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Re Overview 1. VI 
Liberton & District Community Council (L&DCC) is well aware of the problems faced by planning 
authorities in maintaining a robust Green Belt around the City and fully supports any measures in 
the Strategic Development Plan to secure a robust Green Belt.  However, SESPlan identifies four 
Strategic Development Areas, 1 West Edinburgh, 2 South East Edinburgh , 9 A7/A68/Borders Rail 
Corridor (Midlothian), and 10 A71 Corridor (Midlothian) as encompassing Green Belt land.  
SESPLan needs to make it clear how it is going to resolve this conflict.  The City of Edinburgh Local 
Development Plan Main Issues Report (MIR) has identified potential sites for the sites required to 
meet the planned needs for the period to 2024 and this is likely to result in the planned loss of 
Green Belt land in the forthcoming “Draft” City of Edinburgh Development Plan. 
 
L&DCC considers that the scale of release of land for housing for the period to 2024 it has suggested 
in response to the MIR is not unreasonable However it remains concerned that SESPlan has not 
addressed the potential requirements to meet the housing land identified in SESPLan in Strategic 
Development Area 1 Edinburgh Waterfront which is unlikely now be developed as a result of a desire 
to pursue renewables related developments. (See below)  If this Edinburgh housing land provision is 
not met in Strategic Development Area 1 Edinburgh Waterfront this is likely to sought by developers 
in the Edinburgh Area which can only mean loss of Green Belt land.  
 
Further, SESPlan has not indicated where the identified housing needs for the SESplan area for the 
period 2024 – 2032 might be met. Yet again this raises concerns for L&DCC that the brunt of any 
Edinburgh allocation will need to me met by Green Belt land. 
 
L&DCC does not contend that SESPlan must not address the issue of meeting Edinburgh’s share of 
housing land to meet future needs. It does, however, contend that SESPlan should not be approved 
until there has been debate on the how it will address the loss of housing land from the Edinburgh 
Waterfront and the location of alternative provision, how it will address meeting Edinburgh’s share 
of the needs for 2024 – 2032 and how this would be achieved whilst maintaining a robust Green 
Belt.  
 
With regard to the Edinburgh Waterfront the following extract from National Planning Framework 2 
Monitoring Statement  indicates that the loss of the housing at the Edinburgh Waterfront is a “done 
deal”.   
 
144. The Edinburgh Waterfront is one of the largest urban regeneration sites in Europe, covering 300 
hectares of brownfield land on sites at Leith Docks, Western Harbour and Granton Harbour. The 
project is being taken forward by Waterfront Edinburgh Ltd.,Forth Ports Plc and National Grid 
Property. 
 
145. The adverse economic climate has resulted in a decline in interest in residential development at 
Leith Docks, and the owner, Forth Ports, is pursuing the potential for other uses, including 
infrastructure to support the offshore renewables industry. In November 2011 the First Minister 
announced the signing of a Memorandum of Understanding between Scottish Enterprise, the 
City of Edinburgh Council and Forth Ports to progress the master planning of Leith Docks for 
industrial uses, with a focus on the needs of offshore renewables manufacturing. The Port of Leith 
is one of the sites in the Renewable Energy East Enterprise Area. 

 
Re 16 (c) Inclusion of Windfall Sites 
 
L&DCC notes with concern that the current Scottish Government advice does not allow the inclusion 
of windfall sites in the calculation of the meeting of the housing land needs identified in SESplan.  
The evidence presented by SESPlan clearly demonstrates that, in the past, the forecast windfall 
provision targets have been met.  L&DCC notes that SESPlan will only take account of windfall sites 
once they have planning permission and would like to see some mechanism in place for the approval 
of windfall sites reducing the need for new Greenfield sites, especially new Greenfield sites in the 
Green Belt.  


