
Conversion of Existing Byre at Whitehill Farm Ref  S1041011301FUL 

Proposal does not conflict with the objectives of Green Belt policy 
Green Belt policy is primarily intended to manage urban form and prevent urban sprawl. Its dual 
function is to protect the open countryside from inappropriate development and to allow access to the 
countryside for recreation. This proposal does not conflict with any of these objectives. 

Green Belt policy is currently under review -flexibility urged 
The policy contains tensions and ambiguities that allow it to be interpreted and applied in different 
ways. The Royal Institute of Town Planners (RTPI) has urged greater flexibility and common sense in 
Green Belt decisions, stating that “the over zealous application of current policy is capable of 
preventing the sensible modernisation or redevelopment of even small sites and premises”. This 
should not be allowed to become an example of this kind of rigid practice. 

Office of the Deputy Prime Minister provides practical policy guidance 
The ODPM recommends a practical approach to the re-use of buildings inside the Green Belt, saying 
it is not inappropriate so long as the development and any extensions do no result in less “openness”, 
the new building is in keeping with its surroundings, and “the buildings are of permanent and 
substantial construction and are capable of conversion without major or complete reconstruction”. 
There is no reference to architectural merit or historical significance, just practical considerations. 
PPG2 states that “the re-use of buildings should not prejudice the openness of Green Belts, since the 
buildings are already there”. It goes on to urge planning authorities to adopt a positive approach and to 
focus upon ways in which a proposal for re-use could be made acceptable. 

Scottish Policy support re-use and conversion 
Policy guidance from the ODPM does not apply in Scotland but demonstrates a sensible approach. 
NPPG15, of course, also supports re-use and conversion, saying that this “has an important role in 
meeting the needs of rural areas for housing”, it can “contribute to the quality of development in rural 
areas”, and that “conversion and re-use of redundant rural buildings ... should be encouraged”. 

What is the alternative to development? 
As PPG2 states, the “alternative to re-use may be a building that is left vacant and prone to vandalism 
and dereliction”. If the site is not developed, it will add nothing to the openness or amenity of the 
countryside. There will be no incentive to improve the building; it will become a derelict eyesore and 
finally unsafe. If it needed to be taken down, there would be no incentive to do more, so we would be 
left with a heap of rubble sitting on a concrete raft. 

Development allows positive outcomes 
If it was allowed to be developed, then it would contribute in a small way to providing housing in the 
countryside where there is pressure of demand, it would contribute to the quality of the development of 
the village, and it would avoid the consequences of increasing dereliction. 

Setting is important 
This is not an isolated site in open, undeveloped countryside. The building is sited within the original 
farm complex, it faces our house, Whitehill Farm, and is opposite Drumduff. It is next to a road and 
150 metres from the village proper, where development is ongoing. 

< 

Is it really Green Belt land? 
I would argue that the boundary around the village has been drawn too tightly, and this should not 
properly be considered Green Belt land. The RTPI has stated consistently that boundaries must make 
sense to the people on the ground, not just be arbitrary lines on a map. I would argue that - culturally - 
we live in Hareshaw. We have friends in the village, we walk to the play park several times a week, 
and we take part in village activities. People in the village, if asked, would say we live in Hareshaw. 
The cultural reality should carry more weight than an arbitrary line. The Council itself seems to 
recognise the reality by its placement of the 30 mph sign well outside the formal village boundary on 
Hareshaw Road, encompassing what people in the village consider to be the settlement. Given that 
ambiguity, it would seem especially harsh to rigidly apply Green Belt policy as though this was really an 
isolated, rural spot. 


