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Purpose of Report 

To advise Members of the proposed course of action to be taken in respect of unauthorised 
developments within the curtilages of nos. 45-47 Cornhill Drive, Coatbridge 

Backnround 

At the Planning & Environment Committee meeting of 11 April 2001 planning permission (Ref: 
C/01/00159/FUL) was refused for the “retention and extension of a Pigeon Loft (Part 
Retrospective)” at No. 47 Cornhill Drive, Coatbridge. The application was refused on the grounds 
of the proposal being contrary to policy HG9 in the Monklands District Local Plan 1991 “as the 
pigeon loft in its current and extended form is likely to adversely affect the amenity of the 
surrounding residential area by virtue of location, smell and noise”. 

The structure (shed) measures 3.15 metres by 1.90 metres and is located within the rear garden 
area of the flatted dwellinghouse addressed as No. 47 Cornhill Drive, Coatbridge, close to the 
common drying area shared with the adjoining flat. The structure is of wooden construction and 
was erected in early 2001 by the current occupier of the flatted property at No. 47 Cornhill Drive, a 
Mr Alex Woods. 

Notwithstanding the Committee decision of 11 April 2001, Mr Woods did not remove the 
unauthorised structure from the site and continued to use it in part to house pigeons. While this 
department pursued, and was initially successful through direct contact with the responsible party, 
Mr Woods, in securing the removal of the pigeons from the structure, the structure was 
subsequently used in part as a pigeon loft. 

In view of Mr Woods disregard to the Committee decision of 11 April 2001 then in accordance with the 
provisions of a report by the Director of Planning & Environment (which was approved at the Planning & 
Environment Committee meeting of 13 June 2001) Enforcement Action has now been initiated, to 
secure the removal of the structure, and the Enforcement Notice is now being prepared for serving on 
Mr Woods as the person responsible for the breach of planning control. 

Circumstances have since developed in that Mr Woods has recently erected a second wooden 
structure directly adjacent to the first structure with the sole purpose of introducing further “homing” 
pigeons within it. Despite being advised by this department that this second structure was unauthorised 
and should be removed immediately, Mr Woods has continued to use that second structure as a pigeon 
loft in a permanent manner. An objection against the unauthorised second structure has been received 
from the adjoining neighbour. 
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2.6 Having regard to the action currently being taken in respect of the first structure, Enforcement Action is 
now proposed against the second structure under the delegated powers afforded the Director of 
Planning & Environment to secure the removal of that unauthorised structure. It is further proposed that 
action taken in respect of the two structures shall be in the form of a single Enforcement Notice. 

2.7 It is also relevant to note that during protracted correspondence between this Department and both Mr 
Woods and his adjacent neighbour, Mr McMahon, it was brought to the attention of this Department that 
an unauthorised driveway had been formed within the front garden area of Mr Woods property (No.47) 
and a shed had been erected within the rear garden area of Mr McMahon’s property (No.45). As both 
the properties are flats, both of these developments require the benefit of planning permission, and the 
owners have been invited to submit the necessary planning applications. They have been advised that 
failure to regularise the situation may result in further action and in difficulties for them should they 
decide to sell their property in future. Neither has submitted an application to date. 

2.8 In considering whether enforcement action would be appropriate cognisance has to be taken of the 
acceptability of the development as carried out. I consider both to be acceptable in construction, design 
and layout terms and therefore I do not propose to take further action against either development. 

3. Recommendation 

3.1 It is recommended that the Committee notes the contents of this report and agrees that no action be 
taken in respect of either the unauthorised driveway formed within the front garden area of no.47 
Cornhill Drive or the shed erected within the rear garden area of no.45 Cornhill Drive, Coatbridge. 

David M. Porch 
DIRECTOR OF PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENT 

13 March, 2003 

For further information please contact lan Johnston on 01236 812382. 
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