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Scheme of Delegation: Duties and Responsibilities Delegated to Committees

Planning Committee

Subject to paragraphs 3.28 and 11.4 of the Scheme of Delegation, the Planning Committee
has responsibility for taking decisions on planning applications and enforcing planning laws,
and;

Carrying out the local authority's function in relation to street naming under section 97 of the
Civic Government (Scotland) Act 1982; and

Dealing with regulatory and enforcement issues arising from matters delegated to or
delivered by Community and Regulatory Services related to Building Standards.
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3 July 2013

A MEETING of the PLANNING CONMITTEE will be held within the
Council Chamber, Greenfield, Alloa, FK10 2AD, on THURSDAY 11 JULY ‘
2013 at 9.30 am.

Qondseo>

ANDREW WYS
Solicitor, Legal Services

1. Apologies --

2. Declaration of Interests - -
Members should declare any financial or non-financial interests they have in any
item on this agenda, identifying the relevant agenda item and the nature of their
interest in accordance with the Councillors’ Code of Conduct. A Declaration of
Interest form should be completed and passed to the Committee Officer.

3, Confirm Minutes of Meeting held on 13th June 2013 07
(Copy herewith)

4, Change of use of Industrial Premises to Waste Treatment 11
Facility (Retrospective) at former Kilbagie Paper Mills,
Kennet, FK10 4DY (Ref 13/00041/FULL) (Copy herewith)

5. Planning Application Ref:-13/00082/PPP - Development Of 27
Land For Housing, Cemetery, Playing Field And Ancillary
Facilities With Associated Car Parking, Road Improvements
And Landscaping - Variation Of Condition 1 of Planning
Permission 07/00460/0UT to Delete "Before Any Development
Starts on Site" and Replace With "Prior to Commencement of
Development of Each Use/Phase, i.e. Cemetery, Playing Field Or
Residential" on Land Adjoining Kellyburn, Lovers Loan, Dollar,
Clackmannanshire (Copy herewith)

Contact Finance and Corporate Services, Clackmannanshire Council, Greenfield, Alloa FK10 2AD
Tel 01259 452106/452004 Fax 01259 452230 Email customerservice@clacks.gov.uk www.clacksweb.org.uk
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MINUTES OF MEETING of the PLANNING COMMITTEE held within the Counci}
Chamber, Greenfield, Alloa, FK10 2AD, on THURSDAY 13 JUNE 2013 AT 9.30 am.

PRESENT

Councillor Alastair Campbell
Councillor Janet Cadenhead (S)
Councillor Kenneth Earle
Coungillor Ellen Forson
Councillor George Matchetit, QFPM
Councillor Walter McAdam, MBE
Councillor Bobby McGill
Councillor Tina Murphy
Councilior Les Sharp

Coungcillor Gary Womersley

IN ATTENDANCE
Julie Hamilton, Development Services Manager

Keith Johnstone, Principal Planner
Andrew Wyse, Solicitor, Clerk to the Committee

PLA045 APOLOGIES

Apologies for absence were received from Councillor Graham Watt. Councillor Janet
Cadenhead attended as substitute for Councillor Watt.

PLAO46 DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

None.

PLA047 MINUTES OF MEETING: PLANNING COMMITTEE 11 APRIL 2013

The minutes of the meeting of the Planning Committee held on 11 April 2013 were submitted

for approval.

Moved by Councillor Alastair Campbell. Seconded by Councillor Gary Womersley.

Decision

The minutes of the meeting held on 11 April 2013 were agreed as a correct record and signed

by the Convenor.



PLAO48 PLANNING APPLICATION

Planning Application to form additional car parking and erect timber fence (partially
retrospective) at The Woodsman, Woods Caravan Park, Fishcross (Ref.
No.13/00015/FULL)

A supplementary report which provided information in accordance with the Planning
Committee decision on 11 April 2013 to defer a decision on the application for planning
permission was submitted by the Principal Planner. The report provided a summary of the
actions and outcomes in pursuance of the Committee decision.

The application comprises a local development which would normally be determined under
the Council's Scheme of Delegation by the appointed officer, however, Council approved a
motion at its meeting on 14 March 2013 for the application to be determined by the Planning
Commitiee.

The Committee heard representation from Mr Paul Edney, Applicant. None of those who had
requested to be heard by the Committee previously had expressed a wish to be heard on this
occasion.

Motion

That the Committee approves the amended plan showing alternative access and parking
arrangements, subject to the same conditions and reasons set out in paragraph 2.1 of the
report to the Planning Committee on 11 April 2013 (appended to the report as Appendix 1).

Moved by Councillor Alastair Campbell. Seconded by Councillor George Matchett, QPM.
Decision

The Committee agreed unanimously to approve the amended plan showing alternative
access and parking arrangements, subject to the same conditions and reasons set out in
paragraph 2.1 of the report to the Planning Committee on 11 April 2013 (appended fo the
report as Appendix 1).

Action

Head of Community and Regulatory Services

PLA04Q PLANNING APPLICATION

Extension to existing windfarm, comprising 6 no. turbines, wind monitoring mast,
switchgear bullding, temporary construction compounds and ancillary work at
Rhodders Wind Farm, West of Burnfoot Hill, North of Tillicouitry (Ref. No.
11/00299/FULL)

A report of handling on the above planning application which sought to extend the existing
Burnfoot Hill Windfarm was submitted by the Principal Planner. The report summarised the
application and the associated Environmental Statement produced as part of the
Environmental Impact Assessment undertaken by the applicant and examined the key
planning issues, relevant Development Plan policies and national policy advice as well as
addressing the consultation responses and representations from third parties.

A motion was approved by Council at its meeting on 20 December 2012 that the application
be determined by the Planning Committee.



The Committee heard representation from :

Ms Sara Dooley, Wind Prospect Developments Limited (Applicant)
Mr Bill Thomsaon, Objector

Mr Malcolm Best, Objector

Mr David Scott, Objector

Motion i

That the Committee approves the application subject to the conditions and reasons set out in
the report.

Moved by Councillor Les Sharp. Seconded by Councillor Gary Womersley.

Voting
For the motion to approve 5 votes
Against the motion to approve 5 votes

On the casting vote of the Convenor, the application was not approved.

Motion H

That the Committee refuses the application for the reasons detailed to the meeting by
Councilior Campbell that the proposed development contravened Structure Plan Policies
ENV2, ENV3, ENV16 (paragraph 4.0 of the report)(page 38/39) and Local Plan Policy EN11
(page 41 of the report) and that it would have an adverse cumulative effect when considered
with known and proposed windfarm developments in the Ochil Hills.

Moved by Councillor Alastair Campbell. Seconded by Councillor Bobby McGill.

Voting
For the motion to refuse 5 votes
Against the motion to refuse 5 votes

On the casting vote of the Convenor, the application was refused.
Decision

Accordingly, the Committee REFUSED the application for the following reasons :

{One) The proposed development, even in its amended reduced form, is contrary
to the policies of the adopted Stirling and Clackmannanshire Structure Plan 2002 and 2004
and the Clackmannanshire Local Plan 2004 and no justification has been submitted to merit
departing from the applicable policies.

(Two) The proposed development is contrary to Structure Plan Policy ENV2.2 in
that it cannot be accommodated satisfactorily without adversely affecting the overall quaiity
of the Ochil Hills Area of Great Landscape Value to a material degree.

(Three} The proposed development is contrary to Structure Plan Policy ENV3 which provides
that in areas of Countryside development will be permitted only where the proposed activity is
dependent upon a countryside location and that in terms of function, siting and design, it is
suitable for its particular focation and should respect and preserve features contributing to
local character. The proposed development introduces a further range of large man-made
structures into the countryside to the significant detriment of the landscape and adversely



impacting upon the visual amenity of this countryside Area of Great Landscape Value and
thus fails to respect and preserve the local character of this countryside area.

(Four ) The proposed development is contrary to Structure Plan Policy ENV18 in respect of
both its individual and cumulative adverse effect upon the amenity and scenic features of an
area of natural countryside which is visited frequently and enjoyed for the benefits of its
natural landscape setting.

(Five) The proposed development is contrary to Local Plan Policy EN11 which
provides that new development will be expected to contribute to its immediate environment
by safeguarding the local amenity and the surrounding natural heritage in that it will make a
negative contribution by detracting from the natural environment in a manner which cannot be
overcome by changes {o design and materials or the imposition of planning conditions.

{Six) The cumulative sffect of the proposed development and the approved
northern extension of Burnfoot Hill (Ref 11/01930.FLL) for two additional wind turbines and
the proposed development at Frandy Hill (Ref 11.01952/FLL), one kilometre to the east, for
seven turbines, currently under appeal, will represent an unreasonable further adverse and
unacceptable intrusion in the Ochil Hills, to the significant detriment of the character and
appearance of this Area of Great Landscape Value. The proposal is therefore contrary to
Structure Plan Policy ENV16 (Wind Energy) principle 4 which requires the relationship of new
proposals to established and approved developments and those that are currently the subject
of undetermined applications to be assessed and such proposals will not normaily be
acceptable where they would result in an adverse effect upon amenity, or features of scenic
and/or heritage value, by reason of cumulative visual impact

ENDS 10.40 am
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THIS PAPER RELATES TO

ITEM L
CLACKMANNANSHIRE COUNCIL ON THE AGENDA
Report to: Planning Committee
Date of Meeting:  11th July 2013
Subject: Change of use of Industrial Premises to Waste

Treatment Facility (Retrospective) at former Kilbagie
Paper Mills, Kennet, FK10 4DY (Ref 13/00041/FULL)

Report by: Keith Johnstone, Principal Planner
1.0 Purpose
1.1:  This is a report of handling on a planning application by Oran Environmental

1.2.

1.3.

2.0

2.1.

Solutions which seeks permission to treat waste within an existing building
located on the site of the former mill at Kilbagie near Clackmannan. The
application is retrospective since the applicant has been using the building to
treat waste, although currently the treatment of waste has ceased pending the
applicant obtaining planning permission and a waste management licence
(WML) from the Scottish Environment Protection Agency (SEPA) following the
expiry of a temporary licence in May 2013.

The report describes the proposal, considers the advice from consultees, the
objections from third parties, the relevant planning history of the site and the
planning policy issues associated with the development. Having regard to the
issues raised by third parties and consultees, and the regulatory role of SEPA
in managing the environmental impacts associated with the operation, it is
concluded that the proposed development would accord with the
Development Plan and relevant planning policies. Having had full regard to
the issues raised by the neighbours, it is concluded that there are no other
material considerations that would outweigh the Development Plan position
and justify withholding permission. The application is therefore recommended
for temporary approval, subject to the proposed conditions.

The application comprises a local development which would normally be
determined under the Council's Scheme of Delegation by the Appointed
Officer. However, the number and nature of the concerns raised by third
parties, the inferest expressed by local members and the retrospective nature
of the application justify the application being determined by the Planning
Committee rather than by the Appointed Officer.

Recommendation

It is recommended that the application is APPROVED subject to the following
conditions:
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1. The use of the building for the treatment of waste approved by this
permission shall cease on 31st December 2014. After this date, the use of the
building for this purpose shall cease and the site shall be cleared of any waste
materials or liquids, plant or structures and the building reinstated to the
satisfaction of the Council, as planning authority in consultation with the
Scottish Environment Protection Agency.

2. This permission only authorises the use of the building annotated on
the approved Site Plan, together with the associated ancillary plant and
equipment adjacent to the building, for the treatment, handling and storage of
waste materials, unless otherwise approved in writing by the Council, as
planning authority. The external yard area adjacent to the building as
annotated on the Site Plan shall not be used for these purposes unless
otherwise agreed in writing by the Council, as planning authority.

3. Further to Condition 2 above, prior to the re-commencement of the use
of the building for the treatment of waste, details of the location, size, surface
finish and means of drainage of any areas required for the reception, parking
and external storage of any vehicles or other means of carriage used to
transport waste materials in connection with the use of the building shall have
been submitted to and approved in writing by the Council, as planning
authority. Thereafter, the development shall be carried out only in accordance
with the approved details, unless otherwise agreed in writing by the Council,
as planning authority.

4. All vehicles, trailers or other means of carriage containing either
untreated waste materials or treated waste, travelling to and from the site shall
remain covered or sealed at all times outside of the waste treatment building
to which the permission relates, unless otherwise agreed in writing by the
Council, as planning authority.

5. The development hereby approved shall be carried out in accordance
with the measures contained in Section 5 titled "Short Term Mitigation
Measures" contained in the supporting letter dated 15th October 2007 and
approved by planning permission ref no 10/00049/FULL unless otherwise
agreed in writing by the Council, as planning authority. '

8. Any external lighting shall be designed, installed and maintained in
accordance with the Institution of Lighting Engineers Guidance Notes for the
Reduction of Obtrusive Light (GNROL 2005).

Reasons for Conditions

1. To allow the effectiveness of the licensing requirements to manage the
waste treatment process and so support the proposed land use change to be
reviewed by the planning authority and to provide an opportunity to bring all of
the associated and ancillary activities under control through a single planning
application.

2, To retain effective contro! over the use of the fand in the interests of the
amenity of the area.

\L



2.2.

2.3.

3.0

3.1.

3. To consider these details yet to be submitted and in order to retain
effective control over the development in the interests of the amenity of the
area.

4, To minimise the risk of odour nuisance.

5. In the interests of road safety.

6. To minimise the risk of light pollution.

Reasons for the Decision

1.

The principle of the development is considered to accord with the

Development Plan, the associated guidance contained in Scotland's Zero
Waste Plan and the advice from SEPA.

2.

The issues raised by the objectors could be satisfactorily or reasonably

addressed subject to the proposed conditions or through the Waste
Management Licence regime, including granting permission for an initial
temporary period. Therefore these would not justify withholding planning
permission.

3.

The advice from consultees could be satisfactorily addressed subject to

the proposed conditions or through the Waste Management Licence regime.

4.

Having regard to the Development Plan position, the adequacy of the

regulatory controls available to safeguard the amenity of the area, the historic
industrial character of the site, there would not be sufficient material reasons
to withhold planning permission.

Plans Relating to the Decision

1.
2.

Location Plan

Plan Showing Extent of Existing and Proposed Waste Management
Facilities at Kilbagie

Background to the Proposals

The application seeks planning permission for change of use of an industrial
building (annotated as Building B on the attached Plan) to a waste treatment
facility which is located within the former Kilbagie Paper Mill near
Clackmannan. The building would be used to treat sewage sludge and waste
water from industrial and municipal waste facilities. The process can be
summarised as follows;

« the mechanical mixing of waste and lime materials within the building to
reuse as a fertiliser on agricultural land.

* Any liquid waste is dewatered at the building prior to treatment within a
contained area. No waste is disposed of at the site. The treated waste
is removed for use on agricultural land while any other residual
materials or liquids are disposed of at an off-site disposal facility.

13



3.2.

4.0

41.

4.2

¢ The applicant has stated that approximately 6-8 loads would arrive per
day. The normal working hours would be 0800-1700 Monday to
Saturday unless in relation to an emergency situation.

The applicant owns the Kilbagie site and has used parts of the site for several
years. The activities and relevant planning history are summarised below and
depicted on the attached Location Plan;

(a) Permission granted (ref 10/00049/FULL) for partial change of use of an
existing building (Annotated as Building A on the attached Plan) to treat
waste. The permission was implemented but there was a fire incident at the
building at the end of 2012 which destroyed the building. The applicant has
continued the operation on adjacent land. SEPA require this material to be
removed since it does not benefit from a WML and in April 2013 they served a
formal notice on the applicant to remove the material. It is understood that the
applicant has not complied with this notice. SEPA are considering their next
steps to secure compliance with the notice. The applicant had confirmed to
the Service that they would remove the material as required by the notice.

(b) The applicant began using another building (Annotated as Building B on
the attached Plan) to treat waste without the benefit of planning permission.
The Service advised them that permission was required for the change of use
of the building and this retrospective application is seeking to remedy this. The
applicant had a mobile plant WML to treat the waste but this has expired. The
applicant has ceased treating waste within the building and has submitted an
application to SEPA for a permanent WML which would also be required
before the treatment operation could re-commence. '

(c) The applicant has recently sited portacabins for office accommodation
next to the entrance to the site. These do not have planning permission. Most
of the other industrial buildings have been demolished by the applicant. Some
of these areas are being used to store vehicles or equipment associated with
their business.

Consultations

Roads and Transportation advise that the site is served by a private road
which accesses the A977 within part of Fife Council's area. Comment - Fife
Council was consulted on the application but has not submitted any
comments on the application. We are satisfied that the development would
not result in any significant increase in the frequency or type of traffic using
the access road. The applicant has complied with the requirements of the
2010 permission as they relate to the use of the junction with the A977.
Conditions are proposed to ensure the applicant continues to comply with any
ohgoing requirements,

Environmental Health have raised no objection to the application but have
made the following comments;

¢ the use could operate on a 24 hour basis and while they are not aware
of any previous complaints regarding noise, consideration should be
given to regulating operating hours. Comment - Given the historic
industrial use of the Kilbagie site, the absence of any planning
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restrictions on hours of operation for industrial use or in relation to
previous permissions for waste freatment uses at the site, and the
applicant's assurance on non emergency operations, it is considered
that it would not be reasonable or justifiable to regulate the hours of
operalion for the proposed development.

they have received previous complaints about odour from the Kilbagie
site. These appear to be mainly caused by management/operational
issues and these could best be controlled by SEPA under the WML
which is required before works can re-commence. Comment - this re-
affirms the primacy of the WML regime for environmental protection.

4.3  SEPA has made the following comments on the application:

based on the information on the proposed activity and the history of the
site, SEPA is satisfied that in principle, the development is capable of
being consented under the regulatory regime.

the proposed activity is inherently odorous and any WML would require
measures to minimise odour. Such measures would include; the
operation of extraction and odour abatement equipment at all times
when odorous waste is present; all odorous waste is kept within the
building; and any waste spills are cleaned up quickly. These should
ensure that any emission of offensive odour would be infrequent.
However, there would be potential for odours to be detected outwith
the site boundary. Since May 2012 under the mobile plant WML, SEPA
has received 59 separate odour complaints relating to the treatment of
waste at the building. Their investigations of the complaints indicated
that the problems were results of poor management of the site and
failure to comply with the approved working plan such as uncovered
skips of waste being stored outside the building, failure of odour
abatement plant and the doors of the building being open during the
delivery or treatment of waste. SEPA has asked the applicant to
address these breaches of the Licence and is still considering further
formal enforcement action. Comment - the planning process must not
seek lo regulate aspects of development that are properly and
effectively controlled through other regulatory processes. We are
therefore satisfied that the waste management licensing regime is the
correct and principal mechanism for safeguarding environmental
protection associated with the use.

they object to the application on the grounds of lack of information in
respect of the surface water drainage arrangements for waters arising
from hardstanding areas. Comment - although the application site
includes an existing hardstanding area, the applicant has confirmed
that the proposed waste treatment activity would take place within the
building and waste would not be treated or stored outside the building.
On the basis that a condition is attached only approving the use of the
building and the external bunded tank storage facilities, it is considered
that permission could not be reasonably withheld in response to
SEPA’s objection since the development would not materially change
the use of or drainage pollution risks associated with the existing areas
of hardstanding.

S



4.4

5.0

5.1.

52

5.3.

Fife Council was consulted but has not submitted comments on the
application.

Representations

The application had to be advertised in the local press since the development
comprises a class of development which requires to be advertised. There are
no notifiable neighbours (the nearest house outwith the Kilbagie complex is
approximately 350 metres from the building to which the application relates).

A total of 18 objections have been received in response to the application,
most of which were received outwith the statutory publicity period. Details of
the objectors are provided below:

Clackmannan Community Council
Kincardine Community Council
Colin Moir, Ambleside Heaven, Kilbagie

Dawn Redburn and Russell + Aitken both on behalf of Tillicoultry
Quarries Ltd, Tulliallan

Margaret Gardiner, 2 Craigton Cottages, Kennet Pans
Paul Millar, North Carse House, Kilbagie

Wallace Menzies, Tulliallan House, Tulliallan

Ronald Cameron, 1 Wooden‘d Cottages, Kennetpans
Tim Fisher, 1 Craigton Farm Cottage, Clackmannan
James Adam, Craigton Farm, Clackmannan

lan and Joan Menzies, The Moss, Tullialian

Paul Danielson, West Lodge, Tulliallan

James Cuthbertson, Broadcarse Farm, Clackmannan
James Turnbull, Meadowend Farm, Kennet

John Nealon, 2A Broomknowe Drive, Kincardine

Mr and Mrs Cuthbertson, The Hemmil, Broadcarse Farm,
Clackmannan

Robert Ramsay, Windyhill Farm, Tullialian

The main concerns raised by objectors can be summarised as follows:
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The treatment of sewage sludge at the site has created significant
odour nuisance. The smell can be detected up to 3/4 of a mile away.
Nearby residential and office properties have to keep their windows
closed, and residents cannot use their garden when the smell is strong,
and SEPA has acknowledged in its response that odour could not be
totally eliminated beyond the site boundary. Comment: The treatment
of sewage sfudge is an inherently odorous activity. A key issue in
determining the planning application is whether such an activity could
be carried out at the site without having an unacceptable impact on the
existing standards of amenity of neighbours. SEPA has advised that
they have received complaints relating to the operation which they have
investigated and which has resulted in SEFA requiring remedial action
to ensure compliance with the mobile plant WML conditions. However,
SEPA has also advised that the principle of the development is capable
of being consented and indicated that compliance with the Site Working
Plan approved as part of the mobile WML would be sufficient fo
minimise the likelihood of offensive odours from the site. Having
considered the advice from SEPA and Environmental Health and the
concerns from objectors, we have reached the following conclusions
regarding odour:

o When odour nuisance has occurred, it has largely been due to
failure to comply with the approved Site Working Plan; either due
fo management or plant failures. This reflects the advice from
SEPA.

« The applicant's compliance record is not grounds fo withhold
planning permission. The critical question is whether the
proposed use is acceptable or not in land use planning terms
rather than the track record of the applicant, although it is
acknowledged this may be frustrating from the objectors'
perspective.,

» The site comprises a large former industrial complex where a
degree of environmental impact such as noise, activity or odour
would be expected and could occur given the lawful use of the
site

s Subject to compliance with any relevant controls, the site is
relatively well located for uses such as waste treatment given its
historic use, its separation from any settlements or communities
and its proximity to the main transport network

s [t would not be necessary or appropriate to duplicate the
environmental controls, including odour, as part of any planning
permission which would otherwise be contained as part of any
WML granted by SEPA.

Compliance with the terms of the Licence would ensure that the risk of
odour nuisance, or other environmental impacts, could be satisfactorily
minimised. In this regard, therefore, the odour nuisance is not a barrier
to the change of use of the industrial premises to waste treatment.
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The treatment of waste at the site has resulted in nuisance to residents
from flies, litter and vermin. This could affect public heaith. Comment:
SEPA and Environmental Health have both advised that they are
investigating this issue which may be related to the waste management
activities associated with Building A annotated on the attached plan.
Again, this issue could be effectively addressed by compliance with the
appropriate WML regulations.

The site is an eyesore. Comment: The proposed waste lreatment
activity would take place within an existing building. It would not in
itself result in an unacceptable impact on visual amenity. The alleged
eyesore is a probable reference fo the outside storage of waste which
the applicant has confirmed is being removed. We have discussed with
the applicant its use and intentions for the wider Kilbagie site, given
other parts appear fo be in use in connection with ifs waste
management activities. This could allow consideration of any
measures to reduce visual impact, afthough it is recognised that the site
is a former industrial complex.

The applicant is oblivious to complaints by neighbours or the controls
regulated by SEPA. They appear unable to operate responsibly nor
are fit and proper to operate this type of facility and for these reasons
permission should either not be granted or should not be permanent
until they have demonstrated they can comply. Comments: The track
record or compliance record of the applicant would not constitute
material planning reasons fto justify withholding permission. We have
recommended that permission be granted for a femporary period albeit
primarily to ensure that the applicant reviews and brings forward
proposals to regulate waste management activities across the whole of
Kilbagie site. This would also provide the applicant with an opportunity
to demonstrate its ability to operate within the environmental controls in
force.

SEPA has been ineffective in regulating the operation. Comment:
SEPA has investigated any complaints received and they have or are
taking action to remedy breaches of control. The treatment of waste
has ceased following the expiry of the temporary licence.

The development could result in pollution to nearby watercourses or the
River Forth. There is a drainage pipe from Kilbagie which outfalls into
the River Forth. Comment: The proposed activity would take place
within a building and any residual liquids should be removed from the
site for disposal elsewhere. Subject to the proposed condition
restricting the use of the external yard area, we are salisfied that the
proposal would not present a significant pollution risk to the nearby
watercourses.

The applicant has not installed effective management measures to
prevent unacceptable environmental impacts. Comment: While the
evidence indicates that many of the complaints have arisen due to
failure in management to comply with the Site Working Plan, the Plan
includes a range of measures which would minimise the risk of odour or
other impacts if complied with. This includes the installation of an
odour abstraction system which directs air within the building through
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6.0
6.1

6.2

carbon filters before being emitted to the environment. SEPA have
stated that the mitigation measures which would be required by a WML
should be sufficient to minimise unacceptable odour nuisance from the
site.

The application should be determined by the Planning Committee.
Comment: The Service has referred the application to Committee to
determine the application although it is a Local Development. The
Service also confirmed its availability to attend a meeting to discuss the
proposals in response fo an invitation from Clackmannan Community
Council although a meeting was subsequently not arranged.

Development Plan Position

The application requires to be determined in accordance with the
Development Pian, unless material considerations indicate otherwise.

The site includes an existing building on brownfield land which is located
within countryside as defined in the adopted Clackmannanshire Local Plan.
The most relevant Development Plan policies related to the application are
considered to be:

Clackmannanshire and Stirling Structure Plan ENV13 (Waste
Management Interim Policy) - the policy required proposals to be
assessed against a number of criteria until such time as the Area
Waste Plan was prepared. Comment: The Policy was an interim
policy and is no longer considered relevant to the determination of the
application. The Area Waste Plan has since been replaced by the
National Waste Management Plan.

Clackmannanshire Local Plan Policy EN4 (Water Resources) - the
policy requires the application of SUDS principles to surface water
management within development. Comment: This issue has been
satisfactorily addressed in the response to SEPA's comments in para
4.3 above.

Clackmannanshire Local Plan Policy EN15 (Planning and
Environmental Protection) - the policy states that the Council will; adopt
the *precautionary principle to pollution control"; adopt effective joint
working principles with other enforcing agencies; and require
developers demonstrate that any environmental protection matter has
been evaluated and considered, so that the neighbourhood is not
unacceptably affected. Comment: Following consultation with SEPA
and Environmental Health, we are satisfied that adequate controls and
measures lo ensure the amenity of neighbours and the surrounding
environment could be salisfactorily protected are avaifable and
enforceable.

Clackmannanshire Local Plan Policy EN18 {(Development in the

Countryside) - the policy contains a number of criteria which
development should satisfy, including a locational need, compatibility
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6.3

7.0
7.1

7.2

with the character of the area, no adverse impact on road safety, and
no harm to the amenity of adjacent land users. Comment: The
proposal relates fo an existing building on a brownfield site which was

~ last used for industrial purposes. The principle of development has
already been established. The proposal would accord with the other
criteria and the policy would be complied with.

* Clackmannanshire Local Plan Policy EN25 (Waste Management) - the
policy supports proposals which reduce demand for landfill where this
would safeguard the environment and the amenity of local residents.
Proposals should accord with the Area Waste Plan. Comment: The
Area Waste Plan has been replaced by the National Waste
Management Plan which includes Scofland's Zero Waste Plan. This is
discussed in Section 7.0 below. We have concluded that the proposal
would accord with the requirements of this Policy.

o Clackmannanshire Local Plan Policy J38 (Kilbagie) - this site specific
policy allocates the site for business and industry uses and the
Development Guideline supports the re-use or redevelopment of the
former paper mill. Comment: The proposed wasfe management use is
considered to accord with the objectives of this Policy.

Our assessment concludes that the application largely accords with the
relevant Development Plan policies and is considered to compiy with the
Development Plan.

Other Material Considerations

The objections received from the Community Councils, local residents and
others have been considered and addressed in Section 5.0 above. |t is
concluded that the issues raised would not justify withholding permission for
the reasons given, notwithstanding the number of complaints about odour.
The current application has to be determined on its own planning merits and
the Service consider that the proposed use would be compatible with the
surrounding area subject to compliance with the relevant regulatory controls.
Nevertheless, we acknowledge the public concerns expressed through the
planning process, and the ongoing licensing arrangements. In the
circumstances, an initial temporary consent will provide the Council with
confidence that management arrangements can be concluded in a manner
that supports the [and use change, remedies the unauthorised deposit of
waste material following the fire damage to building A (which is being
addressed by SEPA) and also provides the opportunity to bring all of the
associated and ancillary activities under control through a single planning
application.

The objection from SEPA relates to surface water drainage arrangements
alone and we have concluded that it would not be reasonable to withhold
permission on these grounds as discussed in the final bullet point in
paragraph 4.3 above. SEPA has not objected to the principle of using the site
for the treatment of the waste stream. There are no objections from the other
consultees.
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7.3

7.4

7.5

8.0
8.1

9.0
9.1
9.2

9.3

10.0

10.1

110

(1)

Scottish Planning Policy provides locational guidance on waste management
faciiities. It indicates that existing industrial site are appropriate for many
waste management installations. However, planning authorities need to
consider buffer zones between houses. A 250 metre buffer may be
appropriate for outdoor processes or treatment facilities. At Kilbagie, the
process will take place inside a building, which is located around 350 metres
from the nearest house outside Kilbagie itself. There is a house at Kilbagie
served by the same access which is approximately 155 metres from the
building.

The proposal has been considered against the guidance in the Scottish
Government's Zero Waste Plan which forms part of the National Waste
Management Plan. The proposal is considered to accord with a number of its
key provisions including; supporting the provisions of the waste hierarchy; the
need to provide a range of facilities to achieve the targets to reduce landfill
and increase recycling; achieving proximity of facilities to waste needs and:
the locational criteria for identifying and assessing suitable waste
management facilities.

In conclusion, it is considered that there are not sufficient material
considerations to outweigh the Development Plan support for the proposal
and to justify withholding permission.

Sustainability Implications

None.

Resource Implications
Financial Details

The full financial implications of the recommendations are set out in the
report. This includes a reference to full life cycle costs where

appropriate. Yes []
Finance have been consulted and have agreed the financial implications as
set out in the report. Yes [
Exempt Reports

Is this report exempt?  Yes [ (ptease detail the reasons for exemption below) NO V1

Declaratipns

The recommendations contained within this report support or implement our
Corporate Priorities and Council Policies.

Our Priorities (Please double click on the check box M)

The area has a positive image and attracts people and businesses |
Our communities are more cohesive and inclusive O
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(2)

People are better skilled, trained and ready for learning and employment
Our communities are safer

Vulnerable people and families are supported

Substance misuse and its effects are reduced

Health is improving and health inequalities are reducing

The environment is protected and enhanced for all

The Council is effective, efficient and recognised for excellence

OROO0O0OO

Council Policies (Please detail)

None
12.0 Equalities Impact
12.1 Have you undertaken the required equalities impact assessment to ensure
that no groups are adversely affected by the recommendations?
| Yes L] No M
13.0 Legality
13.1 It has been confirmed that in adopting the recommendations.contained in this
report, the Council is acting within its legal powers. Yes M
140 Appendices
14.1 Please list any appendices attached to this report. If there are no appendices,
please state "none".
None
15.0 Background Papers
15.1 Have you used other documents to compile your report? (All documents must be
kept available by the author for public inspection for four years from the date of meeting at
which the report is considered) _
Yes |Zl (please list the documents below) NoO D
Clackmannanshire Local Plan
Scotland's Zero Waste Plan
PAN 51 "Planning, Environmental Protection and Regulation”
PAN 63 "Waste Management Planning"”
Scottish Planning Policy
Author(s)
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NAME DESIGNATION TEL NO / EXTENSION
Keith Johnstone Principal Planner 2614

Approved by

NAME DESIGNATION SIGNATURE

lan Duguid Team Leader Development Quality Z&W‘ W

Julie Hamilton

Development Services Manager

WW
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THIS PAPER RELATES TO

ITEM S
CLACKMANNANSHIRE COUNCIL ON THE AGENDA
Report to: PLANNING COMMITTEE
Date of Meeting: 11 July 2013
Subject: Planning Application Ref: 13/00082/PPP - Development

Of Land For Housing, Cemetery, Playing Field And
Ancillary Facilities With Associated Car Parking, Road
Improvements And Landscaping - Variation Of
Condition 1 of Planning Permission 07/00460/0UT to
Delete "Before Any Development Starts on Site" and
Replace With "Prior to Commencement of Development
of Each Use/Phase, i.e. Cemetery, Playing Field Or
Residential”

on Land Adjoining Kellyburn, Lovers Loan, Dollar,
Clackmannanshire

Report by: Grant Baxter, Principal Planner, Development Quality

1.0

1.1.

1.2

2.0

2.1.

2.2.

Purpose

This is a report of handling on the above planning application. It seeks
to vary one condition of the planning permission, and in effect allow
work on the "enabling" housing development to proceed in advance of
an approved scheme of ground water management for the cemetery.
The report summarises the application, examines key planning issues,
relevant Development Plan policies, addresses representations and
makes a recommendation to Members.

The application comprises a local development, however, the Council
has an interest in the application as part-owner of the planning
application site.

Recommendations

It is recommended that the application for planning permission is
REFUSED, for the following reasons:

Reason 1: The approved housing development is only acceptable as
an enabling development in relation to the community infrastructure

2.1



3.0

3.1.

3.2.

3.3.

3.4.

3.5.

elements approved with the housing development under Planning
Permission 07/00460/PPP, the related Section 75 Agreement, and as
identified as Policy H64 of the Clackmannanshire Local Plan First
Alteration (Housing Land), Adopted 2011. The proposed variation of
the condition, if approved, would prejudice the delivery of the
community infrastructure elements, specifically the cemetery, without
which the housing development would be unacceptable, and mean
that the housing development could be implemented without clarity and
certainty on the ability to provide the cemetery in accordance with the
previously approved masterplan.

Background to the Proposals

The application seeks to vary a condition of an existing Outline
Planning Permission (now known as Planning Permission in Principle -
PPP), approved on 11 October 2010, subject to conditions and a
Section 75 Legal Agreement, which together seek o deal with the site
infrastructure, transfer of land, phasing of development, off-site works
and developer contributions, to ensure delivery of the cemetery, playing
field, ancillary facilities and access road, as these elements are to be
enabled by the proposed housing.

Since the approval of the PPP, two separate applications, dealing with
Matters Specified in Conditions (MSC) have been submitted and
approved.

Two separate planning applications have also been submitted and
approved, dealing with an increase in the number of houses from 20 to
22 and a temporary haul road, respectively.

The Report of Handling on the PPP application states that "SEPA note
that the burial of corpses can cause pollution of groundwater. Any
applicant should be expected to assess the hazard associated with this
land use and the implications for groundwater quality, water supply and
any nearby water course. As this assessment has not been carried
out, SEPA objects to the grant of outline planning permission. It also
recommends that an assessment of flood risk on the site be carried ou,
although it does not object for this reason.”

In response to this, the Service commented as follows: Insofar as a
cemetery development has previously been granted planning
permission, has previously been allocated in the Local Plan and is
incorporated in the current Cemetery Strategy for Clackmannanshire,
the current application again seeking the Council’s permission in
principle for such a use, need not have relied upon this detailed
assessment. Nevertheless, a preliminary geotechnical assessment of
ground conditions was requested and this has been submitted. It
indicates that leachate from the cemetery could enter groundwater and
migrate towards the Kelly Burn.

28



3.6.

3.7.

3.8.

3.9.

4.0

4.1.

5.0

5.1.

As the issue of ground water contamination was not fuily resolved at
the time of the Council approving the PPP, a clause was added to
Condition 1 of the PPP, which sets out a number of details that require
to be submitted and approved before any works could commence on
the approved development. The specific clause (vi) requires: a scheme
for the management of groundwater (with any necessary measures to
safeguard the Kelly Burn), and disposal of surface water, in accordance
with the Sustainable Urban Drainage System Design Manual for
Scotland and Northem Ireland.

'A scheme for the management of ground water has not yet been

approved. The applicant now seeks approval to start the housing
development in advance of an agreed groundwater management plan
for the cemetery. As things stand, the terms of Condition 1 do not
permit this. The applicant's reasoning for this, as set outin a
supporting letter to the application, is that the ground water issue
relates specifically to the cemetery element of the approved
development, and not the housing. In addition, the applicant argues
that SEPA have approved the surface water management
arrangements in relation to the housing and that their outstanding
objection relates to ground water issues arising from the proposed
cemetery.

The applicant has been working directly with the Council in preparing
the detailed scheme for the management of ground water in relation to
the cemetery, in order to address Clause (vi) of Condition 1. As a
result of this work, detailed proposals have now been prepared to
inform a decision on the condition of planning permission and have
been issued to SEPA for their agreement.

It is worth noting that, notwithstanding SEPA's objection in relation to
ground water, it is for the Council, as planning authority to determine if
the condition can be discharged. It is also worth noting that, however
that since approval of the PPP new regulations ensuring the protection
of ground water, under the Water Environment (Controlled Activities)
(Scotland) Regulations 2011, which affect cemeteries, have come into
force. These regulations are administered by SEPA.

Consultations

There are no consultees to this application.

Representations

A total of 13No. neighbours were notified of the application and a
Neighbour Notification Advertisement was placed in the local press on
17th April 2013. In response, 2No. representations were received from
(a) Doltar Community Council and (b} Mr/Mrs Dalgety of 12AKellyburn
Park, Dollar, on the following grounds:
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5.2

5.3.

54.

5.5.

6.0

B6.1.

6.2,

7.0

7.1.

Consideration should be given to relocation of the cemetery to be
adjacent to the A91, as previously proposed by Dollar Community
Council. Comments: Possible relocation of the cemetery is not a
matter that is material to the determination of this planning application.

Comments on surfacing and possible permanence of a proposed
temporary haul road. Comments: Comments on the approved haul
road, which is covered by a separate planning permission, are not
material to the determination of this planning application.

Works on the housing development should not be allowed to
commence in advance of the conditions relating to the cemetery being
discharged. Anything else would risk the development going ahead
without the community benefits. Comments: These key matters are
fully considered in Sections 6.0 and 7.0 of this report, and it is
concluded that works on the housing development should not be
allowed to commence untif Condition 1 is fully discharged.

Ground investigations works should be clearly defined from works to
commence the development. Comments: On site ground investigation
works have been carried out in relation to assessment of ground
conditions on the site. These have not been deemed to be material
commencement of the approved development by the Council, and
indeed have not been preceded by a Notice of Commencement of
Development from the developer to the Council.

Development Plan Position

The application must be determined in accordance with the
Development Plan unless material considerations indicate otherwise.

In this case, the Local Plan development guidelines for this site indicate
that the "Development forms part of a larger site which includes
provision of fand for a cemetery, playing field and ancillary facilities with
associated car parking, road improvements and landscaping" These
guidelines reflect the approved development and Section 75
Agreement that are now in place.

if the current application were to be approved, the housing element of
the development could commence, and indeed be completed in
advance of any other elements being commenced. Although our
judgement is that this could jeopardise implementation of the approved
plan, this would not however be considered as contrary to the Local
Plan allocation, and to this end, the application is deemed not to be
contrary to the development plan.

Other Material Considerations

The key material consideration to this application is the fact that the
housing is an "enabling development" to the other "enabled” elements
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7.2.

7.3.

74,

7.5.

8.0

8.1.

9.0

9.1.
9.2.

of the approved development, principally the cemetery and playing
field. The effect of approving the application would be to allow the
enabling development to commence in advance of Condition 1 being
fully discharged, whiist the enabled development would still be
prevented from being implemented by the terms of Condition 1.

Whilst both the Council and developer are working closely to address
the issues required to discharge the relevant clause of Condition 1, and
there is every reason to expect that these efforts will come to fruition,
there is no certainty on the outcome. In a worst case scenario, a
satisfactory ground water management scheme could not be achieved
in refation to the proposed cemetery. In which case, the entire proposal
may require to be revised.

in this regard it is also worth noting that the site was in an area of
countryside as shown in the adopted Local Plan of 2004 and with no
development proposals identified on it. The change to this designation
in the 2011 Alteration was prompted by the current planning approval
which was deemed to be a Departure from the Development Plan, but
was approved solely on the basis that it involved a housing
development that would deliver much needed community infrastructure.
A stand alone housing development would not have been supported.

Taking account of the above circumstances, having regard to due
diligence, and in the knowledge of the work already well advanced to
address Condition 1 (vi), it is recommended that this application, to
allow housing development to commence ahead of the full discharge of
Condition 1 of the PPP should be refused. While we continue to
support the delivery of this project, any flexible approach should not
extend to allowing implementation of the enabling development and no
certainty on the delivery of the cemetery.

The full reason for refusal is set out in Section 2.0 of this report.

Sustainability Implications

None

Resource Implications
Financial Details

The full financial implications of the recommendations are set out in
the report. This includes a reference to full life cycle costs where

appropriate.
Yes [
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8.3. Finance have been consulted and have agreed the financial
implications as set out in the report.

Yes [

9.4. Staffing. No implications for staffing.

10.0 Exempt Reports

10.1. s this report exempt?

Yes D (please detail the reasons for exerption befow) NO IZ

11.0 Declarations

The recommendations contained within this report support or
implement our Corporate Priorities and Council Policies.

(1)  Our Priorities (Please double click on the check box )

The area has a positive image and attracts people and businesses

Our communities are more cohesive and inclusive
People are better skilled, trained and ready for learning and

employment

Our communities are safer

Vulnerable people and families are supported

Substance misuse and its effects are reduced

Health is improving and health inequalities are reducing

The environment is protected and enhanced for all

The Council is effective, efficient and recognised for excelience

(2)  Council Policies (Please detail)
Clackmannanshire Local Plan
12.0 Equalities Impact

12.1 Have you undertaken the required equalities impact assessment to
ensure that no groups are adversely affected by the recommendations?

Yes [ No
13.0 Legality

13.1 1t has been confirmed that in adopting the recommendations contained
in this report, the Council is acting within its legal powers.
Yes M
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14.0 Appendices

14.1 Please list any appendices attached to this report. If there are no
appendices, please state "none".

None
15.0 Background Papers

15.1 Have you used other documents to compile your report? (All documents
must be kept available by the author for public inspection for four years from the date
of meeting at which the report is considered)

Yes M (please list the documents below) No [

Clackmannanshire Local Plan

Author(s)

NAME DESIGNATION TEL NO / EXTENSION

Principal Planner, Development

Grant Baxter Quality 2615
Approved by
NAME | DESIGNATION SIGNATURE

lan Duguid - Development Quality Team Leader éyw\ W

Julie Hamilton Development Services Manager W W
: \Y)
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