large enough to 
accommodate the development proposed. 

 
2 As the proposal relates to an isolated site, the proposal is contrary to Policy 32 of 

the Perth Area Local Plan 1995 (Incorporating Alteration No1, Housing Land 2000) 
as the proposal does not accord with any of the acceptable categories of 
development i.e. (a) development zones (b) building groups (c) renovation of 
abandoned houses (d) replacement houses (e) conversion of non-domestic 
buildings (f) operational need. 
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3 As the proposal relates to an isolated site and there is insufficient justification to 
support the proposal as an exceptional stand alone dwelling, the proposal is 
contrary to the Council’s Policy on Housing in the Countryside (2009) as the 
proposal does not accord with any of the acceptable categories of development i.e. 
(1) Building Groups (2) Infill Sites (3) New houses in the open countryside (4) 
Renovation or Replacement (5) Conversion or Replacement of Redundant Non-
Domestic buildings or (6) Rural Brownfield Land. 

 
 
Justification 
 
The proposal is not in accordance with the Development Plan and there are no 
material reasons which justify approval of the application. 
 
 
Notes 
 
 
 
The plans relating to this decision are listed below and are displayed on Perth and 
Kinross Council’s website at www.pkc.gov.uk “Online Planning Applications” page 
 
Plan Reference 
 
12/00667/1 
 
12/00667/2 
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PERTH AND KINROSS COUNCIL 
 

ERECTION OF A DWELLING HOUSE (IN PRINCIPLE) LAND 250 METRES 
SOUTH WEST OF 3 OLD SCHOOL, CHURCH ROAD, KINFAUNS 

 
DELEGATED REPORT OF HANDLING 

 
Ref No 12/00667/IPL 
Ward N1 – Carse 

 
Decision to be Issued? 

Target 30 July 2012 

Case Officer Team Leader 

Yes No 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Refuse the planning application on the grounds that the proposal is contrary to both the 
Development Plan and the 2009 HITCP.  
 
 
 
BACKGROUND & DESCRIPTION  
 
The application site relates to a regular shaped site at Kinfauns which was formerly 
part of the construction site associated with the A90 Kinfauns flyover project. The 
0.015 ha site is approx 32m in its width (east to west) and approx 66m in its length 
(north to south) and sits in a dip in the landscape north of the flyover and south of 
Church Road, a run of residential properties. Immediately to the west of the site is a 
mature tree belt, with the other boundaries defined by a combination of post and wire 
fencing and planted hedgerows. Vehicular access to the site is via an existing tarmac 
entrance which leads into the adjoining field.  
 
The site lies within an Area of Great Landscape Value as defined in the adopted 
Local Plan, and within the Green Belt as defined in the proposed Local Development 
Plan 2012.  
 
This planning application seeks to obtain a planning in principle consent for the 
erection of a single dwelling. A new vehicular access from the existing tarmac 
entrance will be formed. 
 
 
APPRASIAL 
 
Sections 25 and 37(2) of the TCP (S) Act 1997 (as amended by the 2006 act) 
requires the determination of the planning application to be made in accordance with 
the provisions of the Development Plan, unless other material considerations indicate 
otherwise. The Development Plan for the area comprises the recently approved Tay 
Plan 2012, and the adopted Perth Area Local Plan 1995 (Incorporating Alteration 
No1, Housing Land 2000).  
 
In terms of the Development Plan, although there are general policies of relevance 
contained in the Tay Plan, the principal policies of specific relevance to this proposal 
are contained in the Local Plan. Within the Local Plan, the site lies within the 
landward area of the Plan where Policies 1 and 32 are directly applicable. Policy 32 
refers to new Housing in the Countryside, whilst Policy 1 relates to all new 
developments within the landward area and seeks (amongst other things) to ensure 
that all new sites are compatible with existing land uses and that all new sites have a 
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suitable landscape framework which is capable of absorbing the development which 
is proposed. In addition to this, Policy 12 of the Local Plan, states that there will be a 
presumption against new development within the AGLV, unless there is a proven 
operational need.  
 
In terms of other material considerations, National Planning Guidance, the Councils 
other approved policies on Primary Education and HITCP (2009) and contents of the 
proposed LDP are all material considerations.  
 
Based on the above, I ultimately consider the key test(s) of the acceptability of this 
planning application to be;- 
 
a) whether or not the site has a good existing landscape framework 
b) whether or not the site is compatible with its surrounding land uses  
(collectively an assessment against Policy 1 of the PALP) and 
 
c) whether or not the proposal will adversely affect the landscape character of the 
AGLV and; 
 
d) whether or not the proposal is acceptable in land use terms (i.e. compliance with 
the HITCP’s). 
 
I shall address these issues in turn.  
 
In terms of compatibility with existing land uses, the principal neighbouring land uses 
of note is the busy A90 which is approx 100m from the site in a due south direction. 
There is no question in my mind that traffic noise from the A90 will result in an 
amenity issue for future occupiers, particularly during the night and I note that my 
colleagues in Environmental Health have raised concerns based on the information 
which has been submitted. However, I am reluctant to ask the applicant for a full NIA 
at this stage (based on the ultimate recommendation), so to this end, in the event 
that the inevitable appeal to the LRB were to be successful, I strongly recommend 
that an appropriately worded condition is attached to any consent which requires the 
submission of a full NIA as part of any detailed planning application. The NIA must 
include mitigation measures for noise from the A90, which may require bunding or re-
contouring of the land between the site and the road.  
 
In terms of the existing landscape framework, I accept that the site does have a 
definitive boundary along its western side via mature existing trees, however the 
remaining boundaries are all relatively new and comprise fencing and hedgerows - 
which I do not necessary consider to constitute a good landscape framework. I 
appreciate that the applicants have undertaken excessive tree planting over the last 
few years to try and reform the landscape after the construction works were 
completed at the flyover, however at the present time I do not consider the landscape 
characteristics of this site to be sufficient to merit it being classed as an acceptable 
housing site.  
 
In terms of the impact on the landscape character of the area, and the impact on the 
AGLV, as stated previously the Local Plan (through Policy 12) states that there is a 
presumption against new development within the AGLV, unless the development 
proposed is directly linked to operational need. However, the Council has taken a 
more liberal approach to this specific policy in this area in the past, with each 
proposal considered on its own individual merits, largely based on whether or not the 
proposal would have an adverse landscape impact. In this case, the site is clearly 
divorced from any existing building group and although the site sits in a hollow dip, a 
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dwelling in this location will be visible from passing roads. However, its visibility will 
be somewhat limited, largely due to the fact that the site would not be in the natural 
sightlines of the passing roads. To this end, I am not convinced that in landscape 
terms the proposal will have an adverse impact on the landscape character of the 
AGLV.  
 
Turning to the key issue of the acceptability of the land use (for residential), as the 
site falls within the landward area of the PALP, the proposal falls to be assessed 
against the Housing in the Countryside Policies (HITCP) as contained firstly within 
the Local Plan (Policy 32), and secondly, the revised HITCP of 2009. The applicants 
have made the application based on their view that the proposal accords with the 
2009 HITCP, namely category 3.4 which relates to houses for local people. This 
category offers some scope for new housing when the new house is house required 
for a local applicant who has lived and/or worked in the area for at least 3 years, and 
is currently inadequately housed.  
 
The applicants presently owns a dwelling along Church Road, however this property 
is now not large enough for their family and without being able to readily extend their 
property, a new build on land which they own is considered by them to be the only 
scope for larger accommodation as their personal circumstances does not allow 
them to buy a larger property. Although I have some sympathy with the applicant’s 
position, I do not consider the underlining aims of this section of the policy to allow for 
existing home owners to build a new house on sites which would ordinary not comply 
with the HITCP. The aim of this section of the HITCP is, in my opinion more aligned 
towards offering some scope for first time permanent accommodation to be provided 
(in a suitable location) to someone who is perhaps long term renting or living 
permanently in temporary accommodation i.e. a static caravan, whilst still working 
and living in the local area – and looking to remain in the area for the long term. The 
position that the applicants find themselves in is both unfortunate and problematic, 
but it is nevertheless the same position a number of households find themselves in 
across not only the county but the country, with the only exception being that the 
applicants in this case have an area of land within their ownership which they wish to 
relocate too as a solution to their housing problem. I therefore do not consider this 
proposal to accord with this section of the HITCP.  
 
Lastly, the 2009 also HITCP offers some scope for the re-development of Brownfield 
Land, where the proposal would remove dereliction and result in a significant 
environmental improvement. Although the site by definition, could perhaps be argued 
to be Brownfield due to its involvement in the flyover construction, it is nevertheless 
now a Greenfield with no obvious visual remains of the former engineering works on 
the site and no visual evidence of any dereliction. I therefore find it difficult to offer 
any support for the proposal under this section of the 2009 Policy either.  
 
In terms of other material contributions, this includes consideration of the PGN on 
Education, consideration of the LDP and consideration of bio-diversity issues. In 
terms of the PGN on Education, as the proposal is for planning consent in principle, 
in the event that an appeal to the LRB were to be successful, an appropriately 
worded condition should be attached to the consent seeking compliance with the 
PGN.  
 
Within the proposed LDP, the site lies within the landward area and within the area 
which has been designated as a Green Belt. Policy NE3 of the LDP states that the 
Housing in the Countryside Policies do not apply within the Green Belt and that any 
development must be limited to agriculture, horticulture or forestry operations. I 
consider the identification of the area as a Green Belt to increase the restrictions on 
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development (from that of the AGLV designation in the Local Plan) in this area, and 
although I am not convinced that the proposal would have an impact on the 
landscape character of the area, the proposal is nevertheless contrary to the LDP 
and there is little justification to support a departure from this i.e. no compliance with 
other relevant policies.  
 
Lastly, in terms of bio-diversity although I have no knowledge of any protected 
species being present within the site, it is likely that some local wildlife maybe 
present within the site. However, I consider this matter to be fully addressable at a 
detailed application stage with the submission of a habitat / species survey.  
 
I appreciate that the development has gained support from the local community; 
however I do not consider this to be sufficient to justify a departure from approved 
Council policy. To this end, I recommend the planning application for a refusal.  
 
 
NATIONAL PLANNING GUIDANCE / POLICIES 
 
The Scottish Government expresses its planning policies through The National 
Planning Framework 1 & 2, the Scottish Planning Policy (SPP), Planning Advice 
Notes (PAN), Designing Places, Designing Streets, and a series of Circulars.  

 
The Scottish Planning Policy 2010 
 
This SPP is a statement of Scottish Government policy on land use planning and 
contains: 
 

 the Scottish Government’s view of the purpose of planning, 
 the core principles for the operation of the system and the objectives for key 

parts of the system, 
 statutory guidance on sustainable development and planning under Section 

3E of the Planning etc. (Scotland) Act 2006, 
 concise subject planning policies, including the implications for development 

planning and development management, and  
 the Scottish Government’s expectations of the intended outcomes of the 

planning system. 
 
Of relevance to this application is paragraphs 92-97 which relates to rural 
development 
 
Planning Advice Note 73 – Housing in the Countryside 
 
Designing Places, published in November 2001, sets out the then Scottish 
Executive’s expectations of the planning system to deliver high standards of design 
in development for rural and urban areas. The design based Planning Advice Note 
(PAN) series is an additional means by which we can maintain the profile of design 
and identify best practice in planning for  high quality development. This PAN 
supersedes and reinforces many of the key themes set out in PAN 36 Siting and 
Design of New Housing in the Countryside (published in 1991) and brings the advice 
up to date with the new emphasis on design and quality. The advice in this PAN sets 
out key design principles which need to be taken into account: by applicants when 
planning a new development and by planning authorities, when preparing 
development plans and supporting guidance, and determining applications. The 
purpose is to create more opportunities for good quality rural housing which respects 
Scottish landscapes and building traditions. The advice should not, however, be seen 
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as a constraint on architects and designers wishing to pursue innovative and 
carefully considered contemporary designs. 
 
 
DEVELOPMENT PLAN 
 
The Development Plan for the area comprises the approved Tay Plan 2012 and the 
adopted Perth Area Local Plan 1995 (Incorporating Alteration No1, Housing Land 
2000). Within the Tay Plan there are no specific policies of specific relevance 
relevant to this proposal.  
 
Within the Local Plan, the site lies within the landward area, where the following 
policies are directly relevant.  
 
Policies 1(General Development) states that all developments within the Plan area 
will be judged against the following criteria (amongst others) 
 

• The site should have a landscape framework capable of absorbing, and if 
necessary, screening the development, and where appropriate opportunities 
for landscape enhancement will be sought. 

 
• The development should be compatible with it’s surroundings in land use 

terms and should not result in a significant loss of amenity to the local 
community. 

 
Policy 12 (AGLV) states that there will be a presumption against built development 
within the AGLV, except for operational need.  
 
Policy 32 (Housing in the Countryside Policy) is the local plan version of the Council 
in the Housing in the Countryside Policy which offers support for new housing 
providing that certain criteria can be met.  
 
 
OTHER COUNCIL POLICIES 
 
Proposed LDP 2012 
 
The adopted Local Plan will eventually be replaced by the Proposed Local 
Development Plan. The Council’s Development Plan Scheme sets out the timescale 
and stages leading up to adoption. Currently undergoing a period of representation, 
the Proposed Local Development Plan may be modified and will be subject to 
examination prior to adoption. This means that it is not expected that the Council will 
be in a position to adopt the Local Development Plan before December 2014. It is 
therefore a material consideration in the determination of this application. 
 
Within the proposal LDP, the site lies within the landward area within an area 
identified as a Green Belt, where Policy NE5 is directly applicable. This policy 
explicitly states that the HITCP does not apply in this area.  
  
Housing in the Countryside Policy 2009 
 
This policy is the most recent expression of Council policy towards new housing in 
the open countryside, and is applicable across the entire landward area of Perth & 
Kinross. This policy offers a more up to date expression of Council Policy towards 
housing in the countryside to that contained the Local Plans and recognises that 
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most new housing will continue to be in or adjacent to existing settlements, and 
states that the Council will support proposals for the erection of single houses in the 
countryside which fall into certain specified categories.  
 
Planning Guidance Note – Developer Contributions May 2009 
 
Across Scotland local authorities are having difficulty maintaining and developing 
infrastructure in order to keep up with the pressures of new development. Additional 
funding sources beyond that of the local authority are required to ensure that 
infrastructure constraints do not inhibit sustainable economic growth. 
 
Planning Guidance Note–Primary Education & New Housing Development May 2009 
 
This guidance sets out the basis on which Perth and Kinross Council will seek to 
secure contributions from developers of new homes towards the cost of meeting 
primary education infrastructure improvements necessary as a consequence of 
development. All new housing from the date of adoption including those on sites 
identified in adopted Local Plans will have the policy applied. 
 
 
SITE HISTORY 
 
None relevant to this proposal.  
 
 
 
PKC CONSULTATIONS 
 
Transport Planning have commented on the planning application and have raised no 
concerns.  
 
ECS has commented on the planning application and confirmed that the local 
primary school is operating presently operating at over its 80% capacity.  
 
Environmental Health Manager has commented on the proposal and indicated that a 
NIA is required to ensure that noise from the nearby A90 can be suitability mitigated.  
 
 
EXTERNAL CONSULTATIONS 
 
Scottish Water have been consulted on the planning application and raised no 
comment.  
 
 
REPRESENTATIONS RECEIVED 
 
Six letters of representations have been received from individuals, all supporting the 
proposal.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

414



 

 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 
 
Environment Statement Not required 
Screening Opinion Not required.   
Environmental Impact Assessment Not required 
Appropriate Assessment Not required  
Design Statement / Design and Access 
Statement Not required 

Report on Impact or Potential Impact None  
 
 
PUBLICITY UNDERTAKEN 
 
The application was advertised in the local press on the 8 June 2012.  
 
 
LEGAL AGREEMENTS REQUIRED                 
 
None required. 
 
 
DIRECTION BY SCOTTISH MINISTERS                
 
None applicable to this proposal.  
 
 
RECOMMENDED REASONS FOR REFUSAL  
 
1 As the proposal does not have an established landscaping framework, the 

proposal is contrary to Policy 1 of the Perth Area Local Plan 1995 
(Incorporating Alteration No1, Housing Land 2000), which seeks to ensure 
that all sites are large enough to accommodate the development proposed. 

 
2 As the proposal relates to an isolated site, the proposal is contrary to Policy 

32 of the Perth Area Local Plan 1995 (Incorporating Alteration No1, Housing 
Land 2000) as the proposal does not accord with any of the acceptable 
categories of development i.e. (a) development zones (b) building groups (c) 
renovation of abandoned houses (d) replacement houses (e) conversion of 
non-domestic buildings (f) operational need. 

 
3 As the proposal relates to an isolated site and there is insufficient justification 

to support the proposal as an exceptional stand alone dwelling, the proposal 
is contrary to the Council’s Policy on Housing in the Countryside (2009) as the 
proposal does not accord with any of the acceptable categories of 
development i.e. (1) Building Groups (2) Infill Sites (3) New houses in the 
open countryside (4) Renovation or Replacement (5) Conversion or 
Replacement of Redundant Non-Domestic buildings or (6) Rural Brownfield 
Land. 
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JUSTIFICATION 
 
The proposal is not in accordance with the Development Plan and there are no 
material reasons which justify approval of the application.  
 
 
INFORMATIVES 
 
None 
 
 
PROCEDURAL NOTES 
 
None 
 
 
REFUSED PLANS 
 
12/00667/1 – 12/00667/2  
 
 

Note 
 

No background papers as defined by Section 50D of the Local Government (Scotland) Act 1973 (other than any 
containing confidential or exempt information) were relied on to any material extent in preparing the above Report, 

although six letters of representation have been received.  
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TCP/11/16(220) 
Planning Application 12/00667/IPL – Erection of a 
dwellinghouse (in principle) on land 250 metres south west 
of 3 Old School, Church Road, Kinfauns 
 
 

REPRESENTATIONS 
 

• Representation from Environmental Health Manager, dated 
11 June 2012 

• Representation from Transport Planning, dated 21 June 2012 
• Letter of Support from Ms H Barton, dated 22 June 2012 
• Letter of Support from 1 The Old School, Church Road, 

Kinfauns, dated 25 June 2012 
• Letter of Support from Mr and Mrs Mackinlay, dated 28 June 

2012 
• Letter of Support from Mrs J McGlinn 
• Letter of Support from Ms H Worthington 
• Representation from Mrs J McGlinn, dated 10 December 

2012 
• Representation from Mrs J Sampson, dated 17 December 

2012 
• Email from Applicant, dated 4 January 2013 
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M e m o r      

 

 
To   Head of Development Control 
    
 
 
Your ref PK/12/00667/IPL 
 
Date       11 June 2012 
 
The Environment Service 

a n d u m 
 

 
From  Environmental Health Manager 
    
    

 
Our ref  SP 
 
Tel No  (47)6460 
 
Pullar House, 35 Kinnoull Street, Perth PH1 5GD

 
 
Consultation on an Application for Planning Permission 
 
PK12/00667/IPL RE: Erection of a dwelling house (in principle) Land 250 Metres South West 
Of 3 Old School Church Road Kinfauns  for Mrs Sarah Barratt 
 
 
I refer to your letter dated 1 June in connection with the above application and have the 
following comments to make. 
 
Environmental Health 
 
Recommendation 
 
I do not believe that sufficient information has been provided to demonstrate that this 
is a suitable location for the proposed development.   I am currently unable to 
complete my appraisal of this application, and request that the application be deferred 
until a noise impact assessment has been submitted to, and evaluated by, this 
Service. 
 
Comments 
 
The application relates to the erection of a single dwelling house in an area between a major 
road flyover and Kinfauns village at a site to the south of 3 Old School at Kinfauns. The site 
is currently an undeveloped field on the edge of Perth, and there are other residential and 
holiday properties nearby, however the site in question is approximately 110 metres from the 
busy A90. 
 
In view of the above I have concerns that future residents of the proposed dwelling may be 
subject to traffic noise from the A90, especially during night time hours. I therefore advise that 
development shall not begin until a noise impact assessment is carried out by a suitably 
qualified consultant in accordance with PAN1/TAN1 guidance and has been submitted to and 
approved in writing by the planning authority. This assessment should include proposed 
mitigation measures such that an acceptable level of amenity is ensured for the proposed 
development. 
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Water 
 
It is our understanding that no existing private water supplies will be affected by the 
proposed activities therefore we have no comment at this time. 
 
 
Contaminated Land 
 
A search of historic records and a visit to the site did not raise any concerns regarding 
ground contamination therefore I have no adverse comments to make on the application.   
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The Environment 
Service  

M E M O R A N D U M 
    

To Andy Baxter From Niall Moran 
 Planning Officer  Transport Planning Technician 
   Transport Planning  
    
Our ref: NM Tel No. Ext 76512 
    
    
Your ref: 12/00667/IPL Date 21 June 2012 
  
 

Pullar House, 35 Kinnoull Street, Perth, PH1 5GD 

 
TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING (SCOTLAND) ACT 1997 & ROADS (SCOTLAND) ACT 1984 
 
With reference to the application 12/00667/IPL for planning consent for:- Erection of a dwelling house (in 
principle)  Land 250 Metres South West Of 3 Old School Church Road Kinfauns for Mrs Sarah Barratt 
 
Insofar as the Roads matters are concerned I do not object to the proposed development provided the conditions 
indicated below are applied, in the interests of pedestrian and traffic safety.  
 
• Prior to the occupation and use of the approved development all matters regarding access, car parking, road 

layout, design and specification, including the disposal of surface water, shall be in accordance with the 
standards required by the Council as Roads Authority and to the satisfaction of the Planning Authority. 

 
The applicant should be advised that in terms of Section 56 of the Roads (Scotland) Act 1984 he must obtain from 
the Council as Roads Authority consent to open an existing road or footway prior to the commencement of works. 
Advice on the disposal of surface water must be sought at the initial stages of design from Scottish Water and the 
Scottish Environmental Protection Agency. 
 
I trust these comments are of assistance. 
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From: Jamie Mackinlay  
Sent: 28 June 2012 17:08 
To: Development Management - Generic Email Account 
Subject: Barrett Family Planning Application - 12/00667/IPLn 
 
Dear Sirs  
We are writing to say that we strongly support Sarah and Tim Barrett's planning 
application, especially under 3.4 "Housing for local people". We have lived in 
Kinfauns since 2002 and for a long time we were the only residents with children. 
 LuckilyTim and Sarah have a family and they have become a key part of the 
community.  As a forester, Tim helped us prune trees and we have loved watching 
him farm his plot and cut back overgrown pathways.  They are great support to our 
large elderly population providing tea,company and odd jobs to a número of ladies. 
 Tim also helped lead the village in a right to buy application to use the glebe as a 
village place, planting Carse orchards, having bees and providing a venue for 
Halloween. 
 
 
We value having rural people and would like them to be able to stay to keep Kinfauns 
as a real rural hamlet .  We have objected to other planning applications because 
where they were/were to be built is on  a single track with poor water and drainage. 
 In both cases the developers did them for financial gain and have not put anything 
back into the community.  Tim and Sarah are a rural family who care about Kinfauns. 
For example, when a resident Sam died they planted a tree in their field to remember 
him by.  I found Otters and then some were run over on the a90, Tim contacted the 
wildlife trust. 
 
I have been to their home and it really is too small for toddlers and a dog.  without 
wanting to sound rude it is too cramped with no chance of privacy,  
 
 
The situation of the house will blend in just as the geese, sheep and chicken house 
have.  It is great to see a dormant plot thrive with a young family, too much of 
Kinfauns fell dormant..the kirk, the school and a community with no children. Please 
let them stay and grant them planning permission! 
 
 
Yours Sincerely 
 
 
 
 
Fiona and Jamie Mackinlay, Kinfauns House, Kinfauns,PH2 7LD 
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DevelopmentManagement@pkc.gov.uk 

Sarah and Tim Barratt  Planning Application – 12/00667/1PL
  

2009 Housing in the Countryside Policy – 3.4 Housing for Local People  

I want to support the Barratt family in their application for a 4 bedroom 
house in the small field they own in Kinfauns. I have known Sarah 
since she came to stay in Kinfauns in 2002.  

They are very much a part of Kinfauns and involved in the life and 
activities of Kinfauns. They have made many improvements to their 
field by planting trees and mending the fencing surrounding their 
property. They manage the wood and look after the path which is part 
of the Coronation Walk.  

There are limited opportunities to buy alternative property in Kinfauns 
and even then, the price of housing would prevent a family with a 
modest income from being able to consider buying. The house they are 
currently living in is a small 2 bedroom house with no opportunity to 
extend.  

I have seen the application and think that their choice of house and 
location in the field is sympathetic to the area and will have minimal 
impact on the surrounding locality. 

There are very few families with young children in Kinfauns and that is also  
why I fully support this application. 

Helen Worthington, Blaenafon, 1 Church Road, Kinfauns PH2 7LD 
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CHX Planning Local Review Body - Generic Email Account 

From: JOYCE SAMPSON
Sent: 17 December 2012 10:37
To: CHX Planning Local Review Body - Generic Email Account
Subject: Fw: Your Ref TCP/11/16 (220) Application Ref: 12/0067/IPL Erection of Dwelling House for Mr 

Tim Barratt.

Page 1 of 1

18/12/2012

 
17/12/2012 
  
Dear Sirs, 
  
I wish to reiterate everything stated in my initial support for this application and, after reading the reasons for 
refusal, to add a further couple of points. 
  
Firstly I cannot believe that it was stated that The Barratts are adequately housed. Their second bedroom has 
only a window in the ceiling and with a gap of about two feet between the youngsters beds there is no floor 
space for play indoors.  
The kitchen is small and the necessary dining area in the lounge limits space there also. 
  
In my opinion the Council's decision did not fully take into account the opportunity to help this young family 
with Policy 3.4. Houses for local people. There are only two young families in Kinfauns and we do not wish to 
lose one of them when this realistic solution is available. 
  
Finally it is obvious to me by the letters of support and no objections that this is a much loved family who are 
working in and with our small community and that they deserve this chance to stay among us. 
  
sincerely 
  
Joyce Sampson 
1, The Old School 
Church road 
Kinfauns 
PH1 7LD  
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CHX Planning Local Review Body - Generic Email Account 

From: Tim Barratt
Sent: 04 January 2013 10:49
To: CHX Planning Local Review Body - Generic Email Account
Cc: 
Subject: TCP/11/16(220) - 250 metres south west of 3 Old School, Church Road, Kinfauns

Page 1 of 1

08/01/2013

Dear Gillian, 
  
Thank you for your letter received by email on 24th December with the two further responses received in 
relation to our appeal. Please accept this email as our formal response in relation to these representations 
and note that we have no further comments to add.  
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