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2421 SEEDco 
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Provision of the 
development plan to 
which the issue 
relates:

Suggested Housing Sites Outwith the Urban Area – West 
and South East Strategic Development Areas not 
allocated for housing, which are being promoted by 
developers and landowners in their representations. 

Planning authority’s summary of the representation(s):

CONTEXT 

Most of these housing sites were the subject of representations to the first 
Proposed Plan. Part of the Drum was the subject of a question to the Main Issues 
Report (Question 3 seeking opinion on whether to exclude settlements and major 
uses from the green belt).  

WEST EDINBURGH 

Edinburgh Garden District - East of Millburn Tower

• Suggests the allocation of Edinburgh Garden District for housing. Considers 
the site to lie within the Strategic Development Area, be well located for 
public transport, have potential for clear defensible green belt boundaries, is 
well integrated with employment and retail centres and has limited visual 
impact.  
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Suggests also the allocation of land at East of Milburn Tower for housing. 
Considers that the site provides good accessibiity to public transport and 
opportunities for the enhancement of public transport. States that the land 
can be well served by infrastructure through agreement. States that due to 
the low lying and constrained nature of the land, views to the site are limited 
and do not impact upon views of prominent features. Suggests that the site 
offers clear and defensible green belt boundaries. (2275 Murray Estates)

• States that East of Milburn Tower is appropriate for housing as it is within 
the Strategic Development Area so has better infrastructure than Cammo 
(HSG20), is well served by public transport, can create a defensible green 
belt boundary, is well integrated with the adjoining employment land and will 
relieve housing pressure and congestion. The site is a sustainable 
expansion of the city and superior to Cammo (HSG20). (0225 Cramond & 
Barnton Community Council; 0244 Tony Gray; 0517 W & R Stewart; 
0324 Ross Lennen; 0326 Louisa Lennen; 0328 Ian Lennen; 0330 Jeff 
Deherdt; 0331 Lynne Deherdt; 0651 M Allen & P Scott; 2168 Yvonne 
Tuffy; 2717 R Davies)

• Suggest that the Plan should clarify if the land at East of Milburn Tower is 
part of the Plan or not. (0278 Richard Owen) 

• Science and Advice for Scottish Agriculture (SASA), a division of the 
Scottish Government, support the retention of the land adjacent to the 
experimental farm and laboratory facilities at Gogarbank Farm within the 
green belt. This includes land to the east of Milburn Tower. (2088 Scottish 
Government) 

East of Ratho Station

• Suggests the allocation of land at East of Ratho Station for housing as this 
land forms a small part of the land safegaurded for the relocation of the 
Royal Highland Showground and is not required. States that the pending 
withdrawal of the West Edinburgh Planning Framework and the 
postponement of the relocation of the Showground to 2030 are not reasons 
for discounting the allocation of this site. The abandoned M8 link to the 
airport will reduce the capacity requirement of the safeguarded area, 
allowing the development of the land at East of Ratho for housing. This site 
should be added to Table 4 New Housing Proposals. (2275 Murray 
Estates) 

Turnhouse Golf Course

• Suggest that additional land should be removed from the green belt and 
allocated as part of HSG 19 Maybury. The land should be increased from 
75ha to 80ha to meet the requirement for increased housing numbers. It is 
stated that taking into account the site brief, gas pipeline, noise attenuation 
and topography, the developable area of HSG 19 would be reduced to 
56ha, resulting in a shortfall of housing in relation to the Council’s estimated 
capacity. It is stated that site 1 at Lennie Cottages would not have an impact 
on landscape quality and the site does not significantly contribute to green 
belt objectives. It is stated that site 2 at Turnhouse Farm Road is a logical 
extension of the proposed site HSG19 and the site is bounded by 
identifiable features which could create a defensible green belt boundary. 
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(2480 Rosebery Estates Partnership)

SOUTH EAST EDINBURGH 

South of Frogston Road East

• Suggests the land at Frogston Road East be included within the housing 
sites included in South East Edinburgh on the Spatial Strategy Summary 
Map. States that these additional housing sites will be required in addition to 
that contained within the Plan and the land at Frogston Road East as a 
readily deliverable housing site (Issue 5), with a capacity of 140-190 units, 
which accords with the spatial strategy. The site forms a small element of 
the wider landscape being separated visually by the overhead pylon line. 
The site is not clearly visible from the City Bypass and views from the 
Pentlands would not be affected with new structural planting north-east of 
the pylon line forming a new defensible boundary. A provisional brief is 
provided in support of the site. States that the site accords with the criteria 
set out in SDP Policy 7 in terms of integrating with existing local character, 
not undermining green belt objectives and being able to fund infrastructure 
improvements. (0755  BDW Trading Ltd)

South of Liberton Drive

• Suggests the land at Liberton Drive should be removed from the green belt 
and allocated as a Housing Development Site in Table 4 with a capacity of 
70 units. It is stated that the site can be developed in accordance with the 
Housing Site Assessment Criteria. The landscape apparisal submitted in 
support of the application states the existing woodland provides a robust 
edge to the green belt, views to listed building are protected, the 
development is restricted and the frontage improved. (1202 Land Options 
East) 

• Support the continued designation of land 'South of Liberton Drive' as green 
belt and Special Landscape Area and Local Nature Conservation Site. 
(1998 Bruce Finday Mair; 2584 Sally Mair; 2649 Carina Dahlstrom; 2334 
Paul and Sally Rutkowski; 1921 Derek Cran)

West of Liberton Brae

• Suggests that the land to the West of Liberton Brae and to the North of 
Liberton Drive should be identied as residential development opportunities 
and removed from the green belt. The representation restates the position 
that the sites can be developed sensitively. (2246 Mactaggart & Mickel 
Homes)

• Support the continued designation of the land 'West of Liberton Brae', as 
green belt and Special Landscape Area and Local Nature Conservation 
Site. Resistance to additional housing development and support for the use 
for the enjoyment of residents. Support the continued designation of the 
'Infill land near Liberton Tower' as green belt and Special Landscape Area 
and Local Nature Conservation Site. (0131 Iain & Alison Macleod; 2006 
Liberton and District Community Council; 2334 Paul and Sally 
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Rutkowski; 1998  Bruce Finday Mair; 2584 Sally Mair; 0131 Iain & 
Alison Macleod; 1998 Bruce Finday Mair; 2584 Sally Mair; 2649 Carina 
Dahlstrom)

East of Burdiehouse Road

• To compensate for reduced capacity at HSG 22 Burdiehouse, due to 
topographical constraints and uncertainty regarding the achievability of 
allocations, this site should be added. Burdiehosue Extension site (HSG 
22a) is a natural expansion of the current housing allocations in the area 
providing sustainable accessibility options and vehicular connections to the 
surrounding strategic road network in line with transport planning policy. 
Lang Loan would provide a new green belt boundary. The site has an 
indicative capacity of 100 – 120 residential units. (2279 Hallam Land 
Management Ltd)

North of Lang Loan

• Suggests that the site at Lang Loan is effective, can fund developer 
contributions to augment infrastructure, and all 220 houses can be built 
during the period to 2019. A Development Framework Report is submitted 
to guide future development. (2281 Wallace Land Investment and 
Management)

North of Gilmerton Station Road

• Seeks that proposal HSG 24 be extended west to include additional land at 
South Gilmerton to accomodate at least 600-650 residental units. Supports 
in part the allocation of HSG 24. However, the proposed 350-490, 6ha of 
public space, primary school and 50m landscape buffer cannot be provided 
within the boundary indicated in the Plan. The current proposed south 
western boundary is not the most appropriate boundary. The ridge to the 
west of the site is more appropriate. This is more defensible and would 
contribute additional houses to the land supply. Raise concerns as to the 
delivery of the primary school and seeks confirmation of the delivery 
mechanism. (2246 Mactaggart & Mickel Homes) 

• Suggests that the site north of Lasswade Road is effective, can fund 
developer contributions to augment infrastructure, and all 160 houses can 
be built during the period to 2019. A Development Framework Report is 
submitted to guide future development. (2281 Wallace Land Investment 
and Management)

Drum (North and South)

• It is suggested that the Drum (North and South) should be allocated for 
housing and associated development. An alternative is suggested that the 
Drum North be allocated for housing. It is suggested that the land could be 
developed without an unacceptable impact upon the Proposed Special 
Landscape Area and the Designed Landscape. It is stated that a 
masterplanned development, incorporating landscaping, can mitigate the 
visual impact of development. The peripheral areas within the Drum, at the 
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eastern boundary of the Designed Landscape do not appear to have been 
assessed in the Environmental Report. The views into the Drum South are 
ordinary, restricted and of low importance. In terms of landscape mitigation 
and views this site is as suitable as the site at Gilmerton. The assessment 
of accessibility using PTAL is inconsistent with SDP and does not allow 
walking and cycling to be considered. It is not clear how planned 
improvements and opportunities for improvements to public transport are 
assessed. Stated that the PTAL assessment is flawed as it does not 
account for bus stops outwith the City of Edinburgh boundary. It is stated 
that the Drum site currently has good accessibility and this can be 
improved. It is stated that the relationship of the land to its surroundings and 
its accessibility is no different from the proposed sites at HSG25 and HSG 
24. The supporting masterplan demonstrated how the site could create 
significant recreational parkland within the site respecting the Designed 
Landscape. It is stated that the Drum (North) can meet the criteria set in the 
Environmental Report Volume 2. It is stated that undergrounding the power 
lines would enhance the landscape; a new link road between the A772 and 
the A7 would improve the road network and create a defensible green belt 
boundary. (2421 SEEDco)

South East Wedge (North)

• Suggested that the South East Wedge Parkland boundary and the green 
belt boundary should be realigned to exclude the Wisp (North) and allocate 
the site for housing with a capacity of 70 units. It is stated that the site will 
be in keeping with the character of the settlement and local area, can be 
developed in accordance with SDP Policy 12 and any additional 
infrastructure can be funded by the development. It is stated that the 
development, and review of the green belt boundary, would accord with 
Scottish Planning Policy paragraph 50 and 51. It is stated that the site is in a 
preferred location, has excellent accessibility and offers the opportunity to 
create a distinct identity. Development will create an attractive green space 
and connections between the ‘South Woods’ and Hunter’s Hall Park. It is 
stated that the development of the small site would not adversely impact 
upon the delivery of a strategic greenspace network. It is stated that the 
land is ‘effective’ as defined in PAN 2/2010. (2265 Springfield Properties) 

South East Wedge (South)

• Suggested that the South East Wedge boundary should be amended to 
exclude this site. The land should be allocated for housing with a capacity of 
400 units. The site is located within the Strategic Development Area and a 
preferred location. The site has historic mining which can result in instability 
and require up to £10,000,000 to resolve, thereby preventing its realistic use 
as parkland. It is suggested that the allocation of part of the site for housing 
would resolve the issue of stablising the land. It is stated that the site is well 
served by public transport and accessible, there is adequate capacity in the 
road network and the site is an effective sustainable urban expansion. It is 
stated that the site is brownfield by virtue of having historic mine workings. 
(2408 HolderPlanning)
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Modifications sought by those submitting representations: 

WEST EDINBURGH 

Edinburgh Garden District - East of Millburn Tower

• Suggests the allocation of the Edinburgh Garden District and land at East of 
Milburn Tower for housing. (2275 Murray Estates)

• Add East of Milburn Tower to Table 3: Housing Proposals and West 
Edinburgh Strategic Development Area and remove Cammo (HSG 20) from 
the Plan. (0225 Cramond & Barnton Community Council; 0244 Tony 
Gray; 0278 Richard Owen; 0324 Ross Lennen; 0326 Louisa Lennen; 
0328 Ian Lennen; 0330 Jeff Deherdt; 0331 Lynne Deherdt; 0517 W & R 
Stewart; 0651 M Allen & P Scott; 2168 Yvonne Tuffy; 02717 R Davies)

• Requires clarity over whether the Plan includes land East of Milburn Tower 
or not. (0278 Richard Owen)

East of Ratho Station

• Suggests the allocation of land at East of Ratho Station for housing. (2275 
Murray Estates)

 Turnhouse Golf Course

• Suggest that additional land at Turnhouse Golf Course should be removed 
from the green belt and allocated as part of HSG 19 Maybury. (2480 
Rosebery Estates Partnership)

SOUTH EAST EDINBURGH 

South of Frogston Road East

• Suggests the land at Frogston Road East be included within the housing 
sites included in South East Edinburgh on the Spatial Strategy Summary 
Map. (0755 BDW Trading Ltd)

South of Liberton Drive

• Suggests the land at Liberton Drive should be removed from the green belt 
and allocated as a Housing Development Site in Table 4 with a capacity of 
70 units. (1202 Land Options East)

West of Liberton Brae

• Suggests that the land to the West of Liberton Brae and to the North of 
Liberton Drive should be identied as residential development opportunities 
and removed from the green belt. (2246 Mactaggart & Mickel Homes)

East of Burdiehouse

• Suggests that additional land at Lang Loan be allocated for housing as a 
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Burdiehouse extension with an indicative capacity of 100 – 120 residential 
units. (2279 Hallam Land Management Ltd)

North of Lang Loan

• Suggests that the site at Lang Loan be allocated for 220 houses. (2281 
Wallace Land Investment and Management)

North of Gilmerton Station Road

• Seeks that proposal HSG 24 be extended to include additional land at 
South Gilmerton to accommodate at least 600-650 residential units. (2246 
Mactaggart & Mickel Homes)

• Seeks allocation of land to north of Lasswade Road for 160 houses. (2281 
Wallace Land Investment and Management)

Drum (North and South)

• Suggested that the Drum (North and South) should be allocated for housing 
and associated development. An alternative is suggested that the Drum 
North be allocated for housing. (2421 SEEDco)

South East Wedge (North)

• Suggested that the South East Wedge Parkland boundary and the green 
belt boundary should be realigned to exclude the Wisp (North) and allocate 
the site for housing with a capacity of 70 units. (2265 Springfield 
Properties)

South East Wedge (South)

• Suggests that the site at the Wisp be allocated for housing with a capacity 
of 400 units. (2408 HolderPlanning)

Summary of responses (including reasons) by planning authority:  

Site selection

• The LDP must conform to the relevant provisions of the approved SDP and 
its Supplementary Guidance.  These include a requirement for a generous 
allocation of housing land in the Council’s area and the designation of a 
green belt around Edinburgh (SDP Policies 5, 7 and 12).   

At the LDP’s Main Issues Report and first Proposed Plan stages, the 
provisions of the emerging SDP were such that the emerging LDP could 
meet its requirement for new housing land within the West and South East 
Edinburgh Strategic Development Areas. The LDP was also restricted by 
the Proposed SDP’s version of Policy 7 from making large (defined as over 
50 units) new greenfield housing releases outwith the Strategic 
Development Areas. The context of the approved SDP and its 
Supplementary Guidance now means that the Second Proposed Plan has 
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had to find additional sites, but has been able to do so partly on large sites 
outwith the Strategic Development Areas. Environmental and infrastructure 
constraints within these two Strategic Development Areas as identified in 
the site selection process have meant that some land there is not suitable 
for allocation and should be retained in the green belt. This outcome was 
anticipated in the SDP Supplementary Guidance (paragraph 3.9), and is 
consistent with SDP Policy 1A, which allows LDPs to identify areas of 
restraint where justified. 

In preparing the LDP, the Council has sought to meet the overall housing 
land requirement in ways which prioritise use of brownfield sites in existing 
urban areas and which minimise the loss of land from the green belt, in 
accordance with SDP paragraphs 113 and 130.  The Council’s response to 
the representations in Issue 5 explains why it is nevertheless necessary for 
this LDP to make significant new releases of greenfield land from the green 
belt at this time, and of the scale set out in the Second Proposed Plan.  

In selecting greenfield housing sites for release, the Council has sought to 
minimise the impact on greenbelt objectives and to secure long-term 
boundaries, in accordance with SDP Policy 12 and paragraph 130.  To do 
so, the Council has assessed relevant greenfield land for its suitability in 
these terms. The site assessment process has gathered evidence on the 
relevant land on a systematic and consistent basis and presented its 
findings in a way which enables comparison and hence selection of those 
sites which are most appropriate.  This approach has been informed by 
consideration of the findings and recommendations of the Report of Inquiry 
for the Edinburgh City Local Plan (pages 1-21 to 1-26).   

For the LDP the Council has set out the evidence of its housing site 
assessment in the project’s Environmental Report, which also presents the 
statutory Strategic Environmental Assessment of the Plan. The method and 
criteria used in the site selection process are described in Volume 1 of the 
Environmental Report – Second Revision, pages 26-33.  The site 
assessments are set out in Appendices 5-9 (Volume 2) and, for some sites, 
the Environmental Report Addendum. At each stage of the LDP project the 
Environmental Report has been revised and updated as appropriate to: 

• show what regard has been had to statutory representations received 
at the previous stage; 

• respond to changes in the SDP context to the LDP, which have 
required additional housing land to be found. 

The criteria used for the housing site assessment are set out in Tables 6 
and 7 of the Environmental Report (Volume 1).  They are structured using 
the three objectives for green belts stated in Scottish Planning Policy 
paragraph 49 and SDP Policy 12.  They correspond to SDP policies and the 
content of Scottish Planning Policy as set out in Table 1 in the 
Environmental Report Addendum.  The assessment findings set out in the 
appendices of the Environmental Report include the Council’s overall 
conclusions about whether some or all of a site should be allocated in the 
LDP.   

For ease of comparison, the assessment findings are presented in matrix 
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form in Appendix 2 Updated of the Environmental Report Addendum (an 
updated version of Appendix 2 of the Environmental Report – Second 
Revision (Volume 1)).  This is intended to be a similar format to that used in 
the Edinburgh City Local Plan Report of Inquiry. The LDP assessment uses 
a ‘traffic light’ symbology to indicate whether a site meets a criterion (green), 
does not meet it (red), or partly meets it / uncertainty (amber).  

For sites selected and allocated in the LDP, a separate, statutory 
assessment of their likely environmental effects is set out in Appendix 3 of 
Volume 1 of the Environmental Report. In some cases this identifies likely 
adverse impacts. Section 4 of the Environmental Report sets these out 
along with proposed mitigation. 

This site selection process has resulted in the Second Proposed Plan’s 
spatial strategy, summarised on Figure 1 of the Plan.  It meets the housing 
land requirements in full while designating a green belt which best meets 
the objectives of Scottish Planning Policy and SDP Policy 12.  

The Second Proposed Plan’s spatial strategy establishes and maintains 
strong, clear long-term boundaries to control the outward growth of the city. 

The non-allocation of the following sites and their retention in the green belt 
is therefore appropriate in terms of compliance with Scottish Planning Policy 
and SDP Policies 1 A&B, 5, 7, 8, 9 and 12. Further site specific site 
responses are given as follows. 

WEST EDINBURGH 

Edinburgh Garden District - East of Millburn Tower

The land was assessed under ‘East of Millburn Tower’ in the Environmental 
Report - Second Revision, Volume 2, June 2014 pages 37-39 and page 63 
of Volume 1. It was assessed using criteria which included whether it was 
brownfield or greenfield, availability of the site for development, accessibility 
to existing public transport, opportunities for enhancing public transport, 
level of infrastructure capacity, opportunities for enhancing infrastructure, 
the landscape setting of the city, whether the site can create clear and 
defensible green belt boundaries, integration with the character of the 
settlement and impact on countryside recreation.   

The site is bounded by the Glasgow Rd (A8) to the north, the City Bypass 
(A720) to the east, the main Edinburgh-Glasgow railway to the south and 
Gogar Station Rd to the west. 

The site has poor accessibility. Accessibility increases towards the 
perimeter of the site with the majority of the site scoring A, and a score of B 
for parts of the west and eastern boundaries. Developer suggests the site 
benefits from good existing public transport links and will benefit in the 
future from the Edinburgh Tram and the new Gogar Interchange. PTAL 
assessment considers northern parts of the site have good public transport 
accessibility, although there are physical constraints in reaching public 
transport services. Land further south has poor access to public transport 
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and a physical barrier with community safety issues constraining its access 
to public transport services in Edinburgh Park. In calculating public transport 
accessibility, the PTAL methodology calculation is a function of the time to 
access the public transport stop and the frequency and number of services. 
The PTAL by definition is only looking at existing public transport 
accessibility. The tram was taken into account in the assessment. The route 
is a single service route and being able to access the same service at a 
number of stops does not influence the score, only the closest stop is 
considered. Barriers such as the city bypass or the M8 can only be crossed 
where there is a means to do so. Rail stations at Edinburgh Park and 
Wester Hailes are not considered to be within reasonable walking distance.  

Whilst the site is low lying it is prominent in views experienced by high 
numbers of vehicular travellers on the approach to the city. Its open 
farmland establishes a clear contrast to the edge of the built up area to the 
east and is viewed against the backdrop of the city’s regional landscape 
setting of the Pentland Hills. Development would alter the pattern of open 
farmland to the west of the Bypass and diminish the legibility of the urban 
edge. 

The existing urban edge clearly is defined by A8 to the north and to the east 
by a broad woodland belt along the City Bypass. Any new green belt 
boundary would not compare favourably with the robust physical and visual 
nature of the existing green belt boundary along the City Bypass. Woodland 
belts within designed landscapes to the north and west of the site provide 
strong topographical features, however the site lacks enclosure to the south 
west, adjacent to Gogar Station Road. 

The site is separated from the existing urban area by the City Bypass to the 
east, A8 to the north and railway line to the south. Though two under 
passages exist, the site has limited opportunities for physical and visual 
integration with the existing urban area. 

It is not considered appropriate that development of the site should be 
viewed in the context of existing development at Maybury and the Gyle. The 
site is prominent as open arable land in views from the A8 to the north and 
City Bypass to the east and remote from the existing settlement.  The City 
Bypass and broad woodland belt to the west of Edinburgh Park, maintain a 
very clear cut distinction between the urban area and surrounding 
countryside, which will only increase as planting continues to mature. 

A new green belt boundary would not compare favourably with the robust 
physical and visual nature of the existing green belt boundary along the City 
Bypass. The site’s character makes an important contribution to the 
landscape setting of the city.  Despite proximity to the urban area and 
westbound transport links including the A8, Edinburgh-Fife railway line and 
M8, the character of policy woodland and settled farmland, associated with 
a series of relatively intact designed landscapes at Gogar, is rare within 
Edinburgh and notable on the western edge of the city. 

Development of this site would be out of character with the surrounding area 
which has a distinctly rural character. The Revised Environmental Report 
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(March 2013) did not support development of the site due to the potential for 
adverse effects on the landform feature of the Braid Hills and upon views 
from which an impression of the city and its landscape context can be 
gained.  

At the request of the Planning Committee (19 June 2014), assessment work 
was carried out in relation to transport and education infrastructure. These 
used a notional capacity and developable area which assume new flood 
management infrastructure could be provided, as identified in a flood risk 
assessment study. These studies provide additional information on the 
potential infrastructure requirements for this site. 

In conclusion, this is not a reasonable site for housing development. The 
site accessibility is poor and constrained by physical barriers to the north 
and east. Due to the sites prominence and its role as open farmland 
development would affect the landscape setting of the city. The existing 
green belt boundary is clearly defined and would be eroded by development 
of this site. Due to the remote location and physical barriers adjoining the 
site any development would be isolated from the existing settlement and 
supported developments to the north.   

The allocation of this site would not be appropriate in terms of compliance 
with Scottish Planning Policy and SDP Policies, as identified in the Council’s 
housing site assessment. This site should be retained in the green belt, 
Gogar Special Landscape Area and Millburn Tower Inventory Designed 
Landscape.   

No modification proposed. (2275 Murray Estates; 0225 Cramond & 
Barnton Community Council; 0244 Tony Gray; 0278 Richard Owen; 
0324 Ross Lennen; 0326 Louisa Lennen; 0328 Ian Lennen; 0330 Jeff 
Deherdt; 0331 Lynne Deherdt; 0517 W & R Stewart; 0651 M Allen & P 
Scott; 2168 Yvonne Tuffy; 2717 R Davies)

East of Ratho Station

• The National Planning Framework 3 makes clear the continuing need to 
safeguard the land south of the A8 for the potential relocation of the Royal 
Highland Centre to allow for future expansion of Edinburgh Airport. Policy 
Emp 5 sets out the appropriate uses and principles to guide any future 
redevelopment proposals at this location. This land is safeguarded for the 
expansion of Royal Highland Centre and its development as Scotland’s 
National Showground.  

The allocation of this site would not be appropriate in terms of compliance 
with Scottish Planning Policy and SDP Policies, as identified in the Council’s 
housing site assessment (assessed under ‘Norton Park’). This site should 
be retained in the green belt.   

No modification proposed. (2275 Murray Estates) 

 Turnhouse Golf Course
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The land was assessed under ‘Turnhouse Golf Course’ in the 
Environmental Report - Second Revision, Volume 2, June 2014 pages 15-
16 and page 63 of Volume 1. It was assessed using criteria which included 
whether it was brownfield or greenfield, availability of the site for 
development, accessibility to existing public transport, opportunities for 
enhancing public transport, level of infrastructure capacity, opportunities for 
enhancing infrastructure, the landscape setting of the city, whether the site 
can create clear and defensible green belt boundaries, integration with the 
character of the settlement and impact on countryside recreation.  

The representation received to the Second Proposed Plan relates to land at 
Lennie Cottages and land at Turnhouse Farm Road. Land at Lennie 
Cottages is identified in the Environmental Report – Second Revision 
(Volume 1 page 30) as too small to assess as a potential housing proposal 
in the Plan. The potential scale of housing development on this site would 
therefore be better addressed through the planning application process.

The Turnhouse Farm Road has poor public transport accessibility. The 
proposed development of (HSG 19) does incorporate a new bus route but 
this site would be remote from this route.  

The Second Proposed Plan June 2014 identifies the ridgeline of Craigs 
Road and Lennie Hill to form the basis of a new green belt boundary, 
thereby protecting the Edinburgh’s landscape setting within the Almond 
valley to the north of Edinburgh Airport.  Development at Turnhouse Farm 
Road would undermine these principles and the formation of new green belt 
boundary based on clearly identifiable visual boundary markers.  As a use 
conforming with green belt policy, Turnhouse Golf Course would remain in 
the green belt. 

The indicative area available for new housing on HSG 19 is set out on page 
48 of the Environmental Report – Second Revision, Volume 2, June 2014.  
Any shortfall in meeting the proposed number of units set out in the LDP 
would need to be justified upon submission of a comprehensive site 
masterplan.  The Maybury (HSG 19) Development Principles on page 52 of 
the Second Proposed Plan June 2014 specifically allows for a higher 
density of development within 400 m of the proposed pedestrian/cycle 
bridge across the Edinburgh-Fife railway line. 

The allocation of this site would not be appropriate in terms of compliance 
with Scottish Planning Policy and SDP Policies, as identified in the Council’s 
housing site assessment. This site should be retained in the green belt.   

No modification proposed. (2480 Rosebery Estates Partnership)

SOUTH EAST EDINBURGH 

South of Frogston Road East

The land was assessed under ‘South of Frogston Road East’ in the 
Environmental Report - Second Revision, Volume 2, June 2014 pages 67-
69 and Environmental Report Addendum. It was assessed using criteria 
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which included whether it was brownfield or greenfield, availability of the site 
for development, accessibility to existing public transport, opportunities for 
enhancing public transport, level of infrastructure capacity, opportunities for 
enhancing infrastructure, the landscape setting of the city, whether the site 
can create clear and defensible green belt boundaries, integration with the 
character of the settlement and impact on countryside recreation. The 
representation to the Second Proposed Plan applies to a triangular parcel of 
land of approx 5.9ha land, situated in the northeast corner of the 
assessment area.  It is bounded by trees and hedgerow planting to Frogston 
Road to the north and established tree belt at Broomhills Road to the east.  
Its boundary to the southwest runs from southwest to northwest across the 
open farmland, broadly to the northeast of existing overhead powerlines. 
This part of the site has been assessed in the Environmental Report 
Addendum.  

The majority of this part of the site has good public transport accessibility.  

The Council’s landscape and visual assessment notes that development 
would encroach into an existing green wedge which forms an important part 
of the landscape setting of the city.  Whilst a relatively small component of 
the wider assessment area, the site is visually prominent and lacks existing 
robust planted boundaries to the southwest. Development would impact 
adversely on views from which an impression of the city and its landscape 
setting can be gained, including: Frogston Road which has a strong visual 
relationship to the Pentland Hills, the rural context to the City Bypass and 
recreational views from the Mortonhall path network and northern slopes of 
the Pentland Hills. 

The existing green belt boundary is clearly formed by the strong physical 
and visual features of the landscape and woodland. The adjoining site 
HSG21 Broomhills has an established tree belt along its west boundary 
which will form a clear green belt boundary. The west boundary of this site 
contains no identifiable landscape features to form the basis of a green belt 
boundary. The use of the overhead power lines to define a notional 
boundary is an inappropriate method for defining the spatial strategy of the 
city. The site also lacks opportunities for physical integration with the 
existing urban area being set apart from the proposed urban area by the 
tree belt to the east.  

The allocation of this site would not be appropriate in terms of compliance 
with Scottish Planning Policy and SDP Policies, as identified in the Council’s 
housing site assessment. This site should be retained in the green belt.   

No modification proposed. (0755 BDW Trading Ltd)

South of Liberton Drive

The land was assessed under ‘South of Liberton Drive’ in the Environmental 
Report - Second Revision, Volume 2, June 2014 pages 62-64 and page 64 
of Volume 1. It was assessed using criteria which included whether it was 
brownfield or greenfield, availability of the site for development, accessibility 
to existing public transport, opportunities for enhancing public transport, 
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level of infrastructure capacity, opportunities for enhancing infrastructure, 
the landscape setting of the city, whether the site can create clear and 
defensible green belt boundaries, integration with the character of the 
settlement and impact on countryside recreation. The representation 
received to the Second Proposed Plan relates to the field bounded by 
Liberton Drive to the north and west, Alnwickhill Road to the east and 
Stanedykehead to the south. 

The majority of this site has good accessibility. Development of this site 
would be out of character with the surrounding area which has a distinctly 
rural character. The Revised Environmental Report (March 2013) did not 
support development of the site due to the potential for adverse effects on 
the landform feature of the Braid Hills and upon views from which an 
impression of the city and its landscape context can be gained. 

Environmental Report - Second Revision (June 2014) considered that 
development of the entire 3.8 ha site would enclose the remaining views of 
Liberton House within its wider landscape setting and backdrop of the 
Pentland Hills, as viewed from Liberton Drive and Alnwickhill Road. The 
partial development of the site would continue to introduce urban residential 
development to the detriment of the City’s open southern skyline.The 
proposal would partly enclose the remaining open aspect of Liberton House 
and its walled garden, both Category A Listed, which would no longer read 
as singular landmark features within a rural landscape setting. The existing 
green belt boundary is clearly formed by Liberton Drive and Alnwickhill Rd, 
which have an open aspect to the south and west permitting appreciation of 
the landscape. The open aspect to the south of Liberton Drive and west of 
Alnwikhill Rd, establishes clear separation between the city and open 
countryside of the Braid Hills, whilst permitting views across the landscape. 
Whilst development could form an alternative green belt boundary to the 
south of the site, it would not establish a more clearly legible boundary on 
the ground to the west of the site. Development of the site, whilst retaining 
partial views across the site, would be likely to result in cumulative erosion 
of the integrity of the green belt in this location. 

The allocation of this site would not be appropriate in terms of compliance 
with Scottish Planning Policy and SDP Policies, as identified in the Council’s 
housing site assessment.  This site should be retained in the green belt and 
Braids Liberton and Mortonhall Special Landscape Area.   

No modification proposed. (1202 Land Options East)

West of Liberton Brae

The land was assessed under ‘West of Liberton Brae’ in the Environmental 
Report - Second Revision, Volume 2, June 2014 pages 58-61 and page 64 
of Volume 1. Residential development is being promoted by the developer 
at southern and eastern locations within the assessment area, considered 
as unsuitable for development in the MIR stage Environmental Report.  

It is agreed that the sites promoted do have good public transport access. 
Development of southern site would alter the open ridge top setting of 

Issue 14 Page 14 of 23 
251



Issue 14 Suggested Housing Sites Outwith the Urban Area – West and South East Strategic 
Development Areas  

Liberton Tower and impact on northward views to the city skyline from the 
adjoining assessment area ‘South of Liberton Drive’.  Development of 
eastern site would impact adversely on the character of an important 
landform feature and upon views from which an impression of the city and 
its landscape context can be gained. The sites also lack an established 
green belt boundary.  

Infill development is not considered appropriate in this location, as the 
existing green belt boundary permits Liberton Tower to be read as landmark 
feature within a rural landscape setting, whilst enabling northward views to 
the city skyline. The impact of development on the setting of Liberton Tower 
and the broader landscape context from which an historic asset can be 
experienced would be detimental. 

The site is visually prominent from a range of recreational viewpoints, 
including elevated vantage points of Blackford Hill, Braid Hills Drive and 
Queens Drive. Development of the sites would introduce a relatively large 
scale urban residential development an area of settled farmland within the 
urban area, recognised for its contribution to the landscape setting of the 
city. 

Given the exposed boundary to the west of the sites and their visual 
prominence, development would impact adversely on views towards the city 
skyline and landmark open hills on the southern edge of the city, from a 
range of recreational viewpoints and public roads within the green belt. 
Despite their proximity to the urban area the development of these sites 
would be out of character with the surrounding area which has an open rural 
character. 

The sites suggested boundaries would not provide a robust and defensible 
alternative green belt boundary, in particular to a release of this scale and 
visibility. Given the site’s hillside location, any tree planting would require 
10-15 years to establish and mitigate views of the proposed development 
site. 

The allocation of this site would not be appropriate in terms of compliance 
with Scottish Planning Policy and SDP Policies, as identified in the Council’s 
housing site assessment. This site should be retained in the green belt and 
Braids Liberton and Mortonhall Special Landscape Area.  

No modification proposed. (2246 Mactaggart & Mickel Homes)

East of Burdiehouse

The land was assessed under ‘East of Burdiehouse Road’ in the 
Environmental Report - Second Revision, Volume 2, June 2014 pages 73-
75 and the Environmental Report Addendum. It was assessed using criteria 
which included whether it was brownfield or greenfield, availability of the site 
for development, accessibility to existing public transport, opportunities for 
enhancing public transport, level of infrastructure capacity, opportunities for 
enhancing infrastructure, the landscape setting of the city, whether the site 
can create clear and defensible green belt boundaries, integration with the 
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character of the settlement and impact on countryside recreation. The 
representation to the Second Proposed Plan applies to land to the 
southeast of Burdiehouse Lime Kilns and north of the Lang Loan, bounded 
by a countryside track to the west and existing woodland to the east. This 
part of the site has been further assessed in the Environmental Report 
Addendum.  

The site has poor public transport accessibility and there is no evidence to 
suggest that the suggested measures for improving public transport 
accessibility are realistic or deliverable. The Council’s landscape and visual 
assessment notes that development would impact on northward views to 
the city skyline from the Lang Loan; intensify development upon the existing 
undeveloped skyline in southward views from within the urban area. In the 
absence of existing tree cover, development is likely to be visible on the 
skyline from the City Bypass, which is currently contained by the Gilmerton 
ridge. 

The ECLP Report of Inquiry considered the Candidate Strategic Housing 
Site – Burdiehouse. The reporter recommended that and area of 4ha, with a 
capacity of 100 dwellings, be included within the plan and noted the 
importance of the tree belt. The subsequent planning application now being 
implemented followed this advice in its landscaping proposals. This land 
was not included as an allocation within the adopted ECLP but is now 
included within HSG 22, which allocates 14ha with an estimated capacity of 
250-350 residential units.   

Development of this site would weaken the existing green belt boundary 
established at ‘The Murrays’ where development is set below the 139 m 
contour and enclosed by a 50 m wide tree belt.  Development would also lie 
beyond the structure planting required by condition as a result of Planning 
Appeal ref: PPA-230-2047, which extended the planting at the Murray’s 
westwards to Burdiehouse Road. Both features establish strong 
containment to the urban area and in the case of proposed allocation HSG 
22, a strong landscape edge for new development. The site also lacks 
opportunities for physical integration with the existing urban area.  

The allocation of this site would not be appropriate in terms of compliance 
with Scottish Planning Policy and SDP Policies, as identified in the Council’s 
housing site assessment. This site should be retained in the green belt.   

No modification proposed. (2279 Hallam Land Management Ltd)

North of Lang Loan

The land was assessed under ‘North of Lang Loan’ in the Environmental 
Report - Second Revision, Volume 2, June 2014 pages 76-77 and the 
Environmental Report Addendum. It was assessed using criteria which 
included whether it was brownfield or greenfield, availability of the site for 
development, accessibility to existing public transport, opportunities for 
enhancing public transport, level of infrastructure capacity, opportunities for 
enhancing infrastructure, the landscape setting of the city, whether the site 
can create clear and defensible green belt boundaries, integration with the 
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character of the settlement and impact on countryside recreation. The 
representation received to the Second Proposed Plan relates to the whole 
site ‘North of Lang Loan’ which was considered in the Environmental Report 
- Second Revision. Further issues raised by the representation have been 
assessed in the Environmental Report Addendum.  

The site has good public transport accessibility. The Council’s landscape 
and visual assessment identifies the role of this field in forming the buffer 
between the Murrays and Lang Loan and contributing to the open 
landscape boundary of the city, particularly when experienced from Lang 
Loan. The development of this site would erode ridgeline and slopes which 
form the character of the city edge. Given the topography and visibility of the 
site, development in this location would be uncharacteristic of the settlement 
pattern and isolated from it.  Whilst planting to the north of the site has 
begun to enclose some views towards the city skyline significant views 
remain.  The green belt boundary to the north is clearly reinforced by the 
growth of the existing woodland. Development in this location would weaken 
this green belt edge and impact upon the wider landscape setting of the city.

The allocation of this site would not be appropriate in terms of compliance 
with Scottish Planning Policy and SDP Policies, as identified in the Council’s 
housing site assessment. This site should be retained in the green belt.   

No modification proposed. (2281 Wallace Land Investment and 
Management)

North of Gilmerton Station Road

• The representation received to the Second Proposed Plan relates to land 
bounded by Gilmerton Station Road to the south, with housing to the north, 
field boundary to the west proposed housing site (HSG24) to the east. The 
land was assessed under ‘North of Gilmerton Station Road’ in the 
Environmental Report - Second Revision, Volume 2, June 2014 pages 80-
82 and page 64 of Volume 1.   

The majority of the site has poor public transport accessibility. Due to the 
walking distance from bus services it is not accepted that public transport 
accessibility could be enhanced. The Council’s landscape and visual 
assessment concludes that development of the open ridge to the west 
would alter the site’s rural character and would have an adverse impact on 
views from the Bypass and Lasswade Road. Development would alter the 
character of the open Gilmerton ridge and south-facing slopes. The 
additional height of development in eastbound views from the Bypass would 
form a backdrop of urban development to views towards West Edge Farm. 
Whilst land to the north of Gilmerton Station Road, lacks enclosure to the 
west, its north and eastern extent is not prominent in views from the wider 
landscape and its character is partly influenced by the existing urban edge 
to the north and east and depot to the south. The proposed green belt 
boundary on the west of (HSG24) follows the South Farm access road and 
is considered to reflect the site’s visual envelope i.e. its containment in 
views from the wider, rural, landscape setting of the city as viewed from 
locations including, the City Bypass, Lasswade Road and Lang Loan. The 
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requested extension of (HSG24) to the more open and visually prominent 
land to the west along Gilmerton Station Rd, does not serve to integrate 
new housing with its surroundings as experienced from southern 
approaches to the City and would impact upon the wider landscape setting 
of the city. 

The allocation of this site would not be appropriate in terms of compliance 
with Scottish Planning Policy and SDP Policies, as identified in the Council’s 
housing site assessment. This site should be retained in the green belt.   

No modification proposed. (2246 Mactaggart & Mickel Homes) 

• The land was assessed under ‘North of Gilmerton Station Road’ in the 
Environmental Report - Second Revision, Volume 2, June 2014 pages 80-
82 and the Environmental Report Addendum. It was assessed using criteria 
which included whether it was brownfield or greenfield, availability of the site 
for development, accessibility to existing public transport, opportunities for 
enhancing public transport, level of infrastructure capacity, opportunities for 
enhancing infrastructure, the landscape setting of the city, whether the site 
can create clear and defensible green belt boundaries, integration with the 
character of the settlement and impact on countryside recreation.  

The representation received to the Second Proposed Plan relates to 
housing to the north, Lasswade Road to the west and sections of field 
boundary hedgerow to the east and south.  Gilmerton Station Road lies 
beyond the boundary to the south. Where the site raises new issues they 
have been assessed in the Environmental Report Addendum. 

The majority of the site has good public transport accessibility. The 
Council’s landscape and visual assessment concludes that the development 
of the open ridge to the west would alter the site’s rural character and would 
have an adverse impact on views from the Bypass and Lasswade Road. 
The city is generally contained by landform across the western extent of the 
assessment area and development would impact adversely on views from 
Lasswade Road, the Lang Loan and City Bypass.  The additional height of 
development in eastbound views from the Bypass would form a backdrop of 
urban development to views towards West Edge Farm. The site lacks a 
robust and defensible green belt boundary. New woodland planting would 
require between 10 and 15 years to form a strong visual feature in the 
landscape given the exposed, sloping and visually prominent nature of the 
site. Unlike the land to the east the site is highly visible from the city bypass. 
Development in this location would create a visually prominent development 
to the detriment of the character of Gilmerton ridge and would impact upon 
the wider landscape setting of the city.  

No modification proposed. (2281 Wallace Land Investment and 
Management)

Drum (North and South)

The land was assessed under ‘Drum North’ and ‘Drum South’ in the 
Environmental Report - Second Revision, Volume 2, June 2014 pages 85-
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89 and page 64 of Volume 1. It was assessed using criteria which included 
whether it was brownfield or greenfield, availability of the site for 
development, accessibility to existing public transport, opportunities for 
enhancing public transport, level of infrastructure capacity, opportunities for 
enhancing infrastructure, the landscape setting of the city, whether the site 
can create clear and defensible green belt boundaries, integration with the 
character of the settlement and impact on countryside recreation. It is 
suggested that the Drum (North and South) should be allocated for housing 
and associated development. An alternative is suggested that the Drum 
North be allocated for housing. The site is bounded to the north by the 
former Edinburgh to Loanhead railway, to the east by Old Dalkeith Rd (A7), 
to the west by Gilmerton Road (A772) and to the south by the City Bypass 
(A720). 

The Housing Site Assessment is updated to take account of public transport 
outwith the local authority boundary on Gilmerton Road. While it is accepted 
that the site’s east and west boundaries have good accessibility, the 
majority of the site has poor access to public transport, particularly the 
central areas of the site. There is not yet an agreed route for the Orbital Bus 
Route project which is required to improve accessibility to the centre of the 
site. T5 is a multi-purpose transport safeguard which could form part of the 
Orbital Bus Route project. T5 is shown obscured on the Proposals Map. The 
objection to the Special Landscape Area is addressed under Issue 2.  

The ‘Drum North’ contains proposed housing site (HSG25) and the land 
promoted for additional housing referred to as “Drum 2”. The Council does 
not intend to take forward the Main Issues Report reasonable alternative 
‘Drum 2’ for housing.  The capacity and physical integration of the site with 
the existing townscape to the north would be compromised by required 
mitigation measures relating to the Designed Landscape including: 

• The set back of development from the boundary of the Inventory Site 
and its west driveway at Drum 

• Roadside measures to mitigate views to the estate along Gilmerton Rd. 
• The severance of the wooded banking required as mitigation to form a 

robust boundary to the Inventory Site at Drum 1 

These constraints would result in a development which is isolated from the 
existing settlement to the north and does not offer the opportunity to create 
a logical green belt boundary. While it is noted that the land is not within the 
Inventory site the land does contribute to the overall experience and 
character of the landscape, through its open character and wooded 
boundaries. 

The representation received to the Second Proposed Plan also promotes 
the whole Drum (North and South) for residential led development. The 
Environmental Report - Second Revision notes that the site’s primary role in 
the green belt is policy woodland and being on elevated terrain. In views 
from Ferniehill Drive and Old Dalkeith Road, the site provides physical 
separation between Danderhall and Gilmerton. The site contributes to the 
continuity of a wider green network which extends from Holyrood Park to the 
wider landscape of Midlothian and is critical in the separation of Danderhall 
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with the urban area to the west.    

It is noted that lower lying and less prominent sites outwith the wooded 
grounds of the Drum have potential to accommodate development where 
these would not impact on the house and its enclosed parkland setting. The 
Drum is of national importance as a site on the Inventory of Gardens and 
Designed Landscapes in Scotland and setting to a category A Listed 
Building.  Its open farmland, policy woodland and elevated terrain to the 
north also contribute to the quality, character, landscape setting and identity 
of the city and are visually prominent from southern approaches to the city 
and elevated recreational viewpoints. The Council does not support the 
development parcels identified as part of the submitted Drum Policies 
Conservation Plan prepared by Simpson and Brown Architects. Insufficient 
weight in that document is given to: 

• The role of the wider policies and farmed estate in contributing to the 
character and amenity of a relatively intact designed landscape. 

• The value of the estate boundary treatments in providing both enclosure 
to the grounds, contributing to local character and providing and 
signalling the presence of the historic environment. 

• Views towards the designed landscape and its contribution to the 
character of the wider landscape setting of the city, including 
maintaining Edinburgh’s separate identity from surrounding settlements 
by forming part of a structural green wedge to the southeast of the city 

It is the overall impact on the character of the entire estate which will be 
unacceptably harmed by the extent of the proposed development. The 
location of individual pockets of development would not create a cohesive 
development pattern. The well defined estate boundary creates a condition 
which isolates development from the adjoining settlement pattern, including 
Danderhall.  

The land adjoining Candlemaker’s Park to the north and Drum Street to the 
west can accommodate development (HSG25) which is well integrated with 
the existing built up area of Gilmerton and proposed allocation at Gilmerton 
Station Road. The site’s containment limits impacts on the wider landscape 
setting of the City and impacts on the character and views from the Drum 
Inventory will be mitigated though supplementary planting to provide a long-
term boundary to the Inventory site in this location. The remainder of the site 
is remote from the existing urban area within Edinburgh or lacks potential for 
integration due to impacts on landscape character, views and the designed 
landscape. The northern ridge is unsuitable for development due to its 
prominence in views from major roads and popular recreational viewpoints, 
including the South East Wedge Parkland at Edmonstone. 

The southern extent of the site is visually prominent in views from the A7 
A772 and A720 forming a foreground element in views on the approach to 
the city. Residential development would alter the rural character of open 
agricultural fields. Loss of this open context would give rise to perceptions of 
a continuous built up area between Edinburgh and Midlothian. 

Drum South is remote from the existing built up area and provides an open 
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agricultural setting to the south of the city in views from arterial approaches 
and lacks features capable of forming an alternative green belt boundary. 

The allocation of this site would not be appropriate in terms of compliance 
with Scottish Planning Policy and SDP Policies, as identified in the Council’s 
housing site assessment. This site should be retained in the green belt. The 
site contains a Local Nature Conservation Site, Inventory Designed 
Landscape and the Drum Special Landscape Area.   

No modification proposed. (2421 SEEDco)

South East Wedge (North)

• The land was assessed under ‘South East Wedge (North)’ in the 
Environmental Report - Second Revision, Volume 2, June 2014 pages 97-
99 and Environmental Report Addendum . It was assessed using criteria 
which included whether it was brownfield or greenfield, availability of the site 
for development, accessibility to existing public transport, opportunities for 
enhancing public transport, level of infrastructure capacity, opportunities for 
enhancing infrastructure, the landscape setting of the city, whether the site 
can create clear and defensible green belt boundaries, integration with the 
character of the settlement and impact on countryside recreation. The 
representation received to the Second Proposed Plan refers to the Wisp 
(North) proposal.This reduced area of site has been assessed further in the 
Environmental Report Addendum.  

The assessment concluded that the site has very poor public transport 
accessibility. The Council’s landscape and visual assessment finds that 
development of land at The Wisp (North) would impact on northward views 
from the Wisp and proposed parkland, where the open character of the land 
is valuable in providing a foreground to enable appreciation of the city 
skyline. From recreational viewpoints within the city, development would 
form a built up edge to the southern skyline of the city which is formed by 
The Wisp and Edmonstone, leading to perceptions of a continuous built up 
area with development in Midlothian. Development of the site would impact 
upon the wider landscape setting of the city. 

The site lies on the periphery of Little France, Craigmillar and Danderhall. 
The planned open space contains important topographical features and has 
an important role in providing open space and path routes connecting 
through the settlements. Development of the site would prejudice formation 
of Greenspace Proposal 4, which in combination will parkland trees and 
woodland planting would serve to define the edge of the City in relation to 
parallel development in Midlothian.  The introduction of housing along the 
Wisp would therefore weaken the definition and boundary of the green belt. 
The development of the greenspace proposal will provide a robust boundary 
to Edinburgh’s green belt in this location through additional planting. The 
existing settlement pattern is limited to a row of small cottages at the 
junction of Millerhill Road and The Wisp. A major housing development 
would neither extend this rural characteristic nor relate to the Greendykes 
masterplan and its respective landscape framework. 
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The allocation of this site would not be appropriate in terms of compliance 
with Scottish Planning Policy and SDP Policies, as identified in the Council’s 
housing site assessment.  This site should be retained in the green belt and 
allocated as part of Green Space Proposal GS4.  

No modification proposed.  (2265 Springfield Properties)

South East Wedge (South)

The land was assessed under ‘South East Wedge (South)’ in the 
Environmental Report - Second Revision, Volume 2, June 2014 pages 9-96 
and the Environmental Report Addendum. It was assessed using criteria 
which included whether it was brownfield or greenfield, availability of the site 
for development, accessibility to existing public transport, opportunities for 
enhancing public transport, level of infrastructure capacity, opportunities for 
enhancing infrastructure, the landscape setting of the city, whether the site 
can create clear and defensible green belt boundaries, integration with the 
character of the settlement and impact on countryside recreation.  

The representation received to the Second Proposed Plan omits the former 
walled garden and ‘Eight Acre Field’.  The site is bounded to the west by 
Edmonstone’s central ornamental woodland which lines its southern 
driveway.  It is bounded by the A7 to the south, The Wisp to the east and an 
existing tree belt to the north.This reduced area of site has been assessed 
further in the Environmental Report Addendum.  

The assessment concluded that the site has good public transport 
accessibility. This site is part of the wider estate which is to be restored 
throught the Estate Management Strategy secured through planning 
permission 12/01624/FUL for the adjoining land to the west. The allocation 
for housing would not be compatable with the restoration of the landscape.  

Site sits at eastern end of prominent ridgeline spanning north eastwards 
across the southern edge of the city, from Burdiehouse in the south west. 
The Council’s landscape and visual assessment finds that development of 
the site’s open parkland would impact on the sites designed landscape 
character.  The site is prominent in views from the A7, where the additional 
height of development would be conspicuous on the skyline. Site has a key 
role as part of an existing strategic green network which extends from 
Holyrood Park to the wider landscape of Midlothian.   

Adverse visual effects upon views to the site from The Drum, the A7 and 
The Wisp have been confirmed by the Environmental Statement submitted 
to evidence planning application ref: 14/01057/PPP.  Mitigation planting to 
the estate boundaries will enclosed the open character of the estate’s 
southern parkland and diminish separation this provides between Edinburgh 
and Danderhall which maintains their identities as distinct settlements.  This 
role of the estate’s parkland was considered as part of Planning Appeal 
(PPA-230-2087) with regard to granting of residential consent within two 
relatively discrete enclaves at Eight Acre Field and the walled garden. 

The remaining parkland is open in character and lacks enclosure. 
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Development of this site would break the continuity of the green belt, which 
encircles the city to the southeast.  

The allocation of this site would not be appropriate in terms of compliance 
with Scottish Planning Policy and SDP Policies, as identified in the Council’s 
housing site assessment. This site should be retained in the green belt and 
allocated as Green Space Proposal GS4. In addition the site contains a 
Local Nature Conservation Site and Edmonstone Special Landscape Area.  

No modification proposed. (2408 HolderPlanning)
Reporter’s conclusions: 

Reporter’s recommendations:
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