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Rutherglen.  The review site had the benefit of mature tree planting along the eastern 
boundary and had a backdrop of trees.  Additional hedge and tree planting would 
enhance those features 

 there was a defined pocket of residential use in the immediate vicinity of residential 
properties which had been built or for which planning permission had been granted.  
The review site and that pocket of land made no contribution to the purpose or 
function of the green belt 

 the land sloped naturally down to East Kilbride Road and this was reflected in the 
design of the house.  The new houses on the site did not resemble the former barn 
structures 

 design matters could be addressed by revisions to the design and by use of different 
materials.  The proposed house had been designed to reduce the visual impact by 
including a sloping roof on the East Kilbride frontage in order to step the building back 
from the road and reduce the built mass.  The design and scale of the house was not 
raised as an issue during discussion with the Planning Officer 

 the new housing development to the east of the site would result in development 
which was visible on the skyline and which would fail to respect existing landscape 
character and built form 

 
3.9 The PLRB considered whether it should undertake a site visit and took the view that a site 

visit was not required as it had sufficient information to determine the application.  In 
reviewing the case, the PLRB noted that the Local Development Plan identified the site as 
being within the green belt and considered that the proposal was not in accordance with the 
purpose of the green belt.  The PLRB then considered whether the proposal met the criteria 
contained in Policy 3 of the Development Plan which allowed development to be located in 
the countryside.  In particular, it considered whether the proposal would:- 

 
 involve the redevelopment of derelict or redundant land and buildings where 

significant environmental improvement can be shown 
 be for limited development within a clearly identifiable infill, gap site and existing 

building group 
 
 The PLRB concluded, however, that the application site did not appear to contain any 

previously developed land or buildings nor, due to the lower level of the application site, 
would the proposed development appear as a natural extension to the existing building 
group.   

 
3.10 The PLRB also concluded that the design, mass and scale of the proposed house would 

have an adverse impact on the landscape character and amenity of the area.   
 
 
 
4. Conclusion 
4.1 The PLRB considered a request to review the decision taken by the appointed officer, in 

terms of the Scheme of Delegation, to refuse planning permission for planning application 
P/18/1195 for the erection of a house and garage at Plot 3, Hollybraes Barn, East Kilbride 
Road, Rutherglen.  The PLRB concluded that the proposal did not accord with policy on 
development in the green belt and the design, scale and mass of the proposed house 
would not be acceptable.  As a result, the PLRB concluded that the proposal was contrary 
to Policies 3 and 4 of the Adopted South Lanarkshire Local Development Plan and Policy 
GBRA5 of the Green Belt and Rural Area Supplementary Guidance. 
 

4.2 The PLRB, therefore, upheld the decision to refuse planning permission for planning 
application P/18/1195 for the reasons stated on the Council’s decision notice dated 28 
November 2018. 

 
 

 
 












