The Cramond Association

Aim – To promote the amenity of the community of Cramond, Cammo and Barnton and safeguard its heritage

570, Queensferry Road,

Edinburgh,

EH4 8AT

8th. October 2007

Head of Planning & Strategy,

City Development Department,

Business Unit G2,

Waverley Court

4 East Market Street,

Edinburgh, EH8 8BG

Dear Sir/Madam,

Ref 07/03978/FUL

On behalf of The Cramond Association, I write to object to the Full Planning Application referred to above.

General points :-

Currently two Planning Applications are under consideration for the former M.O.D. houses – the above- referenced application and 07/03882/FUL relating to 2,Cramond Place

The constraints listed as applicable for both applications are Zones For Development Control Parking Standards (Zone 04) and the West Local Plan.

Specific details

1.The proposed development consists of eleven town houses in place of four semi-detached homes. 

As such it is contrary to the provisions of SPP3 Paragraph 11. In no way can it be held to enrich the built environment, and the roofscape is reminiscent of L.S.Lowry at his gloomiest. 

SPP3 Paragraph 34, Infill Sites, sets out the guidelines this development fails to meet ..‘Planning authorities should ensure that infill development respects the scale, form and density of its surroundings and enhances rather than detracts from the character and amenity of existing residential areas. Care should be taken that the individual and cumulative effects of infill can be sustained by the social and economic infrastructure and do not lead to over-development. These principles apply equally to development in the gardens or grounds of existing houses or on backland sites in urban, suburban or village locations’.

The proposed development also fails to meet several criteria set out in the North West Edinburgh Local Plan, namely :-

(a) Para 1.14(b) states ‘With that exception (South Gyle) new development is restricted to the existing built up area. It will be encouraged on infill sites but will be subject to a restraint in environmentally sensitive areas such as conservation areas and areas of high amenity’.

(b) Policy H3 at para 2.15 states ‘Instead schemes are required to fit in with their surroundings in terms of density and character’.

(c) Policy H4 states ‘New development should be sympathetic in scale, character and density with its surroundings’.

(d) In respect of Cramond  ‘Any development that may be possible in the vicinity of the village must respect its vernacular character’.

(e) Policy E5 ‘New buildings should in their design, materials and landscaping make a positive contribution to the overall quality of the environment and regard should be had to their setting and neighbourhood development’.

2. The Parking Standards document at Para 1.1 sets out a number of objectives and concludes “Most of these objectives either require, or should result in, reductions in car use.”  The application, by increasing the number of houses from four to eleven, clearly breaches that criterion.

3.The West Local Plan in Section 5 – Housing and Public Services – in Policy H12 – Residential Amenity states “Development for whatever purpose, including changes of use and intensification, which would result in an unacceptable reduction in amenity for residents in the locality will not be permitted.”  The present plan with its drastic increase in housing density, a consequent increase in traffic ( the effect at the junctions with Cramond Avenue and with Cramond Road North must also be considered) plainly is contrary to that Policy.

4. I understand that some newcomers to the district have been unable to get their children into Cramond Primary School and the Royal High School, so that high-density housing will only make matters worse.

In conclusion, I would ask that the Full Planning Application be refused.

Yours faithfully,

Harvey W. Cooke,

Planning Adviser

C.C. Cllr. Kate Mackenzie

