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The purpose of this report is to seek the Committee’s approval of the content 
of the Publicity and Consultation Report for the Pre Inquiry Changes of March 
2004 to the Southern Area Local Plan 1998 (Modified June 2001). 

Background 

The Pre Inquiry Changes to the Finalised Draft of the Southern Area Local 
Plan (Modified June 2001) were agreed by the Committee in March 2004 and 
placed on deposit for public comment and consultation from the 12‘h of May to 
the 30th of June 2004. The Pre Inquiry Changes represent the Council’s 
considered response to previous public consultation stages and clarify the 
Council’s position in advance of the Local Plan Inquiry for the Southern Area 
Local Plan. 

The Council received thirty-three separate responses to the Pre Inquiry 
Changes to the Southern Area Local Plan Finalised Draft 1998 (Modified 
June 2001) by the end of the publicity and consultation period. The objectors 
and their objections are listed in the attached Publicity and Consultation 
Report (see Appendix I). 

The delay between the end of the public consultation period and the 
presentation of this report to Committee was due to the uncertainty caused by 
the ongoing legal challenge to the Scottish Ministers approval of the First 
Alteration to the Glasgow and Clyde Valley Structure Plan in respect of the 
site at Ravenscraig, and the fact that the majority of the Pre Inquiry Changes 
relate to the impact of development at Ravenscraig on Motherwell and 
Wishaw town centres. The Court of Session decision of the 30th of March 
2005 to leave unaltered the First Alteration to the Glasgow and Clyde Valley 
Structure plan is welcomed. 

There is therefore procedural merit in reporting the outcome of the Publicity 
and Consultation exercise for the Pre Inquiry Changes of March 2004 at this 
stage. The Committee is asked to support and ratify the recommended draft 
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response to the objections as contained in the Publicity and Consultation 
Report (see Appendix I) to confirm which issues can be agreed in our 
evidence to the Local Plan Inquiry and those issues which will be sustained 
as objections through to the Local Plan Inquiry. The draft responses take their 
lead from the Council’s Corporate Plan Themes and are consistent with the 
Council’s support for the Structure Plan and previous versions of the Draft 
Southern Area Plan. The draft responses seek to support key policy positions 
such as the importance of guiding development to urban brownfield sites such 
as Ravenscraig in preference to competing land releases in Greenfield and 
Green Belt areas. 

The Publicity and Consultation Report for the Pre Inquiry Changes to the 
Finalised Draft Southern Area Local Plan 1998 (Modified June 2001) 
summarises the objections to the Pre Inquiry Changes of March 2004 and 
proposes a draft response on behalf of the Council. Of the thirty-three 
representations received, six related to the withdrawal of previous objections, 
seven related to issues unrelated to the Pre Inquiry changes and the 
remainder related to the continuation of an existing objection or new 
objections. New issues which have not been the subject of previous objection 
or do not relate to the Pre Inquiry Changes of March 2004 can be raised 
through the North Lanarkshire Local Plan, the consultation process for which 
commenced in January 2004 and is ongoing. 

Having considered the various objections to the Pre Inquiry Changes, a 
number of issues require to be resolved at the Local Plan Inquiry. Agreement 
could not be reached on fundamental issues such as housing land supply, the 
loss of greenbelt sites and retail matters relating to Ravenscraig. 

S ustai na bi I ity Implications 

The methodology that the Council has adopted in producing the Southern 
Area Local Plan has sustainability at its core. The Southern Area Local Plan 
has been prepared in accordance with EU Directive 2001/42/eu. 

Proposals I Considerations 

In order to move forward with the Adoption of the Southern Area Local Plan 
the Council needs to respond to the objections received to the Pre Inquiry 
Changes to Southern Area Local Plan (Modified June 2001) and it is 
recommended that Committee agrees to the content of the Publicity and 
Consultation Report (as contained in Appendix I). 

The next step in the Adoption process for the Southern Area Local Plan is the 
consideration of outstanding objections at a Local Plan Inquiry. The Council 
has appointed Mr. Malcolm Mahony as the Reporter for the Local Plan Inquiry, 
which is scheduled to commence on the 12 September 2005. 

Corporate Considerations 

Given that the Local Plan will represent the land use proposals until the 
adoption of the North Lanarkshire Local Plan the activities of a number of 
Council Departments and external agencies will be influenced by the content 
of the Local Plan. The Local Plan adoption process has included consultation 
with all Council Departments therefore its contents reflect the Council’s 
Corporate priorities and programmes. 



6. Recommendation 

6.1 It is recommended that the Committee agrees the content of the Publicity and 
Consultation Report for the Pre Inquiry Changes to the Finalised Draft 
Southern Area Local Plan 1998 (Modified June 2001) as contained in 
Appendix I attached to this report. 

David M. Porch 
DIRECTOR OF PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENT 

4'h of April 2005 

Local Government Access to Information Act: for further information, please contact 
Craig Mclntyre, Senior Planning Officer on 01 236 61 81 25. 
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INTRODUCTION 

1.1 

1.2 

1.3 

1.4 

1.5 

1.6 

In May 2004 North Lanarkshire Council placed the Pre Inquiry Changes to the 
Southern Area Local Plan Finalised Draft (Modified June 2001) on deposit for public 
consultation. This document represents the Council’s considered response to previous 
public consultation stages in the adoption process for the Southern Area Local Plan. 
The Pre Inquiry Changes reflect the issues on which the Council has reached 
agreement regarding previous objections to the content of the draft local plan plus 
other changes required to reflect the latest Government Guidance and statistical base. 

As part of the process of local plan preparation it is necessary to ensure that those with 
an interest in the Plan have an adequate opportunity to comment on its content. The 
requirement to produce a document setting out the measures taken by planning 
authorities to ensure that adequate consultation measures have been undertaken is set 
out in legislation. 

A full and detailed range of measures were undertaken prior to and following the 
publication of the Pre Inquiry Changes to the Southern Area Local Plan Finalised Draft 
(Modified June 2001) to ensure that the Plan was adequately publicised. A six-week 
statutory consultation period ran from the 12th of May 2004 until the 30th of June 2004. 
Details of this are set out in this document. 

This Publicity and Consultation Statement details representations received by the 
Council during the statutory consultation period and outlines the Council’s response to 
all matters raised. In particular, this document seeks to: - 

0 give a resume of all representations received on the Pre Inquiry 
Changes to the Southern Area Local Plan Finalised Draft 
(Modified June 2001) 

0 enable those who have commented to ascertain how their 
representations have been dealt with by North Lanarkshire 
Council, thereby allowing respondents to consider whether or 
not to continue their objections to the Draft Plan through to a 
Local Plan Inquiry 

0 indicate whether further changes are required to the Draft Plan 
prior to the Local Plan Inquiry 

Where appropriate, issues raised following the consultation exercise have been 
considered and accepted by North Lanarkshire Council in the response to the various 
objections. If these objections are not subsequently resolved they will be continued 
through to a Local Plan Inquiry. 

Further details on the consultation process and the original letters of representation 
received by the Council are held at North Lanarkshire Council, Department of Planning 
and Environment, Fleming House, 2 Tryst Road, Cumbernauld G67 I JW these are 
available for inspection or reference if required. 
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PUBLICITY AND CONSULTATION ARRANGEMENTS 

The Statutory Requirement 

To ensure that a range of interested parties were involved at the consultative draft 
stage, a programme of publicity commenced in March 2004 and continued through the 
formal consultation period which lasted from the 12th of May 2004 until the 30th of June 
2004. This was consistent with the requirements for publicity set out in Section 12 of 
the Town and Country Planning (Scotland) Act 1997. It also accorded with Sections 3, 
4 and 30 of the Town and Country Planning (Structure and Local Plans) (Scotland) 
Regulations 1983 and took account of the advice contained within the Scottish 
Development Department Planning Advice Note 30 Local Planning which indicated 
good practice in the production of local plans. 

Getting the Message Across 

A range of measures was employed to ensure that both the process and the specific 
details contained within the Pre Inquiry Changes to the Southern Area Local Plan 
Finalised Draft (Modified June 2001) were effectively communicated. Accordingly the 
strategy adopted by the Council focused on the following areas. 

Newspaper Reports and Press Releases 
0 Advertisements 

Distribution of the Pre Inquiry Changes to the Draft Local Plan 
0 Notification Letters on the Production of the Local Plan 
0 Deposit Copies for Inspection 

Leaflets and Posters 

Advertisements 

To fulfil the statutory obligations ensuring that adequate publicity was given to the Pre 
Inquiry Changes to the Southern Area Local Plan Finalised Draft (Modified June 2001), 
advertisements were placed in a number of national and local publications from the 12th 
of May 2004. These gave notice of the Council's preparation of the Pre Inquiry 
Changes to the Southern Area Local Plan Finalised Draft (Modified June 2001), 
indicated where and when copies could be inspected, explained the means of making 
representations on the Plan and set the date by which all comments had to be 
submitted. Table 1 shows the publications where the advertisement was placed and 
indicates the likely extent of its distribution: - 

Table 1: Use of Advertisements 

Type of Publication Title 

HMSO 
Local Newspaper 
Local Newspaper 
Local Newspaper 
Local Newspaper 
Local Newspaper 
Local Newspaper 
Local Newspaper 

The Edinburgh Gazette 
Lanarkshire People 
Wishaw Press 
Motherwell Times 
Bellshill Speaker 
Hamilton Advertiser 
Airdrie & Coatbridge Advertiser 
Lothian Courier 

Distribution 

National 
Lanarkshire wide 
Wishaw Area 
Motherwell Area 
Bellshill Area 
Hamilton Area 
Monklands Area 
Hart h i I I/S hotts 
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Distribution of the Draft Local Plan 

2.4 

2.5 

2.6 

Copies of the Pre Inquiry Changes to the Southern Area Local Plan Finalised Draft 
(Modified June 2001) Written Statement and accompanying Proposals Maps were 
distributed to a range of statutory consultees with a covering letter explaining the 
purpose of the Local Plan and the stages involved in the consultation process. These 
included: - 

Members of the UK Parliament/ the Scottish Parliamentlthe European 
Parliament 
Councillors 
The Scottish Executive 
Adjoining Local Authorities 
Government Bodies and Agencies e.g. Scottish Enterprise, Forestry 
Commission, Scottish Natural Heritage 
Statutory undertakers (including Power supply and Telecommunications 
providers) 
National and Local Interest Groups 
Local Organisations (including Community Councils) 

Notification Letters to Non-statutory Consultees 

While recognising the importance of ensuring that statutory consultees have an 
opportunity to comment on the Plan, private companies, consultants and individual 
members of the public must also be given the opportunity to view or purchase copies. 
Accordingly, the Council sent letters directly to a range of interested parties to notify 
them that the Plan had been produced. This set out the consultation and publicity 
arrangements proposed as well as indicating how copies of the document could be 
obtained. 

Deposit Copies for Inspection 

As a means of ensuring that copies of the Draft Local Plan were readily available to 
local residents copies were placed on deposit at locations throughout the Plan Area. 
Advertisements placed in the national and local press gave notice of this intention. 
Copies were available for inspection at the Brandon Street Planning Office Motherwell 
and at all Public Libraries (including mobile libraries). Copies were also held for loan 
purposes to ensure that individuals had sufficient time to examine its content. The 
locations where Local Plans were available for inspection are indicated in Table 2. 

Table 2: Locations where Local Plans Deposited 

Public Buildings Libraries 

Brandon Street Offices, Motherwell 
Fleming House Offices, Cumbernauld Cleland 

Bellshill Cultural Centre 

Craigneuk 
Motherwell 
Newmains 
Newarthill 
Shotts 
Viewpark 
Wishaw 
All mobile libraries 

5 



ANALYSIS OF REPRESENTATIONS RECEIVED AND KEY ISSUES 

3.1 Following the consultation period thirty-three written responses were submitted to the 
Council and acknowledged by the Director of Planning and Environment. These came 
from a diverse range of organisations and interest groups (see Table 6). Full details of 
all the representations received are detailed in the Summary of Representations and 
Objection Response Table in Section 4: 

Table 6: Representations Received by Respondent Category 

Respondent Ca tego ry No. of 
Responses 

Local Government 4 
Government Bodies and Agencies 5 
National and Local Interest Groups 1 
Private Companies 14 
Individuals 9 

Total Responses Received 33 

3.2 The comments received covered all aspects of the Plan and a broad analysis of these 
by Local Plan Chapter is provided in Section 4. The key areas of interest focused upon 
the environment, housing, retail development, minerals and telecommunications. 

Table 7: Representations by Local Plan Topic Chapter 

Topic 

Introduction and Strategy 
The Environment 
Housing 
Industrial and Business 
Retail and Commerce 
Transportation 
Mineral Extraction and Waste Management 
Leisure and Tourism 
Community Services & Utilities 

No. of 
Repres en fa tions 

5 
12 
7 
1 

19 
1 
2 
1 
4 

Total No. of Representations 52 

3.3 A summary of the responses received for each of the Local Plan topic areas is 
contained in the table at the end of the report. 

Introduction and Strategy 

3.4 Some comments were general in nature relating to the format of the Draft Local Plan 
and its overall approach. The Plan was generally welcomed for its comprehensive 
approach, the emphasis given to environmental issues, particularly to sustainability and 
to its awareness of national policy guidance. A number of respondents objected to the 
the regeneration of the Ravenscraig site and argued that the Council’s support for the 
Ravenscraig proposals, in particular its development as a new town centre is 
premature given the legal challenge to the Scottish Ministers approval of the First 
Alteration to the Glasgow and Clyde Valley Joint Structure Plan. The Scottish Ministers 
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approval of the First Alteration to the Glasgow and Clyde Valley Joint Structure Plan 
was the subject of an appeal to the Court of Session under section 238 of the Planning 
(Scotland) Act 1997. The Court of Session issued its decision to refuse the appeal on 
the 30th of March 2005. The Court of Session decision to leave unaltered the Scottish 
Ministers approval of the First Alteration to the Glasgow & Clyde Valley Structure Plan 
is welcomed. The Council will ensure that the local plan complies with the Structure 
Plan as altered through the promotion of policies and proposals which seek to promote 
a new town centre at Ravenscraig. 

introduction and Strategy: Key Issue 

The Council’s support for the regeneration of Ravenscraig, in particular its 
development as a new town centre is premature given the legal challenge to 
the Scottish Ministers approval of the First Alteration to the Glasgow and 
Clyde Valley Joint Structure Plan. 

The Environment 

3.5 Generally the aims and objectives of the Environment Chapter were welcomed and 
constructive comment was made on the wording of policies. This was to afford greater 
protection to the natural and built environment. The Chapter’s emphasis on the issue of 
sustainability was widely supported with the specific issue of habitat protection and 
enhancement being raised. 

3.6 Criticisms of the Chapter were relatively few and restricted to those with development 
interests around the urban fringe. The main objections concerned development being 
restricted by the proposed Greenbelt boundary, specifically around the settlements of 
Gowkthrapple, Jerviston and Newmains. 

Environment: Key issues 

The need to protect the Green Belt from development by continuing to 
develop brownfield sites in favour of greenfield sites 

The need to give greater protection to the habitats and species in light of 
European and Central Government advice 

Housing 

3.7 A number of objectors emphasised the need to roll forward the Plan to take account of 
the latest land supply figures for 2008. Several objectors focused on the need to 
update the programming and effectiveness of particular sites and to bring forward 
greenfield sites within the Green belt on the urban fringe. A number of respondents 
questioned the extent to which proposed housing opportunities are focused on 
brownfield sites. The bulk of comments were broadly grouped into two opposing views, 
those advocating additional land releases and those seeking to limit the release of 
sites. 

3.8 Proposals to release additional land for housing were made by a range of 
housebuilders and others with development interests in particular sites, advocating 
their inclusion in the Local Plan’s list of housing opportunities. These proposed 
releases are on major greenfield sites outwith the urban area at locations that include 
Jerviston, Cambusnethan, Gowkthrapple and Newmains. 
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Housing: Key Issues 

0 The extent to which additional housing land is required over the Local Plan 
period given the supply of housing land within the Local Housing Market Area. 

0 The extent to which any further greenfield release is justified given the 
present supply of housing land. 

0 The extent to which greenfield release could detract from the regeneration of 
urban areas 

Industry and Business 

3.9 Only one response related to industry and business issues. This related to the 
clarification of the mix of industrial and business development within the Ravenscraig 
site. 

Industry and Business: Key Issues 

0 The changes to the Industry and Business chapter were broadly welcomed by 
the business community and no substantive issues require to be resolved. 

Retail and Commerce 

3.10 The section of the Plan, which drew the greatest interest, was the Retail and 
Commerce Chapter, being the focus of a third of all comments received. The 
comments were submitted primarily by major retailing groups, landowners and property 
developers. The principal focus of concern was the recommendation to bring forward a 
site for a major retail development within a new town centre at Ravenscraig. The bulk 
of the respondents questioned and criticised the need, scale and timing of the 
Ravenscraig retail development and wanted to ensure that the development would not 
undermine the vitality and viability of established town centres such as Motherwell, 
Wishaw and Hamilton. 

3.11 The majority of the objections were submitted on the basis that the proposed retailing 
at Ravenscraig is contrary to NPPG 8 and the Structure Plan, these objections can be 
countered by the First Alteration to the Structure Plan, which was approved by Scottish 
Ministers. The First Alteration to the Structure Plan designates Ravenscraig as a town 
centre in its own right. The concern about the impact of the Ravenscraig development 
on the existing town centres of Motherwell and Wishaw is recognised by the Council 
and the Structure Plan Joint Committee who have linked the development of 
Ravenscraig to the restructuring of Motherwell and Wishaw town centres. 

3.12 Objectors are of the view that the Council’s support for the regeneration of 
Ravenscraig, in particular its development as a new town centre is premature given the 
legal challenge to the Scottish Ministers approval of the First Alteration to the Glasgow 
and Clyde Valley Joint Structure Plan. 

Retail and Commerce: Key Issues 

0 The extent to which the Ravenscraig site is the most appropriate location 
for major retail development, given the concerns over its impact upon the 
vitality and viability of town centres. 
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0 The mechanism and timescale for bringing forward the restructuring of 
Motherwell and Wishaw town centres. 

0 The outcome of the legal challenge to the Scottish Ministers approval of 
the First Alteration to the Glasgow and Clyde Valley Joint Structure Plan 

Transportation 

3.13 Network Rail submitted comments on transport matters to support the relocation of the 
proposed passenger station to serve the Eurocentral from a site close to the freight 
operation at Eurocentral to a site to the north nearer Orchard Farm. 

Transportation: Key Issues 

0 The need to promote more sustainable forms of transport while maintaining 
existing facilities 

Mineral Extraction and Waste Management 

3.14 The Mineral Extraction and Waste Management comments were from adjacent Local 
Authorities, Government Bodies, Environmental Agencies and Private Sector Mining 
Operators. These ranged from support for the Plan’s recognition of the importance of 
mineral resources to general criticism that the Plan offered a presumption against 
mineral development. 

3.15 A number of respondents focused upon the identification of preferred areas, suggesting 
that the Plan should indicate preferred areas for activities other than opencast coal 
mining. The potential conflict of Policy MIN 6 with Greenbelt policies was also 
highlighted, as was the need to ensure that preferred areas matched the Structure Plan 
position. Respondents also expressed concern over some of the criteria to be 
considered by the Council in assessing mineral applications, such as the application of 
a 500-metre exclusion zone. A number of operators were also concerned at the 
requirement for applications to be supported by Guarantee Bonds. 

3.16 The key points made regarding waste management were the need for the Local Plan to 
ensure that waste is disposed of in the least environmentally damaging way. 

Mineral Extraction and Waste Management: Key Issues 

The need to protect the natural environment when considering future waste 
management practices 

0 The scope to identify preferred areas for a wider range of mining activities 
0 The requirement to amend preferred areas of opencast coal extraction given 

the existence of heritage resources such as peat bogs within or adjacent to 
them 
The need to clarify the criteria to be considered when assessing planning 
applications 

Leisure and Tourism 

3.17 The comments on the leisure and Tourism chapter were restricted to criticisms of the 
designation of certain sites as protected open space or for leisure development. The 
objectors sought to develop sites, which are currently protected by leisure designations. 
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Leisure and Tourism: Key issues 

0 The Council need to ensure that the Open Space Strategy incorporates a 
thorough audit of existing designations to ensure that they can be achieved 
or are still required. 

Community Services and Utilities 

3.18 The comments submitted with regard to Community Services and Utilities were 
submitted by interest groups, and private companies involved in the 
telecommunications industry. Comments centred on the material considerations to be 
examined when determining applications for telecommunications apparatus. 

3.19 The two submissions relating to Telecommunications policy CS 6 are polarised, SNH 
have requested additional criteria to reflect their interests in the protection of the natural 
environment while One 2 One have requested the relaxation of criteria to enable a 
more pragmatic approach to the location of telecommunications apparatus. 

3.20 The Health and Safety Executive also made representations about the lack of a policy 
for hazardous sites and pipeline consultation zones. The Council are required by EC 
Directives to make provision for such a policy in local plans. 

Community Services and Utilities: Key Issue 

0 The level of protection afforded to the Natural Environment in the 
consideration of the location of Telecommunications apparatus. 

0 The need for a policy statement with respect to notification procedures for 
hazardous sites and pipeline consultation zones. 
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SUMMARY OF REPRESENTATIONS AND PROPOSED RESPONSES 

4.1 Representations received and the draft response on behalf of the Council have been 
summarised and set out in a tabular format for ease of reference. 

4.2 The Objection Response Table, which follows, is split into eight sections grouping 
representations by the Local Plan Chapter to which they relate. It consists of six 
columns; the first giving each representation a specific reference number relating to the 
organisation and the individual. The second column details the name and address of 
the organisation or individual. The third column indicates the policy area or paragraph 
in the written statement and the electoral ward to which the objection relates. The 
fourth column summarises the grounds for objection and the specific point being made. 
The fifth column summarises the Council’s response. Finally, the last column indicates 
the status of the objection, there are four possible outcomes which are explained as 
follows:- 

Agreed Withdrawn Where the Council has agreed with the change proposed by 
the objector and the Council expects the objection to be withdrawn prior to the Local 
Plan Inquiry. 

Withdrawn 
result of the Pre Inquiry Changes Documents. 

Where the objector has formally withdrawn their objection as a 

Disagree Remains Where the Council can not agree with the proposed change 
requested by the objector and the Council expect the objection to be sustained through 
to the Local Plan Inquiry. 

invalid Where the objection does not relate to a policy or proposal 
within the Local Plan in either the Pre Inquiry Changes Document or the previous 
versions of the Local Plan. 

11 



Pre lnquirv Chanaes of March 2004 to the 
Southern Area Local Plan Finalised Draft 1998 

(Modified June 2001 1 

Objection Response Table 

March 2005 
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Obiection Response Table for the March 2004 Pre Inquiry Chanaes to the Southern Area Local Plan Finalised Draft 1998 (Modified June 2001) 

Obj 
Ref. 

Objector Policy Area Grounds for Objection Response Objection 
/Chapter / Status 
Paragraph 

Electoral 
Ward 

04/24 Glasgow & the 
Clyde Valley 
Structure Plan 
Joint Committee 

Introduction & 
Strategy 

All Wards 

Chapter 1 : Introduction & Stratc 

Welcomes the document but wishes the 
following to be amended:- 

Update the plan to reflect the approval of 
the First Alteration (Ravenscraig) to the 
Structure Plan. 

The Council welcomes the support. of the 
Structure Plan Manager. 

The Southern Area Local Plan is required to 
conform to the approved structure plan as 
altered. The modifications relating to 
Ravenscraig reflect the First Alteration to the 
Glasgow and Clyde Valley Joint Structure 
Plan. 

The Scottish Ministers approval of the First 
Alteration to the Glasgow and Clyde Valley 
Joint Structure Plan was the subject of an 
appeal to the Court of Session under section 
238 of the Planning (Scotland) Act 1997. The 
Court of Session issyFd its decision to refuse 
the appeal on the 30 of March 2005. 

The Court of Session decision to leave 
unaltered the Scottish Ministers approval of 
the First Alteration to the Glasgow & Clyde 
Valley Structure Plan is welcomed. The 
Council will ensure that the local plan 
complies with the Structure Plan as altered 

Agreed 
Withdrawn 
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04/27 

0411 2 

Scottish Natural 
Heritage 

Standard Life 
Assurance Co. 

Introduction & 
Strategy 

All Wards 

~~ ~ 

Introduction & 
Strategy 

All Wards 

Formal letter of notification confirming that 
all previous objections to the SALP have 
been withdrawn and that SNH have no 
objection to the content of the Pre Inquiry 
Changes to the Plan. 

Objection to all of the Pre Inquiry 
Changes (see list below) which relate to 
the Ravenscraig development in particular 
the retail element of the Ravenscraig 
Masterplan. The pre Inquiry Changes are 
regarded as premature in advance of the 
Legal challenge to the Scottish Ministers 
approval of the First Alteration to the 
Glasgow and Clyde Valley Joint Structure 
Plan. 

Objection to changes : 1-03,1-04,1-05 

through the promotion of policies and 
proposals which seek to promote a new town 
centre at Ravenscraig. 

The withdrawal of the previous objections to- 
the Draft plan is noted and welcomed by the 
Council. 

The Southern Area Local Plan is required to 
conform to the approved structure plan as 
altered. The modifications relating to 
Ravenscraig reflect the First Alteration to the 
Glasgow and Clyde Valley Joint Structure 
Plan. 

The Scottish Ministers approval of the First 
Alteration to the Glasgow and Clyde Valley 
Joint Structure Plan was the subject of an 
appeal to the Court of Session under section 
238 of the Planning (Scotland) Act 1997. The 
Court of Session issued its decision to refuse 
the appeal on the 30th of March 2005. 

The Court of Session decision to leave 
unaltered the Scottish Ministers approval of 
the First Alteration to the Glasgow & Clyde 
Valley Structure Plan is welcomed. The 
Council will ensure that the local plan 
complies with the Structure Plan as altered 
through the promotion of policies and 
proposals which seek to promote a new town 

Withdrawn 

Disagree 
Remains 
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04/28 The Buchanan 
Partnership 

Introduction 
and Strategy 

Para 1.6 
Para 1.8 

All Wards 

Introduction & 
Strategy 
Para 1.8 

All Wards 

BP are of the view thatthe statement in 
relation to the Ravenscraig Regeneration 
at paragraph 1.6 should include specific 
targets/limits for each potential element of 
the regeneration, in order to ensure that 
development is in accordance with the 
Structure Plan policy, and that the 
negative impacts on adjacent towns can 
be controlled and addressed. 

The reference to Ravenscraig’s town 
centre being a focus for regeneration 
should be removed from paragraph 1.8 

RL object to the modification to the last 
two bullet points of para 1.8 re 
Ravenscraig and established town 
centres. Alterations to the text do not 
adequately reflect the Council’s position 
re the new town centre at Ravenscraig 
and the findings of the EDAW Study on 
other town centres The original wording of 
the bullet points should be retained 
without modification. 

centre at Ravenscraig. 

The objection is therefore maintained and will 
be determined at the Local Plan Inquiry 

Paragraph 1.6 has been reworded to take 
account of the Structure Plan 2000, the First 
Alteration to the Structure Plan and the 
Council’s current position with regard to 
Ravenscraig as outlined in the response to 
the retail objections relating to Ravenscraig in 
Chapter 5 below. No further changes to this 
paragraph are required at this time. 

The Council is of the view that the proposed 
town centre at Ravenscraig will be a catalyst 
for the regeneration of the wider area and as 
such the eighth bullet point of paragraph 1.8 
will not be amended as requested. 

The objection is therefore maintained and will 
be determined at the Local Plan Inquiry. 

Paragraph 1.8 has been reworded to take 
account of the Structure Plan 2000, the First 
Alteration to the Structure Plan and the 
Council’s current position with regard to 
Ravenscraig as outlined in the response to 
the retail objections relating to Ravenscraig in 
Chapter 5 below. The original wording will not 
be reinstated. 

The objection is therefore maintained and will 

Disagree 
Remains 

Disagree 
Remains 

Disagree 
Remains 
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Chapter 2 : The Environmeni 

0410 1 

04/02 

Mr Andrew Smith 
11 7 Morningside 
Road 
Morningside 
Newmains 
ML2 9QN 

Gail Samson 
Auchterview 
Morningside Road 
Newmains 
ML2 9QS 

Environment 
Policy ENV 6 

Wards 16,17 

Environment 
Policy ENV 6 

Wards 16,17 

Objection to the continued expansion of 
the urban area of Morningside and its 
detrimental impact on the Green belt, with 
particular regard to a proposed Green belt 
release at the junction of Mill Road and 
Morningside Road for 18 houses as 
promoted by Taylor Homes (DC App 
S/03/00221 /FUL refers). 

Request that the settlement boundary be 
retained as shown on the 2001 Draft Plan 
and that no more development is 
promoted on the Green belt around 
Morningside. 

Objection to the continued expansion of 
the urban area of Morningside and its 
detrimental impact on the Green belt, with 
particular regard to a proposed Green belt 
release at the junction of Mill Road and 
Morningside Road for 18 houses as 
promoted by Taylor Homes (DC App 
S/03/00221 /FUL refers). 

Request that the settlement boundary be 
retained as shown on the 2001 Draft Plan 
and that no more development is 
promoted on the Green belt around 
Morningside. 

The Southern Area Local Plan Pre Inquiry 
Changes of March 2004 Written Statement 
and Proposals Map do not propose any 
change to the settlement boundary of 
Morningside. The site at the corner of Mill 
Road and Morningside Road was the subject 
of a planning application (S/03/00221/FUL) 
and subsequent call in (P/PPA/75/96/55/139) 
by the Scottish Ministers. The Scottish 
Ministers refused the application in August 
2004 and the site is still zoned as Green belt 
within the amended Local Plan. As such the 
boundaries of the village of Morningside 
remain as shown on the Southern Area Local 
Plan Finalised Draft (Modified June 2001). 

The Southern Area Local Plan Pre Inquiry 
Changes of March 2004 Written Statement 
and Proposals Map do not propose any 
change to the settlement boundary of 
Morningside. The site at the corner of Mill 
Road and Morningside Road was the subject 
of a planning application (S/03/00221/FUL) 
and subsequent call in (P/PPA/75/96/55/139) 
by the Scottish Ministers. The Scottish 
Ministers refused the application in August 
2004 and the site is still zoned as Green belt 
within the amended Local Plan. As such the 
boundaries of the village of Morningside 
remain as shown on the Southern Area Local 
Plan Finalised Draft (Modified June 2001). 

invalid 

Invalid 
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04/03 

04/04 

Mr P Linden 
7 Mill Road 
Morningside 
Newmains 
ML2 7QR 

Mrs L Linden 
7 Mill Road 
Morningside 
Newmains 
ML2 7QR 

Environment 
Policy ENV 6 

Wards 16,17 

Environment 
Policy ENV 6 

Wards 16,17 

Objection to the continued expansion of 
the urban area of Morningside and its 
detrimental impact on the Green belt, with 
particular regard to a proposed Green belt 
release at the junction of Mill Road and 
Morningside Road for 18 houses as 
promoted by Taylor Homes (DC App 
S/03/00221/FUL refers). 

Request that the settlement boundary be 
retained as shown on the 2001 Draft Plan 
and that no more development is 
promoted on the Green belt around 
Morningside. 

Objection to the continued expansion of 
the urban area of Morningside and its 
detrimental impact on the Green belt, with 
particular regard to a proposed Green belt 
release at the junction of Mill Road and 
Morningside Road for 18 houses as 
promoted by Taylor Homes (DC App 
S/03/00221/FUL refers). 

Request that the settlement boundary be 
retained as shown on the 2001 Draft Plan 
and that no more development is 
promoted on the Green belt around 
Morningside. 

The Southern Area Local Plan Pre Inquiry 
Changes of March 2004 Written Statement 
and Proposals Map do not propose any 
change to the settlement boundary of 
Morningside. The site at the corner of Mill 
Road and Morningside Road was the subject 
of a planning application (S/03/00221/FUL) 
and subsequent call in (P/PPA/75/96/55/139) 
by the Scottish Ministers. The Scottish 
Ministers refused the application in August 
2004 and the site is still zoned as Green belt 
within the amended Local Plan. As such the 
boundaries of the village of Morningside 
remain as shown on the Southern Area Local 
Plan Finalised Draft (Modified June 2001). 

The Southern Area Local Plan Pre Inquiry 
Changes of March 2004 Written Statement 
and Proposals Map do not propose any 
change to the settlement boundary of 
Morningside. The site at the corner of Mill 
Road and Morningside Road was the subject 
of a planning application (S/03/00221/FUL) 
and subsequent call in (P/PPN75/96/55/139) 
by the Scottish Ministers. The Scottish 
Ministers refused the application in August 
2004 and the site is still zoned as Green belt 
within the amended Local Plan. As such the 
boundaries of the village of Morningside 
remain as shown on the Southern Area Local 
Plan Finalised Draft (Modified June 2001). 

Invalid 

invalid 
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04/05 

04/06 

W S Macfarlane 
209 Morningside 
Road 
Morningside 
Newmains 
ML2 9QN 

Mrs M Macfarlane 
209 Morningside 
Road 
Morningside 
Newmains 
ML2 9QN 

Environment 
Policy ENV 6 

Wards 16,17 

Environment 
Policy ENV 6 

Wards 16,17 

Objection to the continued expansion of 
the urban area of Morningside and its 
detrimental impact on the Green belt, with 
particular regard to a proposed Green belt 
release at the junction of Mill Road and 
Morningside Road for 18 houses as 
promoted by Taylor Homes (DC App 
S/03/00221/FUL refers). 

Request that the settlement boundary be 
retained as shown on the 2001 Draft Plan 
and that no more development is 
promoted on the Green belt around 
Morningside. 

Objection to the continued expansion of 
the urban area of Morningside and its 
detrimental impact on the Green belt, with 
particular regard to a proposed Green belt 
release at the junction of Mill Road and 
Morningside Road for 18 houses as 
promoted by Taylor Homes (DC App 
S/03/00221/FUL refers). 

Request that the settlement boundary be 
retained as shown on the 2001 Draft Plan 
and that no more development is 
promoted on the Green belt around 
Morningside. 

The Southern Area Local Plan Pre Inquiry 
Changes of March 2004 Written Statement 
and Proposals Map do not propose any 
change to the settlement boundary of 
Morningside. The site at the corner of Mill 
Road and Morningside Road was the subject 
of a planning application (S/03/00221/FUL) 
and subsequent call in (P/PPA/75/96/55/139) 
by the Scottish Ministers. The Scottish 
Ministers refused the application in August 
2004 and the site is still zoned as Green belt 
within the amended Local Plan. As such the 
boundaries of the village of Morningside 
remain as shown on the Southern Area Local 
Plan Finalised Draft (Modified June 2001). 

The Southern Area Local Plan Pre Inquiry 
Changes of March 2004 Written Statement 
and Proposals Map do not propose any 
change to the settlement boundary of 
Morningside. The site at the corner of Mill 
Road and Morningside Road was the subject 
of a planning application (S/03/00221/FUL) 
and subsequent call in (P/PPA/75/96/55/139) 
by the Scottish Ministers. The Scottish 
Ministers refused the application in August 
2004 and the site is still zoned as Green belt 
within the amended Local Plan. As such the 
boundaries of the village of Morningside 
remain as shown on the Southern Area Local 
Plan Finalised Draft (Modified June 2001). 

Invalid 

Invalid 
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04/07 

I 
04/24 

Mr & Mrs K 
Morrison 
Maryville Caravans 
19-23 Maryville View 
Uddingston 
Glasgow 
G716NT 

Glasgow & the 
Clyde Valley 
Structure Plan 
Joint Committee 

Environment 
Policy ENV 6 

Ward 21 

Environment 
ENV 6 

Para 2.49 

All Wards 

The objection relates to the release of 
Green belt land for residential 
development at the following locations :- 

Bernadette Cresent, Motherwell 
Shawstonfoot Road, Cleland 
Wishaw Golf Club, Main Street, Wishaw 
Ravenscraig, Motherwell. 

Objection to the inclusion of the site at 
Maryville Caravans, Uddingston within the 
Green belt. The site should be seen as 
brownfield and incorporated in the urban 
area of Uddingston. 

The second sentence of para 2.49 is 
incorrect and should be deleted as 
exceptions to the Green Belt policy must 
only satisfy Strategic Policy 10 not 1 and 
9. Regard for the need for development 
should be given to economic, social and 
environmental benefits of the proposal. 

No justification was provided to clarify why 
these sites should not be developed. All of 
the sites have the benefit of planning 
permission. 

The Maryville Caravan site at Uddingston has 
been incorporated in the Green belt since the 
Draft Plan of 1998. The Green belt to the 
west of Uddingston is an important 
component of the Green Corridor along the 
M73 and helps to secure a clear separation 
between the settlements of Uddingston in 
North Lanarkshire and Broomhouse in 
Glasgow. The Council do not intend to 
redraw the Green belt boundary at this 
location. 

The objection is therefore maintained and will 
be determined at the Local Plan Inquiry. 

Noted, the second sentence of para 2.49 
shall be deleted and replaced with the 
following:- 

In such cases proposals will have to be 
justified against criteria set out in the 
Glasgow and the Clyde Valley Joint Structure 
Plan 2000 in particular Strategic Policy 10, by 
having regard to the need for development, 
including specific locational need, and the 
economic, social and environmental benefits 

Disagree 
Remains 

Disagree 
Remains 

Agreed 
Withdrawn 
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04/08 
04/22 

George Wimpey UK 
Ltd. 

Environment 
ENV 6 

Ward 9 

GW object to the exclusion of the 
Branchal Cottages site from the Green 
Belt and its identification as a housing 
development site HSG 2.477, whilst the 
adjacent George Wimpey site, has been 
included in the Green Belt. 

The site owned by George Wimpey at 
Branchal Road, Cambusnethan should 
be excluded from the Green belt and 
zoned for housing development 

21 

of the proposal. 

The Council accepts the Reporters 
decision with regard to the Planning Appeal 
for the site at Branchal Road (see Appeal 
ref. P/PPA1320/48 and P/PPA1320/49). The 
Reporter agreed that the greenbelt 
boundary at this location was not robust 
and that it could be altered at a future date. 
The trigger for the alteration of the 
greenbelt boundary at this location and its 
subsequent release for residential 
development has to accord with SDD 
Circular 2411985 which states that the 
release of sites in the greenbelt should be 
considered only where such a release can 
be justified as part of an overall strategic 
appraisal of housing land requirements. 
The recent strategic appraisal of housing 
land requirements (see Clyde Valley Joint 
Structure Plan Technical Report 10, May 
2003) did not require any additional 
housing land release in the Motherwell and 
Wishaw Housing Sub Market Area, 
therefore there is no requirement to release 
this site from the greenbelt at this time. The 
Council will consider the release of this site 
for housing in any future strategic appraisal 
of housing land requirements, until then it 
will remain as a greenbelt site within the 
Plan. 

The objection is therefore maintained and will 
be determined at the Local Plan Inquiry. 

Disagree 
Remains 



Ravenscraig Ltd. 

Historic Scotland 

Environment 
ENV 14.4 

Ward 6 

ENV 16.6 

Environment 

All Wards 

RL object to the use of the word “critical” 
in line 5 of the proposed new text for para 
2.13. It should be replaced with 
“important” in order to more accurately 
reflect the terms of Policy ENV 14. 

This objection relates to the proposed 
modification of SlNC and LNR boundaries 
to Ravenscraig and Coltness Woodlands 
within the Ravenscraig site. The greenbelt 
boundary as shown on the 1998 
Proposals Map should be retained. 

RL object to the proposed modification of 
the text in section 6 of Policy ENV 16 
“exploring the potential for.” as it retracts 
the previous commitment to achieve a 
new town centre at Ravenscraig. The 
original wording should be retained. 

HS have no comments to make on the 
statutory built heritage interests within the 
modified plan and as such support the 
content of the modified plan 

The word “critical” will be replaced with the 
word “important” in line 5 of para 2.13 as 
requested. 

The Greenbelt boundary to the east of the 
Ravenscraig site has been amended to 
reflect the boundaries agreed in the 
Ravenscraig Planning Application 
(S/01/00758/OUT). The reinstatement of the 
1998 Green belt boundary is not supported 
by the Council. 

The Council is committed to the development 
of a new town centre at Ravenscraig as 
supported by the First Alteration to the 
Glasgow and Clyde Valley Joint Structure 
Plan. This support is reflected in the 
modification which replaces the phrase 
“exploring the potential of‘ to “supporting the 
development of‘ which is a much more 
positive statement. 

The objection is therefore maintained and will 
be determined at the Local Plan Inquiry. 

The support for the content of the modified 
plan is noted and welcomed by the Council. 

Agreed 
Withdrawn 

Disagree 
Remains 

Disagree 
Remains 

Withdrawn 

22 



0411 3 

Housing Land 
Supply 
HSG 2 

All Wards 

0412 5 Object to the proposed modifications as 
they fail to address the following points: 

Inadequate Land Supply within the plan 
period and beyond. The Local Plan should 
contain a land supply up to 2018 to reflect 
SPP3. 

An exercise should be carried out to 
ascertain the established housing land 
supply up to 2018 that will be effective on 
a year to year basis. 

There will be new structure plan figures 
for the housing land supply in the next 

Homes for Scotland 

JSG Warren 
Consultants Ltd. 

Chapter 3 : Housing 

Schedule 
HSG 2 

All Wards 

Objection to the amendments to Table 3.2 
Owner Occupied Stock projection, the 
table is incorrect and should be corrected 
to a 2008 base. 

Objection to change 3-08 concerning the 
amendments to Table 3.3 Programmed 
House Construction 2002 -2009, the table 
is incorrect and should be checked for 
accuracy. 

Objections to the adequacy of the 
Housing Land Supply and the need for 
Green belt I Greenfield release made at 
previous draft stages are to be sustained 
through to the Local Plan Inquiry. 

The Council is of the view that the tables 
were accurate at the time of publication. The 
objection is therefore maintained and will be 
determined at the Local Plan Inquiry. 

It should be noted that the Housing Land 
Supply position will be clarified in a formal 
position statement to be submitted to the 
Reporter and all objectors in advance of the 
Public Local Inquiry into the content of the 
plan. This position statement will set out the 
agreed housing land supply position at March 
2004 and will be treated as a Core Document 
upon which the Council will lead its evidence 
in relation to all housing land supply and 
demand issues. 

The opportunity to object to general points in 
the local plan has passed. Objections of this 
nature have been dealt with prior to 
publication of the Draft Plan in 1998. 

Modifications 3-07 to 3-09 are proposed to 
reflect the Structure Plan “Roll Forward of 
Effective Housing Land Requirements 2001- 
2008” to ensure that a five-year land supply, 
sufficient to meet Plan requirements is 
maintained in line with SPP3. 

The assessment of housing supply and 
demand contained within the Glasgow and 

Disagree 
Remains 

Invalid 

Disagree 
Remains 
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year and in this context the current figures 
used by the local plan will be out of date, 
the local plan should therefore contain a 
land supply beyond 2006. 

24 

Clyde Valley Joint Structure Plan 2000 
concludes that there is an adequate supply of 
housing opportunities within the Plan Area to 
meet predicted demand over the 1999-2006 
audit period. There is therefore no 
requirement to identify any additional sites for 
release. The release of sites over and above 
the existing housing land supply can not be 
supported by the Development Plan at this 
time. 

The mechanism for rolling forward the 
housing land supply from 2006 to 2008 is 
explained in the Glasgow and Clyde Valley 
Joint Structure Plan Technical Report 10, 
May 2003. The Structure Plan Joint 
Committee is of the view that there is 
sufficient supply of land within the Structure 
Plan area to meet housing land requirements 
to 2008. There is therefore no requirement to 
review the land supply at this point. A further 
review will be undertaken in 2005. 

The objection is therefore maintained and will 
be determined at the Local Plan Inquiry. 

It should be noted that the Housing Land 
Supply position will be clarified in a formal 
position statement to be submitted to the 
Reporter and all objectors in advance of the 
Public Local Inquiry into the content of the 
plan. This position statement will set out the 
agreed housing land supply position at March 
2004 and will be treated as a Core Document 
upon which the Council will lead its evidence 
in relation to all housing land supply and 

Disagree 
Remains 



04/26 HF Homes I B& S 
Hill 

Housing Land 

HSG 2 
Supply 

Ward 15 

In addition to maintaining the original 
objection concerning the exclusion of the 
site at Castlehill, Gowkthrapple from 
Schedule HSG 2, the following points 
have been raised: 

Object to the plan on the grounds that 
there are insufficient housing land 
allocations within the plan area to meet 
housing demand. 

Wish to promote the release of 13 Ha of 
land from the Green belt at Castlehill, 
Gowkthrapple through linkage to a Rural 
Regeneration Strategy for East Wishaw 
including a masterplan for the 
regeneration of brownfield land within the 
areen belt. 

demand issues. 

The assessment of housing supply and 
demand contained within the Glasgow and 
Clyde Valley Joint Structure Plan 2000 
concludes that there is an adequate supply of 
housing opportunities within the Plan Area to 
meet predicted demand over the 1999-2006 
audit period. There is therefore no 
requirement to identify any additional sites for 
release. The release of sites over and above 
the existing housing land supply can not be 
supported by the Development Plan at this 
time. 

It should be noted that the Housing Land 
Supply position will be clarified in a formal 
position statement to be submitted to the 
Reporter and all objectors in advance of the 
Public Local Inquiry into the content of the 
plan. This position statement will set out the 
agreed housing land supply position at March 
2004 and will be treated as a Core Document 
upon which the Council will lead its evidence 
in relation to all housing land supply and 
demand issues. 

The Castlehill site at Wishaw has been 
incorporated in the Green belt since the Draft 
Plan of 1998. The Council defended its 
position to refuse a planning application 
seeking the release of the site from the 
Green belt at a Planning Appeal 1998 
(P/PPA/320/37). The then Secretary of State 

Disagree 
Remains 

Disagree 
Remains 
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04/27 Housing Land 
Supply 

Scottish Natural 
Heritage 

SNH object to the inclusion of site 2.467B, 
Murdostoun Estate, Bellside, Cleland (site 

I 

for Scotland agreed with the Councils view 
that the release of the site for housing was 
contrary to both the Structure Plan and the 
Council’s Local Plan. 

The release of such a substantial greenfield 
site within a sensitive Green Belt wedge 
would undermine the key principles of the 
Development Plan, which seeks to target 
new development at urban brownfield sites 
such as Ravenscraig. 

The proposal to link the development of the 
greenfield green belt site at Castlehill, 
Gowkthrapple to the regeneration of 
unconnected and remote brownfield sites in 
Newmains through a Rural Regeneration 
Strategy for East Wishaw can not be 
supported as it would set a precedent which 
could result in the loss of substantial areas of 
green belt on the urban edge. 

The linkage of brownfield regeneration to 
greenfield development is not accepted as a 
suitable justification for the loss of this 
substantial site within the Clyde Valley Area 
of Great Landscape Value. The development 
of Castlehill can not be linked to the 
development of other remote sites. 

The objection is therefore maintained and will 
be determined at the Local Plan Inquiry. 

The development of the site at Carlisle Road, 
Bellside (HSG 2.467B) will have no impact on 

Disagree 
Remains 

Disagree 
Remains 

Disagree 
Remains 
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04/22 George Wimpey 
West Scotland 

HSG 2 

Wards 18,19 

Housing Land 

HSG 2 
Paragraphs 

Supply 

3.13 - 3.14 

Ward 9 

2) in Schedule HSG 2 (c) and Proposals 
Map 4.4. 

The site is contrary to policy ENV 20 
which states that the Council will resist 
development proposals that could harm 
the character of sites that are proposed 
for inclusion in the Inventory of Gardens 
and Designed Landscapes, as is the case 
with Murdostoun Estate. 

GW object to the plan as it stands prior 
to the inclusion of the 1998 Housing 
Land Audit. Reduced effective supply of 
housing land due to disputed sites and 
overall figures. Local Plan has been 
prepared within a vacuum of strategic 
planning guidance, the GCVJSPC Tech 
Note only going to 2003. 

Request more edge of settlement 
greenfield housing. Question the 
effectiveness of sites around Wishaw 
and to the inclusion of the Carfin Grotto 

the character of Murdostoun Estate, as it is 
remote from the part of the estate, which may 
be included in the Inventory of Gardens and 
Designed Landscapes. The estate is 
bounded by mature woodland policies and 
the site is several hundred metres to the 
north west of the estate adjacent to the 
established urban area of Bellside. 

Planning permission for the development of 
the site (App ref S/02/01285/OUT) was 
granted in April 2003. It should be noted that 
a planning consent for the adjacent site that 
is closer to Murdostoun Estate (HSG 2.584, 
App ref. S/01/01608/FUL) was granted in 
February 2002 and is now under 
construction. 

The objection is therefore maintained and will 
be determined at the Local Plan Inquiry. 

The assessment of housing supply and 
demand contained within the Glasgow and 
Clyde Valley Joint Structure Plan 2000 
concludes that there is an adequate supply of 
housing opportunities within the Plan Area to 
meet predicted demand over the 1999-2006 
audit period. There is therefore no 
requirement to identify any additional sites for 
release. The release of the sites at Branchal 
Road can not be supported by the 
Development Plan at this time. The objection 
is therefore sustained and will be determined 
at the Local Plan Inquiry. 

Disagree 
Remains 

Disagree 
Remains 
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Exclusion of 
site at 

Branchal Rd 

and Murdostoun Estate sites. 

Also object to a number of sites being 
included because they believe that their 
inclusion is contrary to PAN 44 Fitting 
New Housing Development into the 
Landscape. GW Offer their sites as 
replacement sites for 354 units (165 + 
189) on other sites. 

GW also object to the inclusion of a 
number of sites, which have been 
identified at the tripartite meetings as 
non-effective or are disputed. 

Objection to the exclusion of a site at 
Branchal Road, Cambusnethan from 
Schedule HSG 2, this site should be 
identified as being suitable for residential 
development as it is free from constraints 
and in the control of a developer who can 
deliver housing in a phased manner. 
GW object to the exclusion of their site 
at Branchal Road, the subject of a 
recent planning application, which 

The mechanism for rolling forward the 
housing land supply from 2006 to 2008 is 
explained in the Glasgow and Clyde Valley 
Joint Structure Plan Technical Report 10, 
May 2003. The Structure Plan Joint 
Committee is of the view that there is 
sufficient supply of land within the Structure 
Plan area to meet housing land requirements 
to 2008. There is therefore no requirement to 
review the land supply at this point. A further 
review will be undertaken in 2005. 

It should be noted that the Housing Land 
Supply position will be clarified in a formal 
position statement to be submitted to the 
Reporter and all objectors in advance of the 
Public Local Inquiry into the content of the 
plan. This position statement will set out the 
agreed housing land supply position at March 
2004 and will be treated as a Core Document 
upon which the Council will lead its evidence 
in relation to all housing land supply and 
demand issues. 

The Council accepts the Reporters 
decision with regard to the Planning Appeal 
for the site at Branchal Road (see Appeal 
ref. P/PPA/320/48 and P/PPA/320/49). The 
Reporter agreed that the greenbelt 
boundary at this location was not robust 
and that it could be altered at a future date. 
The trigger for the alteration of the 
greenbelt boundary at this location and its 
subsequent release for residential 

Disagree 
Remains 

Disagree 
Remains 
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04/33 Bett Homes Housing Land 

HSG 2 
Supply 

All Wards 

would provide replacement for non- 
effective sites. Inclusion of the land as a 
housing site would provide a robust 
Green Belt boundary. It would also 
remove the bing providing 
environmental improvements and 
maintain the viability of local shopping 
outlets on Cambusnethan Street and in 
existing town centres. 

Bett Homes wish to maintain their 
previous objections to the Plan through to 
the Local Plan Inquiry. The objection 
relates to housing land supply issues as 
contained in Schedule HSG 2 on the 
basis that it does not provide for a 
minimum 5 years supply of land (effective 
or capable of becoming effective) for 
housing. 

development has to accord with SDD 
Circular 24/1985 which states that the 
release of sites in the greenbelt should be 
considered only where such a release can 
be justified as part of an overall strategic 
appraisal of housing land requirements. 
The recent strategic appraisal of housing 
land requirements (see Clyde Valley Joint 
Structure Plan Technical Report 10, May 
2003) did not require any additional 
housing land release in the Motherwell and 
Wishaw Housing Sub Market Area, 
therefore there is no requirement to release 
this site from the greenbelt at this time. The 
Council will consider the release of this site 
for housing in any future strategic appraisal 
of housing land requirements, until then it 
will remain as a greenbelt site within the 
Plan. 

The objection is therefore maintained and 
will be determined at the Local Plan 
Inquiry. 

The assessment of housing supply and 
demand contained within the Glasgow and 
Clyde Valley Joint Structure Plan 2000 
concludes that there is an adequate supply of 
housing opportunities within the Plan Area to 
meet predicted demand over the 1999-2006 
audit period. There is therefore no 
requirement to identify any additional sites for 
release. The release of the sites at Branchal 
Road can not be supported by the 

Disagree 
Remains 

Disagree 
Remains 
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BH objects to the Modifications on the 
basis that they fail to properly reflect the 
GCVJSP. In particular the Modifications to 
the Local Plan do not recognise the 
importance of having safeguards and 
contingencies in place to deal with the 
delay in the delivery of “effective” housing 
sites. 

The land supply runs from 2001/06 and as 
such does not address the requirements 
for a continuous 5 year minimum housing 
land supply post 2006 given the time 
taken to prepare, publish and test the 
housing land supply through the PLI 
process. 

Development Plan at this time. The objection 
is therefore sustained and will be determined 
at the Local Plan Inquiry. 

The mechanism for rolling forward the 
housing land supply from 2006 to 2008 is 
explained in the Glasgow and Clyde Valley 
Joint Structure Plan Technical Report 10, 
May 2003. The Structure Plan Joint 
Committee is of the view that there is 
sufficient supply of land within the Structure 
Plan area to meet housing land requirements 
to 2008. There is therefore no requirement to 
review the land supply at this point. A further 
review will be undertaken in 2005. 

It should be noted that the Housing Land 
Supply position will be clarified in a formal 
position statement to be submitted to the 
Reporter and all objectors in advance of the 
Public Local Inquiry into the content of the 
plan. This position statement will set out the 
agreed housing land supply position at March 
2004 and will be treated as a Core Document 
upon which the Council will lead its evidence 
in relation to all housing land supply and 
demand issues. 

The objection is therefore maintained and 
will be determined at the Local Plan 
Inquiry . 

Disagree 
Remains 

Disagree 
Remains 
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04/24 Glasgow & the 
Clyde Valley 
Structure Plan 
Joint Committee 

Industry & 
Busines 
para 4.9 

Wards 2, 5 ,6 

ChaDter 4 : Industrial 

Para 4.9 fails to refer to the identification 
of a medium sized industrial site within the 
Ravenscraig site. 

Delete paragraphs 4.1 1 and 4.12 to reflect 
that the Strathclyde Structure Plan 1995 
has been superseded by the approved 
Glasgow and the Clyde Valley Structure 
Plan 2000. 

Noted, the last sentence of para 4.9 will be 
amended as follows:- 

“In addition to identifying Ravenscraig as 
providing the scope to create a 75 hectare 
industry and business park, the Glasgow and 
the Clyde Valley Joint Structure Plan also 
recognises the potential for providing a 
medium sized industrial site of 10-30 
hectares within the 75 hectares location”. 

The Council is of the view that these 
paragraphs should remain in the plan to help 
set the context for the Industrial and 
Business key issues and the preceding 
paragraphs. 

Agreed 
Withdrawn 

Disagree 
Remains 
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Chapter 5 : Retail and Commei 

Council 
Development & 
Regeneration 
Services 

Retail and 
Commerce 

Wards 2, 5,6 

04/10 West 
Dun bartons hire 
Council 
Department of 
Development & 
Environmental 
Services 

Retail and 
Commerce 

Wards 2,5,6 

Development 
Services 

Retail and 
Commerce 

Wards 2, 5 ,6  

Lanarkshire 
Retail and 
Commerce 

Ravenscraig 
Regeneration 

I wards2y 5,6 

Formal letter of notification confirming that 
all previous objections to the SALP have 
been withdrawn and that the Council have 
no objection to the content of the Pre 
Inquiry Changes to the Plan. 

Formal letter of notification confirming that 
all previous objections to the SALP have 
been withdrawn and that the Council have 
no objection to the content of the Pre 
Inquiry Changes to the Plan. 

Formal letter of notification confirming that 
all previous objections to the SALP have 
been withdrawn and that the Council have 
no objection to the content of the Pre 
Inquiry Changes to the Plan. 

SEL object to the reference to ‘Scottish 
Enterprise Network in the replacement 
for paras 5.24 and 5.25 and request for it 
to be replaced with “public and private 
sector stakeholders”. 

SEL request that the Yellow Book Study 
of Motherwell and Wishaw should be 
referred to in addition to the EDAW Study 
. The Yellow Book Study could in part fulfil 
the requirements for the proposed study 

? 

The withdrawal of the previous objections to 
the Draft plan is noted and welcomed by the 
Council. 

The withdrawal of the previous objections to 
the Draft plan is noted and welcomed by the 
Council. 

The withdrawal of the previous objections to 
the Draft plan is noted and welcomed by the 
Council. 

The proposed change is acceptable to the 
Council and will be corrected in the text of the 
Written Statement when the Deposit Version 
of the Plan is produced. 

The Yellow Book Consultants study “An 
Action Plan for Motherwell and Wishaw: 
Creating a Competitive Urban Area, Dec 
2002” has been accepted by the Council as a 
useful tool in the restructuring of the 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Agreed 
Withdrawn 

Disagree 
Remains 
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04/16 Land Securities 
Group Plc 

Retail and 
Commerce 

RTL 1 
Ravenscraig 
Regeneration 

Wards 2,5,6 

referred to in para 5.71 and Policy RTL 5 

LSG object to the establishment of a new 
town centre at Ravenscraig with a 
substantial retail component. They 
particularly object to the changes to Policy 
RTL 1 on the grounds that the proposal to 
establish a new town centre at 
Ravenscraig to meet a sub regional role is 
contrary to NPPG 8 and will have a 
detrimental effect on other town centres in 
Lanarkshire. 

Motherwell and Wishaw Corridor. The Yellow 
Book Study could in part fulfil the 
requirements for the proposed study referred 
to in para 5.71 and Policy RTL 5, however, 
the Council are of the view that additional 
work is required to ensure that the most 
appropriate solutions are provided to resolve 
the regeneration and development issues 
within the Motherwell and Wishaw Corridor. 
The Council has therefore given due regard 
to the Yellow Book Study. 

The Southern Area Local Plan is required to 
conform to the approved structure plan as 
altered. The modifications relating to 
Ravenscraig reflect the First Alteration to the 
Glasgow and Clyde Valley Joint Structure 
Plan. 

The Scottish Ministers approval of the First 
Alteration to the Glasgow and Clyde Valley 
Joint Structure Plan was the subject of an 
appeal to the Court of Session under section 
238 of the Planning (Scotland) Act 1997. The 
Court of Session issued its decision to refuse 
the appeal on the 30th of March 2005. 

The Court of Session decision to leave 
unaltered the Scottish Ministers approval of 
the First Alteration to the Glasgow & Clyde 
Valley Structure Plan is welcomed. The 
Council will ensure that the local plan 
complies with the Structure Plan as altered 
through the promotion of policies and 

Disagree 
Remains 
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0411 9 

04/12 

Bonkle Day Care 
Project 

Standard Life 
Assurance Co. 

Retail and 
Commerce 

Ward 16 

Retail & 
Commerce 

Ravenscraig 
Regeneration 

Wards 2,5,6 

Formal withdrawal of previous objections 
to the 2001 Draft plan and no objection to 
the Pre Inquiry Changes of march 200-4. 

Objection to all of the Pre Inquiry 
Changes (see list below) which relate to 
the Ravenscraig development in particular 
the retail element of the Ravenscraig 
Masterplan. The pre Inquiry Changes are 
regarded as premature in advance of the 
Legal challenge to the Scottish Ministers 
approval of the First Alteration to the 
Glasgow and Clyde Valley Joint Structure 
Plan. 

Objection to changes : 5-01 to 5-24 
inclusive. 

proposals which seek to promote a new town 
centre at Ravenscraig. 

The objection is therefore maintained and will 
be determined at the Local Plan Inquiry. 

The withdrawal of the previous objections to 
the Draft plan is noted and welcomed by the 
Council. 

The Southern Area Local Plan is required to 
conform to the approved structure plan as 
altered. The modifications relating to 
Ravenscraig reflect the First Alteration to the 
Glasgow and Clyde Valley Joint Structure 
Plan. 

The Scottish Ministers approval of the First 
Alteration to the Glasgow and Clyde Valley 
Joint Structure Plan was the subject of an 
appeal to the Court of Session under section 
238 of the Planning (Scotland) Act 1997. The 
Court of Session issued its decision to refuse 
the appeal on the 30th of March 2005. 

The Court of Session decision to leave 
unaltered the Scottish Ministers approval of 
the First Alteration to the Glasgow & Clyde 
Valley Structure Plan is welcomed. The 
Council will ensure that the local plan 
complies with the Structure Plan as altered 
through the promotion of policies and 
proposals which seek to promote a new town 

Withdrawn 

Disagree 
Remains 
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Glasgow & the 
Clyde Valley 
Structure Plan 
Joint Committee 

The Southern Area Local Plan is required to 
conform to the approved structure plan as 
altered. The modifications relating to 
Ravenscraig reflect the First Alteration to the 
Glasgow and Clyde Valley Joint Structure 
Plan. 

Retail and 
Commerce 

Ravenscraig 
Regeneration 

Withdrawn 

Wards 2, 5 ,6 

The proposed changes should be set in 
the context of the challenge to the 
Ravenscraig proposals. 

centre at Ravenscraig. 

The objection is therefore maintained and will 
be determined at the Local Plan Inquiry. 

The Court of Session decision to leave 
unaltered the Scottish Ministers approval of 
the First Alteration to the Glasgow & Clyde 
Valley Structure Plan is welcomed. The 
Council will ensure that the local plan 
complies with the Structure Plan as altered 
through the promotion of policies and 
proposals which seek to promote a new town 
centre at Ravenscraig . 

The objection is therefore maintained and will 
be determined at the Local Plan Inquiry. 

I 
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04/29 

Motherwell Town 
Centre 
Partnership 

Royal Fine Art 
Commission for 
Scotland 

I Retail and 

Retail and 
Commerce 

Wards 2, 5 ,6 

Commerce 
RTL 1 

Ravenscraig 
Regeneration 

I wards 2, 5, 

Formal letter of notification confirming that 
all previous objections to the SALP have 
been withdrawn and that the Royal Fine 
Art Commission have no objection to the 
content of the Pre Inquiry Changes to the 
Plan. 

RFACFS is encouraged to note that the 
proposal to create a new town centre with 
increased retail provision at Ravenscraig 
has been brought within the development 
planning framework, through the Structure 
Plan First Alteration and the subsequent 
references to this in the SALP 
modifications. 

RFACFS are also pleased to note the 
priority now given to ensuring that the 
existing Motherwell and Wishaw Town 
Centres will not be prejudiced by the 
development of a new town centre at 
Ravenscraig . 

RFACFS encourages the Council to adopt 
high quality design, best practice and the 
importance of sustainable development in 
the development of the Ravenscraig site. 

Objection to the establishment of a new 
town centre at Ravenscraig with a 
substantial retail component. Particular 
objection to change 5-15 Policy RTL 1 on 
the grounds that the proposal to establish 
a new town centre at Ravenscraig to meet 
a sub regional role is contrary to NPPG 8 
and will have a detrimental effect on other 

The withdrawal of the previous objections to 
the Draft plan is noted and welcomed by the 
Counci I .  

The Southern Area Local Plan is required to 
conform to the approved structure plan as 
altered. The modifications relating to 
Ravenscraig reflect the First Alteration to the 
Glasgow and Clyde Valley Joint Structure 
Plan. 

The Scottish Ministers approval of the First 

Withdrawn 

Disagree 
Remains 
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04/23 Highland Properties 
(Scotland) Ltd., 
Motherwell Town 
Centre Partnership 

Retail and 
Commerce 

RTL 1 
Ravenscraig 
Regeneration 

Wards 2,5,6 

town centres in Lanarkshire. 

The objectors are of the view that the 
proposals for major retail development 
at Ravenscraig do not conform to the 
Structure Plan. Page 180 of the 
Structure Plan makes only vague 
reference to shopping development at 
Ravenscraig as a long-term possibility. 
In the meantime Hamilton Palace 
Grounds are being developed as a very 
major extension to Hamilton town 
centre. 

In contrast to Ravenscraig, the 
expansion of Motherwell town centre is 
in accordance with Structure Plan RET 

Alteration to the Glasgow and Clyde Valley 
Joint Structure Plan was the subject of an 
appeal to the Court of Session under section 
238 of the Planning (Scotland) Act 1997. The 
Court of Session issued its decision to refuse 
the appeal on the 30th of March 2005. 

The Court of Session decision to leave 
unaltered the Scottish Ministers approval of 
the First Alteration to the Glasgow & Clyde 
Valley Structure Plan is welcomed. The 
Council will ensure that the local plan 
complies with the Structure Plan as altered 
through the promotion of policies and 
proposals which seek to promote a new town 
centre at Ravenscraig. 

The objection is therefore maintained and will 
be determined at the Local Plan Inquiry. 

The Southern Area Local Plan is required to 
conform to the approved structure plan as 
altered. The modifications relating to 
Ravenscraig reflect the First Alteration to the 
Glasgow and Clyde Valley Joint Structure 
Plan. 

The Scottish Ministers approval of the First 
Alteration to the Glasgow and Clyde Valley 
Joint Structure Plan was the subject of an 
appeal to the Court of Session under section 
238 of the Planning (Scotland) Act 1997. The 
Court of Session issued its decision to refuse 
the appeal on the 30th of March 2005. 

Disagree 
Remains 

I 
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policies. These provide that efforts 
should continue to be directed current 
market demand towards Motherwell and 
Wishaw town centres. 

RET 1 requires existing shopping 
centres (Schedule 1 OA) be sustained 
and improved, and new investment in 
retailing be directed to them in 
preference to out of centre locations. 
Opportunities for new development are 
recognised within or adjoining the 
centres listed in Schedule IOC, which 
provides for the expansion of the 

Wishaw/Motherwell. Proposals for a 
new centre at Ravenscraig and 
downgrading of the town centres of 
Motherwell, Wishaw and to a lesser 
extent Bellshill are contrary to the 
Structure Plan general strategy and to 
individual RET policies. Adoption of the 
Plan in its current format would be 
unlawful (Section 17 (3) 1997 Act). 

existing town centres of 

The Ravenscraig Proposals are in total 
conflict with NPPG 8. The guidelines 
seek to improve existing town centres 
by encouraging development preferably 
within centres or secondly in edge of 
centre locations. Ravenscraig is out of 
centre and therefore fails the sequential 
test. Development would severely 
impact on surrounding town centres 
including Motherwell and would 
adversely affect its vitality and viability. 

The Court of Session decision to leave 
unaltered the Scottish Ministers approval of 
the First Alteration to the Glasgow & Clyde 
Valley Structure Plan is welcomed. The 
Council will ensure that the local plan 
complies with the Structure Plan as altered 
through the promotion of policies and 
proposals which seek to promote a new town 
centre at Ravenscraig. 

The Alteration allows for the provision of a 
total of around 30,000-sq. m. net comparison 
floorspace to create a new subregional town 
centre as well as any additional local 
convenience floorspace to meet the needs of 
the new community. These issues are 
addressed in the First Alteration to the 
Structure Plan and are implemented in 
Policies RTL 1 A Assessing Retail Potential 
at Ravenscraig and Policy RTL 1B The 
Redevelopment of Motherwell and Wishaw 
Town Centres in the Southern Area Local 
Plan. 

The alleged conflict with NPPG 8 is no longer 
an issue as the First Alteration confers town 
centre status on the Ravenscraig site. It 
should also be emphasised that the 
Alteration seeks to provide a framework 
within which all proposals for Ravenscraig 
need to be evaluated. Any detailed proposals 
for a new town centre will therefore require to 
fulfil the criteria set out in the Alteration and 
incorporated in Policies RETL 1A and RTL 
1R 

Disagree 
Remains 

Disagree 
Remains 
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The Local Plan estimates the potential 
to improve Motherwell Town Centre. 
Planning permission has been granted 
for development at Watsonville, 
adjacent to Motherwell Town Centre. A 
variety of significant alternative 
developments for this site in conjunction 
with the town centre are possible 
including the town centre extension 
scheme subject to the current planning 
application. 

Inappropriate proposals within the Local 
Plan for a retail development at 
Ravenscraig are already adversely 
affecting confidence, stemming new 
development in Motherwell town centre 
and other surrounding centres. The 
Ravenscraig retail proposals should be 
withdrawn as soon as possible. 

The Council is satisfied that the Ravenscraig 
application complies with the criteria set out 
in the First Alteration to the Structure Plan. 
The Council’s assessment of the 
Ravenscraig application (S/O1/00758/OUT) 
has resulted in a number of studies into the 
potential impacts on the surrounding 
community. The Council’s consultants 
concluded that the impact on the vitality and 
viability of the existing Town Centres at 
Motherwell, Wishaw and Town Centres 
outwith the Plan Area is acceptable subject to 
mitigation measures for Motherwell and 
Wishaw. This view was taken in light of all 
existing planning permissions in particular 
The Motherwell Town Centre proposals 
(S/01/00861/OUT). 

The First alteration to the Structure Plan 
takes into account the existing retail consents 
in and around Motherwell Town Centre such 
as the one at Watsonville Park. The Council 
are in the process of considering a planning 
application for the erection of a 6,500 sqm 
food store by Asda S/04/02082/FUL, this 
underlines the markets confidence in the 
continuing role of Motherwell Town Centre as 
a desirable location for retail. Existing retail 
consents will be taken into account when 
preparing an Action plan for Motherwell Town 
Centre in consultation with the various land 
owners and communities within the town 
centre. 

The obiection is therefore maintained and will 

Disagree 
Remains 

Disagree 
Remains 
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04/12 

The Alteration allows for the provision of a 
total of around 30,000-sq. m. net comparison 
floorspace to create a new subregional town 
centre as well as any additional local 
convenience floorspace to meet the needs of 
the new community. The aims of the First 
Alteration to the Structure Plan are reflected 

Standard Life 
Assurance 
Company, British 
LandlStannifer, 
Scottish Mutual 
Prudential 
Assurance 
Company Ltd 

Disagree 
Remains 

Retail and 
Commerce 

RTL 1 
Ravenscraig 
Regeneration 

Wards 2,5,6 

Object to the Modifications on the 
grounds that a new retail centre at 
Ravenscraig is in conflict with the 
general thrust of NPPG 8 to direct 
investment to existing centres. In 
addition, it has not been demonstrated 
that the proposal is able to satisfy all of 
the criteria set out in Paragraph 45. 
Ravenscraig is a regional shopping 
centre, the development of which is not 
consistent with the NPPG. 

The Strathclyde Structure Plan: Refers 
to the possibility of retail development of 
Ravenscraig. The objectors consider 
that this potential was rejected, as 
Ravenscraig is not referred to in 
Schedule 10A or IOC. Ravenscraig is 
not recognised as a location for new 
retail development in Schedule 1 OD. 

There is no indication in the Local Plan 
that the RES 2A criteria (for assessing 
out of centre proposals) are satisfied. 

The proposal at Ravenscraig is a 
regional shopping centre and 
accordingly does not satisfy RETG. 

Policies RTL 1 & RTL 5 should be 
amended to remove reference to the 
Ravenscraig town centre. 

be determined at the Local Plan Inquiry. I 
I 

The Southern Area Local Plan is required to 
conform to the approved structure plan as 
altered. The modifications relating to 
Ravenscraig reflect the First Alteration to the 
Glasgow and Clyde Valley Joint Structure 
Plan. 

The Scottish Ministers approval of the First 
Alteration to the Glasgow and Clyde Valley 
Joint Structure Plan was the subject of an 
appeal to the Court of Session under section 
238 of the Planning (Scotland) Act 1997. The 
Court of Session issued its decision to refuse 
the appeal on the 30th of March 2005. 

The Court of Session decision to leave 
unaltered the Scottish Ministers approval of 
the First Alteration to the Glasgow & Clyde 
Valley Structure Plan is welcomed. The 
Council will ensure that the local plan 
complies with the Structure Plan as altered 
through the promotion of policies and 
proposals which seek to promote a new town 
centre at Ravenscraig. 

Disagree 
Remains 

Disagree 
Remains 
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04/16 Land Securities Retail and 
Commerce 

RTL 1 
Ravenscraig 
Regeneration 

The objectors do not accept that 
Ravenscraig will not adversely affect 
Hamilton town centre. They contend 
that it will have an adverse retail impact 
on Hamilton town centre. 

LS object to Policy RTL 1 (2) and its 
proposal to establish a new town centre at 
Ravenscraig on the grounds that it would 
be contrary to both national and regional 
planning policies and could have a 
detrimental effect on existing retail centres 

Potential at Ravenscraig and Policy RTL 1 B 
The Redevelopment of Motherwell and 
Wishaw Town Centres. 

The alleged conflict with NPPG 8 is no longer 
an issue as the First Alteration confers town 
centre status on the Ravenscraig site. It 
should also be emphasised that the 
Alteration seeks to provide a framework 
within which all proposals for Ravenscraig 
need to be evaluated. Any detailed proposals 
for a new town centre will therefore require to 
fulfil the criteria set out in the Alteration and 
Policies RETL 1A and RTL 1B. 

The retail impact of a new town centre at 
Ravenscraig on Hamilton town centre has 
been fully considered by the Structure Plan 
Joint Committee in its promotion of the First 
alteration to the Structure Plan and by the 
Council in its determination of the 
Ravenscraig application. Both the Structure 
Plan Joint Committee and the Council are of 
the view that the retail impact on Hamilton 
town centre is acceptable. 

The objection is therefore maintained and will 
be determined at the Local Plan Inquiry. 

The Southern Area Local Plan is required to 
conform to the approved structure plan as 
altered. The modifications relating to 
Ravenscraig reflect the First Alteration to the 
Glasgow and Clyde Valley Joint Structure 
Plan. 

Disagree 
Remains 

Disagree 
Remains 
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Wards 2,5,6 in Lanarkshire. 

CCA intend to sustain their objection to 
the plan through to the LPI as they are 
strongly opposed to the major retail 
proposals in the Ravenscraig Planning 
Application and to any references in the 
modified Local Plan supporting the 
proposals. 

The Scottish Ministers approval of the First 
Alteration to the Glasgow and Clyde Valley 
Joint Structure Plan was the subject of an 
appeal to the Court of Session under section 
238 of the Planning (Scotland) Act 1997. The 
Court of Session issued its decision to refuse 
the appeal on the 30th of March 2005. 

The Court of Session decision to leave 
unaltered the Scottish Ministers approval of 
the First Alteration to the Glasgow & Clyde 
Valley Structure Plan is welcomed. The 
Council will ensure that the local plan 
complies with the Structure Plan as altered 
through the promotion of policies and 
proposals which seek to promote a new town 
centre at Ravenscraig. 

The Alteration allows for the provision of a 
total of around 30,000-sq. m. net comparison 
floorspace to create a new subregional town 
centre as well as any additional local 
convenience floorspace to meet the needs of 
the new community. The aims of the First 
Alteration to the Structure Plan are reflected 
in Policies RTL 1 A Assessing Retail 
Potential at Ravenscraig and Policy RTL I B 
The Redevelopment of Motherwell and 
Wishaw Town Centres. 

The First alteration to the Structure Plan 
takes into account the existing retail consents 
in and around Motherwell Town Centre such 
as the one at Watsonville Park. The Council 

Disagree 
Remains 

Disagree 
Remains 
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04/18 Ravenscraig Ltd Retail and 
Com merce 

RTL 1 
Ravenscraig 
Regeneration 

Wards 2,5,6 

Support for the proposed changes to 
Paragraphs 5.4, 5.14, 5.24, 5.38 and 
Policy RTL 5. 

Previous objection to Paragraphs 5.36, 
5.45, 5.46, 5.49 and Policy RTL 1 are 
upheld 

RL object to the wording of the 
penultimate sentence in para 5.36 
regarding growth expenditure being spent 
outwith the catchment in line with current 
patterns. The new town centre at 
Ravenscraig will help to clawback 
expenditure currently lost from the 
catchment thus changing current patterns. 
The wording should be changed to 
identify the scope for current patterns to 
be altered bv the new town centre at 

are in the process of considering a planning 
application for the erection of a 6,500 sqm 
food store by Asda S/04/02082/FUL, this 
underlines the markets confidence in the 
continuing role of Motherwell Town Centre as 
a desirable location for retail. Existing retail 
consents will be taken into account when 
preparing an Action plan for Motherwell Town 
Centre in consultation with the various land 
owners and communities within the town 
centre. 

The objection is therefore maintained and will 
be determined at the Local Plan Inquiry. 

The Council welcomes the support for the 
pre-inquiry changes. 

Noted. The objection is therefore maintained 
and will be determined at the Local Plan 
Inquiry. 

This objection relates to the fact that the 
statistics presented in the local plan do not 
make allowances for expenditure patterns to 
change by the new centre which would 
clawback expenditure currently lost. Policy 
RTLIB addresses the retail changes that will 
flow from the redevelopment of Ravenscraig 
as a town centre. 

Agreed 
Withdrawn 

Disagree 
Remains 

Invalid 
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The Buchanan 
Partnership 

Retail and 
Commerce 
Ravenscraig 
Regeneration 

Wards 2,5,6 

Ravenscraig . 

RL object to the rewording of para 5.45 
(formerly para 5.26). There is no 
reasoned justification for the minor text 
changes, which merely serve to detract 
from the benefits of the Ravenscraig 
project and are less accurate. The original 
1998 wording should be retained. 

RL object to the rewording of para 5.46 
(formerly para 5.27) as it is not consistent 
with the findings of the EDAW Study that 
have been accepted by the Council. The 
original 1998 wording should be retained. 

RL object to the deletion of the reference 
to ensuring that retail proposals do not 
jeopardise proposals for a new town 
centre at Ravenscraig in item 1 of Policy 
RTL 1. It is inappropriate to give 
unqualified support for town centre 
retailing while at the same time 
acknowledging the likely alteration in the 
role of such centres. The original 1998 
wording should be retained. 

Paragraph 5.7 should be amended to 
more accurately reflect the potential 
extent of future expenditure leakage, by 
properly defining the likely draws of trade 
that may emerge 

The Council is satisfied with the amended 
text; the original 1998 wording will not be 
rein trod uced. 

The Council is satisfied with the amended 
text, the original 1998 wording will not be 
reintroduced. 

The Council is satisfied with the amended 
text; the original 1998 wording will not be 
reintroduced. The local plan must confirm to 
the Structure Plan as Altered and the 
modifications sought by the objectors would 
result in a failure of the local plan to conform 
to the Structure Plan. 

The above objections are therefore 
maintained and will be determined at the 
Local Plan Inquiry. 

~ ~~ 

The Council are of the view that information 
on the potential extent of future expenditure 
leakage, by properly defining the likely draws 
of trade that may emerge from and between 
the centres identified in para 5.7 is too 
complex and detailed for inclusion within a 
local plan. The proper place for this 

Invalid 

Invalid 

Invalid 

Disagree 
Remains 
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34/28 The Buchanan 
Partnership 

Retail and 
Co m me rce 
Para 5.46 

Wards 2,5,6 

The text of paragraph 5.46 should be 
altered to reflect the Council’s approval of 
the Ravenscraig planning application 
SI01 /00758/OUT. 

information is within a Structure Plan 
Technical Note. 

It should be noted that a formal position 
statement on Retail Capacity and Opportunity 
will be submitted to the Reporter and all 
objectors in advance of the Public Local 
Inquiry into the content of the plan. This 
document will provide the up to date position 
relating to the Retail Capacity and 
Opportunity within the Local Plan area and 
will be treated as a Core Document upon 
which the Council will lead its evidence in 
relation to all retail supply and demand 
issues. 

The objection is therefore maintained and will 
be determined at the Local Plan Inquiry. 

The Southern Area Local Plan is required to 
conform to the approved structure plan as 
altered. The modifications relating to 
Ravenscraig reflect the First Alteration to the 
Glasgow and Clyde Valley Joint Structure 
Plan. 

The Scottish Ministers approval of the First 
Alteration to the Glasgow and Clyde Valley 
Joint Structure Plan was the subject of an 
appeal to the Court of Session under section 
238 of the Planning (Scotland) Act 1997. The 
Court of Session issued its decision to refuse 
the appeal on the 30th of March 2005. 

The Court of Session decision to leave 

Disagree 
Remains 

Disagree 
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04/28 The Buchanan 
Partnership 

Retail and 
Commerce 

A clear timetable for the preparation of the 
proposed Town Centre Action Plans for 
Motherwell and Wishaw should be 
provided, given that the Council should 
now be aware of predicted impacts levels 
on these centres. 

An additional statement should be 
included, confirming the Council’s 
presumption against further retail 
development at Ravenscraig (over and 
above the current consent) until such time 
as the whole regeneration scheme for the 
wider site is complete, operational and 
has enjoyed sufficient years of settled 
trading patterns to confirm its impacts and 
effects . 

Policy RTL 1 (1) should detail the 
maximum floorspace allowed for 

unaltered the Scottish Ministers approval of 
the First Alteration to the Glasgow & Clyde 
Valley Structure Plan is welcomed. The 
Council will ensure that the local plan 
complies with the Structure Plan as altered 
through the promotion of policies and 
proposals which seek to promote a new town 
centre at Ravenscraig. 

The Council is not able to set a prescribed 
date for the completion of the Town Centre 
Action Plans other than to confirm that they 
are seen as a high priority in terms of 
managing the perceived impacts of the 
Ravenscraig development. 

All development at Ravenscraig needs to be 
assessed against the First Alteration to the 
Glasgow and Clyde Valley Joint Structure 
Plan. The Alteration allows for the provision 
of a total of around 30,000-sq. m. net 
comparison floorspace to create a new 
subregional town centre as well as any 
additional local convenience floorspace to 
meet the needs of the new community. All 
future development proposals at Ravenscraig 
will be subject to the criteria contained in 
Policy RTL IA.  

The objection is therefore maintained and will 
be determined at the Local Plan Inquiry. 

The Southern Area Local Plan is required to 
conform to the approved structure plan as 

Remains 

Disagree 
Remains 

Agreed 
Withdrawn 
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Para 5.50 
RTLI 

Wards 2,5,6 

Ravenscraig town centre, as detailed in 
the Structure Plan First Alteration and the 
planning permission for Ravenscraig town 
centre. This would serve to control the 
scale and growth of the centre, and 
thereby encourage new retail investment 
in other town centre locations elsewhere 
in the plan area. 

The Council need to review Policy RTLI 
(2) to resolve the conflict in policy 
between the managed decline of 
Motherwell and Wishaw town centres and 
the direction of large scale development 
to the same locations. The Council is 
providing a mixed message, where on the 
one hand it is committed to downsizing 
these centres to accommodate 
Ravenscraig, while on the other hand, 
promoting them as locations for large 
scale development. 

altered. The modifications relating to 
Ravenscraig reflect the First Alteration to the 
Glasgow and Clyde Valley Joint Structure 
Plan. 

The Scottish Ministers approval of the First 
Alteration to the Glasgow and Clyde Valley 
Joint Structure Plan was the subject of an 
appeal to the Court of Session under section 
238 of the Planning (Scotland) Act 1997. The 
Court of Session issued its decision to refuse 
the appeal on the 30th of March 2005. 

The Court of Session decision to leave 
unaltered the Scottish Ministers approval of 
the First Alteration to the Glasgow & Clyde 
Valley Structure Plan is welcomed. The 
Council will ensure that the local plan 
complies with the Structure Plan as altered 
through the promotion of policies and 
proposals which seek to promote a new town 
centre at Ravenscraig. 

RTL 1 (1) and RTL 1 (2) are not mutually 
exclusive in that the Council does not see a 
conflict between the promotion of a new town 
centre at Ravenscraig and the continuing role 
of Motherwell and Wishaw in terms of 
traditional Class 1 retailing. This is reflected 
in the market seeking to develop major retail 
development in excess of 2000 square 
metres at these locations at this time (Tesco 
in Wishaw and Asda in Motherwell). The 
repositioning of Motherwell and Wishaw town 
centres does not preclude them from 

Disagree 
Remains 
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Schedule RTL 1 should be rewritten to 
detail the exact amount of floorspace 
supported in each location identified in the 
schedule. The present position offers no 
confidence to investors, as it fails to 
explain how much floorspace would be 
acceptable, although it does identify 
specific locations. In particular it is 
essential that a clear maximum amount of 
retail floorspace, defined in terms of both 
convenience and comparison sales areas, 
is included in respect of Ravenscraig. 

Policy RTL 1A is not clear and requires to 
be reviewed. The policy seeks to establish 
the principle that new development at 
Ravenscraig should not impact negatively 
on other existing centres. However, the 
Council accepts that the Ravenscraig 
outline planning permission includes a 
retail element the scale of which will have 
a significant negative impact on nearby 
centres. The text explains that an 
assessment of need is required as part of 

consideration for major retail development. 

The objection is therefore maintained and will 
be determined at the Local Plan Inquiry. 

The Council accepts the criticism of Schedule 
RTL 1 it will be rewritten to reflect the actual 
amount of retail opportunity within each 
location in terms of both convenience and 
comparison sales areas. 

It should be noted that a formal position 
statement on Retail Capacity and Opportunity 
will be submitted to the Reporter and all 
objectors in advance of the Public Local 
Inquiry into the content of the plan. This 
document will provide the facts relating to the 
Retail Capacity and Opportunity within the 
Local Plan area and will be treated as a Core 
Document upon which the Council will lead 
its evidence in relation to all retail supply and 
demand issues. 

The Council does not agree with the 
statement that a sufficient need does not 
exist to justify the levels of retail floorspace 
approved for the Ravenscraig site. The 
assessment of retail requirements was 
undertaken by the Glasgow and Clyde Valley 
Joint Committee. The scale of retail on the 
Ravenscraig site was included in the First 
Alteration to the Structure Plan. 

Policy RTL 1A will not incorporate specific 

Agreed 
Withdrawn 

Disagree 
Remains 

Disagree 
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The Buchanan 
Partnership 

Retail and 
Commerce 

RTL 1B 

Wards 2, 5,6 

any retail schemes on the site, yet it is 
recognised that a need does not exist 
sufficient to require the levels of 
floorspace now approved for the site. 

The policy needs to establish a clear 
ceiling of floorspace at Ravenscraig town 
centre, both in terms of convenience and 
comparison rates. This ceiling should be 
in line with the Structure Plan First 
Alteration. There should be an embargo 
on any additional development above that 
ceiling within the plan period. 

Policy RTL 1B and the associated text 
should establish a clearer, proactive 
approach from the Council to address the 
potential negative impacts of Ravenscraig 
now, rather than wait to see the 
consequences of development in full 
before commencing action. Adopting a 
proactive stance could help to reduce the 
impacts and consequential effects on 
these centres, whereas waiting until 
impacts appear runs the risk of leaving 

thresholds of floorspace at Ravenscraig town 
centre, both in terms of convenience and 
comparison rates. The retail floorspace will 
as clearly stated in the policy be in line with 
the Structure Plan First Alteration. 

The issue of an embargo on any additional 
development above that ceiling within the 
plan period. is not considered appropriate. 
The policy includes clear statements to the 
effect that all development proposals will be 
considered against the existing structure plan 
policies and policies RTL 1A and RTL 1B 
which will be used to determine the 
acceptability of proposals at any given time. 
The introduction of specific text to state that 
there will be an embargo on any additional 
development above the floorspace ceiling 
contained in the First Alteration within the 
plan period is unacceptable and 
unnecessary. 

The objection is therefore maintained and will 
be determined at the Local Plan Inquiry. 

~~ 

The Council is not able to set a prescribed 
date for the completion of the Town Centre 
Action Plans other than to confirm that they 
are seen as a high priority in terms of 
managing the perceived impacts of the 
Ravenscraig development. 

The objection is therefore maintained and will 
be determined at the Local Plan Inquiry. 

Remains 

Disagree 
Remains 

Disagree 
Remains 
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Network Rail Transport 

Ward 27 

Chapter 6 : Transportation 
Support for the change in the proposed 
location of the new passenger station at 
Eurocentral. 

Concern at the potential increase in traffic 
movements over the Logans Road Level 
Crossing as a result of the new housing 
site referred to in Map Mod 16. A risk 
assessment is required and a potential 
upgrade to a bridge may be required as 
part of the proposed development. 

The Council welcomes the support for the 
changes to the Plan. 

The need to undertake a risk assessment of 
the Logans Road Level Crossing as a result 
of new developments in North Motherwell is 
noted. 

Agreed 
Withdrawn 
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04/27 Scottish Natural 
Heritage 

Minerals 
MIN 11 

All Wards 

Chapter 7 : Mineral Extraction &Waste k 

SNH object to policy MIN 11 Proposals for 
waste Disposal Facilities on the grounds 
that the policy does not contain the 
necessary natural heritage criteria 
required to evaluate local waste disposal 
facilities. The safeguarding of the natural 
heritage is a key criterion in the 
assessment of waste disposal as 
endorsed in para’s 42 - 47 of NPPG 10 
Planning and waste management. Para 
99 of NPPG 10 clearly states that Local 
Plans should, ‘ provide for facilities as 
close as is reasonable to the source of 
waste production, taking into account the 
safeguarding of the natural and built 
environment.’ 

SNH request the inclusion of the following 
additional criterion to resolve their 
objection :- 

‘6). The impact on the natural and built 
environment.’ 

inagement 

The Council agrees with and supports the 
comments made by SNH and would consider 
that their concerns should be addressed in 
the final wording of this policy. 

The Council intends to revisit the policy 
context for Waste Management in its entirety 
in light of the fact that since the publication of 
the 2001 Draft Plan : 

a Final Area Waste Plan for Glasgow 
and the Clyde Valley has been 
produced, 
the Council has produced its own Outline 
Waste Management Strategy, 
NLC are in the process of entering into 
an agreement with South Lanarkshire to 
secure an arrangement and 
infrastructure that will seek to achieve 
sustainable waste management 
processing of Municipal Waste for the 
next 25 years and 
The Council is under increasing pressure 
for Waste Management developments 
that although in keeping with the Area 
Waste Plan are difficult to assess in the 
context of a restrictive planning policy 
context. 

The additional criterion requested by SNH 
will be led in evidence at the Local Plan 
Inquiry. 

Agreed 
Withdrawn 
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04/08 Friends of the Earth 
Scotland 

Mineral 
Extraction & 

Waste 
Management 

All Wards 

Letter to confirm that the previous 
objections to the Draft plan (1998 and 
2001) are maintained and will be 
continued through to the Local Plan 
Inquiry. 

No objection to the content of the Pre 
Inquiry Changes. 

The Council’s position with regard to the 
inclusion of a policy which seeks to identify 
Preferred Areas for Opencast Coal Extraction 
in the east of the Local Plan Area is a 
legitimate response to the requirements 
placed upon the Council by the Structure 
Plan. 

The plan contains policies that seek to 
protect adjacent communities such as those 
within West Lothian. 

The objection is therefore maintained and will 
be determined at the Local Plan Inquiry. 

Disagree 
Remains 
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Leisure and 
Tourism 
Policy L3 
Protected 

Open Space 

Ward 16 

Chapter 8 : Leisure and Tourism 

Mrs Bryce objects to the zoning of a site The Southern Area Local Plan Pre Inquiry 
in Morningside at the junction of Changes of March 2004 Written Statement 
Morningside Road and School Road as and Proposals Map do not propose any 
protected Open Space. Mrs Bryce seeks change to the zoning of this site. The 
to develop the site for housing and asks objection relates to the original zoning of the 
that the site be rezoned accordingly. site rather than a proposed change in the 

zoning. 

A planning application S/04/01280/OUT for 
residential development at this site was 
refused by the Council and was the subject of 
a Planning Appeal, which was subsequently 
dismissed by the Scottish Ministers. 

Invalid 
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0411 4 

04/20 

Mobile Operators 
Assoc. (MOA) 

British Telecom 

Community 
Services & 

Utilities 

All wards 

Community 
Services & 

Utilities 
Policy CS6 

All wards 

Telecoms / 
Services & 

Chapter 9 : Community Services ___ 8, I 

Letter in support of the Pre Inquiry 
Changes Document in relation to 
telecommunications. 
No objection to the content of the Pre 
Inquiry Changes Document. 

Objection to the changes to Policy CS 6 
Telecommunications Development on the 
grounds that it is unnecessary to include 
the additional protection for the specified 
sites against telecommunication 
development as they already have a 
suitable level of protection elsewhere in 
the Plan. Change 9-05 should be deleted 
and paragraph 9.30 of the Southern Area 
Draft plan of 2001 should remain in situ. 

Local Plan policies ENV 14 and ENV 15 
presume against development that would 
have an adverse effect on a wide range of 
designated areas. These policies apply to 
all forms of development including 
telecommunications. There is therefore no 
need for a specific presumption against 
telecommunications development in these 
designated areas in Policy CS 6 as all 
developments in these designated areas 
will be assessed against ENV 14 and 
ENV 15. 

SNH object to Policy CS 6 on the grounds 
that it provides insufficient protection to 

:ilities 

Support for the pre Inquiry Changes is 
welcomed. 

The proposed changes are to reflect 
paragraph 62 of NPPG 14. 

Policies ENV 14 and 15 do not contain an 
exhaustive list of designated areas. The 
Council is of the opinion that this policy 
highlights the importance of these 
designations. 

The objection is therefore maintained and will 
be determined at the Local Plan Inquiry. 

The amendment o the text of policy CS 6 to 
take account of para 62 of NPPG 14 is 

YVithdrawn 

Disagree 
Remains 

Disagree 
Remains 

Agreed 
Withdrawn 
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Health & Safety 
Executive 

Utilities 
CS 6 

All wards 

Established 
Utilities 

Policy CS 5 

All wards 

internationally and nationally important 
natural heritage designations, there is a 
lack of differentiation between hierarchy of 
protection given to natural heritage 
designations and as such it does not 
accord with para 62 of NPPG 14. 

SNH request the following amendments to 
policy CS 6. (Highlighted in bold) 

‘The Council will not permit proposals for 
new telecommunications apparatus which 
would adversely affect candidate and 
designated Natura 2000 sites, and 
SSSl’s. The Council will resist 
proposals for new telecommunications 
apparatus which would adversely 
affect AGLVs, LNR’s, Country Parks, 
RSPB reserves, Green Belt, SINC’s, 
Listed Buildings’ 

The HSE wish to maintain its objection to 
the lack of a policy statement about major 
accident hazard sites and pipelines, as 
submitted in 1998. 

The Sevesco Directive 96/82/EC and 
2003/105/EC amending Directive has 
been enacted since the original objection 
in 1998. Article 12 specifies actions on 
member states on land use planning 
around major accident hazard sites. 

accepted by the Council. The text of the Plan 
will be amended accordingly in evidence at 
the Local Plan Inquiry. 

The Council accepts that the Plan requires a 
policy on Hazardous Sites and Pipeline 
Consultation Zones. The following text will be 
added to Policy CS 5 Established Utilities as 
evidence at the Local plan Inquiry. 

Hazardous Sites and Pipline Consultation 
Zones 

All planning applications within the following 
types of Safety Restraint Areas as shown on 
the Proposals Maps will be subject to special 
scrutiny including referral to the Health and 

Agreed 
Withdrawn 
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Safety Executive, the Scottish Executive, 
British Gas, West of Scotland Water or British 
Telecom as appropriate:- 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

Health and Safety Notification Areas: No 
development will be allowed within 
Health and Safety Notification Areas 
without the agreement of the Health and 
Safety Executive. 
Gas Pipeline Safety Zones: There will be 
a general presumption against 
development within 400m of high- 
pressure gas pipelines, unless the 
development is opposed by neither the 
Health and Safety Executive nor British 
Gas and is otherwise in accordance with 
this plan. 
Radio Transmitter Approaches: Any 
development proposals within radio mast 
approaches may be subject to referral to 
British Telecom for advice. 
Landfill Gas: No development shall be 
permitted within 250m of either 
operational or completed land-fill sites 
unless it can be demonstrated by way of 
suitable scientific investigation that the 
site in question is not producing, and is 
unlikely at any time in the future to 
produce, any potentially dangerous 
gases. 

The following additional paragraph will be 
inserted between para 9.30 and Policy CS 6. 

The area covered by this Plan contains a 
number of installations handling notifiable 

Agreed 
Withdrawn 
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substances, including pipelines. Whilst they 
are subject to stringent controls under 
existing health and safety legislation, it is also 
a requirement of Council Directive 96/82/EC 
(Seveso II) to control the kinds of 
development permitted in the vicinity of these 
installations. For this reason the Council has 
been advised by the Health and Safety 
Executive of consultation distance for each of 
these installations. In determining whether or 
not to grant planning permission for a 
proposed development within these 
consultation distances the planning authority 
will consult the Health and Safety Executive 
about risks to the proposed development 
from the notifiable installation in accordance 
with Circular 5/1993. This will take account of 
the requirements of the Seveso II directive to 
maintain appropriate distances between 
establishments and residential areas, areas 
of public use and areas of particular natural 
sensitivity or interest, so as not to increase 
the risk to people. 

Agreed 
Withdrawn 
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The Buchanan 
Partnership 

Proposals Map 
Map Mod 25 

Wards 2, 5, 6 

Health & Safety 
Executive 

BP object to the removal of the land from 
the Green Belt to the east of the 
Ravenscraig site as shown on Map Mod 
25, the introduction of a new red line 
policy boundary around the Ravenscraig 
sitewith no indication as to the status of 
the remaining land previously included in 
the Ravenscraig site and the failure to 
reflect the extent of this new red line 
boundary in a subsequent amendment to 
MaD sheet 4.3. 

Mr&MrsK 
Morrison 

Proposals Map 
Established 

Utilities 
Policy CS 5 

All wards 

Proposals Map 
I 

The HSE wish to maintain its objection to 
the lack of a policy statement about major 
accident hazard sites and pipelines, as 
submitted in 1998. 

The Sevesco Directive 96/82/EC and 
2003/105/EC amending Directive has 
been enacted since the original objection 
in 1998. Article 12 specifies actions on 
member states on land use planning 
around major accident hazard sites. 

Environment 
ENV 6 

Ward 21 

Objection to the inclusion of the site at 
Maryville Caravans, Uddingston within the 
Green belt. The site should be seen as 
brownfield and incorporated in the urban 
area of Uddingston. The Proposals Map 
should be amended accordingly. 

The Council accept that Map Mod 25 is 
misleading in that it suggests that a new red 
line boundary has been drawn around the 
Ravenscraig site to exclude the land 
allocated for industrial and business 
development from the wider site. This was 
not the Council’s intention and it should be 
seen as a drafting error which will be 
resolved in evidence led at the Public Local 
Inquiry. 

Hazardous sites and existing pipelines will be 
identified on the final version of the Local 
Plan Proposals Map following consultation 
with the HSE Hazardous Installations 
Directorate. 

The Maryville Caravan site at Uddingston has 
been incorporated in the Green belt since the 
Draft Plan of 1998; the opportunity to object 
to this designation has now lapsed. The 
Green belt to the west of Uddingston is an 
important component of the Green Corridor 
along the M73 and helps to secure a clear 
separation between the settlements of 
Uddingston in North Lanarkshire and 

Agreed 
Withdrawn 

Agreed 
Withdrawn 

Invalid 
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I Broomhouse in Glasgow. 

04/13 

0411 8 

Homes for Scotland 

Ravenscraig Ltd. 

Environment 

All wards 

Environment 
ENV 14.4 

Wards 2,5,6 

Objection to change to para 2.46 
concerning the lack of any corresponding 
physical representation on the Proposals 
Map of the Green belt Corridors along the 
M73 and M74. 

The chace  does not in itself result in any 
amendment to the existing Green belt 
boundaries at these locations so there is no 
need to amend the Proposals Map. The 
change highlights the importance of these 
corridors in terms of the public perception of 
the Council area. 

The objection is therefore sustained and will 
be determined at the Local Plan Inquiry. 

I I I 

This objection relates to the proposed 
modification of SlNC and LNR boundaries 
to Ravenscraig and Coltness Woodlands 
within the Ravenscraig site. The greenbelt 
boundary as shown on the 1998 
Proposals Map should be retained. 

The Greenbelt boundary to the east of the 
Ravenscraig site has been amended to 
reflect the boundaries agreed in the 
Ravenscraig Planning Application 
(S/01/00758/OUT) see Map Mod 25. 

Disagree 
Remains 

Disagree 
Remains 

George Wimpey Environment 
West Scotland Policy ENV 6 

Ward 9 

The site owned by George Wimpey at The Branchal Road site at Cambusnethan 
Branchal Road, Cambusnethan should be has been incorporated in the Green belt 
excluded from the Green belt and zoned 
for housing development. 

since the Draft Plan of 1998; the opportunity 
to object to this designation has now lapsed. 
The objection is therefore sustained and will 
be determined at the Local Plan Inquiry. 

Invalid 
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