
LOCAL REVIEW BODY− 31 January 2019

Motherwell, 31 January 2019 at 10.05 am.

A Meeting of the LOCAL REVIEW BODY

PRESENT

Councillor Shields, Convener; Councillor Reddin, Vice−Convener; Councillors Anderson, Bonnar, Burgess,
M. Coyle, S. Coyle, Curran, Farooq, Fotheringham, Goldsack, T. Johnston, Kelly, MacGregor, McLaren,
McPake, A. McVey, H. McVey, Quigley, Stocks, Stubbs and Watson.

CHAIR

Councillor Shields (Convener) presided.

IN ATTENDANCE

The Planning Manager (South); Planning Assistant, and Committee Officer.

APOLOGIES

Councillors Douglas and Logue.

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST IN TERMS OF THE ETHICAL STANDARDS IN PUBLIC
LIFE ETC (SCOTLAND) ACT 2000

The meeting noted that there were no declarations of interest.

PLANNING APPLICATION 18/00658/FUL − RETAIL SHOP UNIT WITH TWO FLATS ABOVE SITE
WEST OF 1−6 OLD GARTLOCH ROAD, GARTCOSH

2. There were submitted (1) a Notice of Review of the decision taken by the Head of Enterprise and
Place, under delegated authority, to refuse planning application 18/00658/FUL − Retail Shop Unit with
two flats above site west of 1−6 Old Gartloch Road, Gartcosh; (2) a Decision Notice and Report of
Handling of the case by the appointed officer for the Head of Enterprise and Place;
(3) representations received from interested parties; (4) photographs of the site location, and
(5) relevant excerpts from North Lanarkshire Local Plan HCF 1A and DSP 4.

Thereon, having heard the Convener with regard to the request on behalf of the applicant, contained
within the Notice of Review, that the review should be undertaken by way of one or more hearing
sessions, and following preliminary consideration of the matter before it, the Local Review Body
decided, in terms of the Town and Country Planning (Schemes of Delegation and Local Review
Procedure) (Scotland) Regulations 2013, that the review documents provided sufficient information to
enable it to determine the review without any further procedure.

Thereafter, the Local Review Body, having discussed and given consideration to the various
submissions and, in particular, with regard to policies HCF 1A (Existing Residential Area − Supports
Uses appropriate to a Residential Area when no detriment to the Residential Area) and DSP 4
(Quality of Development) of the North Lanarkshire Local Plan noted that the proposed shop units and
flats would have an unacceptable detrimental impact on the residential amenity of 95 Lochend Road
in terms of overbearing nature and loss of light and outlook to the gable bedroom window; with regard
to 95a Lochend Road in terms of overshadowing of the rear garden and with regard to the
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surrounding residential area both in terms of impact of the massing and inappropriate
overdevelopment on the character and amenity of the Old Gartloch Road cul−de−sac.

Councillor Shields, seconded by Councillor Stubbs, moved that the application for planning
permission be refused for the reasons previously determined by the Head of Enterprise and Place.

Councillor McPake, seconded by Councillor McLaren, moved as an amendment that the application
be granted, subject to conditions to be determined by the Head of Enterprise and Place.

On a vote being taken, 9 Members having voted for the amendment and 10 Members having voted for
the motion, the motion was accordingly declared carried.

Decided: that the decision by the Head of Enterprise and Place to refuse Planning Application
18/00658/FUL − Retail shop unit with two flats above site west of 1−6 Old Gartloch
Road, Gartcosh be upheld as it was contrary to policies HCF IA (Existing Residential
Area − Supports Uses appropriate to a Residential Area when no detriment to the
Residential Area) and DSP 4 (Quality of Development) of the North Lanarkshire Local
Plan as the proposed shop units and flats would have an unacceptable detrimental
impact on the residential amenity of 95 Lochend Road in terms of overbearing nature
and loss of light and outlook to the gable bedroom window; with regard to 95a Lochend
Road in terms of overshadowing of the rear garden and with regard to the surrounding
residential area both in terms of impact of the massing and inappropriate
overdevelopment on the character and amenity of the Old Gartloch Road cul−de−sac.

PLANNING APPLICATION 181005021FUL − TWO DETACHED DWELLING HOUSES AND
ASSOCIATED PARKING GARAGES AT SITE TO EAST OF 2 SOUTH HIRST ROAD, HARTHILL

3. There were submitted (1) a Notice of Review of the decision taken by the Head of Enterprise and
Place, under delegated authority, to refuse Planning Application 18/00502/FUL for two detached
dwelling houses and associated parking and garages at a site to the east of 2 South Hirst Road,
Harthill; (2) a Decision Notice and Report of Handling of the case by the appointed officer for the Head
of Enterprise and Place (3) representations received from interested parties; (4) photographs of the
site location, and (5) relevant excerpts from policies NBE 3B (Rural Investment Area) and DSP 4
(Quality of Development) of the North Lanarkshire Local Plan and Supplementary Planning Guidance
(Development in the Rural Investment Area).

Thereon, having heard the Convener with regard to the request on behalf of the applicant, contained
within the Notice of Review, that the review should be undertaken by way of one or more hearing
sessions, and following preliminary consideration of the matter before it, the Local Review Body
decided, in terms of the Town and Country Planning (Schemes of Delegation and Local Review
Procedure) (Scotland) Regulations 2013, that the review documents provided sufficient information to
enable it to determine the review without any further procedure.

Thereafter, the Local Review Body having discussed and given consideration to the various
submissions, and, in particular, with regard to policies NBE 3B (Rural Investment Area) and DSP 4
(Quality of Development) of the North Lanarkshire Local Plan and associated Supplementary
Planning Guidance (Development in the Rural Investment Area) noted that (1) the application site was
not part of a cluster and would be an inappropriate linear addition to the two existing houses to the
west of the site; the proposal would not enhance natural heritage, and the location of the
dwellinghouse would detract from the character of the rural area; (2) should planning permission be
granted it may set a precedent for residential developments in unacceptable locations in the
countryside, and (3) there was no detrimental impact on the local area.

Councillor Shields, seconded by Councillor Anderson, moved that an application for planning
permission be refused for the reasons previously determined by the Head of Enterprise and Place.
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Councillor Stubbs, seconded by Councillor Quigley, moved as an amendment that the application be
granted, subject to conditions to be determined by the Head of Enterprise and Place.

On a vote being taken, 15 Members having voted for the amendment and 6 Members having voted for
the motion, the amendment was accordingly declared carried.

Decided: that the application be granted, subject to the following conditions to be determined by
the Head of Enterprise and Place, asundernoted:−(1)

That the development shall be implemented in accordance with the approved
drawings numbered 01, 02, 03, 04, 05, 06, 07 and 10.

Reason: To clarify the drawings on which this permission is based.

(2) That before the development hereby permitted starts, full details of the facing
materials to be used on all external walls and roofs shall be submitted to, and
approved in writing by, the Planning Authority and the development shall be
implemented in accordance with the details approved under the terms of this
condition.

Reason: To ensure that the proposal does not negatively impact the amenity of
the Rural Investment Area.

(3) That, before the dwellings hereby permitted are occupied, all the parking and
manoeuvring areas shown on the approved plans shall be levelled, properly
drained, surfaced in a material which the Planning Authority has approved in
writing before the start of surfacing work, and shall, thereafter, be maintained
as parking and manoeuvring areas. For the avoidance of doubt, drainage
facilities shall prevent surface water discharging onto the public footway or
carriageway.

Reason: In the interests of road safety and to prevent loose materials being
carried onto the public road.

(4) That before the houses hereby permitted become occupied, the two
in−curtilage car parking spaces, as shown on the approved plans, shall be
completed, and thereafter retained to the satisfaction of the Planning Authority,
and the first two metres of the driveways shall be fully paved in a material
which the Planning Authority has approved in writing before the start of
surfacing work.

Reason: To ensure adequate access and parking arrangements in the
interests of road safety and the visual amenity of the site and surrounding area.

(5) The garages shall have minimum internal dimensions of 3.Om wide x 6.Om
long.

Reason: To ensure that adequate parking is provided for each dwellinghouse.

(6) The proposed beech hedge must be maintained to ensure that it does not
encroach into the visibility splay for vehicles joining Hirst Road (B7066) from
South Hirst Road as indicated in drawing number 10. For the avoidance of
doubt, the visibility splay 4.5m x 215m which exists at present, shall be
maintained at all times to the satisfaction of the Planning Authority.

Reason: To ensure that the existing visibility splay is maintained in the
interests of road safety.
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