
TCP/11/16(528) – 17/02015/FLL – Siting of static caravan for 
use as staff accommodation for a temporary period (in 
retrospect) on land 10 metres north of Lambhill, 
Blairingone 

 
 

INDEX 
 
(a) Papers submitted by the Applicant (Pages 13-42) 

(b) Decision Notice (Pages 35-36) 

 Report of Handling (Pages 25-34) 

 Reference Documents (Pages 37-42 and 43-90) 

(c) Representations (Pages 91-118) 

  

4(i) 

TCP/11/16(528) 

11



12



TCP/11/16(528) – 17/02015/FLL – Siting of static caravan for 
use as staff accommodation for a temporary period (in 
retrospect) on land 10 metres north of Lambhill, 
Blairingone 

 
 
 
 

PAPERS SUBMITTED 
BY THE 

APPLICANT 

  

4(i)(a) 

TCP/11/16(528) 

13



14



15



16



17



18



19



20



21



22



23



24



25



26



27



28



29



30



31



32



33



34



35



36



37



38



39



40



41



42



TCP/11/16(528) – 17/02015/FLL – Siting of static caravan for 
use as staff accommodation for a temporary period (in 
retrospect) on land 10 metres north of Lambhill, 
Blairingone 

 
 
 
 

PLANNING DECISION NOTICE (included in 

applicant’s submission, see pages 35-36) 

 
REPORT OF HANDLING (included in applicant’s 

submission, see pages 25-34) 

 
REFERENCE DOCUMENTS (part included in 

applicant’s submission, see pages 37-42) 
  

4(i)(b) 

TCP/11/16(528) 

43



44



45



46



47



48



49



50



51



52



53



54



55



56



57



58



59



60



61



62



63



64



65



66



67



68



69



70



71



72



73



74



75



76



77



78



79



80



81



82



83



84



85



86



87



88



89



90



TCP/11/16(528) – 17/02015/FLL – Siting of static caravan for 
use as staff accommodation for a temporary period (in 
retrospect) on land 10 metres north of Lambhill, 
Blairingone 

 
 
 
 

REPRESENTATIONS 
 

 

4(i)(c) 

TCP/11/16(528) 

91



92



Comments for Planning Application 17/02015/FLL

Application Summary

Application Number: 17/02015/FLL

Address: Land 10 Metres North Of Lambhill Blairingone

Proposal: Siting of static caravan for use as staff accommodation for a temporary period

Case Officer: John Russell

Customer Details

Name: Mrs Claire Kinloch

Address: Easter Solsgirth, Solsgirth, Dollar FK14 7NB

Comment Details

Commenter Type: Neighbour

Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application

Comment Reasons:

- Contrary to Development Plan Policy

- Inappropriate Housing Density

- Inappropriate Land Use

- Loss Of Open Space

- Loss Of Trees

- Out of Character with the Area

- Over Intensive Development

Comment:I object to this application on the grounds that this is contrary to both local & structure

plan not to mention policy RD3 and Housing in the countryside.

The applicant is not truthful in their description of what the reason behind the application is for

which is that the business which is operating requires a person on site 24hrs a day to log the

arrival, weight and nature of HGV's arriving & departing the site 24hrs a day. To say that a site

which only has permission for the storage of logs requires a 24hr security guard is a gross

misrepresentation of both the value of longs and the reality of what is occurring on the site.

The applicant is clearly unaware that there is rental accommodation available within an acceptable

distance to this site (0.5-2 miles), but of course the need for a person on site has nothing to do

with housing but the applicants business needs in running a 24hr distribution operation (without a

valid consent).

As P&K council is currently under investigation by SPSO regarding their handling of an earlier

application on this site by the same applicant, where the applicant deliberately set out to miss-lead

P&K council & P&K council did not follow planning law and their own guidelines correctly, any

deviation by P&K from the local , structure and planning policy guidelines would likely compound
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further the already serious breached by P&K council.

regards

Claire Kinloch
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Comments for Planning Application 17/02015/FLL

Application Summary

Application Number: 17/02015/FLL

Address: Land 10 Metres North Of Lambhill Blairingone

Proposal: Siting of static caravan for use as staff accommodation for a temporary period

Case Officer: John Russell

Customer Details

Name: Mr Alan Kinloch

Address: Easter Solsgirth, Solsgirth, Dollar FK14 7NB

Comment Details

Commenter Type: Neighbour

Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application

Comment Reasons:

- Contrary to Development Plan Policy

- Inappropriate Housing Density

- Inappropriate Land Use

- Loss Of Open Space

- Loss Of Trees

- Out of Character with the Area

- Over Intensive Development

Comment:I object to this application on the grounds that this is contrary to both local & structure

plan not to mention policy RD3 and Housing in the countryside.

The applicant is not truthful in their description of what the reason behind the application is for,

namely that the business which is operating requires a person on site 24hrs a day to log the

arrival, weight and nature of HGV's arriving & departing.

To say that a site which only has permission for the storage of logs requires a 24hr security guard

is a gross misrepresentation of both the value of longs and thus their security and the reality of

what is occurring on the site.

To further argue that a static home should be be given permission on this site ignores that FACT

that there are numerous rental properties within a short distance of the site.

The applicant is clearly ignoring the fact that there is rental accommodation available within an

acceptable distance to this site (0.5-2 miles), but of course the need for a person on site has

nothing to do with loss of housing elsewhere but the applicants business needs in running a 24hr

distribution operation (without a valid consent).
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As P&K council is currently under investigation by SPSO regarding their handling of an earlier

application on this site by the same applicant, where the applicant deliberately set out to miss-lead

P&K council & P&K council did not follow planning law and their own guidelines correctly, any

deviation by P&K from the local , structure and planning policy guidelines would likely compound

further the already serious breached by P&K council.

regards

Alan Kinloch
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Comments for Planning Application 17/02015/FLL

Application Summary

Application Number: 17/02015/FLL

Address: Land 10 Metres North Of Lambhill Blairingone

Proposal: Siting of static caravan for use as staff accommodation for a temporary period (in

retrospect)

Case Officer: John Russell

Customer Details

Name: Mr John Fraser

Address: The Learig Vicar's Bridge Road, Blairingone, Perth And Kinross FK14 7LR

Comment Details

Commenter Type: Member of Public

Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application

Comment Reasons:

- Contrary to Development Plan Policy

- Inappropriate Housing Density

- Inappropriate Land Use

- Out of Character with the Area

Comment:I object to this application on the grounds that this application has already been dealt

with when the application ref 17/00160/ FLL was submitted and subsequently refused 14/6/2017

and seems farcical that the application is for a big residential lodge (not a small caravan) and that

under P & K's own decisions having been previously refused,should have been enforced and

REMOVED. It is also contrary to both local & structure plan not to mention policy RD3 and

Housing in the countryside.

The applicant is not truthful in their description of what the reason behind the application is for,

namely that the business which is operating requires a person on site 24hrs a day to log the

arrival, weight and nature of HGV's arriving & departing.

Given the fact that this site has only permission under agricultural use to only store logs I cannot

understand why P & K planning department are continuously allowing breaches of the planning

process and are being allowed to continuously and conduct an obvious 24hr a day industrial

distribution business. Then to say that a site which only has permission for the storage of logs

requires a 24hr security guard is a gross misrepresentation of both the value of longs and thus

their security and the reality of what is occurring on the site.

To further argue that a static home should be be given permission on this site ignores that FACT

that there are numerous rental properties within a short distance of the site and should under your
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own decisions be removed.

The applicant is clearly ignoring the fact that there is rental accommodation available within an

acceptable distance to this site (0.5-2 miles), but of course the need for a person on site has

nothing to do with loss of housing elsewhere but the applicants business needs in running a 24hr

distribution operation (without a valid consent).

As P&K council is currently under investigation by SPSO regarding their handling of an earlier

application on this site by the same applicant, where the applicant deliberately set out to miss-lead

P&K council & P&K council did not follow planning law and their OWN guidelines correctly, any

deviation by P&K from the local , structure and planning policy guidelines would likely compound

further the already serious breached by P&K council.
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Protecting the public and the environment in mining areas 
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200 Lichfield Lane 
Berry Hill 
Mansfield 
Nottinghamshire 
NG18 4RG 
 
Tel:  01623 637 119 (Planning Enquiries) 
  
Email:  planningconsultation@coal.gov.uk 
 
Web:   www.gov.uk/coalauthority 
  
 
 
 

 

 

For the Attention of: Mr John Russell – Case Officer 
Perth and Kinross Council 
 
[By Email: developmentmanagement@pkc.gov.uk]  
 
6 December 2017 
  
 
Dear Mr Russell 
 
PLANNING APPLICATION: 17/02015/FLL 
 
Siting of caravan chalet for a temporary period of 3 years to provide 
accommodation for employment at Lambhill Farm (Re-submission following refusal 
17/00737/FLL at Lambhill, Blairingone, Perth and Kinross, FK14 7NB 
 
Thank you for your consultation letter of 17 November 2017 seeking the views of The Coal 
Authority on the above planning application. 
 
The Coal Authority is a non-departmental public body sponsored by the Department for 
Business, Energy & Industrial Strategy. As a statutory consultee, The Coal Authority has a 
duty to respond to planning applications and development plans in order to protect the 
public and the environment in mining areas. 
 
The Coal Authority Response: Material Consideration 
 
The application site falls within the defined Development High Risk Area; therefore within 
the application site and surrounding area there are coal mining features and hazards 
which need to be considered in relation to development at the site. 
 
The Coal Authority’s information indicates that the application site falls within the 
boundaries of a wider site from which coal has been extracted by surface (opencast) 
methods. In addition, our information suggests that historic unrecorded underground coal 
mining is likely to have taken place beneath the site at shallow depth. 
 
The proposed chalet would appear to be a non-permanent structure. As such, assuming 
that no significant ground works are required, the proposal would appear to represent a 
nature of development which is exempt from the requirement for the submission of a Coal 
Mining Risk Assessment in support of any associated planning application. 
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Protecting the public and the environment in mining areas 
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Nevertheless, it is noted that the applicant has submitted a Coal Mining Risk Assessment 
Report (July 2017, prepared by McGregor McMahon) in support of their application. Whilst 
the Report fails to acknowledge that the site falls within the boundaries of a former surface 
mine, it goes on to conclude that the site is at low risk of mining related ground instability. 
No further investigatory or mitigatory works are proposed. 
 
Despite the absence within the Coal Mining Risk Assessment Report of any assessment of 
the risk posed by past surface mining operations, in light of the nature of the proposal, The 
Coal Authority wishes to raise no objection to this planning application. 
 
If the proposal is granted planning permission, in the interests of public safety The Coal 
Authority would recommend that the following wording is included as an Informative Note 
within the Decision Notice: 
 
The proposed development lies within a coal mining area which may contain 
unrecorded coal mining related hazards. If any coal mining feature is encountered 
during development, this should be reported immediately to the Coal Authority on 
0345 762 6848. 
 

Further information is also available on the Coal Authority website at: 
www.gov.uk/coalauthority 
 
Please do not hesitate to contact me if you would like to discuss this matter further. 
 
Yours sincerely 
  

James Smith 

  
James Smith BSc. (Hons), Dip.URP, MRTPI 

Planning Liaison Manager 
 
 
Disclaimer 
 
The above consultation response is provided by The Coal Authority as a Statutory 
Consultee and is based upon the latest available data on the date of the response, and 
electronic consultation records held by The Coal Authority since 1 April 2013. The 
comments made are also based upon only the information provided to The Coal Authority 
by the Local Planning Authority and/or has been published on the Council's website for 
consultation purposes in relation to this specific planning application. The views and 
conclusions contained in this response may be subject to review and amendment by The 
Coal Authority if additional or new data/information (such as a revised Coal Mining Risk 
Assessment) is provided by the Local Planning Authority or the Applicant for consultation 
purposes. 
 
In formulating this response The Coal Authority has taken full account of the professional 
conclusions reached by the competent person who has prepared the Coal Mining Risk 
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Assessment or other similar report. In the event that any future claim for liability arises in 
relation to this development The Coal Authority will take full account of the views, 
conclusions and mitigation previously expressed by the professional advisers for this 
development in relation to ground conditions and the acceptability of development. 
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CHX Planning Local Review Body - Generic Email Account

From: John Anderson

Sent: 25 April 2018 12:24

To: CHX Planning Local Review Body - Generic Email Account

Subject: Re: TCP/11/16(528)

The LRB is an essential tool for giving applicants recourse when they think their case has been mishandled. This is
good! However should it be made available to serial abusers of the planning system such as this applicant?
While the application was being lodged a concrete base and ancillary services had been installed, effectively making

the application “ in retrospect “. Almost immediately after REFUSAL a vast residential unit was installed on the base
in direct contravention of the planning ruling!!

This is only one of many instances where the applicant has flagrantly ignored the planning process. Indeed I believe
there are several enforcement actions active at this time on the site.

We urge you to back your planning officer and reject this appeal as the first step towards curbing the applicants
irresponsible behaviour. The community has started on a movement towards an improved village with more
housing and a traffic mitigation scheme. The Lambhill site offers no benefits to the village and indeed could be
detrimental to these future plans through unplanned industrial expansion.

Mr. and Mrs. John Anderson,
Wester Cairnfold,
Blairingone,
FK147ND

Sent from my iPad
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Local Review Body reference TCP-11-16(528) 

Application Ref: 17/02015/FLL – Siting of static caravan for use as staff accommodation for 

a temporary period (in retrospect) on land 10 metres north of Lambhill, Blairingone – 

Barnhill Estates 

Fossoway and District Community Council have consistently objected against this planning 

application.   

On the 2nd of June 2017 we wrote in objection against application 17/00737/FLL: 

This application has insufficient information regarding the need for a static chalet caravan. It 

is stated that it is required for onsite security but it is not apparent from the application why 

this security is required as it currently operates as a wood chipping business. There is no 

business case made for the need for security therefore the applicant should supply details 

regarding this. 

Perth and Kinross Council refused this application. 

The applicant applied again, this time partially in retrospect. 

In November 2017 we wrote in objection against application 17/02015/FLL: 

The previous application 17/00737/FLL was refused by Perth and Kinross Planning 

Department in June 2017. The delegated report for this application assessed that: 

 there was no evidence to support that a resident worker was required on site. 

 there was no evidence of the labour requirement for the worker. 

 there was no evidence to support that there is a security requirement for the onsite 

presence of a residential unit that cannot be catered for in another way.  

The applicant bases his Justification Statement solely on the need for accommodation for an 

essential worker. However, P&K planning have already refused the previous application on 

the premise that there is no essential need for a temporary dwelling to run the enterprise. 

The applicant has not submitted any additional information to lend support to this 

application therefore on the basis of the points listed above Fossoway and District Council 

object to this application. 

In January 2018, the Report of Handling concluded that under Policy RD3, the 

Supplementary Guidance permits housing in the Countryside when there is a justifiable 

need for key worker accommodation.  However, the planning authority came to the 

conclusion that: ‘There is no evidence to support the functional test that a resident worker is 

required on site for the proper functioning of the enterprise/business.’  On these grounds, 

the application was refused again. Perth and Kinross Council stated in their refusal notice 
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that: ‘The proposal is not in accordance with the Development Plan and there are no 

material reasons which justify departing from the Development Plan.’ 

By the time of the site visit, the accommodation was erected and connected to the services; 

without planning permission been having granted. 

The applicant has now asked the Local Review Body to review these refusals on the basis 

that the application is for temporary accommodation and is not in any way detrimental to 

the visual amenities of the village.  However, in the Review Notice dated April 2018, there is 

no justification of the need (and therefore the need for accommodation for) a key worker. 

Therefore, there are still no material reasons to justify departing from the Development 

plan. 

 

Fossoway and District Community Council maintain their objection against this planning 

application, ask the Local Review Body to uphold the decision of the planning officer and 

refuse this planning application. 

 

25 April 2019, 

Trudy Duffy – Wigman 

 

Chair Fossoway and District Community Council 
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