
Additional response for LRB 

Planning application: 20/01620/PPP 

Two previous responses were provided in respect of the above planning application in February and 

June 2021. This response provides an update in respect of the policy position since the previous 

responses earlier in the year.  

It should be noted that since the previous responses, PAN 1/2020 has been quashed and the 

updated paragraphs within Scottish Planning Policy (SPP) made in December 2020, regarding 

sustainability, have now been retracted. As a result the previous comments no longer reflect the up 

to date policy position regarding how the 5 year effective housing land supply is calculated. As such, 

all previous references to PAN 1/2020 are no longer relevant.  

This does not alter the previous recommendation and it should be noted that the original comments 

regarding the housing land audit process remain valid. In that, it is not considered appropriate to re-

assess the effectiveness/programming for each individual housing site, or to state which sites are not 

likely to be progressed, as part of the planning application process. This is undertaken as part of the 

Housing Land Audit process.  

As a result of PAN 1/2020 being quashed, the Council revert back to the methodology for monitoring 

the 5 year effective housing land supply, set out within Appendix 2 of the adopted Local 

Development Plan (LDP) (2016). Appendix 2 was subject to Examination and the Reporter agreed 

with the contents and did not make any modifications to this methodology. The Council has finalised 

the Housing Land Audit (2019) which concludes that the Scottish Borders has a 5 year effective 

housing land supply. It is considered that the programming in the HLA are fair.  

In conclusion, further to the updated policy position, it is not considered that this proposal meets 

the criteria within Policy PMD4 nor the amended SPP and there are no material considerations 

which would allow the site to be supported. As the proposal is contrary to planning policy, it cannot 

be supported by the Forward Planning team.  

 

 

 

 


