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ABSTRACT: 
 
The Committee is asked to consider an application for a Review of the decision taken by the Planning 
Authority in respect of the refusal of planning permission in principle for the erection of a 
dwellinghouse, application No 13/01129/PPPL, at Rest Garden, Main Street, Barry. 
 
1. RECOMMENDATIONS 
 

It is recommended that the Committee:- 
 
(i) review the case submitted by the Planning Authority (Appendix 1); 
 
(ii) review the case submitted by the Applicant (Appendix 2); and 
 
(iii) consider further lodged representations by interested parties (Appendix 3). 
 

2. ALIGNMENT TO THE ANGUS COMMUNITY PLAN/SINGLE OUTCOME 
AGREEMENT/CORPORATE PLAN 

 
This Report contributes to the following local outcomes contained within the Angus 
Community Plan and Single Outcome Agreement 2013-2016: 
 

 Our communities are developed in a sustainable manner 

 Our natural and built environment is protected and enjoyed 
 
3. CURRENT POSITION  

 
The Development Management Review Committee is required to determine if they have 
sufficient information from the Applicant and the Planning Authority to review the case.  
Members may also wish to inspect the site before full consideration of the Appeal. 
 

4. FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
 

There are no financial implications arising directly from the recommendations in the Report. 
 
5. CONSULTATION 
 

In accordance with Standing Order 47(3), this Report falls within an approved category that 
has been confirmed as exempt from the consultation process. 
 
 

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. 
 
 

Report Author:  Sarah Forsyth 
E-Mail:  LEGDEM@angus.gov.uk 
 
List of Appendices: 
Appendix 1 – Submission by Planning Authority 
Appendix 2 – Submission by Applicant 
Appendix 3 – Further Lodged Representations by Interested Parties 
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Angus Council  
 
Application Number:   
 

13/01129/PPPL 

Description of Development: 
 

Planning Permission In Principle For Erection Of A Dwellinghouse 

Site Address:  
 

Rest Garden 
Main Street 
Barry 
 
 

Grid Ref:  
 

353661:734416 

Applicant Name:  
 

Kirk Of Session Of Barry Parish Church 

 
 
Report of Handling  
 
Site Description  
 
The application site which measures 612 square metres is located to the north of Main 
Street at its junction with Mill Road. The application site is currently in use as an amenity 
space/rest garden with a semi-formal appearance with seating, connecting pathways 
and soft landscaping. The application site is bound to the north by a graveyard, to the 
east by Mill Road, to the south by Main Road and to the west by a pedestrian entrance 
to the graveyard. The boundaries of the application site consist of stonewalls of varying 
heights. The north part of the application site historically accommodated a church 
building with an approximate footprint of 350 square metres until it was demolished in the 
early 1990's. 
 
Proposal  
 
The application seeks planning permission in principle for the erection of a new 
dwellinghouse. No details are provided showing elevations, an indicative house position 
or vehicular access. 
 
The application has not been subject of variation. 
 
Publicity 
 
The application was subject to normal neighbour notification procedures. 
 
The nature of the proposal did not require a site notice to be posted. 
 
Planning History 
 
None. 
 
Applicant’s Case 
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No supporting statement has been submitted for the planning application by the 
applicant or on behalf of the applicant. 
 
Consultations  
 
Community Council -   Offered no objection but has indicated that residents are most 
concerned about the potential loss of what many regard to be the 'focal point' of the 
village. The Rest Garden has featured in the lives of the Barry community for over 100 
years and is a valued, peaceful, 'green-space' amenity for residents and visitors alike. It is 
clear many local residents feel that future development of this site would seriously 
undermine the public visual amenity and established character of the village. 
 
Angus Council - Roads -   No objections subject to conditions 
 
Scottish Water -   No objections 
 
Representations  
 
58 letters of representation were received. 57 objected to the proposal and 1 offered 
more general comments.  
 
The main points of concern were as follows: 
 

 Detrimental to Residential Amenity 
 

 Loss of Open Space 
 

 Noise Disturbance 
 

 Unacceptable Landscape/Visual Impact 
 

 Contrary to Development Plan 
 

 Road Traffic/Pedestrian Safety 
 

 Adverse Impact on Road Safety 
 

 Surface Water Drainage Concerns 
 

 Inadequate Sewerage Provision 
 

 Existing Drainage System at Capacity 
 

 Detrimentally Affects Listed Building 
 

 Development Not Required 
 

 Detrimentally Affects Wildlife 
 
The relevant matters are discussed in the Assessment section of this report. However it is 
appropriate to deal with a number of matters at this stage as follows: -  
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Disruption and unacceptable noise impacts during construction works - I do not consider 
that the works associated with the development would merit refusal of this application. It 
is not uncommon for small residential developments of this scale to be undertaken in 
existing residential areas. 
 
Impacts on listed buildings - the application site does not contain any listed buildings or 
any scheduled ancient monuments. 
 
Impacts on wildlife - the application site is not located in an area that is subject of any 
ecological designation and I do not consider that the natural heritage designations in 
the wider area would be adversely impacted by the development. 
 
Development of this site represents a Schedule 3 Development as defined by the Town 
and Country Planning (Development Management Procedure) (Scotland) Regulations 
2008 - it should be noted that the aforementioned regulations have been superseded by 
the 2013 Regulations however this has not altered what is considered to be a Schedule 3 
Development. In relation to this matter a residential development is proposed in a 
predominantly residential area and such a development would not alter the character 
of an area of established amenity or introduce significant change into a homogeneous 
area therefore the proposed development is not considered to represent a Schedule 3 
Development in the context of the aforementioned regulations. 
 
Development Plan Policies  
 
Angus Local Plan Review 2009 
 
Policy S1 : Development Boundaries 
Policy SC32 : Open Space Protection 
 
TAYplan Strategic Development plan 
 
The application is not strategically significant and the policies of the TAYplan are not 
referenced.  
 
The full text of the relevant development plan policies can be viewed at Appendix 1 to 
this report.  
 
Assessment  
 
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 application site is not specifically allocated and lies within the Development 
Boundary of Barry and as such the proposal is assessed in terms of the provisions of Policy 
S1 criterion (a). This policy indicates proposals for new development on sites not 
allocated on Proposals Maps will generally be supported where they are in accordance 
with the relevant policies of the Local Plan. 
 
The application site is identified as 'Rest Garden'. Whilst historically there may have been 
a church building on the site, that was removed a number of years ago and the site has 
been used as an amenity space for the village over a period of time. It has a semi-formal 
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appearance with seating, connecting pathways and soft landscaping and in terms of 
this planning application the proposal must be considered as open space/amenity 
ground. The principle of the development falls to be considered against Policy SC32: 
Open Space Protection which indicates there is a general presumption against 
development of open spaces of sporting, recreational, amenity or nature conservation 
value for other forms of development. The proposed development is unrelated to a 
recreational use or activity therefore the development of the site as a housing plot would 
remove the open space/amenity ground. The proposal does not make provision for 
replacement open space and there is no evidence to suggest that there is an over 
provision of amenity space in the local area. It is apparent from the level of objection to 
the application that the potential loss of this open space is a matter of significant 
concern to the local community and in this respect the open space area is considered 
to be of value to the amenity of the area. The application site is the only meaningful 
open space within the village and its development for a dwellinghouse is contrary to 
Policy SC32 which presumes against the development of valued open spaces.  
 
As the proposal is contrary to Policy SC32 the proposal is therefore also contrary to Policy 
S1 criterion (a). 
 
In respect of the material planning matters raised in the letters of representation I note 
the concerns regarding road safety but I note that the Roads Service has offered no 
objection to the application. Issues regarding the impact of a house on the amenity of 
neighbours could be addressed in a subsequent application in the event that planning 
permission in principle was granted. In relation to flooding concerns the application site is 
located outwith the flood envelope of any existing watercourse. The surface water 
drainage arrangements for the development could be addressed through a subsequent 
application for approval of details if planning permission in principle was granted. 
Scottish Water has not objected to the proposed development but a connection to its 
infrastructure would not be allowed until the applicant had appropriate Scottish Water 
approval. 
 
The level of objection regarding the loss of the open space is a material planning 
consideration. The level of objection gives some indication of the value that that local 
community attaches to the amenity area and this merits some weight in the 
determination of the application.  
 
In conclusion the application proposes to develop an area of open space/amenity 
ground. The application site is an amenity space that contributes positively to the 
streetscene and that appears to be of some value to the residents of Barry. The 
development of the site for a use other than open space is not compatible with Policy 
SC32 of the Angus Local Plan Review which presumes against the development of open 
spaces of amenity value. The public opposition to the loss of this amenity open space 
merits some weight in the decision making process and supports the local plan 
presumption in favour of protection of the area. The proposal is contrary to development 
plan policy and there are no material considerations that would justify approval of the 
application contrary to the provisions of development plan policy.  
 
Human Rights Implications  
 
The decision to refuse this application has potential implications for the applicant in terms 
of his entitlement to peaceful enjoyment of his possessions (First Protocol, Article 1). For 
the reasons referred to elsewhere in this report justifying the decision in planning terms, it 
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is considered that any actual or apprehended infringement of such Convention Rights, is 
justified. Any interference with the applicant’s right to peaceful enjoyment of his 
possessions by refusal of the present application is in compliance with the Council’s legal 
duties to determine this planning application under the Planning Acts and such refusal 
constitutes a justified and proportionate control of the use of property in accordance 
with the general interest and is necessary in the public interest with reference to the 
Development Plan and other material planning considerations as referred to in the 
report. 
 
Equalities Implications  
 
The issues contained in this report fall within an approved category that has been 
confirmed as exempt from an equalities perspective. 
 
Decision  
 
The application is Refused 
 
Reason(s) for Decision: 
 
 1. That the application is contrary to Policy SC32 of the Angus Local Plan Review 
2009 as the proposed development would result in the loss of an area of open space 
that contributes positively to the streetscene and provides a usable and valuable area of 
amenity space for the village of Barry. 
 
 2. That the proposal would be contrary to Policy S1 criterion (a) of the Angus Local 
Plan Review because it fails to be compatible with other policies of the local plan, 
namely Policy SC32. 
 
 
Notes  
 
 
Case Officer: Ruari Kelly 
Date:  13.03.2014 
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Appendix 1 
 
Development Plan Policies  
 
Angus Local Plan Review 2009 
 
Policy S1 : Development Boundaries 
(a) Within development boundaries proposals for new development on sites not 
allocated on Proposals Maps will generally be supported where they are in accordance 
with the relevant policies of the Local Plan.  
 
(b) Development proposals on sites outwith development boundaries (i.e. in the 
countryside) will generally be supported where they are of a scale and nature 
appropriate to the location and where they are in accordance with the relevant policies 
of the Local Plan.  
 
(c) Development proposals on sites contiguous with a development boundary will only 
be acceptable where there is a proven public interest and social, economic or 
environmental considerations confirm there is an overriding need for the development 
which cannot be met within the development boundary.  
 
 
Policy SC32 : Open Space Protection 
There is a general presumption against development of open spaces of sporting, 
recreational, amenity or nature conservation value including those shown on the 
Proposals Maps, for other forms of development. The loss of open space will only be 
considered acceptable where: 
 
* the retention or enhancement of existing facilities in the area can best be achieved by 
the redevelopment of part of the site where this would not affect its sporting, 
recreational, amenity or nature conservation value or compromise its setting; or 
 
* replacement open space of the same type and of at least equal quality, community 
benefit and accessibility to that being lost will be provided within the local area; or 
 
* it is demonstrated through an open space audit that there is an identified excess of 
open space provision in the local area to meet existing and future requirements taking 
account of the sporting, recreational and amenity value of the site. 
 
 
 
 
TAYplan Strategic Development plan 
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Extract from Angus Local Plan Review (Policy S1, page 10) 

 

 
DEVELOPMENT BOUNDARIES   
1.29 Angus Council has defined development boundaries around 
settlements to protect the landscape setting of towns and villages and 
to prevent uncontrolled growth. The presence of a boundary does not 
indicate that all areas of ground within that boundary have 
development potential.  

Development boundaries: 
Generally provide a definition 
between built-up areas and the 
countryside, but may include 
peripheral areas of open space 
that are important to the setting of 
settlements.  

Policy S1 : Development Boundaries   

(a) Within development boundaries proposals for new 
development on sites not allocated on Proposals Maps will 
generally be supported where they are in accordance with the 
relevant policies of the Local Plan.  

 

(b) Development proposals on sites outwith development 
boundaries (i.e. in the countryside) will generally be supported 
where they are of a scale and nature appropriate to the location 
and where they are in accordance with the relevant policies of the 
Local Plan.  

Public interest: Development 
would have benefits for the wider 
community, or is justifiable in the 
national interest.  

 Proposals that are solely of  

(c) Development proposals on sites contiguous with a 
development boundary will only be acceptable where there is a 
proven public interest and social, economic or environmental 
considerations confirm there is an overriding need for the 
development which cannot be met within the development 
boundary.  

commercial benefit to the proposer 
would not comply with this policy.  
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Open Space 
 
2.77  One of the characteristics of the Angus towns and villages is 
the diversity of open spaces, including public parks, coastal links 
areas, school playing fields, private gardens and grounds, 
allotments, path networks, civic spaces and general amenity areas 
including areas of tree planting. These spaces and the way they 
link together form a network of open space within the built up area 
and define the layout and structure of the Angus towns and 
villages. 
 
2.78  Open spaces serve a range of functions, they contribute 
towards the amenity and character of an area, are an important 
sporting, recreational and social resource, provide opportunities for 
wildlife and nature conservation and are valued and enjoyed for a 
variety of reasons. The Local Plan seeks to protect the open space 
network from development, which might erode the function of open 
spaces or the characteristics for which they are valued. This 
includes green corridors, which provide physical linkages to major 
open spaces and direct access to the countryside. 
 
Policy SC32 : Open Space Protection 
 
There is a general presumption against development of open 
spaces of sporting, recreational, amenity or nature 
conservation value including those shown on the Proposals 
Maps, for other forms of development. The loss of open space 
will only be considered acceptable where: 
 
• the retention or enhancement of existing facilities in the 

area can best be achieved by the redevelopment of part of 
the site where this would not affect its sporting, 
recreational, amenity or nature conservation value or 
compromise its setting; or 

 
• replacement open space of the same type and of at least 

equal quality, community benefit and accessibility to that 
being lost will be provided within the local area; or 

 
• it is demonstrated through an open space audit that there 

is an identified excess of open space provision in the local 
area to meet existing and future requirements taking 
account of the sporting, recreational and amenity value of 
the site.  

 
 

 PAN 65: Planning and Open 
Space 
 
Types of Open Space: - 
Public parks and gardens – Areas 
of land normally enclosed, designed, 
constructed, managed and 
maintained as a public park or 
garden; 
 
Private gardens or grounds -Areas 
of land normally enclosed and 
associated with a house or institution 
and reserved for private use; 
 
Amenity greenspace -Landscaped 
areas providing visual amenity or 
separating different buildings or land 
uses for environmental, visual or 
safety reasons i.e. road verges, or 
greenspace in business parks, and 
used for a variety of informal or 
social activities such as sunbathing, 
picnics or kickabouts; 
 
Playspace for children and 
teenagers - Areas providing safe 
and accessible opportunities for 
children’s play, usually linked to 
housing areas; 
 
 
Sports areas – Large and generally 
flat areas of grassland or specially 
designed surfaces, used primarily for 
designated sports i.e. playing fields, 
golf courses, tennis courts, bowling 
green; areas which are generally 
bookable; 
 
 
Green corridors – Routes including 
canals, river corridors and old 
railway lines, linking different areas 
within a town or city or part of a 
designated and managed network 
and used for walking, cycling or 
horse riding, or linking towns and 
cities to their surrounding 
countryside or country parks. These 
may link green spaces together; 
 
 
Natural/semi-natural greenspaces 
– areas of undeveloped or 
previously developed land with 
residual natural habitats or which 
have been planted or colonised by 
vegetation and wildlife, including 
woodland and wetland areas; 
 
 
Other functional greenspaces  
allotments, churchyards and 
cemeteries; 
 
Civic space – squares, streets and 
waterfront promenades, 
predominantly of hard landscaping 
that provide a focus for pedestrian 
activity and make connections for 
people and for wildlife, where trees 
and planting are included. 
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13th February 2014  
 
 
Angus Council 
Angus House Orchardbank Business Park 
Forfar 
Angus 
DD8 1AX 
      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Dear Sir Madam 
 
PLANNING APPLICATION NUMBER:  13/01129/PPPL 
DEVELOPMENT:  Barry Main Street 
OUR REFERENCE:  649072 
PROPOSAL: Planning Permission In Principle For Erection Of A Dwellinghouse 
 

Please quote our reference in all future correspondence 
 In terms of planning consent, Scottish Water does not object to this planning application.  
However, please note that any planning approval granted by the Local Authority does not 
guarantee a connection to our infrastructure.  Approval for connection can only be given by 
Scottish Water when the appropriate application and technical details have been received.   
 
Clatto Water Treatment Works currently has capacity to service this proposed development. 
 
Hatton Waste Water Treatment Works currently has capacity to service this proposed 
development. 
 
In some circumstances it may be necessary for the Developer to fund works on existing 
infrastructure to enable their development to connect.  Should we become aware of any issues 
such as flooding, low pressure, etc the Developer will be required to fund works to mitigate the 
effect of the development on existing customers.  Scottish Water can make a contribution to these 
costs through Reasonable Cost funding rules. 
 
A totally separate drainage system will be required with the surface water discharging to a suitable 
outlet.  Scottish Water requires a sustainable urban drainage system (SUDS) as detailed in Sewers 
for Scotland 2 if the system is to be considered for adoption. 
 
If the connection to public sewer and/or water main requires to be laid through land out-with public 
ownership, the developer must provide evidence of formal approval from the affected landowner(s).  
This should be done through a deed of servitude. 
 
Should the developer require information regarding the location of Scottish Water infrastructure 
they should contact our Property Searches Department, Bullion House, Dundee, DD2 5BB. Tel – 
0845 601 8855. 
 
If the developer requires any further assistance or information on our response, please contact me 
on the above number or alternatively additional information is available on our website:  
www.scottishwater.co.uk. 
 
Yours faithfully 

SCOTTISH WATER 
 
 
Customer Connections 
The Bridge 
Buchanan Gate Business Park 
Cumbernauld Road 
Stepps 
Glasgow 
G33 6FB 
 
Customer Support Team 
T: 0141 414 7660 
W: www.scottishwater.co.uk 
E: individualconnections@scottishwater.co.uk
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Stephen Scully 
Customer Connections Administrator 
Tel: 0141 414 7220 
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24th February 2014 
 

 
Angus Council 
Angus House Orchardbank Business Park 
Forfar 
Angus 
DD8 1AX 
      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Dear Sir Madam 
 
PLANNING APPLICATION NUMBER:  13/01129/PPPL 
DEVELOPMENT:  Barry Main Street Rest Garden 
OUR REFERENCE:  650422 
PROPOSAL: Planning Permission In Principle For Erection Of A Dwellinghouse 
 

Please quote our reference in all future correspondence 
 
In terms of planning consent, Scottish Water does not object to this planning application.  However, 
please note that any planning approval granted by the Local Authority does not guarantee a 
connection to our infrastructure.  Approval for connection can only be given by Scottish Water 
when the appropriate application and technical details have been received.   
 
Clatto Water Treatment Works may have capacity to service this proposed development. 
 
Hatton Waste Water Treatment Works may have capacity to service this proposed development. 
 
In some circumstances it may be necessary for the Developer to fund works on existing 
infrastructure to enable their development to connect.  Should we become aware of any issues 
such as flooding, low pressure, etc the Developer will be required to fund works to mitigate the 
effect of the development on existing customers.  Scottish Water can make a contribution to these 
costs through Reasonable Cost funding rules. 
 
A totally separate drainage system may be required with the surface water discharging to a suitable 
outlet.  Scottish Water requires a sustainable urban drainage system (SUDS) as detailed in Sewers 
for Scotland 2 if the system is to be considered for adoption. 
 
Scottish Water’s current minimum level of service for water pressure is 1.0 bar or 10m head at the 
customer’s boundary internal outlet.  Any property which cannot be adequately serviced from the 
available pressure may require private pumping arrangements installed, subject to compliance with 
the current water byelaws.  If the developer wishes to enquire about Scottish Water’s procedure for 
checking the water pressure in the area then they should write to the Customer Connections 
department at the above address. 
 
If the connection to public sewer and/or water main requires to be laid through land out-with public 
ownership, the developer must provide evidence of formal approval from the affected landowner(s).  
This should be done through a deed of servitude. 
 

SCOTTISH WATER 
 
 
Customer Connections 
The Bridge 
Buchanan Gate Business Park 
Cumbernauld Road 
Stepps 
Glasgow 
G33 6FB 
 
Customer Support Team 
T: 0141 414 7162 
W: www.scottishwater.co.uk  
E: individualconnections@scottishwater.co.uk
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It is possible this proposed development may involve building over or obstruct access to existing 
Scottish Water infrastructure.  On receipt of an application Scottish Water will provide advice that 
advice that will require to be implemented by the developer to protect our existing apparatus.   
 
Should the developer require information regarding the location of Scottish Water infrastructure 
they should contact our Property Searches Department, Bullion House, Dundee, DD2 5BB. Tel – 
0845 601 8855. 
 
If the developer requires any further assistance or information on our response, please contact me 
on the above number or alternatively additional information is available on our website:  
www.scottishwater.co.uk. 
 
 
 
Yours faithfully 
 
 
 
 
Lisa Main 
Customer Connections Administrator 
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LeslieIA

From: Claire.Herbert@aberdeenshire.gov.uk
Sent: 06 January 2014 13:32
To: PLNProcessing
Cc: KellyR
Subject: Planning application 13/01129/PPPL - archaeology comments

Page 1 of 2

06/01/2014

Plan App No: 13/01129/PPPL
Planning Officer: Ruari Kelly
Proposal: Planning Permission In Principle For Erection Of A Dwellinghouse
Address: Rest Garden, Main Street, Barry
Post Code: 
Grid Reference: NO 5366 3441

Having considered the above application, which lies within the historic core of Barry village, in close 
proximity to the archaeology site NO53SW0051, the remains of a church built on the site of a medieval 
church, I can advise that in this particualr instance the following Condition should be applied over all 
groundbreaking works due to the potential for previously unrecorded archaeology to survive in this area:

“Watching-brief Condition (PAN 2/2011, SPP, SHEP) 

The developer shall secure the implementation of an archaeological watching brief, to 
be carried out by an archaeological organisation acceptable to the Aberdeenshire 
Council Archaeology Service on behalf of the planning authority, during any 
groundbreaking and development work. The retained archaeological organisation shall 
be afforded access at all reasonable times and allowed to record and recover items of 
interest and finds. Terms of Reference for the watching brief will be supplied by the 
Aberdeenshire Council Archaeology Service. 

The name of the archaeological organization retained by the developer shall be given to 
the planning authority and to the Aberdeenshire Council Archaeology Service in writing 
not less than 14 days before development commences.

Reason:  to record items of archaeological interest.”

Should you have any comments or queries regarding the above then please do not hesitate to contact 
me.

Kind regards,
        Claire

Claire Herbert 

Archaeologist 
Archaeology Service 
Infrastructure Services 
Aberdeenshire Council 
Woodhill House 
Westburn Road 
Aberdeen 
AB16 5GB 

01224 665185 
07825356913 
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claire.herbert@aberdeenshire.gov.uk 

Archaeology Service for Aberdeenshire, Moray & Angus Councils 

http://www.aberdeenshire.gov.uk/archaeology

http://www.aberdeenshire.gov.uk/smrpub

This e-mail may contain privileged information intended solely for the use of the individual to whom 
it is addressed. If you have received this e-mail in error, please accept our apologies and notify the 
sender, deleting the e-mail afterwards. Any views or opinions presented are solely those of the e-
mail's author and do not necessarily represent those of Aberdeenshire Council. 
www.aberdeenshire.gov.uk
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LeslieIA 

From: KellyR
Sent: 16 January 2014 15:37
To: LeslieIA
Subject: FW: planning application 13/01129/PPPL
Attachments: Houses surrounding the Rest Garden Main Street Barry known to object to application 

13_01129_PPPL.PNG
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17/01/2014

Irene 
  
Can this be recorded as a further objection to the above application? 
  
Ruari 
  
Ruari Kelly | Planning Officer (Development Standards) | Angus Council | Communities 
- Planning & Place | County Buildings, Market Street, Forfar, DD8 3LG.  (01307) 473306 

From: KATE PEARCE [mailto:k.pearce@virgin.net]  
Sent: 16 January 2014 14:15 
To: KellyR 
Subject: Re: planning application 13/01129/PPPL 
  
Hi Ruari, 
Thanks for taking the time to speak to me yesterday, it was really helpful. I'm sending you a 
small image that I've drawn up which I'd like you (if possible) to add into the report which you 
are going to submit. I think it's important that the the decision makers can see clearly how 
unwanted a planning approval (even just an 'in principle' one) is by the properties surrounding 
the site. 
I have a few more letters of objection here, which I will be delivering to the planning office 
tomorrow. 
yours, with thanks, 
Kate Hall 
Pentland Cottage 
Main St 
Barry 
DD7 7RP 
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Comments for Planning Application 13/01129/PPPL

 

Application Summary

Application Number: 13/01129/PPPL

Address: Rest Garden Main Street Barry

Proposal: Planning Permission In Principle For Erection Of A Dwellinghouse

Case Officer: Ruari Kelly

 

Customer Details

Name: Mr Bruce Lawson

Address: Constable Place  Mill Road, Barry, Angus DD7 7RQ

 

Comment Details

Commenter Type: Member of Public

Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application

Comment Reasons:

Comment:  I believe any contractor would not limit the building of only 1 dwelling on this site if

planning is granted.

 The site is on a busy junction and and entrance/parking would add to unease for local residents

and traffic.

Tayside Roads Dept has in the past had building extensions refused because of parking and

entrance restrictions.

The Barry Kirk of session has seen fit to realise revenue from the sale of this site which many

villagers regard the village green which I strongly object to as no alternative has been sought for

the use of this land.

yours sincerely

           Bruce A Lawson
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ANGUS COUNCIL 
 

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING (SCOTLAND) ACT 1997 
(AS AMENDED) 

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING (DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT 
PROCEDURE) (SCOTLAND) 

REGULATIONS 2013 
 

PLANNING PERMISSION IN PRINCIPLE REFUSAL 
REFERENCE 13/01129/PPPL 

 
 

 
 
 
To Kirk Of Session Of Barry Parish Church 

c/o James R Culloch 
The Design Studio 
95 Dundee Street 
Carnoustie 
Angus 
DD7 7EW 
 

 
With reference to your application dated 23 December 2013 for Planning Permission in Principle 
under the above mentioned Acts and Regulations for the following development, viz:- 
 
Planning Permission In Principle For Erection Of A Dwellinghouse at Rest Garden Main Street Barry   
for Kirk Of Session Of Barry Parish Church 
 
The Angus Council in exercise of their powers under the above mentioned Acts and Regulations 
hereby Refuse Planning Permission in Principle (Delegated Decision) for the said development in 
accordance with the particulars given in the application and plans docqueted as relative hereto 
in paper or identified as refused on the Public Access portal. 
 
The reasons for the Council’s decision are:- 
 
 1 That the application is contrary to Policy SC32 of the Angus Local Plan Review 2009 as the 

proposed development would result in the loss of an area of open space that contributes 
positively to the streetscene and provides a usable and valuable area of amenity space for 
the village of Barry. 

 2 That the proposal would be contrary to Policy S1 criterion (a) of the Angus Local Plan Review 
because it fails to be compatible with other policies of the local plan, namely Policy SC32. 

 
The application has not been subject of variation. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Uniform : DCREFPPPZ 
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Dated this 21 March 2014 
 
 
 
Iain Mitchell 
Service Manager 
Angus Council 
Communities 
Planning 
County Buildings 
Market Street 
FORFAR  
DD8 3LG 
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