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PERTH AND KINROSS COUNCIL 
 

 
Mrs Laetitia Bradfield 
c/o Fouin + Bell Architects Ltd 
Fouin Bell 
1 John's Place 
Edinburgh 
City Of Edinburgh 
EH6 7EL 
 

Pullar House 
35 Kinnoull Street 
PERTH   
PH1  5GD 
 

 Date 4th May 2018 
 

 

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING (SCOTLAND) ACT  
 

Application Number: 18/00495/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 28th March 
2018 for permission for Residential development (in principle) Land 80 Metres 
South West Of Ardtigh Caledonian Crescent Gleneagles for the reasons 
undernoted.   
 
 
 

Interim Development Quality Manager 
 
 

Reasons for Refusal 
 
 
1 The proposal is contrary to the Scottish Government's Policy on Woodland 

Removal, as well as policy NE2A and NE2B of the Perth and Kinross Local 
Development Plan 2014 as the extent of tree felling on site associated with the 
formation of the access has not been quantified, accordingly the acceptability of 
the removal cannot be assessed. 

 
2.    The proposal is contrary to Policy PM1A and PM1B of the Perth and Kinross 

Local Development Plan 2014 as it has not been demonstrated how the access 
arrangement to the site relates to the woodland resource on the site to ensure the 
development contributes positively to the surrounding built and natural 
environment and that natural features are retained and sensitively integrated into 
the proposal. 
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3.    The proposal is contrary to Policy NE3 of the Perth and Kinross Local 
Development Plan 2014, as no survey information has been provided for the 
demolition of the dwellinghouse. Accordingly the ecological impact of the 
development cannot be ascertained and it cannot be shown that any impact can 
be satisfactorily mitigated to ensure the protection of wildlife and wildlife habitats. 

 
 
Justification 
 
 

The proposal is not in accordance with the Development Plan and there are no 
material reasons which justify departing from the Development Plan 

 
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 
 
18/00495/1 
 
18/00495/2 
 
18/00495/3 
 
18/00495/4 
 
18/00495/5 
 
18/00495/6 
 
18/00495/7 
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REPORT OF HANDLING 
 

DELEGATED REPORT 
 
 
Ref No 18/00495/IPL 

Ward No P7- Strathallan 

Due Determination Date 27.05.2018 

Case Officer John Russell 

Report Issued by  Date 

Countersigned by  Date 

 
 

PROPOSAL:  

 

Residential development (in principle) 

    

LOCATION:  Land 80 Metres South West Of Ardtigh Caledonian 

Crescent Gleneagles   

SUMMARY: 
 
This report recommends refusal of the application as the development is 
considered to be contrary to the relevant provisions of the Development Plan 
and there are no material considerations apparent which justify setting aside 
the Development Plan. 
 
DATE OF SITE VISIT:  30 April 2018 
 
SITE  PHOTOGRAPHS 
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BACKGROUND AND DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSAL 
 
Birchfield is a detached dwellinghouse on Caledonian Crescent in the 
established village of Gleneagles which is on the fringe of Auchterarder. The 
village has a population of approximately 300 people. The settlement plays an 
important role in the provision of low density residential development in a very 
high quality landscape framework. Tourism also plays an important role in the 
settlement and is a major provider of employment opportunities, particularly at 
The Gleneagles Hotel, which is specifically identified for its contribution to the 
provision of visitor accommodation in the Local Development Plan. 
 
Birchfiled is set in extensive garden grounds enclosed by woodland to the 
North and South of the site. The woodland to the north sits along Caledonian 
Crescent while the woodland to the south is adjacent to the Gleneagles 
Historic Garden and Designed Landscape and the Gleneagles Hotel golf 
course. 
 
The proposal is for the formation of residential development in principle. The 
submitted plans show the formation of two plots and their associated 
accesses. It has been confirmed that the existing house will be demolished to 
accommodate the development of the two plots. Plot 1 as delineated on the 
proposed site plan would be some 2707sqm in area while Plot 2 would be 
3332sqm in area. 
 
SITE HISTORY 
 
17/01968/IPL Residential development (in principle) 16 January 2018 
Application Withdrawn 
 
PRE-APPLICATION CONSULTATION 
 
Pre application Reference: Discussions undertaken as part of previous 
application. 
 
NATIONAL POLICY AND GUIDANCE 
 
The Scottish Government expresses its planning policies through The 
National Planning Framework, the Scottish Planning Policy (SPP), Planning 
Advice Notes (PAN), Creating Places, Designing Streets, National Roads 
Development Guide and a series of Circulars.   
 
DEVELOPMENT PLAN 
 

The Development Plan for the area comprises the TAYplan Strategic 
Development Plan 2016-2036 and the Perth and Kinross Local Development 
Plan 2014. 
 
TAYplan Strategic Development Plan 2016 – 2036 - Approved October 
2017 
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Whilst there are no specific policies or strategies directly relevant to this 
proposal the overall vision of the TAYplan should be noted.   The vision states 
“By 2036 the TAYplan area will be sustainable, more attractive, competitive 
and vibrant without creating an unacceptable burden on our planet. The 
quality of life will make it a place of first choice where more people choose to 
live, work, study and visit, and where businesses choose to invest and create 
jobs.” 
 
Perth and Kinross Local Development Plan 2014 – Adopted February 
2014 
 
The Local Development Plan is the most recent statement of Council policy 
and is augmented by Supplementary Guidance. 
 
The principal policies are, in summary: 
 
Policy PM1A - Placemaking   
Development must contribute positively to the quality of the surrounding built 
and natural environment, respecting the character and amenity of the place.  
All development should be planned and designed with reference to climate 
change mitigation and adaption. 
 
Policy PM1B - Placemaking   
All proposals should meet all eight of the placemaking criteria. 
 
Policy PM3 -   Infrastructure Contributions 
Where new developments (either alone or cumulatively) exacerbate a current 
or generate a need for additional infrastructure provision or community 
facilities, planning permission will only be granted where contributions which 
are reasonably related to the scale and nature of the proposed development 
are secured. 
 
Policy PM4 - Settlement Boundaries   
For settlements which are defined by a settlement boundary in the Plan, 
development will not be permitted, except within the defined settlement 
boundary. 
 
Policy RD1 - Residential Areas   
In identified areas, residential amenity will be protected and, where possible, 
improved. Small areas of private and public open space will be retained where 
they are of recreational or amenity value.  Changes of use away from ancillary 
uses such as local shops will be resisted unless supported by market 
evidence that the existing use is non-viable.  Proposals will be encouraged 
where they satisfy the criteria set out and are compatible with the amenity and 
character of an area. 
 
Policy TA1B -   Transport Standards and Accessibility Requirements 
Development proposals that involve significant travel generation should be 
well served by all modes of transport (in particular walking, cycling and public 
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transport), provide safe access and appropriate car parking. Supplementary 
Guidance will set out when a travel plan and transport assessment is required. 
 
Policy HE4 -   Gardens and Designed Landscapes 
The integrity of sites included on the Inventory of Gardens and Designated 
Landscapes will be protected and enhanced. 
 
Policy NE2A -   Forestry, Woodland and Trees 
Support will be given to proposals which meet the six criteria in particular 
where forests, woodland and trees are protected, where woodland areas are 
expanded and where new areas of woodland are delivered, securing 
establishment in advance of major development where practicable. 
 
Policy NE2B -   Forestry, Woodland and Trees 
Where there are existing trees on a development site, any application should 
be accompanied by a tree survey. There is a presumption in favour of 
protecting woodland resources. In exceptional circumstances where the loss 
of individual trees or woodland cover is unavoidable, mitigation measures will 
be required. 
 
Policy NE3 - Biodiversity   
All wildlife and wildlife habitats, whether formally designated or not should be 
protected and enhanced in accordance with the criteria set out. Planning 
permission will not be granted for development likely to have an adverse 
effect on protected species. 
 
Policy EP3B -   Water, Environment and Drainage 
Foul drainage from all developments within and close to settlement envelopes 
that have public sewerage systems will require connection to the public sewer. 
A private system will only be considered as a temporary measure or where 
there is little or no public sewerage system and it does not have an adverse 
effect on the natural and built environment, surrounding uses and the amenity 
of the area. 
 
Policy EP3C -   Water, Environment and Drainage 
All new developments will be required to employ Sustainable Urban Drainage 
Systems (SUDS) measures. 
 
OTHER POLICIES 
 
Development Contributions:- 
 
Sets out the Council’s Policy for securing contributions from developers of 
new homes towards the cost of meeting appropriate infrastructure 
improvements necessary as a consequence of development. 
 

CONSULTATION  RESPONSES 
 

Perth and Kinross Area Archaeologist – No objection. 
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Historic Environment Scotland – No response to date. 
 
Environmental Health – No response to date but an informative re 
contaminated land was recommended on the earlier withdrawn application. 
 
Transport Planning – No objection subject to conditional control. 
 
Scottish Water – No objection. 
 
Contributions Officer – No objection subject to conditional control. 
 
REPRESENTATIONS 
 
The following points were raised in the 1 representation received: 
 

 Traffic safety concerns. 

 The demolition of the house. 

 The proposal will result in the further sub-division in the crescent. 

 Concerns with disposal of surface water and impact on private sewage 
system.  

 
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION RECEIVED: 
 

Environmental Impact Assessment 

(EIA) 

Not Required 

Screening Opinion Not Required 

EIA Report Not Required 

Appropriate Assessment Not Required 

Design Statement or Design and 

Access Statement 

Not Required 

Report on Impact or Potential Impact 

eg Flood Risk Assessment 

Required 

 
APPRAISAL 
 
Sections 25 and 37 (2) of the Town and Country Planning (Scotland) Act 1997 
require that planning decisions be made in accordance with the development 
plan unless material considerations indicate otherwise.  The Development 
Plan for the area comprises the approved TAYplan 2016 and the adopted 
Perth and Kinross Local Development Plan 2014.   
 
The determining issues in this case are whether; the proposal complies with 
development plan policy; or if there are any other material considerations 
which justify a departure from policy. 
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Policy Appraisal 
 
The site is located within the Gleneagles settlement boundary where Policy 
RD1 of the adopted Local Development Plan 2014 applies.  This recognises 
that residential development within existing settlements can often make a 
useful contribution to the supply of housing land, but acknowledges the 
potential conflicts new development can have within the existing built 
environment. Proposals will be encouraged where they satisfy the criteria set 
out in the policy in particular criteria a) Infill residential development at a 
density which represents the most efficient use of the site while respecting its 
environs and c) proposals which will improve the character and environment 
of the area. In addition the policy seeks to retain areas of private and public 
open space where they are of recreational or amenity value. 
 
Policies PM1A and PM1B are also of relevance.  These policies require 
proposals to contribute positively to the surrounding built and natural 
environment and to respect the character and amenity of the place. Policy 
NE3 requires biodiversity to be taken into account while NE2 A seeks to 
protect trees and woodland. 
 
For reasons set out elsewhere in this report it is considered that this proposal 
is contrary to Policies NE3, NE2A PM1A and PM1B of the adopted Perth and 
Kinross Local Development Plan 2014. 
 
Landscape 
 
Section 159 of the Planning Act imposes a general duty on the Planning 
Authority to include appropriate provision for preservation and planting of 
trees. Local Plan Policy NE2B also seeks the submission of a tree survey 
where there are existing trees on a development site with NE2A protecting 
trees. 
 
The earlier application on this site was withdrawn to allow further supporting 
information to be submitted. A tree survey and tree constraints plan has been 
submitted in support of the application although confusingly a further 
indicative tree survey plan has been submitted with the application see 
18/00495/6. 
 
My assessment focuses on the tree position plan undertaken by Adam Reidi.  
This plan positions the trees within the Birchfield curtilage, categorises them 
and provides their crown spread and Root Protection Area.  However, the tree 
plan does not identify or quantify the extent of tree removal required to 
accommodate the new access to plot 1. While I note the quality of the trees 
along this area are categorised as ‘C’ I consider the tree grouping along this 
frontage does make a positive contribution to the amenity of the area thus the 
removal of the trees warrants clarification. It is disappointing that this has not 
been included as the need for clarity on tree removal was highlighted in the e-
mail dated the 09 January 2018 associated with the earlier withdrawn 
application. 
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As it stands the proposal at this stage does not fulfil the requirements of Policy 
NE2A and NE2B. 
 
It is worth noting that the group of trees to the south of the site make a 
contribution to the landscape setting of the Historic Garden and Designed 
Landscape. Retaining the majority of these trees along this boundary will 
ensure that the setting of the Historic Garden and Designed Landscape is 
maintained, see Policy HE4. 
 
Bio-diversity 
 
The development plan framework contains a number of policies that seek to 
protect important species and sites designated for their natural heritage 
interest and to ensure that proposals that may affect them are properly 
assessed. Policy 3: Managing TAYplan’s Assets seeks to respect the regional 
distinctiveness and scenic value and presumes against development which 
would adversely affect environmental assets. Policy NE3 Biodiversity confirms 
that protection should apply to all wildlife and wildlife habitats, whether 
formally designated or not. 
 
During the earlier application the need for survey work to enable an 
assessment against policy NE3 was highlighted in an e-mail dated the 09 
January 2018 to the agent. 
 

As discussed on the phone there is a requirement to take account of 
protected species, policy NE3. I require this information upfront so I can 
fully assess the acceptability of this proposal as part of this application. 
The survey work should focus on red squirrels and bats. This survey 
work may dictate the positioning of access into the site as well as 
possible mitigation. The survey work would need to extend to the 
existing dwelling if you intend to demolish this structure. 

 
Survey work has focused on the trees and garden. There is no assessment 
associated with the potential for bats to be present within the building to be 
demolished. A full assessment cannot be undertaken and applying the 
precautionary principle the application is contrary to Policy NE3. 
 
As noted under the landscape heading there is a requirement to understand 
the full extent of tree removal to accommodate the access. The extent of tree 
removal throughout the application site also has to be fully ascertained to 
enable a meaningful assessment against the protected species survey work 
undertaken to date (there may be further survey work required for example 
tree 0610). 
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Residential Amenity 
 
Privacy and Overlooking. 
 
It has now been clarified that the existing dwelling will be demolished with the 
plot sub-division running through the Birchfiled dwelling. My assessment does 
not need to assess the relationship of the Birchfiled dwelling and plot 1. 
 
Nevertheless the formation of plots within the urban environment has the 
potential to result in overlooking and overshadowing to neighbouring dwellings 
and garden ground. There is a need to secure privacy for all the parties to the 
development those who would live in the new dwellings and those that live in 
adjoining dwellings. Planning control has a duty to future occupiers not to 
create situations of potential conflict between neighbours.  
 
I consider the proposed plots can accommodate dwellings without resulting in 
an unacceptable level of overlooking based on the sub-division in the site 
plan. The final layout, scale and positioning of the dwellinghouses would be 
conditioned to allow further assessment through the matters specified by 
condition application or detailed applications.  
 

Overshadowing 
 
Although not a matter specifically referred to in ministerial guidance, the 
protection of neighbouring developments from unreasonable loss of light is a 
well established proper planning consideration as confirmed in Multi-Media 
Productions v S.O.S. & lslington L.B. 27/5/88. The Building Research 
Establishment (BRE) document ‘Site Layout Planning for Daylight and 
Sunlight-a guide to good practice 1991’ sets out guidelines on how to assess 
the potential impact, it should be noted that the standards are not mandatory 
and should be interpreted flexibly. 
 
Having had the opportunity to assess the plans the plots are extensive (Plot 1 
some 2707sqm in area, Plot 2 3332 sqm in area). 
  
I consider dwellings could be positioned to ensure a reasonable level of 
daylight and sunlight is maintained to neighbouring properties and 
neighbouring plots. This matter would be looked at in greater detail once a 
detailed scheme is submitted. 
 

Private amenity space 
 
The extent in which private amenity space is used relates specifically to the 
dwellings occupant. It is therefore particularly difficult to forecast the extent of 
garden ground required and ultimately overtime this will change with any new 
inhabitant. Nevertheless it is important to seek an outside area that can 
perform the minimum to be expected of a garden i.e. clothes drying, dustbin 
storage and sitting out.  
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In this regard I consider that an adequate level of private amenity space for 
the plots can be achieved to cater for the recreational and privacy needs of 
the proposed dwellings occupants both present and future. 
 
Roads and Access 
 
The road safety concerns have been raised in the representation received. 
 
The Council’s Transport Planning Section have been consulted on the 
application who have highlighted they have no objection subject to conditional 
control in the interest of pedestrian and traffic safety. There is no conflict with 
Policy TA1B. 
 
Drainage and Flooding 
 
I note that representation raises concern with the drainage arrangements in 
the area. The applicant has confirmed that the foul drainage will be connected 
to the sewer and a condition can be imposed to ensure this connection is 
achieved. A developer would need to secure a connection from Scottish 
Water and if there is a capacity problem this is a matter between the 
developer and network operator to resolve prior to development proceeding 
on the site. 
 
The site is not in an area subject to river flooding or surface water flooding on 
the SEPA flood maps. Disposal of surface water should be via a sustainable 
urban drainage system and this would need to be incorporated into the site 
layout to comply with policy EP3C. Given the size of both plots I consider this 
could be achieved by conditional control. 
 
Design and Layout 
 
The site requires to be assessed against the ‘Placemaking’ policies of the 
adopted local plan.  
 
Taking account of the discussions under the landscape heading there is a 
further requirement to ascertain how the access arrangement to the site 
relates to the woodland resource on the site.  
 
As a consequence the lack of information on this issue means there is a 
conflict with Policy PM1A which requires development to contribute positively 
to the quality of the surrounding built and natural environment and Policy 
PM1B which requires natural features that contribute to the local townscape to 
be retained and sensitively integrated into proposals. 
 
Developer Contributions 
 
Primary Education:- 
 
The Council Developer Contributions Supplementary Guidance requires a 
financial contribution towards increased primary school capacity in areas 
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where a primary school capacity constraint has been identified. A capacity 
constraint is defined as where a primary school is operating, or likely to be 
operating following completion of the proposed development and extant 
planning permissions, at or above 80% of total capacity.  
 
This proposal is within the catchment of Community School of Auchterarder 
Primary School. Conditional control is recommended to ascertain whether 
there is a constraint when detailed proposals come forward for the site, this 
would only apply to the additional plot. 
 

Auchterarder A9 Junction:- 
 
The Council Developer Contributions Supplementary Guidance requires 
contributions from developments within the Auchterarder and wider Strathearn 
housing market area towards meeting the cost of delivering the A9 junction 
improvements which are required in the interests of safety. The application 
falls within the identified A9 Junction Supplementary Guidance boundary and 
a contribution towards the Auchterarder A9 Junction Improvements would be 
required for the additional plot once a detailed application is submitted. 
Conditional control can be applied to secure this matter. 
 
Economic Impact 
 
The economic impact of the proposal is likely to be minimal and limited to the 
construction phase of the development. 
 
Conclusion 
 
In conclusion, the application must be determined in accordance with the 
adopted Development Plan unless material considerations indicate otherwise. 
In this respect, the proposal is not considered to comply with the approved 
TAYplan 2016 and the adopted Local Development Plan 2014. I have taken 
account of material considerations and find none that would justify overriding 
the adopted Development Plan. On that basis the application is recommended 
for refusal. 
 
APPLICATION PROCESSING TIME 
 
The recommendation for this application has been made within the statutory 
determination period. 
 
LEGAL  AGREEMENTS 
 
None required. 
 
DIRECTION BY SCOTTISH MINISTERS 
 
None applicable to this proposal. 
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RECOMMENDATION   
 
Refuse the application 
 
Reasons for Recommendation 
 
1 The proposal is contrary to the Scottish Government's Policy on 

Woodland Removal, as well as policy NE2A and NE2B of the Perth and 
Kinross Local Development Plan 2014 as the extent of tree felling on 
site associated with the formation of the access has not been 
quantified, accordingly the acceptability of the removal cannot be 
assessed. 

 
2 The proposal is contrary to Policy PM1A and PM1B of the Perth and 

Kinross Local Development Plan 2014 as it has not been demonstrated 
how the access arrangement to the site relates to the woodland 
resource on the site to ensure the development contributes positively to 
the surrounding built and natural environment and that natural features 
are retained and sensitively integrated into the proposal. 

 
3  The proposal is contrary to Policy NE3 of the Perth and Kinross Local 

Development Plan 2014, as no survey information has been provided 
for the demolition of the dwellinghouse. Accordingly the ecological 
impact of the development cannot be ascertained and it cannot be 
shown that any impact can be satisfactorily mitigated to ensure the 
protection of wildlife and wildlife habitats. 

 
Justification 
 
The proposal is not in accordance with the Development Plan and there are 
no material reasons which justify departing from the Development Plan 
 
Informatives 
 
None 
 
Procedural Notes 
 
Not Applicable. 
 
PLANS AND DOCUMENTS RELATING TO THIS DECISION 
 
18/00495/1 
 
18/00495/2 
 
18/00495/3 
 
18/00495/4 
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18/00495/5 
 
18/00495/6 
 
18/00495/7 
 
 
Date of Report   02.05.2018 
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Comments to the Development Quality Manager on a Planning Application 

Planning 
Application ref. 

18/00495/IPL Comments 
provided 
by 

Euan McLaughlin 
 

Service/Section Strategy & Policy 
 
 

Contact 
Details 

Development Negotiations 
Officer: 
Euan McLaughlin 

 
 

 

Description of 
Proposal 

Residential development (in principle) 
 
 

Address  of site Land 80 Metres South West Of Ardtigh, Gleneagles 
 

Comments on the 
proposal 
 
 
 
 

Primary Education   
 
With reference to the above planning application the Council Developer 
Contributions Supplementary Guidance requires a financial contribution 
towards increased primary school capacity in areas where a primary school 
capacity constraint has been identified. A capacity constraint is defined as 
where a primary school is operating, or likely to be operating following 
completion of the proposed development and extant planning permissions, at 
or above 80% of total capacity.  
 
This proposal is within the catchment of Community School of Auchterarder 
Primary School.  
 
Auchterarder A9 Junction  
 
With reference to the above planning application the Council Developer 
Contributions Supplementary Guidance requires contributions from 
developments within the Auchterarder and wider Strathearn housing market 
area towards meeting the cost of delivering the A9 junction improvements 
which are required in the interests of safety.  
 
The application falls within the identified A9 Junction Supplementary 
Guidance boundary and a condition to reflect this should be attached to any 
planning application granted. 
 

Recommended 
planning 
condition(s) 
 
 

Primary Education    
 
CO01 The development shall be in accordance with the requirements of 

Perth & Kinross Council’s Developer Contributions and Affordable 
Housing Supplementary Guidance 2016 in line with Policy PM3: 
Infrastructure Contributions of the Perth & Kinross Local 
Development Plan 2014 with particular regard to primary 
education infrastructure or such replacement Guidance and 
Policy which may replace these. 

 
RCO00 Reason – To ensure that the development approved makes a 

contribution towards increasing primary school provision, in 
accordance with Development Plan Policy and Supplementary 
Guidance. 
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Auchterarder A9 Junction  
 
CO03         The development shall be in accordance with the requirements of 

Perth & Kinross Council’s Developer Contributions and Affordable 
Housing Supplementary Guidance 2016 in line with Policy PM3: 
Infrastructure Contributions of the Perth & Kinross Local 
Development Plan 2014 with particular regard to Auchterarder A9 
Junction Improvements or such replacement Guidance and Policy 
which may replace these. 

 
RCO00 Reason – To ensure that the development approved makes a 

contribution towards the Auchterarder A9 Junction Improvements, 
in accordance with Development Plan Policy and Supplementary 
Guidance. 

 

Recommended 
informative(s) for 
applicant 
 
 

N/A 
 

 

Date comments 
returned 

11 April 2018 
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Comments to the Development Quality Manager on a Planning Application 

Planning 
Application ref. 

18/00495/IPL Comments 
provided by 

Dean Salman 
Development Engineer 

Service/Section Transport Planning Contact 
Details 

 
 

Description of 
Proposal 

Residential development (in principle) 

Address  of site Birchfield, Caledonian 
Crescent, Gleneagles, Auchterarder, PH3 1NG 

Comments on the 
proposal 
 
 
 
 

Insofar as the Roads matters are concerned I have no objections to this 
proposal on the following condition. 

Recommended 
planning 
condition(s) 
 
 

Prior to the occupation and use of the approved development all matters 
regarding access, car parking, public transport facilities, walking and cycling 
facilities, the 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 (as detailed in the National Roads Development 
Guide) and to the satisfaction of the Planning Authority. 
 

Recommended 
informative(s) for 
applicant 
 
 

 

Date comments 
returned 

17 April 2018 
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To: John Russell, Planning Officer

From: Sophie Nicol, Historic Environment Manager

Tel:

Email:

Date: 23rd April 2018

18/00495/IPL | Residential development (in principle) | Land 80 Metres South West
Of Ardtigh Gleneagles

Thank you for consulting PKHT on the above application.

In respect to archaeology and the planning process, as outlined by Scottish Planning
Policy, the proposed development does not raise any significant issues. No
archaeological mitigation is required in this instance.
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