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Inverness Scottish Natural Heritage(00204) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

04/1/041

Inverness General Comments that many City periphery / fringe sites have badger activity. Concerns that if all site options are

developed badger social groups will be lost causing badger welfare issues. Requests strategic approach to

minimise and manage badger impacts. Suggests the solution is via the retention and creation of adequate

green networks. However, a new badger survey is required to establish how territories have changed with

recent development.

Adequate strategic badger mitigation including requirement for

new badger survey.

Inverness Scottish Natural Heritage(00204) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

04/1/042

Inverness General Concerns that many preferred sites are used by wild deer. Adverse impacts may occur in terms of deer

welfare, public safety and impacts by deer. Suggests mitigation in terms of developer requirement for

sustainable deer management i line with national Code.

Mitigation in terms of developer requirement for sustainable

deer management in line with national Code.

Inverness Scottish Natural Heritage(00204) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

04/1/043

Inverness General All development sites containing a water body should include a developer requirement for great crested

newt survey.

All development sites containing a water body should include a

developer requirement for great crested newt survey.

Inverness Culcabock & Drakies Community

Council(00279)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

79/1/004

Inverness General Objects to the proposals for the East Link as it is not needed or wanted. The uncertainty is affecting

properties and businesses. More necessary and effective improvements would be improvements to

Raigmore Interchange and Inshes Roundabout.

Inverness Inverness West Community

Council(00296)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

96/1/001

Inverness General Supports safeguarded from development, green open space notation on Craig Dunain Community

Woodland area because the area is a prominent wooded ridge, skylines from many parts of the City and

offers a valuable public amenity resource.

Retention of green safeguarding designation on Dunain

Community Woodland area.

Inverness Lochardil And Drummond Community

Council(00304)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

04/2/001

Inverness General Respondent sets out that all their comments have been considered on the basis that road, water, sewerage

provision is required to deliver specific development and would be addressed in detail by a planning

application on the site and without these being addressed development could not proceed.

Inverness Lochardil And Drummond Community

Council(00304)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

04/2/012

Inverness General Respondent considers land beside Lochardil Stores should be safeguarded as open space. The Respondent

has provided planning history of the site in their response.

Land next to Lochardil Stores to be safeguarded as open space.

Inverness Lochardil And Drummond Community

Council(00304)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

04/2/013

Inverness General The line of the A9/A96 link should be shown as it is important to the development of the area Indicative line of A9/A96 link to be shown in Proposed Plan.

Inverness Lochardil And Drummond Community

Council(00304)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

04/2/014

Inverness General Respondent considers the line of the Inverness West Link Road is too close to the river and cros the land

zoned for housing.

Bring in the Inverness West Link Road away from the flood

plain.

Inverness Muirtown Community Council(00309) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

09/1/007

Inverness General West link imposed against overwhelming public objections, it's effects on the adjoining road system needs

to be addressed and is a deficiency of the plan. The IMFLDP proposes increased residential accommodation

in Kinmylies/ Leachkin, increased tourist traffic on the A82 and news housing areas at Holm and Ness-side

being routed across the river onto Glenurquhart Road. Glenurquhart Road/ Tomnahurich Street/Young

Street/ Kenneth Street barely function currently during rush hours and in the height of Summer. They are

obviously incapable of taking the additional traffic planned and it is difficult to envisage how this can be

resolved. Clearly, locals will use roads in Ballifeary and Dalneigh as rat runs to avoid the congestion, which is

already happening. This will cause problems for local residents but will not resolve the main artery

congestion problems.

Inclusion of information on the west link road in Proposed Plan,

in particular how it will address transport issues

Inverness Muirtown Community Council(00309) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

09/1/009

Inverness General D ���ĚŝĚ�ŶŽƚ�ƐŝŐŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĐŽůůĞĐƟǀ Ğ����ƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞ͕�ŚŽǁ Ğǀ Ğƌ�ĂƌĞ�ďƌŽĂĚůǇ�ŝŶ�ĂĐĐŽƌĚ�ǁ ŝƚŚ�ŝƚƐ�ĐŽŶƚĞŶƚƐ͘ ��ĞůŝĞǀ Ğ͗ �Ͳ�

/Ŷǀ ĞƌŶĞƐƐ�ŚĂƐ�ŵŽƌĞ�ƚŚĂŶ�ĞŶŽƵŐŚ�ĞǆŝƐƟŶŐ�ƌĞƚĂŝů�ĂĐĐŽŵŵŽĚĂƟŽŶ͖ �Ͳ�ƚŚĞƌĞ�ƐŚŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�Ă�ƐůŽǁ �ĚŽǁ Ŷ�ŝŶ�ŚŽƵƐŝŶŐ�

ĞƐƚĂƚĞ�ƐƉƌĂǁ ů͖�Ͳ�ŵŽƌĞ�Ğī Žƌƚ�ƐŚŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�ŵĂĚĞ�ƚŽ�ĚŝƐƐŝƉĂƚĞ�ŚŽƵƐŝŶŐ�ŝŶƚŽ�ƐƵƌƌŽƵŶĚŝŶŐ�ƚŽǁ ŶƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƟĞƐ͖ �

and  - Efforts should be concentrated in catching up on the provision of community, leisure, amenity and 

ƐĞƌǀ ŝĐĞƐ͕ �ƵƟůŝƟĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ƚƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚ�ŝŶĨƌĂƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞ�ĚĞĮ ĐŝĞŶĐŝĞƐ�ǁ ŝƚŚŝŶ�ƚŚĞ��ŝƚǇ͘�

Assume removal of allocations for retail, less housing sites in

Inverness and more housing sites in towns surrounding

Inverness. Provision of adequate community, leisure, amenity

and services, utilities and transport infrastructure.

Inverness Raigmore Community Council(00314) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

14/1/007

Inverness General Believes that there is a real danger that Inverness is becoming the only employment hub in the Inner Moray

Firth area and all the surrounding towns will become dormitory towns. Respondent also thinks that the IMF

LDP is in danger of repeating past mistakes where new proposed developments lack the adequate

infrastructure particularly at the appropriate time. Raigmore Community Council recognise the need for

additional housing but emphasise the need for expansion of roads, water, sewerage, waste disposal as well

as schools, community/day centres, appropriate levels of greenspace, and local retailers. These features

need to be developed from the beginning to create a sense of community.

Less focus as Inverness as the only employment hub in the

region.

Inverness Smithton & Culloden Community

Council(00317)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

17/1/001

Inverness General Respondent supports gyspy/traveller short stay site provision but it should be supported by local by-law

forbidding unofficial sites.

Inverness Smithton & Culloden Community

Council(00317)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

17/1/004

Inverness General Respondent considers new development in East Invernes should be supported by a stringent flood

prevention scheme and accompanied by additional flood management infrastructure.

Developer requirement for delivery of flood management

infrastructure at all sites in East Inverness

Inverness Smithton & Culloden Community

Council(00317)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

17/1/005

Inverness General Respondent considers no further retail development should be outwith Inverness and Inshes Retail Park. Remove all retail allocationms outwith Inverness and Inshes

Retail Parks and Invernes City Centre.

Inverness Smithton & Culloden Community

Council(00317)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

17/1/006

Inverness General Respondent considers additional efforts should be made to maintain greenspace, historic trees and links to

culloden battlefield.

Additional greenspace allocated
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Inverness Smithton & Culloden Community

Council(00317)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

17/1/007

Inverness General The Respondent supports the development of an Energy from Waste Plant in Inverness

Inverness Smithton & Culloden Community

Council(00317)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

17/1/008

Inverness General Respondent considers that High speed broadband infrastructure improvements are needed to support

commercial development in the east of Inverness.

Cross Settlement issue to be added to require the upgrade of

Culloden Telephone exchange for high speed broadband.

Inverness Strathnairn Community Council(00320) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

20/2/001

Inverness General Supports the preferred open space allocation of woodland in Strathnairn, in particular the setting by

Inverarie Farm. However concerned this will not prevent removal of trees previously protected by a Tree

Retention condition. Request plan includes the importance of any Tree Retention conditions and associated

requirements.

Proposed Plan include importance of any Tree Retention

conditions and associated requirements.

Inverness Westhill CC(00324) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

24/1/002

Inverness General Would like to see the following provisions from the Inverness LP (2006) carried forward into the IMFLDP:-

WĂƌĂ�ϭϬϳ �Ηϲ ͘ Ϯ�ŚĞĐƚĂƌĞƐ�ĨŽƌ�Ă�ĚŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ�ƉĂƌŬΗ͘�Ͳ�WĂƌĂ�ϭϬϴ�ΗƚŚĞ��ŽƵŶĐŝů�ǁ ŝůů�ĞŶĐŽƵƌĂŐĞ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇͲůĞĚ�ŝŶŝƟĂƟǀ ĞƐΗ�

to establish a local park etc.- Para 2.24 "Advantage should be taken of the rail network to improve transport

choices for commuters".- Para 2.24 "Securing the farm and woodlands adjoining the A9, A96 and B9006 is

vital to the setting and separation of neighbourhoods, coalescence of the wider built-up area, access to

recreational resources and protection for strategic pipelines".

Provisions from Inverness LP taken forward into IMF LDP

Inverness Mr William Boyd(00332) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

32/2/002

Inverness General General support for sites and uses preferred within Ballifeary. Notes the Community Council intends to pro-

ĂĐƟǀ ĞůǇ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌ�ƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ�ĂƉƉůŝĐĂƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƵĐŚ�ƐŝƚĞƐ�ǁ ŚĞŶ�ƚŚĞǇ�ĐŽŵĞ�ĨŽƌǁ ĂƌĚ͘ ���ŝƐĐƵƐƐŝŽŶ�ĨŽĐƵƐƐĞĚ�ŽŶ�t ĞƐƚ�

Link and its impact upon the area. Accept that decision has been made to support West Link route option

6, however concerns raised regarding this option due to environmental, recreational, social and financial

considerations. An area of exceptional beauty and recreational importance is being put at risk that contains

features of local and national importance. Amenities including Ness Islands, Whin Park, Canal Park, Boating

WĂƌŬ͕�ƌƵŐďǇ�ƉŝƚĐŚĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ŽƚŚĞƌ�ĂŵĞŶŝƟĞƐ�ǁ ŝůů�ďĞ�ĂĚǀ ĞƌƐĞůǇ�Ăī ĞĐƚĞĚ�ďǇ�ƚƌĂĸ Đ�ƉŽůůƵƟŽŶ�ĂŶĚ�ŶŽŝƐĞ͘�����ĞƐŝŐŶ�ŝƐ�

not aesthetically pleasing; inappropriate for 7 roundabouts, 2 swing bridges, fixed bridge and road in such a

ƐŵĂůů�ĂƌĞĂ�ĐƵƌƌĞŶƚůǇ�ƵƐĞĚ�ĨŽƌ�ƌĞĐƌĞĂƟŽŶ͘ ���ŽŶĐĞƌŶ�ƚŚĂƚ�ŽŶĐĞ�ƌŽĂĚ�ŝƐ�ĐŽŵƉůĞƚĞ�ŝƚ�ǁ ŝůů�ďĞĐŽŵĞ�Ă�ŵĂŝŶ�ĂƌƚĞƌǇ�ĨŽƌ�

traffic from the north, east and south, bringing high concentrations of traffic into recreational areas and too

close to the city centre. Consider new road could be located further out.

Assume reconsideration of West Link route

Inverness Mrs C Stafford(00511) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

11/1/015

Inverness General Concerned about apparent lack of connections between deciding the route for West Link road and the

development plan. Preferred approach would have been to draw attention to SPP and its requirement to be

consistent with the Local Transport Strategy, including any planned road development and brought forward

the consultation on the road options at the same time as the LDP consultation. Consider this approach

would have removed the constraints of carrying forward land allocations at the same time as trying to make

the best of what land remained in terms of land availability for a road route.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/016

Inverness General SEPA note that Inverness Settlement Development Area takes in a number of areas below Mean High Water

Springs which would be at flood risk. SEPA are unclear why these areas are included and would be likely to

object should any development which did not meet the exceptions within the SPP flood risk policy. SEPA

request that the settlement boundary excludes these areas to provide a clearer guide as to where

development would be generally acceptable.

Changes to the settlment development area

Inverness Scottish Canals(00655) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/006

55/1/001

Inverness General Caledonian Canal plays a huge role in the Highlands, 15 businesses are on the canal, including 70 hire boats;

it generates approximately £4m to the Highland economy. Canal nearly at operating capacity in terms of

places to stop-off on boat and also in terms of meeting new commercial opportunities. Looking to facilitate

further opportunities for living, mooring and commercial opportunities on the Canal. Scottish Canals Water

Space Consultation Strategy highlights the opportunity to promote this, sites at Seaport Marine (Muirtown),

Neptune's Staircase, Banavie and Gairlochy are suggested.

Facilitation of further opportunities for living, mooring and

commerce on the Caledonian Canal

Page 2



ISSUE NAME OUR REF.

POLICY/SITE

NAME COMMENT MODIFICATION SOUGHT
Inverness Scottish Canals(00655) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/006

55/1/008

Inverness General Scottish Canals has had pre-application discussions with the Council regarding a site at Clachnacharry Road

(former quarry directly north of Clachnharry Care Home). Consider site should be allocated for housing for

ƚŚĞ�ĨŽůůŽǁ ŝŶŐ�ƌĞĂƐŽŶƐ͗ ��Ͳ�dŚĞ�ƐŝƚĞ�ŝƐ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�Žǁ ŶĞƌƐŚŝƉ�ŽĨ�̂ ĐŽƫ ƐŚ��ĂŶĂůƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĐĂŶ�ďĞ�ďƌŽƵŐŚƚ�ĨŽƌǁ ĂƌĚ�ĨŽƌ�

development;- The site has been vacant for a number of years;- The developable part of the site does not

provide a high quality of greenspace;- The development of the site with well-designed houses would help

ŵĞĞƚ�ƚŚĞ�Žǀ ĞƌĂůů�ĚĞŵĂŶĚ�ĨŽƌ�ŚŽƵƐŝŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�WůĂŶ�ĂƌĞĂ͖ �Ͳ�̂ ĐŽƫ ƐŚ��ĂŶĂůƐ�ŚĂƐ�ĚŽŶĞ�ƐŽŵĞ�ŝŶŝƟĂů�ĨĞĂƐŝďŝůŝƚǇ�ĂŶĚ�

layout plans for the site (plan enclosed) which shows that development of the site is possible;-

�Ğǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŝƚĞ�ĐŽƵůĚ�ŚĞůƉ�ĐŽŶƐŽůŝĚĂƚĞ�ĂŶ�ĞǆŝƐƟŶŐ�ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƟĂů�ĂƌĞĂ͖ �ĂŶĚ�Ͳ��Ğǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŝƚĞ�

will help frame the approach to the canal and Muirtown Basin.Appreciate that there are other issues and

constraints to be overcome to bring this site forward for development but on balance site could be

sensitively developed to help contribute to the need for housing in the area and also complement Scottish

�ĂŶĂů͛Ɛ�ƌĞŐĞŶĞƌĂƟŽŶ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŽƵƌŝƐŵ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ĂŵďŝƟŽŶƐ�Ăƚ�D ƵŝƌƚŽǁ Ŷ��ĂƐŝŶ͘ �

Allocation of former quarry site at Clachnacharry Road for

housing

Inverness Scottish Prison Service(00662) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/006

62/1/001

Inverness General Scottish Prison Service (SPS) identified 12 potential prison sites within the Inverness area. Preferred

location is at Beechwood but no agreement reached with landowners (HIE). SPS is also interested in land at

�ŽŐďĂŝŶ�ĂŶĚ�/Ŷǀ ĞƌŶĞƐƐ��ŝƌƉŽƌƚ��ƵƐŝŶĞƐƐ�WĂƌŬ͘��̂Ŵ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚƐ�ŝĚĞŶƟĮ ĐĂƟŽŶ�ŽĨ�<ĞǇ��Ğǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�/ƐƐƵĞƐ͘ ��dŚŽƐĞ�

particularly relevant to the development of a new prison are the need for more employment land as the

prison would provide permanent/long term employment opportunities, spin off opportunities and ‘difficult

neighbour’ uses. A prison could fall within Use Class 8 and is not listed as a bad neighbour development.

The prison should be regarded as a modern facility of high quality design in a safe and secure environment

ĂŶĚ�ĐŽƵůĚ�ƐƵĐĐĞƐƐĨƵůůǇ�ďĞ�ůŽĐĂƚĞĚ�ǁ ŝƚŚŝŶ�Ă�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ͘��dŚĞ�ĞǆŝƐƟŶŐ�WŽƌƚĞƌĮ ĞůĚ�ƐŝƚĞ�ŝƐ�ĂŶ�ĞǆĂŵƉůĞ�ŽĨ�ƚŚŝƐ͘ �

Inverness Mr Martin MacRae(00706) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/007

06/1/001

Inverness General The respondent (land owner) objects to an area of land at 2 Ness Side being preferred open space as

respondent would like it allocated for housing, the reasons for this are:- the development of adjacent land

at Ness Side (H9) will not allow the land to be farmed any longer as it would be encroached upon by

housing  - once development takes place respondents land will be used as an unofficial play area for new 

residents- respondent would be responsible for the upkeep and management of land without being able to

farm it

Allocation of land at 2 Ness Side for housing

Inverness Simpson's Garden Centre(00780) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/007

80/1/002

Inverness General Respondent proposes two development options for Mixed Use or Business/Tourism for expansion at an

unallocated site at Simpson's Garden Centre. Following justifications given for including the site as an

ĂůůŽĐĂƟŽŶ͗ ��Ͳ�, ŝŐŚůĂŶĚ�ǁ ŝĚĞ�>ŽĐĂů��Ğǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�WůĂŶ�;, ǁ >�WͿ�ŚŝŐŚůŝŐŚƚƐ�ŐƌŽǁ ƚŚ��ĂƐƚ�ŽĨ�/Ŷǀ ĞƌŶĞƐƐ�ĂŶĚ�ƐŝƚĞ�ŝŶ�

close proximity to this and can accommodate growth. Would support infrastructure improvement.- HwLDP

policies 34 and 28 relevant in terms of acceptable development within a defined settlement development

area.- HwLDP policy 40 criteria suggests site is suitable as an established business and would not impact on

vitality or viability of Inverness. - Good transport provision; HwLDP policy 56 relevant.Inverness Local Plan

shows site outwith settlement boundary in a green wedge. However expansion of site would include

appropriate proposals i.E. Bunding and planting, animal petting area, overspill carparking. Supports

proposal to remove the green wedge.Supports revision to Inverness boundary.

Respondent proposes two development options for Mixed Use

or Business/Tourism for expansion at an unallocated site at

Simpson's Garden Centre. Supports revision to Inverness

boundary.

Inverness Simpson's Garden Centre(00780) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/007

80/1/003

Inverness General Supports the 6th key development objective listed at 7.11 in the MIR.

Inverness Simpson's Garden Centre(00780) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/007

80/1/004

Inverness General Supports first bullet point in key development issues to consolidate city of Inverness but also to allow more

ad hoc, peripheral development on the city fringe. Supports second bullet point in key development issues

ƚŽ�ƌĞŵŽǀ Ğ�ƚŚĞ�ŐƌĞĞŶ�ǁ ĞĚŐĞ͘��̂ƵƉƉŽƌƚƐ��ŽƵŶĐŝůΖƐ�ŝĚĞŶƟĮ ĐĂƟŽŶ�ŽĨ�Ă�ŶƵŵďĞƌ�ŽĨ�ƉƌŽƉŽƐĂůƐ�ŝŶ��ĂƐƚ�

Inverness/Raigmore areas it reflects general support for long term growth of the city. In an easterly

direction.

Inverness Mrs Mary Coonan(00859) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/008

59/1/001

Inverness General Respondent , who part owns land at 2 Ness Side, wants it reallocated for housing rather than open space as

the land will not be viable for agricultural purposes due to its proximity to the proposed West Link. Due to

the timescale for the West Link the respondent requests that it forms part of the IMF LDP.

Reallocation from open space to housing of land at 2 Ness Side,

Inverness.

Inverness Mrs Mary Coonan(00859) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/008

59/2/001

Inverness General Considers land at 2 Ness Side should be allocated for housing and not open space as the new west link road

will traverse site meaning the site will no longer be suitable for crops or livestock due to increased presence

of dogs, litter etc. Proposed roundabout will allow for access to residential areas while the existing access

road and properties at Ness Side will form a barrier which will protect continued agriculture to the south of

Ness Side.

Allocate land for housing at 2 Ness Side
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Inverness Mr John Glendinning(00996) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

96/1/001

Inverness General Would like an area of woodland (9 acres) at Inshes Wood near Inverness included for development either as

low cost housing accessed from the existing Birchwood development or as private housing accessed from

ƚŚĞ�ŽůĚ��ϵ�Žƌ�Ă�ĐŽŵďŝŶĂƟŽŶ�ŽĨ�ďŽƚŚ ͘ �ZĞĂƐŽŶƐ͗ ��Ͳ�ŐŽŽĚ�ĞǆƚĞŶƐŝŽŶ�ƚŽ��ŝƌĐŚǁ ŽŽĚ�ĂŶĚ�Ăůů�ƐĞƌǀ ŝĐĞƐ�ĂƌĞ�ŶĞĂƌďǇ͘��Ͳ�

Is part of Lower Muckovie Farm however since housing development at Birchwood was completed the land

cannot be used by the farm as members of the public keep destroying fences to use the land for dog

walking, riding motorbikes etc. - Planning permission for two houses on the on the site was refused in 2001.

The respondent feels that this was mainly due to misinformation conveyed to the Committee by a

Councillor who said that Birchwood housing estate had no play facilities for older children so erection of

housing on this site would only shift the problem elsewhere. Respondent feels that in effect the Councillor

ǁ ĂƐ�ĚĞƐŝŐŶĂƟŶŐ�Ɖƌŝǀ ĂƚĞůǇ�Žǁ ŶĞĚ�ůĂŶĚ�ĂƐ�Ă�ƉůĂǇ�ĂƌĞĂ�ĨŽƌ�ĐŽƵŶĐŝů�ƚĞŶĞŶĂƚƐ͘ ����

Inverness Mackay(01005) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

05/1/001

Inverness General Objects to all housing development being allocated within large scale sites within Inverness City boundary.

Respondent suggests that some level of housing development should be allowed outwith the immediate

city boundary. Although the majority of mainstream housing will be created within the central city area a

substantial number of people would prefer to live in small scale housing developments than housing estates

created by mainstream deveopers.

Removal of all large-scale housing sites from plan.

Inverness 3A Partnership Ltd(01034) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

34/2/001

Inverness General Requests new site at old A9 new A9 junction for mixed tourism uses (visitor centre, specialist retailing,

accommodation lodges, touring caravan site and amenities) because: it lies at principal city gateway; it lies

within the city boundary as identified within MIR; uses complementary to adjoining Drumossie Hotel; good

northerly outlook; it would not break skyline and is not visually prominent; of existing landscaped

framework which provides visual containment and shelter; it fits with surrounding heritage and tourism

uses (both existing and planned); chalet accommodation was previously on land adjoining Drumossie Hotel;

a green network could be maintained through and past the site; it would provide a tourist facility on the

connection to the Culloden Battlefield road enhancing the connection as a tourist route; this gateway

location has unique commercial (visibility and accessibility) advantages to a tourism operator; an A9 set-

back could be incorporated into the layout and to the A9 junction to safeguard any visual impact concerns;

iconic architecture could be used; it is connected by public transport, and; any archaeological impacts could

be mitigated.

Requests newsite at old A9 new A9 junction for mixed tourism

uses (visitor centre, specialist retailing, accommodation lodges,

touring caravan site and amenities).

Inverness Highland And Island Enterprise(01035) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

35/1/005

Inverness General Suggests that preferred open space at Raigmore west of A9 (and possibly land to south east of East Link)

should be included within B8 allocation because: alternative public open space will be delivered as part of

wider campus site, and; leaving everything within a single allocation will allow more flexibility.

Suggests that preferred open space at Raigmore west of A9

(and possibly land to south east of East Link) should be included

within B8 allocation.

Inverness Inverness Civic Trust(01064) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

64/2/001

Inverness General Not clear what is shown on the Inverness map – whether it is the city only or the city and city fringe.

Request this is clearly defined in future.  Concerned about lack of green open spaces within Inverness – 

request additional green spaces area created rather than erode those existing at present. Should made

ĐůĞĂƌ�ǁ ŚĞƚŚĞƌ�ŐƌĞĞŶ�ǁ ĞĚŐĞƐ�ĂƌĞ�ƐƟůů�ƌĞĐŽŐŶŝƐĞĚ�ĂŶĚ�ƉƵďůŝĐ�ƐŚŽƵůĚ�ŬŶŽǁ �ǁ ŚĞƌĞ�ƚŚĞǇ�ĂƌĞ͘��EĞǁ �ƚƌĂĸ Đ�

management survey for Inverness is essential before final conclusions are reached; study should be based

ŽŶ�ďĞƐƚ�ŽƵƚĐŽŵĞ͕�ŶŽƚ�ŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌŝůǇ�ƚŚĞ�ĐŚĞĂƉĞƐƚ͘ ��dŽ�ŝŵƉƌŽǀ Ğ�ĞĂƐƚͬ ǁ ĞƐƚ�ƚƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚ͕ �ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƟŽŶ�ƐŚŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�

given to the upgrading of the road from Leanach Cottage crossroads as far as Forest Cottage, and new

section constructed to link with the Bogbain underpass on the A9; then a new by-pass route would follow

the existing road to Milton of Leys; take a route to the south of the existing settlement and between it and

B7, and then continue westwards above Leys Castle, traverse Knocknagael Farm and proceed south of Ness

�ĂƐƚůĞ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ĂŶĚ�dŽƌďƌĞĐŬ�ƚŽ�ůŝŶŬ�ǁ ŝƚŚ�ƚŚĞ�ĞǆŝƐƟŶŐ��ŽƌĞƐ�ƌŽĂĚ�Ăƚ�D hϱ͘ ��Y ƵĞƐƟŽŶƐ�ƌĂŝƐĞĚ�ŝŶ��ŝƚǇ�

Centre Development Brief, the Flood Prevention Schemes and IMFLDP should be co-ordinated so that one

of conclusion is reached.

Request clearer map of Inverness, additional greenspace

allocations and traffic improvements.

Inverness William Gray Construction Ltd(01071) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

71/1/001

Inverness General Supports the continued designation of Longman Industrial Estate as an area which is safeguarded for

business and industry uses including Class 4, 5 and 6 uses with support for associated ancillary uses.

Inverness William Gray Construction Ltd(01071) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

71/1/002

Inverness General Respondent supports the continued designation of Carse Industrial Estate as an area which is safeguarded

for business and industry uses including Class 4, 5 and 6 uses with support for associated ancillary uses.

Inverness Ms Elizabeth Davis(01086) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

86/1/002

Inverness General Brownfield sites and re-development within Inverness should be exhausted before using greenfield

sites.Land at the Glebe could provide space for two housing developments similar to those at Falconer

Court.

Assumed reallocation of B3 to housing

Inverness Ms Elizabeth Davis(01086) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

86/1/004

Inverness General Suspend sale of land or assets belonging to the Council or the Common Good Fund. Leases should be used

instead.
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Inverness Ms Elizabeth Davis(01086) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

86/1/005

Inverness General /Ŷǀ ĞƌŶĞƐƐ�, ŝŐŚ�̂ ĐŚŽŽů�ĂŶĚ�ŐƌŽƵŶĚƐ�ƐŚŽƵůĚ�ŽŶůǇ�ďĞ�ƵƐĞĚ�ĨŽƌ�ĞĚƵĐĂƟŽŶ�ƉƵƌƉŽƐĞƐ���

Inverness Ms Elizabeth Davis(01086) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

86/1/008

Inverness General �ŶĐŽƵƌĂŐĞ�ŵŽƌĞ�ƵƐĞ�ŽĨ�/Ŷǀ ĞƌŶĞƐƐ�dŽǁ Ŷ�, Ăůů�ďǇ�ƚŚĞ��ŝƚǇ��ŽƵŶĐŝů͘��/Ŷǀ ĞƐƟŐĂƚĞ�ǁ ĂǇƐ�ŽĨ�ŐĞŶĞƌĂƟŶŐ�ĞůĞĐƚƌŝĐŝƚǇ�

from the River Ness.

Inverness Ms Elizabeth Davis(01086) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

86/1/009

Inverness General Reconsider a high level bridge or tunnel across the canal at Ness Side rather than destroying Bught Park

ĂŵĞŶŝƟĞƐ͘ ���

Reconsider a high level bridge or tunnel across the canal at

EĞƐƐ�̂ ŝĚĞ�ƌĂƚŚĞƌ�ƚŚĂŶ�ĚĞƐƚƌŽǇŝŶŐ��ƵŐŚƚ�WĂƌŬ�ĂŵĞŶŝƟĞƐ͘ ��

Inverness Ms Elizabeth Davis(01086) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

86/1/010

Inverness General Restore two-way traffic over railway bridge at Clachnaharry.  

Inverness Ms Elizabeth Davis(01086) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

86/1/014

Inverness General The requirement for temporary sites for travellers requires more research to quantify and resolve the

problem of the permanent site being occupied by travellers who do not travel.

Inverness Mrs Sheena Robertson(01143) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/011

43/1/001

Inverness General Disagrees with choice of Option 6, ahead of Option 7 of a bypass, for West Link road proposal because:

innovative engineering techniques could overcome any technical issues; a bypass would be better long term

solution and; traffic levels will increase on Glenurquhart Road, Tomnahurich Street and Kenneth Street.

��ĞůŝĞǀ ĞƐ�ŚĞĂůƚŚ�ƉƌŽǀ ŝƐŝŽŶ�ĐĂƉĂĐŝƚǇ�ŚĂƐ�ŶŽƚ�ďĞĞŶ�ƉƌŽƉĞƌůǇ�ĂƐƐĞƐƐƐĞĚ�ŝŶ�ĂůůŽĐĂƟŶŐ�ƐŽ�ŵƵĐŚ�ŚŽƵƐŝŶŐ�ůĂŶĚ�ĨŽƌ�

development around the city.

Amended West Link routing from Option 6 to Route 7 and

consequential land use allocation amendments . Deletion of

several housing allocations or increase in health facility /

personnel provision .

Inverness Mr Allan Hunter(01152) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/011

52/1/001

Inverness General Respondent questions the use of temporary classroom accomodation at schools.

Inverness RSPB Scotland(01186) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/011

86/1/004

Inverness General RSPB consider that all mixed use and industrial sites within Inverness have the potential to impact on the

Inner Moray Firth SPA and should be assessed as outlined in SPP1 and SOEnD Circular 6/1995 (amended

June 2000).

Consideration of impact on Moray Firth SPA

Inverness Dr Maria De La Torre(01205) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/012

05/1/005

Inverness General Appreciates that Inverness will have to grow but has concerns over the scale of expansion supported in the

MIR, considers it is not in accordance with a more sustainable model of development. Notes it is important

ƚŚĂƚ�ƚŚĞ�ĐŚĂƌĂĐƚĞƌ͕�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ůŝŶŬƐ�ǁ ŝƚŚ�ŶĂƚƵƌĞ�ĂŶĚ�ĂŵĞŶŝƟĞƐ�ĂƌĞ�ŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶĞĚ�ŝŶ�/Ŷǀ ĞƌŶĞƐƐ͘ ��t ŽƵůĚ�ƉƌĞĨĞƌ�ŝĨ�

constrains were shown on the MIR maps, for example SSSIs, TPOs and the flood plain.  Flood plain area of 

the River Ness should not be allocated as it is not suitable for development.Does not consider the proposed

West Link Route represents a long term traffic solution once development at Ness Castle and Kymilies takes

place. Will also adversely affect the environmental amenity of the important Whin Park/Aquadome area

ĂŶĚ�ůŝĞƐ�ǁ ŝƚŚŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ŇŽŽĚ�ƉůĂŝŶ͘ �&ĞĞůƐ�ŽƉƟŽŶ�ϳ �ƐŚŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�ƌĞĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĞĚ͘ ��

General reduction in the scale of development supported by

the IMF LDP.

Inverness Dr Maria De La Torre(01205) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/012

05/1/006

Inverness General Considers green space adjcaent to Lochardil Stores should be mapped as green and allocated for

community use as it is an open space immensely valued by Lochairdil school users.

Allocation of green space adjacent to Lochardil Stores for green

space and community use.

Inverness Mr George MacWilliam(01215) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/012

15/1/002

Inverness General Various development proposals in Inverness will impact adversely upon existing areas of open space; this is

contrary to the HwLDP, particularly in terms of alternative provision. Audit of areas available for public

ƐƉĂĐĞ�ďĞĨŽƌĞ�ĂŶĚ�ĂŌĞƌ�ƉƌŽƉŽƐĂůƐ�ƐŚŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�ƉƌŽǀ ŝĚĞĚ͘ ��/Ĩ��ĂŶĂů�WĂƌŬ�ŝƐ�ŶŽƚ�ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ǁ ĞƐƚ�ůŝŶŬ�ƌŽĂĚ�ůĂŶĚ�

could be used as an extension to the Whin Island Park and should allocated as open space on the plan along

with remaining open space in the Bught area. Proposals do not demonstrate adequate alternative provision

has been made as regards the areas of public open space which will be lost when the west link road is

ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉĞĚ͘ ���ƌĞĂƐ�ĨŽƌ�ĂĚĚŝƟŽŶĂů�ƉĂƌŬŝŶŐ�ƐŚŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�ŝĚĞŶƟĮ ĞĚ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ�ǁ ĞƐƚ�ƐŝĚĞ�ŽĨ�ƌŝǀ Ğƌ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĐŝƚǇ�ĐĞŶƚƌĞ͘�

Allocation of pakring area on west side of the river in city

centre

Inverness Mr Robert M Phillips(01230) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/012

30/1/001

Inverness General Respondent proposes that a walkway/bridge for cyclists/pedestrains should be constructed to enable

ďĞƩĞƌ�ůŝŶŬƐ�ďĞƚǁ ĞĞŶ�, Žůŵ�D ŝůůƐͬ E ĞƐƐ�ƐŝĚĞ�;ŐƌŝĚ�ƉŽŝŶƚƐ�ƐƵŐŐĞƐƚĞĚͿ��dŚĞ�ƌĞƐƉŽŶĚĞŶƚ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌƐ�Ͳ�ƚŚĂƚ�ƚŚŝƐ�

ďƌŝĚŐĞ�ĐŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�ŝŶ�ŬĞĞƉŝŶŐ�ǁ ŝƚŚ�ĞǆŝƐƟŶŐ�ŝƌŽŶ�ďƌŝĚŐĞƐ�ŝĨ�ƚĞĐŚŶŽůŽŐŝĞƐͬ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐ�ĂůůŽǁ �ĨŽƌ�ŝƚ ͘ ��Ͳ�ƚŚĂƚ�ƚŚŝƐ�

bridge could offer a more immediate return than the west link proposals - and that the bridge would help 

encourages active travel, and opens up both sides to more recreational use.

Respondent proposes that a walkway/bridge for

cyclists/pedestrains should be constructed to enable better

links between Holm Mills/Ness side

Inverness Edinburgh Woollen Mill Group - Holm

Mills(01254)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/012

54/1/002

Inverness General The area around the Edinburgh Woolen Mill should be classed as a Commerce Centre and recognised in the

retail hierarchy of Inverness City with scope for redevelopment and expansion.

Inclusion of the area around the Edinburgh Woolen Mill should

be classed as a Commerce Centre and recognised in the retail

hierarchy of Inverness City with scope for redevelopment and

expansion.

Inverness Dr And Mrs Pumford(01282) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/012

82/1/001

Inverness General Believe sufficient development land already allocated and with permission. Large new developments would

only become souless places without suficient amenities better to finish sites that have already been started.

Agree that land is required for affordable housing. Building on recreational and good farm land should be

minimised. Agree with concept of green corridors not green belts but want these identified and

safeguarded. Don't agree East Link is justified except to open up more development land. Instead

improvement to Inshes Roundabout should be the priority.

Non retention of all Inverness City housing sites unless they are

allocated in approved plans and/or have an extant planning

permission. IMF LDP requires specific identification of existing

housing sites for affordable housing, protection of green

corridors for City and specific proposal for upgrade of Inshes

Roundabout. Removal of East Link proposals.
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Inverness Cllr Kate Stephen(01348) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/013

48/1/004

Inverness General Considers that the old Nairn road should be developed as a coastal path for pedestrians and cyclists to

facilitate access to the coast and to observe bird / sea life in the SSS1.The respondent would also like to see

tree preservation orders in place for some of the ancient trees along this route and for the surrounding

strip of land o be developed for bird watching etc and as an natural asset/amenity for the city of Inverness.

Coastal path along Old Nairn Road.

Inverness Donald Boyd - Collective Response(01351) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/013

51/1/001

Inverness General Westhill, Croy, Smithton, Inverness South, Balloch, and Kirkhill and Bunchrew Community Councils have

ƉƌĞƉĂƌĞĚ�Ă�ĐŽůůĞĐƟǀ Ğ�ƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞ͘��dŚĞ�ĐŽůůĞĐƟǀ Ğ��ŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ��ŽƵŶĐŝů͛Ɛ�ŽďũĞĐƚ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�WůĂŶΖƐ�ƉƌŽƉŽƐĂůƐ�ĨŽƌ�

ĞǆƉĂŶĚŝŶŐ�/Ŷǀ ĞƌŶĞƐƐΖƐ�ƵƌďĂŶ�ĞǆƚĞŶƚ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�̂ ŽƵƚŚ�ĂŶĚ��ĂƐƚ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ĐŝƚǇ��Ͳ�ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ�ƚŚĞ�̂ ƚƌĂƩ ŽŶ�&Ăƌŵ�

development and further retail development (given that expansion of the existing Retail Park has still to

proceed)- are generally opposed to the proposed scale of development preferred in South and East

Inverness- object to including any housing/or large scale retail development on the South of the city other

than those "on the cards"- there is support for Ashton Farm being preferred as open space and there is a

preference for East Inverness to remain as agricultural land and also to be used to provide public open

space- consider that the focus should be on provision of comprehensive infrastructure to serve recent

housing developments - preferr that significant housing development should be focussed across other 

, ŝŐŚůĂŶĚ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƟĞƐ�ǁ ŚĞƌĞ�ŝƚ�ĐĂŶ�ďĞ�ĂĐĐŽŵƉĂŶŝĞĚ�ďǇ�ƐƵĸ ĐŝĞŶƚ�ŝŶĨƌĂƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞ�ĂŶĚ�ƐĞƌǀ ŝĐĞƐ�Ͳ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌƐ�ƚŚĂƚ�

the A96/A9 link at the Raigmore Interchange needs upgraded and that this could facilitate the UHI

dedicated and upgraded slip road currently under consideration. It is considered that because the entrance

to the campus will no longer be served from it there is now no requirement for the trunk road link. -

considers that the Inshes roundabout requires a review which takes account of existing and future traffic

flows (such as from development at Beechwood, resiting of Raigmore hospital etc, and the A96/A9 link

road)- and considersthat the West link proposals need to be reconsidered and re-evaluated

Inverness Donald Boyd - Collective Response(01351) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/013

51/1/002

Inverness General Westhill, Croy, Smithton, Inverness South, Balloch, and Kirkhill and Bunchrew Community Councils have

prepared a collective response. The collective Community Council’s object to proposals for expanding

/Ŷǀ ĞƌŶĞƐƐ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�̂ ŽƵƚŚ�ĂŶĚ��ĂƐƚ�ďĞĐĂƵƐĞ͗ �Ͳ��ĞǆƉĂŶƐŝŽŶ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ĞǆŝƐƟŶŐ�ZĞƚĂŝů�WĂƌŬ�ŚĂƐ�ƐƟůů�ƚŽ�ƉƌŽĐĞĞĚ�Ͳ�ƚŚĞ�

proposed scale of development preferred in South and East Inverness- development will not accompanied

by sufficient infrastructure and services - issues of the road network capacity  - the loss of valuable 

agricultural land with concern about future food shortages- by strenghthening Inverness's role as a

honeypot the probable consequence will be draining people, jobs and infrastructure investment from

elsewhere in the Highlands. Prefer that significant housing development should be focussed across other

, ŝŐŚůĂŶĚ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƟĞƐ�ǁ ŚĞƌĞ�ŝƚ�ĐĂŶ�ďĞ�ĂĐĐŽŵƉĂŶŝĞĚ�ďǇ�ƐƵĸ ĐŝĞŶƚ�ŝŶĨƌĂƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞ�ĂŶĚ�ƐĞƌǀ ŝĐĞƐ�Ͳ�ĐŽŶĐĞƌŶ�ĂďŽƵƚ�

ĚĞƐŝŐŶĂƟŶŐ�ůĂƌŐĞ�ŐƌĞĞŶĮ ĞůĚ�ƐŝƚĞƐ�ĂƐ�ƚŚŝƐ�ŵĂǇ�ƌĞƐƵůƚ�ŝŶ�ƉŝĞĐĞŵĞĂů�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ��Ͳ�ĐŽŶĐĞƌŶ�ĂďŽƵƚ�ƉŽƚĞŶƟĂů�ĨŽƌ�

ŇŽŽĚŝŶŐ�ƉĂƌƟĐƵůĂƌůǇ�Ăƚ�/Ŷǀ ĞƌŶĞƐƐ��ĂƐƚ�ĂŶĚ�ƌĞůŝĞĨ�Ͳ�ďĞĐĂƵƐĞ�ŝƚ�ǁ ŝůů�ƌĞƐƵůƚ�ŝŶ�ůŽƐƐ�ŽĨ��ŽŐďĂŝŶ�ǁ ŽŽĚ�Ͳ�ƚŚĞƌĞ�ŝƐ�

support for Ashton Farm being preferred as open space and there is a preference for East Inverness to

remain as agricultural land and also to be used to provide public open space- the focus should be on

provision of comprehensive infrastructure to serve recent housing developments- considers that the

A96/A9 link at the Raigmore Interchange needs upgraded and that this could facilitate the UHI dedicated

and upgraded slip road currently under consideration. It is considered that because the entrance to the

campus will no longer be served from it there is now no requirement for the trunk road link. - considers

that the Inshes roundabout requires a review which takes account of existing and future traffic flows (such

ĂƐ�ĨƌŽŵ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�Ăƚ��ĞĞĐŚǁ ŽŽĚ͕ �ƌĞƐŝƟŶŐ�ŽĨ�ZĂŝŐŵŽƌĞ�ŚŽƐƉŝƚĂů�ĞƚĐ͕�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĞ��ϵϲ ͬ �ϵ�ůŝŶŬ�ƌŽĂĚͿ�Ͳ�ĂŶĚ�

considers that the We8s‹à`l0c Þ‰8sØú

Removal of development sites on the east of Inverness.

Inverness Richard Crawford - Collective

Response(01352)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/013

52/1/002

Inverness General Believe Inverness' infrastructure is inadequate for both existing and proposed development. Disagree East

Link is needed because it is only justified to open up new development areas for which there is no need or

demand. Believe Inshes roundabout will only get worse with committed developments and urge Council to

promote solution. Congestion will reduce the attractiveness of Inverness and the Croy road to tourists. Also

believe broadband network too poor to attract business growth and this needs improvement before

allocated of further expansion areas. Schools, health care, water and sewerage and other facilities should

be in place prior to development. Existing facilities are inadequate for existing development. Surface water

drainage facilities are inadequate and responsibility blurred and further development will only make surface

water flooding worse.
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Inverness Mr John West(01713) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/017

13/2/003

Inverness General "Welcome principle of development and appreciate need for strategic thinking. However concerned about

the implementation of development as the quality of some developments in Inverness leave much to be

ĚĞƐŝƌĞĚ͕ �ĂƐ�ƐƵĐŚ�ǁ ŝƐŚ�ƚŽ�ƌĞƐĞƌǀ Ğ�ƉŽƐŝƟŽŶ�ŽŶ�ŝŶĚŝǀ ŝĚƵĂů�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚƐ͘ ���ŽŶĐĞƌŶĞĚ�ĂďŽƵƚ�ƉĂƵĐŝƚǇ�ŽĨ�ŐƌĞĞŶ�

spaces in Inverness and effect of the proposed flood prevention measure above the main bridge and the

effect this could have in Inverness." 

Inverness Robertson Homes(00206) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

06/1/003

Inverness H01A Note H1a and H1b are not preferred for development, no further comments on these sites at this stage.

Inverness Inverness West Community

Council(00296)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

96/1/003

Inverness H01A Requests clarification in Plan that no significant development will be allowed on this site prior to

completion of the West Link because of pressure on existing canal crossings.

Developer requirement that no significant development will be

allowed on the site prior to completion of West Link.

Inverness Muirtown Community Council(00309) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

09/1/001

Inverness H01A Support the preference for open space and non-preference of H1(a), H1(b), B1(a) and B1(b). Supportive of

Dunain Community Woodland and concerned regarding recent lack of co-operation from Robertson Homes

and their attempts to alter and extend their existing permission to develop the former NHS site. Original

planning consent was the result of extensive negotiations and compromise involving many parties, to

develop a sensitive and high amenity site, which was in public ownership. Inappropriate that any further

concessions should be made which were not deemed appropriate in the original permission, and reflected

in the original financial agreement. Any substantial amendment to the planning permission, involving any

additional capacity, should be subject to a substantial additional payment to the public purse by the

developer.

Seeks additional developer contributions for any further

amendments to the planning application.

Inverness Ms Katherine Morris(00954) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

54/1/004

Inverness H01A Craigphadrig is an asset to the city, as such its environs should be protected.

Inverness Inverness West Community

Council(00296)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

96/1/003

Inverness H01ABCD Requests clarification in Plan that no significant development will be allowed on this site prior to

completion of the West Link because of pressure on existing canal crossings.

Developer requirement that no significant development will be

allowed on the site prior to completion of West Link.

Inverness Mr Owen Morris(00975) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

75/1/002

Inverness H01ABCD Respondent considers there is much development already planned for the area and these sites will impact

on the landscape and areas for walking.

Inverness Robertson Homes(00206) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

06/1/003

Inverness H01B Note H1a and H1b are not preferred for development, no further comments on these sites at this stage.

Inverness Muirtown Community Council(00309) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

09/1/001

Inverness H01B Support the preference for open space and non-preference of H1(a), H1(b), B1(a) and B1(b). Supportive of

Dunain Community Woodland and concerned regarding recent lack of co-operation from Robertson Homes

and their attempts to alter and extend their existing permission to develop the former NHS site. Original

planning consent was the result of extensive negotiations and compromise involving many parties, to

develop a sensitive and high amenity site, which was in public ownership. Inappropriate that any further

concessions should be made which were not deemed appropriate in the original permission, and reflected

in the original financial agreement. Any substantial amendment to the planning permission, involving any

additional capacity, should be subject to a substantial additional payment to the public purse by the

developer.

Seeks additional developer contributions for any further

amendments to the planning application.

Inverness Ms Katherine Morris(00954) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

54/1/004

Inverness H01B Craigphadrig is an asset to the city, as such its environs should be protected.

Inverness Robertson Homes(00206) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

06/1/002

Inverness H01C H1c is non-preferred for housing development, however a large part of the site falls within a wider area

that got outline consent in 2005. Only a small, western portion of the site lies outwith that outline consent

and the associated masterplan, assume only this area is not preferred for development and the existing

consented area will continue to be allocated in the Proposed Plan.

Allocate the part of H1c that benefits from planning permission

for housing development.

Inverness Ms Katherine Morris(00954) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

54/1/004

Inverness H01C Craigphadrig is an asset to the city, as such its environs should be protected.

Inverness Ms Katherine Morris(00954) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

54/1/005

Inverness H01D Craigphadrig is an asset to the city, as such its environs should be protected. Assume non-allocation of H01D for housing in the Proposed

Plan

Inverness Mr And Mrs William Macbeath(00006) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

06/1/001

Inverness H02 ZĞƐƉŽŶĚĞŶƚ�ŽďũĞĐƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ŶŽŶ�ƉƌĞĨĞƌĞŶĐĞ�ŽĨ�ƐŝƚĞ�, Ϯ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ĨŽůůŽǁ ŝŶŐ�ƌĞĂƐŽŶƐ͗ �Ͳ�ƚŚĞ�ůĂŶĚ�ŚĂƐ�ĂŶ�ĂƩ ƌĂĐƟǀ Ğ�

outlook.- Very few trees would need to be removed.- Road access has already been discussed with various

ƉĂƌƟĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĚŽĞƐ�ŶŽƚ�ƐĞĞŵ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ĂŶ�ŝƐƐƵĞ͘�Ͳ�>ĂŶĚ�ŝƐ�ƐĞĐůƵĚĞĚ�ƐŽ�ŚŽƵƐŝŶŐ�ǁ ŽƵůĚ�ŶŽƚ�ďĞ�ǀ ŝƐŝďůĞ͘�Ͳ�, ŽƵƐĞƐ�ĐŽƵůĚ�

be in keeping with the location e.G. Environmentally friendly.

Inverness Scottish Natural Heritage(00204) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

04/1/045

Inverness H02 Supports non-retention of site because of potential adverse impacts on woodland, species, habitat and

recreation.
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POLICY/SITE

NAME COMMENT MODIFICATION SOUGHT
Inverness Muirtown Community Council(00309) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

09/1/002

Inverness H02 Support non-preference of H2 due to concerns regarding the following:- Impact on and overlooking of

ĞǆŝƐƟŶŐ�ŚŽƵƐĞƐ�Ͳ��ĐĐĞƐƐ�Ͳ��ŝƐƚƵƌďĂŶĐĞ�ŽĨ�ĞǆŝƐƟŶŐ�ŐƌŽƵŶĚǁ ĂƚĞƌ�ǁ ŝƚŚ�ƉŽƚĞŶƟĂů�ĨŽƌ�ĚĞƐƚĂďŝůŝƐŝŶŐ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŝƚĞ�ĂŶĚ�

ĂĚũŽŝŶŝŶŐ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚƐ�Ͳ�ZĞŵŽǀ Ăů�ŽĨ�ǀ ĞŐĞƚĂƟŽŶ�ĐĂƵƐŝŶŐ�ƐŝŐŶŝĮ ĐĂŶƚ�ĚĞƚƌŝŵĞŶƚ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ǀ ŝƐƵĂů�ŝŵƉĂĐƚ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�

ǁ ŚŽůĞ�ŚŝůůƐŝĚĞ��ĂŶĚ�ƉŽƚĞŶƟĂůůǇ�ƌĞƐƵůƚ�ŝŶ�ǁ ŝŶĚĨĂůů�ĚĂŵĂŐĞ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĨŽƌĞƐƚ�ďĞŚŝŶĚ�

Inverness Ms Katherine Morris(00954) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

54/1/003

Inverness H02 Craigphadrig is an asset to the city, as such its environs should be protected.

Inverness Mr Owen Morris(00975) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

75/1/002

Inverness H02 Respondent considers there is much development already planned for the area and these sites will impact

on the landscape and areas for walking.

Inverness Robertson Homes(00206) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

06/1/001

Inverness H03A Support identification of sites MU1, MU2 and H3a as ‘preferred’ sites for mixed use/residential

development. Support the Council’s aspiration to locate a community/neighbourhood centre in this area to

serve the western part of the city, the nature of which should be properly considered through a

ŵĂƐƚĞƌƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ�ĂƉƉƌŽĂĐŚ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�t ĞƐƚĞƌĐƌĂŝŐƐͬ �ŚĂƌůĞƐƚŽŶ�ĂƌĞĂ͘ ���ŽŶĐĞƌŶĞĚ�ƚŚĂƚ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ƉŽƚĞŶƟĂů�ŽĨ�

sites MU2 and H3a may be constrained if insufficient road access is provided. Discussions between the

respondent and the Council’s traffic engineers have suggested that a through road would be required (i.E.

Two connections to the public road network) and the design and geometry of the road would have to meet

certain minimum standards.One access can be provided from Leachkin Road. A second access is more

challenging, however believe that this is critical for the potential of these sites to be stymied. Concerned if

no second access were to be provided as result of the proposed link road and golf course re-design.

�ĞůŝĞǀ ĞƐ�ƚŚĞƌĞ�ŝƐ�ƐĐŽƉĞ�ĨŽƌ�Ă�ƉƌŽƉĞƌůǇ�ƉůĂŶŶĞĚ�ƐŽůƵƟŽŶ�ǁ ŚŝĐŚ�ƐĂƟƐĮ ĞƐ�Ăůů�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ��ŽƵŶĐŝů͛Ɛ�ĂƐƉŝƌĂƟŽŶƐ͘ ���

Proposed Plan should contain requirement for through road

and masterplan for Westercraigs/Charleston area.

Inverness Inverness West Community

Council(00296)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

96/1/003

Inverness H03ABC Requests clarification in Plan that no significant development will be allowed on this site prior to

completion of the West Link because of pressure on existing canal crossings.

Developer requirement that no significant development will be

allowed on the site prior to completion of West Link.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/069

Inverness H04A SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements are included in the Proposed Plan.

Flood Risk Assessment will be required in support of a planning application. Public sewer connection still

required.

Flood Risk Assessment will be required in support of a planning

application.

Inverness Scottish Canals(00655) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/006

55/1/005

Inverness H04A No objection in principle. Proposals should respect canal-side setting of Scheduled Monument and canal

embankments. H4A and H5 may provide opportunity to utilise canal as a receptor for surface water.

Inverness The Scottish Government(00957) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

57/1/021

Inverness H04A Seek a developer requirement to note the need to consider the setting of the Caledonian Canal. Developer requirement to note the need to consider the

setting of the Caledonian Canal.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/070

Inverness H04B SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements are included in the Proposed Plan.

Flood Risk Assessment will be required in support of a planning application. Public sewer connection still

required.

Flood Risk Assessment will be required in support of a planning

application.

Inverness Mr John Paterson(00900) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

00/1/001

Inverness H04B KďũĞĐƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƚŚŝƐ�ƐŝƚĞ�ďĞĐĂƵƐĞ͗ �Ͳ�ŽĨ�ŝƚƐ�ŝŵƉŽƌƚĂŶƚ�ŐƌĞĞŶ�ƐƉĂĐĞ�ƵƐĞ͕�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĞ�ƉŽƚĞŶƟĂů�ŝŵƉĂĐƚ�ŽŶ�ƉĞĂĐĞĨƵůŶĞƐƐ�

and on residents enjoyment. - area adds to the sense of openness and space locally and that other open

space further afield belongs to the school and the golf course and is therefore not accessible to the general

public. - Highland greenspace audit, PAN65 and SPP 11 state the importance of our greenspace resource

and considers that this space provides for a variety of activities. In addition to provision of green space with

new development the respondent considers that there is equally a need to protect the areas provided in

the past refering to PAN 65 which states that "Development plans should safeguard important open spaces

from development in the long term."

Non-retention of H4B

Inverness Muirtown Community Council(00309) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

09/1/003

Inverness H05 Continue to object to development on site H5. It is a high amenity site, adjacent to the Caledonian Canal

and Tomnahurich Cemetery, is at a major tourist gateway to Inverness. Consider high density, relatively

high rise housing development, is totally inappropriate at this sensitive location.

Non-allocation of site H5 in the Proposed Plan

Inverness Scottish Canals(00655) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/006

55/1/005

Inverness H05 No objection in principle. Proposals should respect canal-side setting of Scheduled Monument and canal

embankments. H4A and H5 may provide opportunity to utilise canal as a receptor for surface water.
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POLICY/SITE
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Inverness Scottish Canals(00655) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/006

55/1/009

Inverness H05 Supports preference for C2, H5 and MU4. Sites form part of the Torvean and Ness-side Charette area which

Scottish Canals is keen to support. Scottish Canal’s vision for the area would see the canal play a role in a

major recreational and tourist hub here. Opportunity to investigate the creation of additional waterspace

within the existing landscape setting to help create an impressive western gateway into the City. May be a

unique opportunity to create a water based recreational hub comprising an off-line basin for moorings and

other water-based uses on part of the existing golf course. Would also provide a crucial strategic role for

the wider canal network. Would take advantage of existing recreational facilities in the area. Inverness

Rowing Club would like to expand their existing activities and Scottish Canals are in communication with

:ĂĐŽďŝƚĞ��ƌƵŝƐĞƐ�ĂŶĚ��ĂůĞǇ��ƌƵŝƐĞƐ�ĂďŽƵƚ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ĞǆŝƐƟŶŐ�ĂŶĚ�ĨƵƚƵƌĞ�ŶĞĞĚƐ͘ ���dŚĞ�ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ�ƐĞĐŽŶĚ�ĐĂŶĂů�ďƌŝĚŐĞ�

crossing at Torvean will have implications for how this section of the canal is used both operationally and

commercially.Supports Council’s desire for a development brief for the area and welcomes the opportunity

to set out some of the canal-related, strategic context and potential opportunities at the forthcoming

charrette. Keen to ensure that changes to this area facilitate opportunities for existing and new canal-

related businesses and also that the role and setting of the canal is understood and respected. Keen to

explore this further with stakeholders at the charrette and happy to assist with any preparatory work,

ŝŶƚƌŽĚƵĐƚŽƌǇ�ƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĂƟŽŶƐ�Žƌ�ǁ ŽƌŬƐŚŽƉ�ŝŶƉƵƚ�ĂƐ�ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ͘ �

Inverness Ms Rebekah Morris(00952) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

52/1/001

Inverness H05 Objects to the allocation of these sites for development because of the impact this would have on

recreation for locals and on tourism.

Removal of site for proposed plan.

Inverness Ms Jemimah Morris(00953) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

53/1/002

Inverness H05 Objects to the allocation of these sites as it is considered that their development would have a negative

impact on the landscape and views, and on the tourist industry.

Removal of sites H5 and H6 from the Plan.

Inverness Ms Katherine Morris(00954) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

54/1/001

Inverness H05 Canal area should be protected from development as it used for a lot of recreation including walking and

boating and is an important tourist feature.

Assume non-allocation of H5 and H7 in Proposed Plan

Inverness The Scottish Government(00957) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

57/1/021

Inverness H05 Seek a developer requirement to note the need to consider the setting of the Caledonian Canal. Developer requirement to note the need to consider the

setting of the Caledonian Canal.

Inverness Mr Owen Morris(00975) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

75/1/003

Inverness H05 Opposed to development on the banks of the Caledonian Canal as it is a unique feature of this area that

enhances lifestyle and attracts tourists.

Removal of sites H5 and H7 from the Plan.

Inverness Scottish Canals(00655) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/006

55/1/005

Inverness H06 No objection in principle. Proposals should respect canal-side setting of Scheduled Monument and canal

embankments. H4A and H5 may provide opportunity to utilise canal as a receptor for surface water.

Inverness Ms Rebekah Morris(00952) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

52/1/002

Inverness H06 Supports the Councils non preference of this site for development because of the impact this would have

on recreation for locals and on tourism.

Inverness Ms Jemimah Morris(00953) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

53/1/003

Inverness H06 Supports the Councils non preference of this site as it is considered that their development would have a

negative impact on the landscape and views, and on the tourist industry.

Inverness Ms Katherine Morris(00954) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

54/1/008

Inverness H06 Canal area should be protected from development as it used for a lot of recreation including walking and

boating and is an important tourist feature.

Inverness The Scottish Government(00957) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

57/1/038

Inverness H06 Histroic Scotland welcome the recognition of the potential impact of this allocation on the setting the

Caledonian Canal and note that the site is not preferred by the Council.

Inverness Mr Owen Morris(00975) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

75/1/004

Inverness H06 Respondent opposed to development on the banks of the Caledonian Calal as it is a unique feature of this

area that enhances lifestyle and attracts tourists.

Inverness Ms Rebekah Morris(00952) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

52/1/001

Inverness H07 Objects to the allocation of these sites for development because of the impact this would have on

recreation for locals and on tourism.

Removal of site for proposed plan.

Inverness Ms Jemimah Morris(00953) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

53/1/002

Inverness H07 Objects to the allocation of these sites as it is considered that their development would have a negative

impact on the landscape and views, and on the tourist industry.

Removal of sites H5 and H6 from the Plan.

Inverness Ms Katherine Morris(00954) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

54/1/001

Inverness H07 Canal area should be protected from development as it used for a lot of recreation including walking and

boating and is an important tourist feature.

Assume non-allocation of H5 and H7 in Proposed Plan

Inverness The Scottish Government(00957) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

57/1/021

Inverness H07 Seek a developer requirement to note the need to consider the setting of the Caledonian Canal. Developer requirement to note the need to consider the

setting of the Caledonian Canal.

Inverness Mr Owen Morris(00975) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

75/1/003

Inverness H07 Opposed to development on the banks of the Caledonian Canal as it is a unique feature of this area that

enhances lifestyle and attracts tourists.

Removal of sites H5 and H7 from the Plan.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/071

Inverness H08 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements are included in the Proposed Plan. Text

modified to state development of the site would have to be supported by an FRA and all development will

Ăǀ ŽŝĚ�ƚŚĞ�ĨƵŶĐƟŽŶĂů�ŇŽŽĚƉůĂŝŶ͘ �D ĂǇ�Ăī ĞĐƚ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƌĞĂ�Ăǀ ĂŝůĂďůĞ�Žƌ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŝƚĞ͘��

Flood Risk Assessment will be required in support of any

planning application.

Inverness Ms Katherine Morris(00954) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

54/1/006

Inverness H08 River and canal and beautiful and have great use and further potential to draw tourism to the area, should

be protected along with views around them.

Inverness Mr Owen Morris(00975) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

75/1/005

Inverness H08 Not opposed to development on these sites but believes that any development needs to be sympathetic to

the natural environment and a large strip of greenspace is protected along the banks fo the River Ness.
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Inverness Burt Boulton Holdings Ltd(01209) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/012

09/1/001

Inverness H08 >ĂŶĚŽǁ ŶĞƌ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚƐ�ƚŚĞ�ĂůůŽĐĂƟŽŶ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞƐĞ�ƐŝƚĞƐ�ĨŽƌ�ŚŽƵƐŝŶŐ͘��dŚĞ�ůĂŶĚŽǁ ŶĞƌ�ŚĂƐ�ƚŚĞ�ĨŽůůŽǁ ŝŶŐ�ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐ�ƚŽ�

ŵĂŬĞ�ĂďŽƵƚ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ĐŽŵŵŝƩŵĞŶƚ�ƚŽ�ĚĞůŝǀ ĞƌǇ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞƐĞ�ƐŝƚĞƐ�Ͳ�ƚŚĞǇ�ƐƵďŵŝƩĞĚ�Ă�ƉƌĞ�ĂƉƉůŝĐĂƟŽŶ�ŝŶƋƵŝƌǇ�ŝŶ�ϮϬϭϬ��Ͳ�

the only reason they have not progressed to submission of a planning application has been based on the

Council's advice on prematurity prior to the West Link road and the request for an overall masterplanned

approach for the wider Ness-side area (which is not fully in this landowners control).The landowner makes

ƚŚĞ�ĨŽůůŽǁ ŝŶŐ�ĂĚĚŝƟŽŶĂů�ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐ�Ͳ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƌĞĂ�ĞǆĐůƵĚĞĚ�ĨƌŽŵ�, ϴ�ĂƉƉĞĂƌƐ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƌĞĂ�ŝĚĞŶƟĮ ĞĚ�ĂƐ�ďĞŝŶŐ�Ăƚ�

risk of fluvial flooding on SEPA's flood map, and given the buffer necessary from the road they have no

ŽďũĞĐƟŽŶ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƵŐŐĞƐƚĞĚ�ƐƉůŝƚ�;ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƟĂů�ĂŶĚ�ŽƉĞŶ�ƐƉĂĐĞͿ�Ͳ�ƚŚĞǇ�ƐƚĂƚĞ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ƉƌĞĨĞƌĞŶĐĞ�ĨŽƌ�Ă�ĚŝƌĞĐƚ�ĂĐĐĞƐƐ�

ŝŶƚŽ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ůĂŶĚ�Žī ��ŽƌĞƐ�ZŽĂĚ�Ͳ�ƚŚĞǇ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌ�ƚŚĂƚ�ǁ ŝƚŚ�ŽƉƟŽŶ�ϲ�ƐĞůĞĐƚĞĚ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�t ĞƐƚ�ůŝŶŬ�ƌŽĂĚ�ƚŚŝƐ�ƌĞŵŽǀ ĞƐ�

ĂŶ�ŽďƐƚĂĐůĞ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ŽĨ�ƚŚŝƐ�ůĂŶĚ�Ͳ�ƚŚĞǇ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌ�ǁ ŝƚŚ��ŽƵŶĐŝů�ƉƌŽŐƌĞƐƐ�ŽŶ�Ă�ĚĞƐŝŐŶ�ĐŚĂƌĞƩĞ�ƚŚĞŶ�

ƚŚŝƐ�ǁ ŝůů�ƌĞŵŽǀ Ğ�ƚŚĞ�ŽƚŚĞƌ�ŽďƐƚĂĐůĞ��Ͳ�ƚŚĞǇ�ĂƌĞ�ĐŽŵŵŝƩĞĚ�ƚŽ�ǁ ŽƌŬŝŶŐ�ǁ ŝƚŚ�ƚŚĞ��ŽƵŶĐŝů�ƚŽ�ĞŶƐƵƌĞ�ƚŚŝƐ�

ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƟĂů�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ĐĂŶ�ďĞ�ĚĞůŝǀ ĞƌĞĚ�ǁ ŝƚŚŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝĨĞƟŵĞ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�/D &>�W�

Inverness Tulloch Homes Ltd(00393) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

93/1/003

Inverness H09 Supports inclusion of thier land for development and considers that given it is a priority to unlock the

development potential of this area that other means of realeasign this land should be considered prior to

delivery of the Inverness West Link Road as the timetable for this is uncertain. Request the Council should

be mindful of the economic climate and facilitate a pragmatic approach to phasing and infrastructure of this

land to allow H9 to be released in the short to medium term.

Phase site H9 in the proposed plan as a short to medium term

site and not stagnate development in this area due to the lack

of the West Link Road.

Inverness Mrs C Stafford(00511) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

11/1/016

Inverness H09 Does not support H9 for housing development Non-allocation of H9 for housing in the Proposed Plan

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/072

Inverness H09 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements are included in the Proposed Plan. Text

modified to state development of the site would have to be supported by an FRA and all development will

Ăǀ ŽŝĚ�ƚŚĞ�ĨƵŶĐƟŽŶĂů�ŇŽŽĚƉůĂŝŶ͘ �D ĂǇ�Ăī ĞĐƚ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƌĞĂ�Ăǀ ĂŝůĂďůĞ�Žƌ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŝƚĞ͘��

Flood Risk Assessment will be required in support of any

planning application.

Inverness Ms Katherine Morris(00954) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

54/1/007

Inverness H09 River and canal and beautiful and have great use and further potential to draw tourism to the area, should

be protected along with views around them.

Assume non-allocation of H9 and H11 in Proposed Plan

Inverness Mr Owen Morris(00975) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

75/1/005

Inverness H09 Not opposed to development on these sites but believes that any development needs to be sympathetic to

the natural environment and a large strip of greenspace is protected along the banks fo the River Ness.

Inverness Mr George MacWilliam(01215) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/012

15/1/007

Inverness H09 Area of H9 should be reduced to enable the roundabout on Dores Road to be the starting point for a by-

pass on to the A82, corridor for such a by-pass should be reserved at this stage.

Reduce area of H9 in the Proposed Plan

Inverness Scottish Natural Heritage(00204) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

04/1/047

Inverness H10 Concerns regarding potential badger, great crested newt and woodland impacts. Suggests outweighing

public benefits should be explained, lack of alternatives demonstrated, tree loss minimised, pre-

determination species surveys undertaken, and high standard of compensatory planting undertaken.

Developer requirement mitigation to cover potential badger,

great crested newt and woodland impacts.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/073

Inverness H10 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements are included in the Proposed Plan. Text

modified to state development of the site would have to be supported by an FRA and all development will

Ăǀ ŽŝĚ�ƚŚĞ�ĨƵŶĐƟŽŶĂů�ŇŽŽĚƉůĂŝŶ͘ �D ĂǇ�Ăī ĞĐƚ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƌĞĂ�Ăǀ ĂŝůĂďůĞ�Žƌ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŝƚĞ͘�

Flood Risk Assessment will be required in support of any

planning application.

Inverness The Scottish Government(00957) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

57/1/023

Inverness H10 While lying outwith the allocation to the north-west Historic Scotland (HS) would ask that developer

requirements recognise the need to consider the setting of the scheduled monument Holme Mains, motte

210m SE of (Index no. 3078) in this area.

Requests a developer requirement to consider the setting of

scheduled monument Holme Mains, Mottee 210 m SE.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/074

Inverness H11 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements are included in the Proposed Plan. Text

modified to state development of the site would have to be supported by an FRA and all development will

Ăǀ ŽŝĚ�ƚŚĞ�ĨƵŶĐƟŽŶĂů�ŇŽŽĚƉůĂŝŶ͘ �D ĂǇ�Ăī ĞĐƚ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƌĞĂ�Ăǀ ĂŝůĂďůĞ�Žƌ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŝƚĞ͘��

SEPA request insertion of text to indicate potential flood risk

and requirement for Flood Risk Assessment to support any

planning application.

Inverness Ms Katherine Morris(00954) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

54/1/007

Inverness H11 River and canal and beautiful and have great use and further potential to draw tourism to the area, should

be protected along with views around them.

Assume non-allocation of H9 and H11 in Proposed Plan

Inverness Mr Owen Morris(00975) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

75/1/005

Inverness H11 Not opposed to development on these sites but believes that any development needs to be sympathetic to

the natural environment and a large strip of greenspace is protected along the banks fo the River Ness.
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ISSUE NAME OUR REF.

POLICY/SITE

NAME COMMENT MODIFICATION SOUGHT
Inverness Burt Boulton Holdings Ltd(01209) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/012

09/1/001

Inverness H11 >ĂŶĚŽǁ ŶĞƌ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚƐ�ƚŚĞ�ĂůůŽĐĂƟŽŶ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞƐĞ�ƐŝƚĞƐ�ĨŽƌ�ŚŽƵƐŝŶŐ͘��dŚĞ�ůĂŶĚŽǁ ŶĞƌ�ŚĂƐ�ƚŚĞ�ĨŽůůŽǁ ŝŶŐ�ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐ�ƚŽ�

ŵĂŬĞ�ĂďŽƵƚ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ĐŽŵŵŝƩŵĞŶƚ�ƚŽ�ĚĞůŝǀ ĞƌǇ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞƐĞ�ƐŝƚĞƐ�Ͳ�ƚŚĞǇ�ƐƵďŵŝƩĞĚ�Ă�ƉƌĞ�ĂƉƉůŝĐĂƟŽŶ�ŝŶƋƵŝƌǇ�ŝŶ�ϮϬϭϬ��Ͳ�

the only reason they have not progressed to submission of a planning application has been based on the

Council's advice on prematurity prior to the West Link road and the request for an overall masterplanned

approach for the wider Ness-side area (which is not fully in this landowners control).The landowner makes

ƚŚĞ�ĨŽůůŽǁ ŝŶŐ�ĂĚĚŝƟŽŶĂů�ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐ�Ͳ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƌĞĂ�ĞǆĐůƵĚĞĚ�ĨƌŽŵ�, ϴ�ĂƉƉĞĂƌƐ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƌĞĂ�ŝĚĞŶƟĮ ĞĚ�ĂƐ�ďĞŝŶŐ�Ăƚ�

risk of fluvial flooding on SEPA's flood map, and given the buffer necessary from the road they have no

ŽďũĞĐƟŽŶ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƵŐŐĞƐƚĞĚ�ƐƉůŝƚ�;ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƟĂů�ĂŶĚ�ŽƉĞŶ�ƐƉĂĐĞͿ�Ͳ�ƚŚĞǇ�ƐƚĂƚĞ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ƉƌĞĨĞƌĞŶĐĞ�ĨŽƌ�Ă�ĚŝƌĞĐƚ�ĂĐĐĞƐƐ�

ŝŶƚŽ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ůĂŶĚ�Žī ��ŽƌĞƐ�ZŽĂĚ�Ͳ�ƚŚĞǇ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌ�ƚŚĂƚ�ǁ ŝƚŚ�ŽƉƟŽŶ�ϲ�ƐĞůĞĐƚĞĚ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�t ĞƐƚ�ůŝŶŬ�ƌŽĂĚ�ƚŚŝƐ�ƌĞŵŽǀ ĞƐ�

ĂŶ�ŽďƐƚĂĐůĞ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ŽĨ�ƚŚŝƐ�ůĂŶĚ�Ͳ�ƚŚĞǇ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌ�ǁ ŝƚŚ��ŽƵŶĐŝů�ƉƌŽŐƌĞƐƐ�ŽŶ�Ă�ĚĞƐŝŐŶ�ĐŚĂƌĞƩĞ�ƚŚĞŶ�

ƚŚŝƐ�ǁ ŝůů�ƌĞŵŽǀ Ğ�ƚŚĞ�ŽƚŚĞƌ�ŽďƐƚĂĐůĞ��Ͳ�ƚŚĞǇ�ĂƌĞ�ĐŽŵŵŝƩĞĚ�ƚŽ�ǁ ŽƌŬŝŶŐ�ǁ ŝƚŚ�ƚŚĞ��ŽƵŶĐŝů�ƚŽ�ĞŶƐƵƌĞ�ƚŚŝƐ�

ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƟĂů�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ĐĂŶ�ďĞ�ĚĞůŝǀ ĞƌĞĚ�ǁ ŝƚŚŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝĨĞƟŵĞ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�/D &>�W�

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/075

Inverness H12A H12a and H12c should be removed from plan. Removal of H12 A and H12C from the plan.

Inverness Ms Freda Newton(00987) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

87/1/001

Inverness H12A Objects to the non-preference of H12a-c and H13 for housing development for following reasons:-

ZĞůĂƟǀ ĞůǇ�ƐŵĂůů�ĂŶĚ�ƵŶŽďƚƌƵƐŝǀ Ğ�ĂƌĞĂƐ�ŽĨ�ůĂŶĚ�ǁ ŝƚŚŝŶ�ǁ ŽŽĚůĂŶĚ�ĂŶĚ�ƐĞƩ ůĞŵĞŶƚ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ĂƌĞĂ͖ �Ͳ�̂ ŝƚĞ�ŝƐ�

serviceable; existing active travel connections from Holm Dell and Ness Castle; foul drainage via an

extension of the existing network to Allanfearn system which has sufficient capacity; water supply from the

ĞǆŝƐƟŶŐ�ŶĞƚǁ ŽƌŬ�ĂŶĚ�ŚĂƐ�ƐƵĸ ĐŝĞŶƚ�ĐĂƉĂĐŝƚǇ͖�Ͳ�ƐŝƚĞ�ĐŽŶƐƚƌĂŝŶƚƐ�ĐĂŶ�ďĞ�ĂĚĚƌĞƐƐĞĚ͗ �ĂƐƐĞƐƐŵĞŶƚ�ǁ ŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�

carried out and buildings set back from the Holm Burn flood risk area; woodland protected would be

retained in interest of integrating development with the landscape and maintaining local amenity; the listed

Drumdevan House is well screened from the development areas by dense mature woodland; the Boar

Stone site lies to the north east of the site however it was moved to the Highland Council Chamber building

ƐĞǀ ĞƌĂů�ǇĞĂƌƐ�ĂŐŽ͖ �ƐŝƚĞ�ŝƐ�ŶŽƚ�ƉƌŝŵĞ�ĂŐƌŝĐƵůƚƵƌĂů�ůĂŶĚ͖ �Ͳ��ŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ďĞŶĞĮ ƚƐ͗ �ƉƌŽƉŽƌƟŽŶ�ŽĨ�Ăī ŽƌĚĂďůĞ�

housing; education contributions; continuation of public access along the edge of the Holm Burn linking

with Core Path routes; safeguarding and enabling provision of high quality open space; help meet demand

for low density housing development in a high quality wooded landscape setting on the edge of the city

(precedent already set in this area) reducing pressure on the open countryside or Hinterland around

Inverness.- Inconsistent that H15 and H49 are preferred for development when H12a-c and H13 are not.

Questions why additional housing sites, particularly H15 and H49, have been identified when Council stated

in responses to the HwLDP that “there is no shortfall of effective housing land within Inverness City”.

Considers that significant cons listed in MIR against H12a-c and H13 are equally applicable to H15 an H49 as

they are both in the countryside and on land currently identified as green wedges in the Inverness Local

Plan. Furthermore, both areas are active working farms outwith the urban edge and are large and

ƉŽƚĞŶƟĂůůǇ�ǀ ĞƌǇ�ŽďƚƌƵƐŝǀ Ğ�ƐŝƚĞ�ƚŚƵƐ�ŚĂǀ ŝŶŐ�ƐŝŐŶŝĮ ĐĂŶƚ�ůĂŶĚƐĐĂƉĞ�ĂŶĚ�ǀ ŝƐƵĂů�ŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ͘ ���

Allocation of H12a-c and H13 for housing in the Proposed Plan

Inverness Ms Freda Newton(00987) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

87/1/003

Inverness H12ABC Questions why additional housing sites, particularly H15 and H49, have been identified when Council stated

in responses to the HwLDP that “there is no shortfall of effective housing land within Inverness City”.

Inconsistent that H15 and H49 are preferred for development when H12a-c and H13 are not.Considers that

significant cons listed in MIR against H12a-c and H13 are equally applicable to H15 an H49 as they are both

in the countryside and on land currently identified as green wedges in the Inverness Local Plan.

Furthermore, both areas are active working farms outwith the urban edge and are large and potentially

very obtrusive site thus having significant landscape and visual impacts.  Considers H12 and H13 are well 

contained in the landscape by their wooded margins and as such are very secluded and unobtrusive; do not

intrude into open land; are not part of a working farm and would follow the precedent already set of

ĂůůŽǁ ŝŶŐ�ƐŽŵĞ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ǁ ŝƚŚŝŶ�ƚŚŝƐ�ůĂŶĚƐĐĂƉĞ�ǁ ŝƚŚŽƵƚ�ĚĞƚƌŝŵĞŶƚ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ƐĞƫ ŶŐ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ƵƌďĂŶ�ĞĚŐĞ͘����/Ĩ�

the Council continues to support sites H15 and H49 in the Proposed Plan there is justification for including

sites H12 and H13. However, in terms of their small scale and minimal impact on the setting of the urban

edge of the city, sites H12 and H13 also stand on their own merits.

Allocation of H12a-c and H13 for housing in Proposed Plan

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/291

Inverness H12B Text for H12B modified to state development of the site would have to be supported by a FRA and all

development will avoid the functional floodplain. May affect the development options for the site.

Flood Risk Assessment required for H12B in support of

planning application.

Page 11



ISSUE NAME OUR REF.
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NAME COMMENT MODIFICATION SOUGHT
Inverness Ms Freda Newton(00987) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

87/1/001

Inverness H12B Objects to the non-preference of H12a-c and H13 for housing development for following reasons:-

ZĞůĂƟǀ ĞůǇ�ƐŵĂůů�ĂŶĚ�ƵŶŽďƚƌƵƐŝǀ Ğ�ĂƌĞĂƐ�ŽĨ�ůĂŶĚ�ǁ ŝƚŚŝŶ�ǁ ŽŽĚůĂŶĚ�ĂŶĚ�ƐĞƩ ůĞŵĞŶƚ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ĂƌĞĂ͖ �Ͳ�̂ ŝƚĞ�ŝƐ�

serviceable; existing active travel connections from Holm Dell and Ness Castle; foul drainage via an

extension of the existing network to Allanfearn system which has sufficient capacity; water supply from the

ĞǆŝƐƟŶŐ�ŶĞƚǁ ŽƌŬ�ĂŶĚ�ŚĂƐ�ƐƵĸ ĐŝĞŶƚ�ĐĂƉĂĐŝƚǇ͖�Ͳ�ƐŝƚĞ�ĐŽŶƐƚƌĂŝŶƚƐ�ĐĂŶ�ďĞ�ĂĚĚƌĞƐƐĞĚ͗ �ĂƐƐĞƐƐŵĞŶƚ�ǁ ŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�

carried out and buildings set back from the Holm Burn flood risk area; woodland protected would be

retained in interest of integrating development with the landscape and maintaining local amenity; the listed

Drumdevan House is well screened from the development areas by dense mature woodland; the Boar

Stone site lies to the north east of the site however it was moved to the Highland Council Chamber building

ƐĞǀ ĞƌĂů�ǇĞĂƌƐ�ĂŐŽ͖ �ƐŝƚĞ�ŝƐ�ŶŽƚ�ƉƌŝŵĞ�ĂŐƌŝĐƵůƚƵƌĂů�ůĂŶĚ͖ �Ͳ��ŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ďĞŶĞĮ ƚƐ͗ �ƉƌŽƉŽƌƟŽŶ�ŽĨ�Ăī ŽƌĚĂďůĞ�

housing; education contributions; continuation of public access along the edge of the Holm Burn linking

with Core Path routes; safeguarding and enabling provision of high quality open space; help meet demand

for low density housing development in a high quality wooded landscape setting on the edge of the city

(precedent already set in this area) reducing pressure on the open countryside or Hinterland around

Inverness.- Inconsistent that H15 and H49 are preferred for development when H12a-c and H13 are not.

Questions why additional housing sites, particularly H15 and H49, have been identified when Council stated

in responses to the HwLDP that “there is no shortfall of effective housing land within Inverness City”.

Considers that significant cons listed in MIR against H12a-c and H13 are equally applicable to H15 an H49 as

they are both in the countryside and on land currently identified as green wedges in the Inverness Local

Plan. Furthermore, both areas are active working farms outwith the urban edge and are large and

ƉŽƚĞŶƟĂůůǇ�ǀ ĞƌǇ�ŽďƚƌƵƐŝǀ Ğ�ƐŝƚĞ�ƚŚƵƐ�ŚĂǀ ŝŶŐ�ƐŝŐŶŝĮ ĐĂŶƚ�ůĂŶĚƐĐĂƉĞ�ĂŶĚ�ǀ ŝƐƵĂů�ŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ͘ ���

Allocation of H12a-c and H13 for housing in the Proposed Plan

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/075

Inverness H12C H12a and H12c should be removed from plan. Removal of H12 A and H12C from the plan.

Inverness Ms Freda Newton(00987) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

87/1/001

Inverness H12C Objects to the non-preference of H12a-c and H13 for housing development for following reasons:-

ZĞůĂƟǀ ĞůǇ�ƐŵĂůů�ĂŶĚ�ƵŶŽďƚƌƵƐŝǀ Ğ�ĂƌĞĂƐ�ŽĨ�ůĂŶĚ�ǁ ŝƚŚŝŶ�ǁ ŽŽĚůĂŶĚ�ĂŶĚ�ƐĞƩ ůĞŵĞŶƚ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ĂƌĞĂ͖ �Ͳ�̂ ŝƚĞ�ŝƐ�

serviceable; existing active travel connections from Holm Dell and Ness Castle; foul drainage via an

extension of the existing network to Allanfearn system which has sufficient capacity; water supply from the

ĞǆŝƐƟŶŐ�ŶĞƚǁ ŽƌŬ�ĂŶĚ�ŚĂƐ�ƐƵĸ ĐŝĞŶƚ�ĐĂƉĂĐŝƚǇ͖�Ͳ�ƐŝƚĞ�ĐŽŶƐƚƌĂŝŶƚƐ�ĐĂŶ�ďĞ�ĂĚĚƌĞƐƐĞĚ͗ �ĂƐƐĞƐƐŵĞŶƚ�ǁ ŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�

carried out and buildings set back from the Holm Burn flood risk area; woodland protected would be

retained in interest of integrating development with the landscape and maintaining local amenity; the listed

Drumdevan House is well screened from the development areas by dense mature woodland; the Boar

Stone site lies to the north east of the site however it was moved to the Highland Council Chamber building

ƐĞǀ ĞƌĂů�ǇĞĂƌƐ�ĂŐŽ͖ �ƐŝƚĞ�ŝƐ�ŶŽƚ�ƉƌŝŵĞ�ĂŐƌŝĐƵůƚƵƌĂů�ůĂŶĚ͖ �Ͳ��ŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ďĞŶĞĮ ƚƐ͗ �ƉƌŽƉŽƌƟŽŶ�ŽĨ�Ăī ŽƌĚĂďůĞ�

housing; education contributions; continuation of public access along the edge of the Holm Burn linking

with Core Path routes; safeguarding and enabling provision of high quality open space; help meet demand

for low density housing development in a high quality wooded landscape setting on the edge of the city

(precedent already set in this area) reducing pressure on the open countryside or Hinterland around

Inverness.- Inconsistent that H15 and H49 are preferred for development when H12a-c and H13 are not.

Questions why additional housing sites, particularly H15 and H49, have been identified when Council stated

in responses to the HwLDP that “there is no shortfall of effective housing land within Inverness City”.

Considers that significant cons listed in MIR against H12a-c and H13 are equally applicable to H15 an H49 as

they are both in the countryside and on land currently identified as green wedges in the Inverness Local

Plan. Furthermore, both areas are active working farms outwith the urban edge and are large and

ƉŽƚĞŶƟĂůůǇ�ǀ ĞƌǇ�ŽďƚƌƵƐŝǀ Ğ�ƐŝƚĞ�ƚŚƵƐ�ŚĂǀ ŝŶŐ�ƐŝŐŶŝĮ ĐĂŶƚ�ůĂŶĚƐĐĂƉĞ�ĂŶĚ�ǀ ŝƐƵĂů�ŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ͘ ���

Allocation of H12a-c and H13 for housing in the Proposed Plan

Inverness Lochardil And Drummond Community

Council(00304)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

04/2/007

Inverness H13 Supports non-preferred status of H13 and supports Prefered status of C4. Respondent considers that all

land south of the road would be better utilised for allotments as proposed to housing.
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Inverness Ms Freda Newton(00987) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

87/1/001

Inverness H13 Objects to the non-preference of H12a-c and H13 for housing development for following reasons:-

ZĞůĂƟǀ ĞůǇ�ƐŵĂůů�ĂŶĚ�ƵŶŽďƚƌƵƐŝǀ Ğ�ĂƌĞĂƐ�ŽĨ�ůĂŶĚ�ǁ ŝƚŚŝŶ�ǁ ŽŽĚůĂŶĚ�ĂŶĚ�ƐĞƩ ůĞŵĞŶƚ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ĂƌĞĂ͖ �Ͳ�̂ ŝƚĞ�ŝƐ�

serviceable; existing active travel connections from Holm Dell and Ness Castle; foul drainage via an

extension of the existing network to Allanfearn system which has sufficient capacity; water supply from the

ĞǆŝƐƟŶŐ�ŶĞƚǁ ŽƌŬ�ĂŶĚ�ŚĂƐ�ƐƵĸ ĐŝĞŶƚ�ĐĂƉĂĐŝƚǇ͖�Ͳ�ƐŝƚĞ�ĐŽŶƐƚƌĂŝŶƚƐ�ĐĂŶ�ďĞ�ĂĚĚƌĞƐƐĞĚ͗ �ĂƐƐĞƐƐŵĞŶƚ�ǁ ŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�

carried out and buildings set back from the Holm Burn flood risk area; woodland protected would be

retained in interest of integrating development with the landscape and maintaining local amenity; the listed

Drumdevan House is well screened from the development areas by dense mature woodland; the Boar

Stone site lies to the north east of the site however it was moved to the Highland Council Chamber building

ƐĞǀ ĞƌĂů�ǇĞĂƌƐ�ĂŐŽ͖ �ƐŝƚĞ�ŝƐ�ŶŽƚ�ƉƌŝŵĞ�ĂŐƌŝĐƵůƚƵƌĂů�ůĂŶĚ͖ �Ͳ��ŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ďĞŶĞĮ ƚƐ͗ �ƉƌŽƉŽƌƟŽŶ�ŽĨ�Ăī ŽƌĚĂďůĞ�

housing; education contributions; continuation of public access along the edge of the Holm Burn linking

with Core Path routes; safeguarding and enabling provision of high quality open space; help meet demand

for low density housing development in a high quality wooded landscape setting on the edge of the city

(precedent already set in this area) reducing pressure on the open countryside or Hinterland around

Inverness.- Inconsistent that H15 and H49 are preferred for development when H12a-c and H13 are not.

Questions why additional housing sites, particularly H15 and H49, have been identified when Council stated

in responses to the HwLDP that “there is no shortfall of effective housing land within Inverness City”.

Considers that significant cons listed in MIR against H12a-c and H13 are equally applicable to H15 an H49 as

they are both in the countryside and on land currently identified as green wedges in the Inverness Local

Plan. Furthermore, both areas are active working farms outwith the urban edge and are large and

ƉŽƚĞŶƟĂůůǇ�ǀ ĞƌǇ�ŽďƚƌƵƐŝǀ Ğ�ƐŝƚĞ�ƚŚƵƐ�ŚĂǀ ŝŶŐ�ƐŝŐŶŝĮ ĐĂŶƚ�ůĂŶĚƐĐĂƉĞ�ĂŶĚ�ǀ ŝƐƵĂů�ŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ͘ ���

Allocation of H12a-c and H13 for housing in the Proposed Plan

Inverness Ms Freda Newton(00987) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

87/1/002

Inverness H13 Unacceptable that C4 is preferred for community/allotments without land owner consultation and as a

spurious extension of larger designation on opposite side of Essich Road. Consider preference for

allotments is ill-conceived and possibly a knee-jerk reaction only because of its relative proximity to the

Knocknagael part of site C4.

Allocation of C4 for housing rather than community use in the

Proposed Plan

Inverness Scottish Natural Heritage(00204) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

04/1/048

Inverness H14 Concerns regarding potential badger and woodland impacts. Suggests mitigation is required. Developer requirements for badger and woodland mitigation.

Inverness Lochardil And Drummond Community

Council(00304)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

04/2/006

Inverness H14 Supports development at site H15 as it is recognised that the Flood Relief Channel will make the site

difficult to farm - similar to C4 and it will round off development in this area of Inverness. A Green Wedge

running from site H14 through this site should be maintained.

Developer Requirement on site H15 that green corridor from

H14 is maintained.

Inverness Mr Owen Morris(00975) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

75/1/006

Inverness H14 Respondent concerned that green wedges from the previous Inverness Local Plan are being lost. These sites

seem to be filling up greenspaces rather than preserving them.

Inverness Dr Maria De La Torre(01205) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/012

05/1/009

Inverness H14 Notes site is bull farm. Considers housing on this site is excessive in addition to Ness Castle, also makes

reference to allotments.

Inverness Scottish Natural Heritage(00204) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

04/1/048

Inverness H15 Concerns regarding potential badger and woodland impacts. Suggests mitigation is required. Developer requirements for badger and woodland mitigation.

Inverness Lochardil And Drummond Community

Council(00304)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

04/2/006

Inverness H15 Supports development at site H15 as it is recognised that the Flood Relief Channel will make the site

difficult to farm - similar to C4 and it will round off development in this area of Inverness. A Green Wedge

running from site H14 through this site should be maintained.

Developer Requirement on site H15 that green corridor from

H14 is maintained.
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POLICY/SITE

NAME COMMENT MODIFICATION SOUGHT
Inverness The Scottish Government(00942) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

42/1/001

Inverness H15 The Scottish Government (SG) supports preferred status of C4 and H15 . In support of proposals they have

submitted a site boundary plan, a series of drawings, a development framework, a statement on the

background of Knocknageal Farm and the modernisation programme, a transport paper, and an ecological

ƌĞƉŽƌƚ͘ ���̂' �ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞ�ĂƌŽƵŶĚ�ϭϵϬ�ŚŽƵƐĞ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ͕ �ĂŶĚ�ůĞƐƐĞƌ�ĂƌĞĂ�ŽĨ�ĂůůŽƚŵĞŶƚ�Žƌ�ƚŚĞ�ĐƌĞĂƟŽŶ�ŽĨ�Ă�

�ŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�WƌŽĚƵĐƟŽŶ�' ĂƌĚĞŶ�ŽŶ�Ă�ƐƵŝƚĂďůĞ�ƉĂƌƚ�ŽĨ�Į ĞůĚ��ϰ͘ ���ZĞĂƐŽŶƐ�Őŝǀ ĞŶ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ͗ �Ͳ

receipts will be reinvested in the modernisation of the National Bull Stud Farm which avoids the need for

taxpayers funding. -ǁ ŝůů�ŵĂŬĞ�Ă�ƐŝŐŶŝĮ ĐĂŶƚ�ĐŽŶƚƌŝďƵƟŽŶ�ƚŽ�ĂŶ�Ğī ĞĐƟǀ Ğ�ĂŶĚ�ŵĂƌŬĞƚĂďůĞ�ŚŽƵƐŝŶŐ�ůĂŶĚ�

supply, complementing delivery of expansion areas and contributing towards the balance of required sites

ŵĞŶƟŽŶĞĚ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�, ǁ >�W�ĂƐ�Ηǁ ŝĚĞƌ�/Ŷǀ ĞƌŶĞƐƐ�, D ��ĂŶĚ�ǁ ŝŶĚĨĂůů͘Η��Ͳ�ŽŶƐŝĚĞƌ�ƐŝƚĞ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�Ğī ĞĐƟǀ Ğ͕�ĨƌĞĞ�ĨƌŽŵ�

infrastructure constraints of a deliverable scale, and providing choice. -ĐƌƵĐŝĂů�ƚŽ�ŝĚĞŶƟĨǇ�ƐƵĸ ĐŝĞŶƚ�ƐŵĂůůĞƌ�

scale more easily delivered sites with larger sites to the east and west of the city -the Council needs to

account for the difficulties faced by the house builders gaining project finance and the impact this will have

on build rates. -ƚƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚ�ƉĂƉĞƌ�ĚĞŵŽŶƐƚƌĂƚĞƐ�ŚŽǁ �ƐƵŝƚĂďůĞ�ĐŽŶŶĞĐƟŽŶƐ�ĐĂŶ�ďĞ�ŵĂĚĞ͕�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂƚ�ƚŚĞƌĞ�ŝƐ�

capacity in the local road network -housing proposed could provide a natural rounding off of the 

ƐĞƩ ůĞŵĞŶƚ�ďǇ�ƚŚĞ�ƚŽƉŽŐƌĂƉŚǇ�ͲƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ�ƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞ�ƉůĂŶƟŶŐ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂƚ�ƚŚĞ�ƚƌĂŶƐŝƟŽŶ�ĨƌŽŵ�ƵƌďĂŶ�ƚŽ�ƌƵƌĂů�ĐĂŶ�

ďĞ�ƐŽŌĞŶĞĚ�ďǇ�ŝŶƚĞŐƌĂƟŶŐ�ǁ ŝůĚůŝĨĞ͕�ǁ ŽŽĚůĂŶĚ�ĂŶĚ�ŚŽƵƐŝŶŐ�ͲƐƵƐƚĂŝŶĂďůĞ�ůŽĐĂƟŽŶ͕ �ĂĐĐĞƐƐĞĚ�ďǇ�Ă�ĐŚŽŝĐĞ�ŽĨ�

ƚƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĂŶĚ�ǁ ŝƚŚŝŶ�ĞĂƐǇ�ǁ ĂůŬŝŶŐ�ĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞ�ŽĨ�ůŽĐĂů�ĨĂĐŝůŝƟĞƐ�Ͳconsiders this land to be surplus to

ƚŚĞ�ĨĂƌŵƐ�ŽƉĞƌĂƟŽŶĂů�ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐ͘ �ͲƉŽƚĞŶƟĂů�ĨŽƌ�ƐŽŵĞ�ĨŽƌŵ�ŽĨ�ƐŵĂůů�ƐĐĂůĞ�ŚǇĚƌŽĞůĞĐƚƌŝĐ�ƐĐŚĞŵĞ�ŽƵƚǁ ŝƚŚ�

the site within the Big Burn-Over one third of the site has been reserved for open space and landscaping

Inverness The Scottish Government(00942) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

42/1/002

Inverness H15 The Scottish Government (SG) object to non-preferred status of H16. In support of proposals they have

submitted a site boundary plan, a series of drawings, a development framework, a statement on the

background of Knocknageal Farm and the modernisation programme, a transport paper, and an ecological

ƌĞƉŽƌƚ͘ ���̂' �ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞ�ĂƌŽƵŶĚ�ϭϵϬ�ŚŽƵƐĞ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ͕ �ĂŶĚ�ůĞƐƐĞƌ�ĂƌĞĂ�ŽĨ�ĂůůŽƚŵĞŶƚ�Žƌ�ƚŚĞ�ĐƌĞĂƟŽŶ�ŽĨ�Ă�

�ŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�WƌŽĚƵĐƟŽŶ�' ĂƌĚĞŶ�ŽŶ�Ă�ƐƵŝƚĂďůĞ�ƉĂƌƚ�ŽĨ�Į ĞůĚ��ϰ͘ ���ZĞĂƐŽŶƐ�Őŝǀ ĞŶ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ͗ �Ͳ

receipts will be reinvested in the modernisation of the National Bull Stud Farm which avoids the need for

taxpayers funding. -ǁ ŝůů�ŵĂŬĞ�Ă�ƐŝŐŶŝĮ ĐĂŶƚ�ĐŽŶƚƌŝďƵƟŽŶ�ƚŽ�ĂŶ�Ğī ĞĐƟǀ Ğ�ĂŶĚ�ŵĂƌŬĞƚĂďůĞ�ŚŽƵƐŝŶŐ�ůĂŶĚ�

supply, complementing delivery of expansion areas and contributing towards the balance of required sites

ŵĞŶƟŽŶĞĚ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�, ǁ >�W�ĂƐ�Ηǁ ŝĚĞƌ�/Ŷǀ ĞƌŶĞƐƐ�, D ��ĂŶĚ�ǁ ŝŶĚĨĂůů͘Η��Ͳ�ŽŶƐŝĚĞƌ�ƐŝƚĞ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�Ğī ĞĐƟǀ Ğ͕�ĨƌĞĞ�ĨƌŽŵ�

infrastructure constraints of a deliverable scale, and providing choice. -ĐƌƵĐŝĂů�ƚŽ�ŝĚĞŶƟĨǇ�ƐƵĸ ĐŝĞŶƚ�ƐŵĂůůĞƌ�

scale more easily delivered sites with larger sites to the east and west of the city -the Council needs to

account for the difficulties faced by the house builders gaining project finance and the impact this will have

on build rates. -ƚƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚ�ƉĂƉĞƌ�ĚĞŵŽŶƐƚƌĂƚĞƐ�ŚŽǁ �ƐƵŝƚĂďůĞ�ĐŽŶŶĞĐƟŽŶƐ�ĐĂŶ�ďĞ�ŵĂĚĞ͕�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂƚ�ƚŚĞƌĞ�ŝƐ�

capacity in the local road network -housing proposed could provide a natural rounding off of the 

ƐĞƩ ůĞŵĞŶƚ�ďǇ�ƚŚĞ�ƚŽƉŽŐƌĂƉŚǇ�ͲƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ�ƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞ�ƉůĂŶƟŶŐ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂƚ�ƚŚĞ�ƚƌĂŶƐŝƟŽŶ�ĨƌŽŵ�ƵƌďĂŶ�ƚŽ�ƌƵƌĂů�ĐĂŶ�

ďĞ�ƐŽŌĞŶĞĚ�ďǇ�ŝŶƚĞŐƌĂƟŶŐ�ǁ ŝůĚůŝĨĞ͕�ǁ ŽŽĚůĂŶĚ�ĂŶĚ�ŚŽƵƐŝŶŐ�ͲƐƵƐƚĂŝŶĂďůĞ�ůŽĐĂƟŽŶ͕ �ĂĐĐĞƐƐĞĚ�ďǇ�Ă�ĐŚŽŝĐĞ�ŽĨ�

ƚƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĂŶĚ�ǁ ŝƚŚŝŶ�ĞĂƐǇ�ǁ ĂůŬŝŶŐ�ĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞ�ŽĨ�ůŽĐĂů�ĨĂĐŝůŝƟĞƐ�Ͳconsiders this land to be surplus to

ƚŚĞ�ĨĂƌŵƐ�ŽƉĞƌĂƟŽŶĂů�ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐ͘ �ͲƉŽƚĞŶƟĂů�ĨŽƌ�ƐŽŵĞ�ĨŽƌŵ�ŽĨ�ƐŵĂůů�ƐĐĂůĞ�ŚǇĚƌŽĞůĞĐƚƌŝĐ�ƐĐŚĞŵĞ�ŽƵƚǁ ŝƚŚ�

the site within the Big Burn-Over one third of the site has been reserved for open space and landscaping.

SG support these C4, H15 and H16 for a circa 190 house

development, with a notional 140 to the north, and a notional

50 in a lower density area to the south. SG suggest a lesser area

of allotment or the creation of a Community Production Garden

on a suitable part of field C or the wider C4.   SG consider H16 to 

be suitable for housing with an area of landscaping/woodland

planting to create the green edge to the development.

Inverness Mr Owen Morris(00975) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

75/1/006

Inverness H15 Respondent concerned that green wedges from the previous Inverness Local Plan are being lost. These sites

seem to be filling up greenspaces rather than preserving them.
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POLICY/SITE

NAME COMMENT MODIFICATION SOUGHT
Inverness Ms Freda Newton(00987) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

87/1/003

Inverness H15 Questions why additional housing sites, particularly H15 and H49, have been identified when Council stated

in responses to the HwLDP that “there is no shortfall of effective housing land within Inverness City”.

Inconsistent that H15 and H49 are preferred for development when H12a-c and H13 are not.Considers that

significant cons listed in MIR against H12a-c and H13 are equally applicable to H15 an H49 as they are both

in the countryside and on land currently identified as green wedges in the Inverness Local Plan.

Furthermore, both areas are active working farms outwith the urban edge and are large and potentially

very obtrusive site thus having significant landscape and visual impacts.  Considers H12 and H13 are well 

contained in the landscape by their wooded margins and as such are very secluded and unobtrusive; do not

intrude into open land; are not part of a working farm and would follow the precedent already set of

ĂůůŽǁ ŝŶŐ�ƐŽŵĞ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ǁ ŝƚŚŝŶ�ƚŚŝƐ�ůĂŶĚƐĐĂƉĞ�ǁ ŝƚŚŽƵƚ�ĚĞƚƌŝŵĞŶƚ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ƐĞƫ ŶŐ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ƵƌďĂŶ�ĞĚŐĞ͘����/Ĩ�

the Council continues to support sites H15 and H49 in the Proposed Plan there is justification for including

sites H12 and H13. However, in terms of their small scale and minimal impact on the setting of the urban

edge of the city, sites H12 and H13 also stand on their own merits.

Allocation of H12a-c and H13 for housing in Proposed Plan

Inverness Cardrona Charitable Trust(00988) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

88/1/002

Inverness H15 KďũĞĐƚƐ�ƚŽ�WƌĞĨĞƌƌĞĚ�ƐƚĂƚƵƐ�ŽĨ�, ϭϱ�ĂƐ͗ ��Ͳ��ŽƵŶĐŝů�ĂƌŐƵĞĚ�Ăƚ�, ǁ >�W��ǆĂŵŝŶĂƟŽŶ�ƚŚĂƚ�ƚŚĞƌĞ�ǁ ĂƐ�ŶŽ�ƐŚŽƌƞĂůů�ŝŶ�

the housing land supply for the City; - it is part of designated green wedge; - it is part of a working farm; -

ƚŚĞ�>ĞǇƐ�ƐŝƚĞ�ƐƵī ĞƌƐ�ĨƌŽŵ�ǀ ŝƐƵĂů�ƉƌŽŵŝŶĞŶĐĞ�ĂŶĚ�ƉŽŽƌ�ŵŝĐƌŽĐůŝŵĂƚĞ�ĚƵĞ�ƚŽ�ŚŝŐŚĞƌ�ĞůĞǀ ĂƟŽŶ͕ �ĂŶĚ͖ ��Ͳ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŝƚĞ�

is not close to and will not therefore support a neighbourhood/district centre

Non-retention of H15 and H49 in Proposed Plan.

Inverness Dr Maria De La Torre(01205) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/012

05/1/010

Inverness H15 H15 should include some green networks H15 should include some green networks

Inverness The Scottish Government(00942) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

42/1/002

Inverness H16 The Scottish Government (SG) object to non-preferred status of H16. In support of proposals they have

submitted a site boundary plan, a series of drawings, a development framework, a statement on the

background of Knocknageal Farm and the modernisation programme, a transport paper, and an ecological

ƌĞƉŽƌƚ͘ ���̂' �ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞ�ĂƌŽƵŶĚ�ϭϵϬ�ŚŽƵƐĞ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ͕ �ĂŶĚ�ůĞƐƐĞƌ�ĂƌĞĂ�ŽĨ�ĂůůŽƚŵĞŶƚ�Žƌ�ƚŚĞ�ĐƌĞĂƟŽŶ�ŽĨ�Ă�

�ŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�WƌŽĚƵĐƟŽŶ�' ĂƌĚĞŶ�ŽŶ�Ă�ƐƵŝƚĂďůĞ�ƉĂƌƚ�ŽĨ�Į ĞůĚ��ϰ͘ ���ZĞĂƐŽŶƐ�Őŝǀ ĞŶ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ͗ �Ͳ

receipts will be reinvested in the modernisation of the National Bull Stud Farm which avoids the need for

taxpayers funding. -ǁ ŝůů�ŵĂŬĞ�Ă�ƐŝŐŶŝĮ ĐĂŶƚ�ĐŽŶƚƌŝďƵƟŽŶ�ƚŽ�ĂŶ�Ğī ĞĐƟǀ Ğ�ĂŶĚ�ŵĂƌŬĞƚĂďůĞ�ŚŽƵƐŝŶŐ�ůĂŶĚ�

supply, complementing delivery of expansion areas and contributing towards the balance of required sites

ŵĞŶƟŽŶĞĚ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�, ǁ >�W�ĂƐ�Ηǁ ŝĚĞƌ�/Ŷǀ ĞƌŶĞƐƐ�, D ��ĂŶĚ�ǁ ŝŶĚĨĂůů͘Η��Ͳ�ŽŶƐŝĚĞƌ�ƐŝƚĞ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�Ğī ĞĐƟǀ Ğ͕�ĨƌĞĞ�ĨƌŽŵ�

infrastructure constraints of a deliverable scale, and providing choice. -ĐƌƵĐŝĂů�ƚŽ�ŝĚĞŶƟĨǇ�ƐƵĸ ĐŝĞŶƚ�ƐŵĂůůĞƌ�

scale more easily delivered sites with larger sites to the east and west of the city -the Council needs to

account for the difficulties faced by the house builders gaining project finance and the impact this will have

on build rates. -ƚƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚ�ƉĂƉĞƌ�ĚĞŵŽŶƐƚƌĂƚĞƐ�ŚŽǁ �ƐƵŝƚĂďůĞ�ĐŽŶŶĞĐƟŽŶƐ�ĐĂŶ�ďĞ�ŵĂĚĞ͕�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂƚ�ƚŚĞƌĞ�ŝƐ�

capacity in the local road network -housing proposed could provide a natural rounding off of the 

ƐĞƩ ůĞŵĞŶƚ�ďǇ�ƚŚĞ�ƚŽƉŽŐƌĂƉŚǇ�ͲƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ�ƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞ�ƉůĂŶƟŶŐ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂƚ�ƚŚĞ�ƚƌĂŶƐŝƟŽŶ�ĨƌŽŵ�ƵƌďĂŶ�ƚŽ�ƌƵƌĂů�ĐĂŶ�

ďĞ�ƐŽŌĞŶĞĚ�ďǇ�ŝŶƚĞŐƌĂƟŶŐ�ǁ ŝůĚůŝĨĞ͕�ǁ ŽŽĚůĂŶĚ�ĂŶĚ�ŚŽƵƐŝŶŐ�ͲƐƵƐƚĂŝŶĂďůĞ�ůŽĐĂƟŽŶ͕ �ĂĐĐĞƐƐĞĚ�ďǇ�Ă�ĐŚŽŝĐĞ�ŽĨ�

ƚƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĂŶĚ�ǁ ŝƚŚŝŶ�ĞĂƐǇ�ǁ ĂůŬŝŶŐ�ĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞ�ŽĨ�ůŽĐĂů�ĨĂĐŝůŝƟĞƐ�Ͳconsiders this land to be surplus to

ƚŚĞ�ĨĂƌŵƐ�ŽƉĞƌĂƟŽŶĂů�ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐ͘ �ͲƉŽƚĞŶƟĂů�ĨŽƌ�ƐŽŵĞ�ĨŽƌŵ�ŽĨ�ƐŵĂůů�ƐĐĂůĞ�ŚǇĚƌŽĞůĞĐƚƌŝĐ�ƐĐŚĞŵĞ�ŽƵƚǁ ŝƚŚ�

the site within the Big Burn-Over one third of the site has been reserved for open space and landscaping.

SG support these C4, H15 and H16 for a circa 190 house

development, with a notional 140 to the north, and a notional

50 in a lower density area to the south. SG suggest a lesser area

of allotment or the creation of a Community Production Garden

on a suitable part of field C or the wider C4.   SG consider H16 to 

be suitable for housing with an area of landscaping/woodland

planting to create the green edge to the development.

Inverness Mr Owen Morris(00975) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

75/1/006

Inverness H16 Respondent concerned that green wedges from the previous Inverness Local Plan are being lost. These sites

seem to be filling up greenspaces rather than preserving them.

Inverness Lochardil And Drummond Community

Council(00304)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

04/2/003

Inverness H17 Supports development on site H17 with conversion of the building to flats if the retention of office use is

not possible. Development in the grounds should be low density and preserve the trees. Improvement of

visibility splays at existing access would be required. The land at the west of the site is covered by a TPO

and should be classed as open space.

Area at H17 covered by TPO should be designated as open

space.

Inverness Mrs C Stafford(00511) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

11/1/017

Inverness H17 Concerns about the potential for inappropriately high density housing in this area given that the Scottish

Agricultural College requires monies from the development of this site to invest in their new Beechwood

Campus building.

Inverness Mr Clive Richardson(00683) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/006

83/1/001

Inverness H17 Respondent supports site H17 for housing as it will allow the Scottish Agricultural College to re-invest funds

into the Inverness Campus at Beechwood. The respondent confirms that density and the protection of the

listed house have been factored into early masterplan studies of the site.

Inverness Dr Maria De La Torre(01205) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/012

05/1/008

Inverness H17 Scottish Agricultural College, supports some development on the site provided the valuable woodland is

preserved.

Woodland must be protected from any development.
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Inverness Muirtown Community Council(00309) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

09/1/006

Inverness H18 H18 should be extened to include the former B Q store car park Extend H18 to include fomer B Q car park

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/076

Inverness H18 SEPA object to the inclusion of this site unless the following further information gathered prior to Proposed

WůĂŶ�Žƌ�ƚŚĞ�ĂůůŽĐĂƟŽŶ�ƐŚŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�ƌĞŵŽǀ ĞĚ�ĨƌŽŵ�WůĂŶ͘ ���

SEPA require Flood Risk Assessment to be carried out prior to

inclusion in the Plan.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/077

Inverness H19 SEPA object to the inclusion of this site unless the following further information gathered prior to Proposed

Plan or the allocation should be removed from Plan. Flood Risk Assessment required prior to inclusion in

the Proposed Plan.

SEPA require Flood Risk Assessment to be carried out prior to

inclusion in the Plan.

Inverness Scottish Natural Heritage(00204) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

04/1/053

Inverness H20 Supports non-preferral of site because of intrusion into local nature reserve. Non-retention of site option.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/078

Inverness H20 SEPA object to the inclusion of this site unless the following further information gathered prior to Proposed

Plan or the allocation should be removed from Plan. Flood Risk Assessment required prior to inclusion in

the Proposed Plan.

SEPA require Flood Risk Assessment to be carried out prior to

inclusion in the Plan.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/079

Inverness H21 SEPA object to the inclusion of this site unless the following further information gathered prior to Proposed

Plan or the allocation should be removed from Plan. Flood Risk Assessment required prior to inclusion in

the Proposed Plan.

SEPA require Flood Risk Assessment to be carried out prior to

inclusion in the Plan.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/080

Inverness H22 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan, Text should

be modified to state that an FRA required to demonstrate that the site is protected to an adequate

standard, given the nature of the accommodation proposed. The outcome of the FRA may adversely affect

the developable area or site-layout options. Flood Risk Assessment will be required in support of a planning

ĂƉƉůŝĐĂƟŽŶ͘ �

SEPA request insertion of text to indicate potential flood risk

and requirement for Flood Risk Assessment

Inverness Scottish Prison Service(00662) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/006

62/1/004

Inverness H23 Support identification of H23 as a future brownfield redevelopment site for housing following relocation of

prison. Consider residential use is appropriate due to sites central location within the city and location

within residential area. Options for the site may include high to medium residential use, community use or

specific needs housing, for example for the aging population. Considers new prison proposal and

development of housing on existing prison site is consistent with the Vision and Spatial Strategy of the

HwLDP and IMFLDP MIR, particularly in terms of strengthening the economy, accessibility and growth in

East Inverness. Redevelopment of brownfield site would reduce reassure on greenfield sites. Note

significant pros in MIR, however consider these can be overcome by identifying suitable mitigation in a

Transport Assessment and demolition will be carefully controlled.

Inverness Culcabock & Drakies Community

Council(00279)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

79/1/003

Inverness H25 Supports the housing allocation of H25 but wishes to see it safeguarded for exclusively housing for the

elderly.

Requirement of elderly housing use only.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/081

Inverness H25 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan, Text should

be modified to state that an FRA required to demonstrate that the site is protected to an adequate

standard, given the nature of the accommodation proposed. The outcome of the FRA may adversely affect

the developable area or site-layout options. Flood Risk Assessment will be required in support of a planning

ĂƉƉůŝĐĂƟŽŶ͘ �

SEPA request insertion of text to indicate potential flood risk

and requirement for Flood Risk Assessment

Inverness Hilton, Milton And Castle Heather

Community Council(00290)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

90/1/001

Inverness H27 Respondent supports the allocation of H27, however considers more parking is required. Increased parking provision to be required on site H27

Inverness Dr Maria De La Torre(01205) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/012

05/1/011

Inverness H27 H27 appears a valuable community green space in an area with limited space.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/082

Inverness H28 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements are included in Proposed Plan. Text

modified to state development of the site would have to be supported by a FRA and all development will

avoid the functional floodplain. May affect the development options for the site. Flood Risk Assessment will

ďĞ�ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ�ŝŶ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ŽĨ�Ă�ƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ�ĂƉƉůŝĐĂƟŽŶ͘ �

SEPA request insertion of text to indicate potential flood risk

and requirement for Flood Risk Assessment

Inverness The Scottish Government(00957) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

57/1/024

Inverness H29 The site lies within the Leys Castle Inventory Designed Landscape boundary. While Historic Scotland (HS)

are content with this HS would ask that developer requirements need to consider the setting of the core of

the designed landscape. Should HS be requested they would consider reviewing the current boundary of

the designed landscape.

Developer requirements need to consider the setting of the

core of the designed landscape

Inverness The Scottish Government(00957) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

57/1/024

Inverness H30 The site lies within the Leys Castle Inventory Designed Landscape boundary. While Historic Scotland (HS)

are content with this HS would ask that developer requirements need to consider the setting of the core of

the designed landscape. Should HS be requested they would consider reviewing the current boundary of

the designed landscape.

Developer requirements need to consider the setting of the

core of the designed landscape

Inverness The Scottish Government(00957) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

57/1/024

Inverness H31 The site lies within the Leys Castle Inventory Designed Landscape boundary. While Historic Scotland (HS)

are content with this HS would ask that developer requirements need to consider the setting of the core of

the designed landscape. Should HS be requested they would consider reviewing the current boundary of

the designed landscape.

Developer requirements need to consider the setting of the

core of the designed landscape
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Inverness The Scottish Government(00957) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

57/1/024

Inverness H32 The site lies within the Leys Castle Inventory Designed Landscape boundary. While Historic Scotland (HS)

are content with this HS would ask that developer requirements need to consider the setting of the core of

the designed landscape. Should HS be requested they would consider reviewing the current boundary of

the designed landscape.

Developer requirements need to consider the setting of the

core of the designed landscape

Inverness The Scottish Government(00957) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

57/1/024

Inverness H33 The site lies within the Leys Castle Inventory Designed Landscape boundary. While Historic Scotland (HS)

are content with this HS would ask that developer requirements need to consider the setting of the core of

the designed landscape. Should HS be requested they would consider reviewing the current boundary of

the designed landscape.

Developer requirements need to consider the setting of the

core of the designed landscape

Inverness The Scottish Government(00957) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

57/1/024

Inverness H34 The site lies within the Leys Castle Inventory Designed Landscape boundary. While Historic Scotland (HS)

are content with this HS would ask that developer requirements need to consider the setting of the core of

the designed landscape. Should HS be requested they would consider reviewing the current boundary of

the designed landscape.

Developer requirements need to consider the setting of the

core of the designed landscape

Inverness Mr Jim Savage(00034) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

34/1/001

Inverness H35ABC Respondent supports the non-preferred status of H35A, B and C for the following reasons:- the residents of

Slackbuie Way bought their houses on the clear understanding the golf course would continue to be a golf

course. Many owners were charged more for golf course views.- it should remain as allocated leisure land

use as it is an important open space- residents are concerned as Fairways Leisure have already undertaken

works without planning consent.

Inverness L Mackay(00036) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

36/1/001

Inverness H35ABC Respondent supports the non-preferred status of H35A, B and C for the following reasons:- the residents of

Slackbuie Way bought their houses on the clear understanding the golf course would continue to be a golf

course. Many owners were charged more for golf course views.- it should remain as allocated leisure land

use as it is an important open space- residents are concerned as Fairways Leisure have already undertaken

works without planning consent.

Inverness To The Occupier(00037) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

37/1/001

Inverness H35ABC Respondent supports the non-preferred status of H35A, B and C for the following reasons:- the residents of

Slackbuie Way bought their houses on the clear understanding the golf course would continue to be a golf

course. Many owners were charged more for golf course views.- it should remain as allocated leisure land

use as it is an important open space- residents are concerned as Fairways Leisure have already undertaken

works without planning consent.

Inverness To The Occupier(00038) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

38/1/001

Inverness H35ABC Respondent supports the non-preferred status of H35A, B and C for the following reasons:- the residents of

Slackbuie Way bought their houses on the clear understanding the golf course would continue to be a golf

course. Many owners were charged more for golf course views.- it should remain as allocated leisure land

use as it is an important open space- residents are concerned as Fairways Leisure have already undertaken

works without planning consent.

Inverness To The Occupier(00039) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

39/1/001

Inverness H35ABC Respondent supports the non-preferred status of H35A, B and C for the following reasons:- the residents of

Slackbuie Way bought their houses on the clear understanding the golf course would continue to be a golf

course. Many owners were charged more for golf course views.- it should remain as allocated leisure land

use as it is an important open space- residents are concerned as Fairways Leisure have already undertaken

works without planning consent.

Inverness Mr T Rooney(00040) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

40/1/001

Inverness H35ABC Respondent supports the non-preferred status of H35A, B and C for the following reasons:- the residents of

Slackbuie Way bought their houses on the clear understanding the golf course would continue to be a golf

course. Many owners were charged more for golf course views.- it should remain as allocated leisure land

use as it is an important open space- residents are concerned as Fairways Leisure have already undertaken

works without planning consent.

Inverness To The Occupier(00041) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

41/1/001

Inverness H35ABC Respondent supports the non-preferred status of H35A, B and C for the following reasons:- the residents of

Slackbuie Way bought their houses on the clear understanding the golf course would continue to be a golf

course. Many owners were charged more for golf course views.- it should remain as allocated leisure land

use as it is an important open space- residents are concerned as Fairways Leisure have already undertaken

works without planning consent.

Inverness To The Occupier(00042) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

42/1/001

Inverness H35ABC Respondent supports the non-preferred status of H35A, B and C for the following reasons:- the residents of

Slackbuie Way bought their houses on the clear understanding the golf course would continue to be a golf

course. Many owners were charged more for golf course views.- it should remain as allocated leisure land

use as it is an important open space- residents are concerned as Fairways Leisure have already undertaken

works without planning consent.

Page 17



ISSUE NAME OUR REF.

POLICY/SITE

NAME COMMENT MODIFICATION SOUGHT
Inverness To The Occupier(00043) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

43/1/001

Inverness H35ABC Respondent supports the non-preferred status of H35A, B and C for the following reasons:- the residents of

Slackbuie Way bought their houses on the clear understanding the golf course would continue to be a golf

course. Many owners were charged more for golf course views.- it should remain as allocated leisure land

use as it is an important open space- residents are concerned as Fairways Leisure have already undertaken

works without planning consent.

Inverness To The Occupier(00044) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

44/1/001

Inverness H35ABC Respondent supports the non-preferred status of H35A, B and C for the following reasons:- the residents of

Slackbuie Way bought their houses on the clear understanding the golf course would continue to be a golf

course. Many owners were charged more for golf course views.- it should remain as allocated leisure land

use as it is an important open space- residents are concerned as Fairways Leisure have already undertaken

works without planning consent.

Inverness To The Occupier(00045) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

45/1/001

Inverness H35ABC Respondent supports the non-preferred status of H35A, B and C for the following reasons:- the residents of

Slackbuie Way bought their houses on the clear understanding the golf course would continue to be a golf

course. Many owners were charged more for golf course views.- it should remain as allocated leisure land

use as it is an important open space- residents are concerned as Fairways Leisure have already undertaken

works without planning consent.

Inverness To The Occupier(00046) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

46/1/001

Inverness H35ABC Respondent supports the non-preferred status of H35A, B and C for the following reasons:- the residents of

Slackbuie Way bought their houses on the clear understanding the golf course would continue to be a golf

course. Many owners were charged more for golf course views.- it should remain as allocated leisure land

use as it is an important open space- residents are concerned as Fairways Leisure have already undertaken

works without planning consent.

Inverness Khaleb Elsapah(00047) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

47/1/001

Inverness H35ABC Respondent supports the non-preferred status of H35A, B and C for the following reasons:- the residents of

Slackbuie Way bought their houses on the clear understanding the golf course would continue to be a golf

course. Many owners were charged more for golf course views.- it should remain as allocated leisure land

use as it is an important open space- residents are concerned as Fairways Leisure have already undertaken

works without planning consent.

Inverness To The Occupier(00048) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

48/1/001

Inverness H35ABC Respondent supports the non-preferred status of H35A, B and C for the following reasons:- the residents of

Slackbuie Way bought their houses on the clear understanding the golf course would continue to be a golf

course. Many owners were charged more for golf course views.- it should remain as allocated leisure land

use as it is an important open space- residents are concerned as Fairways Leisure have already undertaken

works without planning consent.

Inverness Mr Trevor Martin(00049) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

49/1/001

Inverness H35ABC Respondent supports the non-preferred status of H35 A B C, particularly due to the removal of woodland

without planning permission.

Inverness Mr Trevor Martin(00049) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

49/2/001

Inverness H35ABC Respondent supports the non-preferred status of H35A, B and C for the following reasons:- the residents of

Slackbuie Way bought their houses on the clear understanding the golf course would continue to be a golf

course. Many owners were charged more for golf course views.- it should remain as allocated leisure land

use as it is an important open space- residents are concerned as Fairways Leisure have already undertaken

works without planning consent.

Inverness To The Occupier(00050) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

50/1/001

Inverness H35ABC Respondent supports the non-preferred status of H35A, B and C for the following reasons:- the residents of

Slackbuie Way bought their houses on the clear understanding the golf course would continue to be a golf

course. Many owners were charged more for golf course views.- it should remain as allocated leisure land

use as it is an important open space- residents are concerned as Fairways Leisure have already undertaken

works without planning consent.

Inverness To The Occupier(00051) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

51/1/001

Inverness H35ABC Respondent supports the non-preferred status of H35A, B and C for the following reasons:- the residents of

Slackbuie Way bought their houses on the clear understanding the golf course would continue to be a golf

course. Many owners were charged more for golf course views.- it should remain as allocated leisure land

use as it is an important open space- residents are concerned as Fairways Leisure have already undertaken

works without planning consent.
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Inverness M. O'Connor(00052) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

52/1/001

Inverness H35ABC Respondent supports the non-preferred status of H35A, B and C for the following reasons:- the residents of

Slackbuie Way bought their houses on the clear understanding the golf course would continue to be a golf

course. Many owners were charged more for golf course views.- it should remain as allocated leisure land

use as it is an important open space- residents are concerned as Fairways Leisure have already undertaken

works without planning consent.

Inverness D. MacLellan(00053) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

53/1/001

Inverness H35ABC Respondent supports the non-preferred status of H35A, B and C for the following reasons:- the residents of

Slackbuie Way bought their houses on the clear understanding the golf course would continue to be a golf

course. Many owners were charged more for golf course views.- it should remain as allocated leisure land

use as it is an important open space- residents are concerned as Fairways Leisure have already undertaken

works without planning consent.

Inverness To The Occupier(00054) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

54/1/001

Inverness H35ABC Respondent supports the non-preferred status of H35A, B and C for the following reasons:- the residents of

Slackbuie Way bought their houses on the clear understanding the golf course would continue to be a golf

course. Many owners were charged more for golf course views.- it should remain as allocated leisure land

use as it is an important open space- residents are concerned as Fairways Leisure have already undertaken

works without planning consent.

Inverness Mary Richmond(00055) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

55/1/001

Inverness H35ABC Respondent supports the non-preferred status of H35A, B and C for the following reasons:- the residents of

Slackbuie Way bought their houses on the clear understanding the golf course would continue to be a golf

course. Many owners were charged more for golf course views.- it should remain as allocated leisure land

use as it is an important open space- residents are concerned as Fairways Leisure have already undertaken

works without planning consent.

Inverness To The Occupier(00056) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

56/1/001

Inverness H35ABC Respondent supports the non-preferred status of H35A, B and C for the following reasons:- the residents of

Slackbuie Way bought their houses on the clear understanding the golf course would continue to be a golf

course. Many owners were charged more for golf course views.- it should remain as allocated leisure land

use as it is an important open space- residents are concerned as Fairways Leisure have already undertaken

works without planning consent.

Inverness To The Occupier(00057) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

57/1/001

Inverness H35ABC Respondent supports the non-preferred status of H35A, B and C for the following reasons:- the residents of

Slackbuie Way bought their houses on the clear understanding the golf course would continue to be a golf

course. Many owners were charged more for golf course views.- it should remain as allocated leisure land

use as it is an important open space- residents are concerned as Fairways Leisure have already undertaken

works without planning consent.

Inverness To The Occupier(00059) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

59/1/001

Inverness H35ABC Respondent supports the non-preferred status of H35A, B and C for the following reasons:- the residents of

Slackbuie Way bought their houses on the clear understanding the golf course would continue to be a golf

course. Many owners were charged more for golf course views.- it should remain as allocated leisure land

use as it is an important open space- residents are concerned as Fairways Leisure have already undertaken

works without planning consent.

Inverness Vicki Fraser(00060) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

60/1/001

Inverness H35ABC Respondent supports the non-preferred status of H35A, B and C for the following reasons:- the residents of

Slackbuie Way bought their houses on the clear understanding the golf course would continue to be a golf

course. Many owners were charged more for golf course views.- it should remain as allocated leisure land

use as it is an important open space- residents are concerned as Fairways Leisure have already undertaken

works without planning consent.

Inverness To The Occupier(00062) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

62/1/001

Inverness H35ABC Respondent supports the non-preferred status of H35A, B and C for the following reasons:- the residents of

Slackbuie Way bought their houses on the clear understanding the golf course would continue to be a golf

course. Many owners were charged more for golf course views.- it should remain as allocated leisure land

use as it is an important open space- residents are concerned as Fairways Leisure have already undertaken

works without planning consent.

Inverness To The Occupier(00063) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

63/1/002

Inverness H35ABC Respondent supports the non-preferred status of H35A, B and C for the following reasons:- the residents of

Slackbuie Way bought their houses on the clear understanding the golf course would continue to be a golf

course. Many owners were charged more for golf course views.- it should remain as allocated leisure land

use as it is an important open space- residents are concerned as Fairways Leisure have already undertaken

works without planning consent.
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Inverness To The Occupier(00064) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

64/1/001

Inverness H35ABC Respondent supports the non-preferred status of H35A, B and C for the following reasons:- the residents of

Slackbuie Way bought their houses on the clear understanding the golf course would continue to be a golf

course. Many owners were charged more for golf course views.- it should remain as allocated leisure land

use as it is an important open space- residents are concerned as Fairways Leisure have already undertaken

works without planning consent.

Inverness Valerie Grant(00065) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

65/1/001

Inverness H35ABC Respondent supports the non-preferred status of H35A, B and C for the following reasons:- the residents of

Slackbuie Way bought their houses on the clear understanding the golf course would continue to be a golf

course. Many owners were charged more for golf course views.- it should remain as allocated leisure land

use as it is an important open space- residents are concerned as Fairways Leisure have already undertaken

works without planning consent.

Inverness To The Occupier(00066) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

66/1/001

Inverness H35ABC Respondent supports the non-preferred status of H35A, B and C for the following reasons:- the residents of

Slackbuie Way bought their houses on the clear understanding the golf course would continue to be a golf

course. Many owners were charged more for golf course views.- it should remain as allocated leisure land

use as it is an important open space- residents are concerned as Fairways Leisure have already undertaken

works without planning consent.

Inverness Mr Brian Ashman(00067) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

67/1/001

Inverness H35ABC Respondent supports the non-preferred status of H35A, B and C for the following reasons:- the residents of

Slackbuie Way bought their houses on the clear understanding the golf course would continue to be a golf

course. Many owners were charged more for golf course views.- it should remain as allocated leisure land

use as it is an important open space- residents are concerned as Fairways Leisure have already undertaken

works without planning consent.

Inverness To The Occupier(00068) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

68/1/001

Inverness H35ABC Respondent supports the non-preferred status of H35A, B and C for the following reasons:- the residents of

Slackbuie Way bought their houses on the clear understanding the golf course would continue to be a golf

course. Many owners were charged more for golf course views.- it should remain as allocated leisure land

use as it is an important open space- residents are concerned as Fairways Leisure have already undertaken

works without planning consent.

Inverness To The Occupier(00069) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

69/1/001

Inverness H35ABC Respondent supports the non-preferred status of H35A, B and C for the following reasons:- the residents of

Slackbuie Way bought their houses on the clear understanding the golf course would continue to be a golf

course. Many owners were charged more for golf course views.- it should remain as allocated leisure land

use as it is an important open space- residents are concerned as Fairways Leisure have already undertaken

works without planning consent.

Inverness G. Mackie(00070) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

70/1/001

Inverness H35ABC Respondent supports the non-preferred status of H35A, B and C for the following reasons:- the residents of

Slackbuie Way bought their houses on the clear understanding the golf course would continue to be a golf

course. Many owners were charged more for golf course views.- it should remain as allocated leisure land

use as it is an important open space- residents are concerned as Fairways Leisure have already undertaken

works without planning consent.

Inverness To The Occupier(00071) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

71/1/001

Inverness H35ABC Respondent supports the non-preferred status of H35A, B and C for the following reasons:- the residents of

Slackbuie Way bought their houses on the clear understanding the golf course would continue to be a golf

course. Many owners were charged more for golf course views.- it should remain as allocated leisure land

use as it is an important open space- residents are concerned as Fairways Leisure have already undertaken

works without planning consent.

Inverness To The Occupier(00072) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

72/1/001

Inverness H35ABC Respondent supports the non-preferred status of H35A, B and C for the following reasons:- the residents of

Slackbuie Way bought their houses on the clear understanding the golf course would continue to be a golf

course. Many owners were charged more for golf course views.- it should remain as allocated leisure land

use as it is an important open space- residents are concerned as Fairways Leisure have already undertaken

works without planning consent.

Inverness Stuart Mackenzie(00073) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

73/1/001

Inverness H35ABC Respondent supports the non-preferred status of H35A, B and C for the following reasons:- the residents of

Slackbuie Way bought their houses on the clear understanding the golf course would continue to be a golf

course. Many owners were charged more for golf course views.- it should remain as allocated leisure land

use as it is an important open space- residents are concerned as Fairways Leisure have already undertaken

works without planning consent.
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Inverness Derek Adams(00074) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

74/1/001

Inverness H35ABC Respondent supports the non-preferred status of H35A, B and C for the following reasons:- the residents of

Slackbuie Way bought their houses on the clear understanding the golf course would continue to be a golf

course. Many owners were charged more for golf course views.- it should remain as allocated leisure land

use as it is an important open space- residents are concerned as Fairways Leisure have already undertaken

works without planning consent.

Inverness To The Occupier(00075) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

75/1/001

Inverness H35ABC Respondent supports the non-preferred status of H35A, B and C for the following reasons:- the residents of

Slackbuie Way bought their houses on the clear understanding the golf course would continue to be a golf

course. Many owners were charged more for golf course views.- it should remain as allocated leisure land

use as it is an important open space- residents are concerned as Fairways Leisure have already undertaken

works without planning consent.

Inverness To The Occupier(00076) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

76/1/001

Inverness H35ABC Respondent supports the non-preferred status of H35A, B and C for the following reasons:- the residents of

Slackbuie Way bought their houses on the clear understanding the golf course would continue to be a golf

course. Many owners were charged more for golf course views.- it should remain as allocated leisure land

use as it is an important open space- residents are concerned as Fairways Leisure have already undertaken

works without planning consent.

Inverness To The Occupier(00077) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

77/1/001

Inverness H35ABC Respondent supports the non-preferred status of H35A, B and C for the following reasons:- the residents of

Slackbuie Way bought their houses on the clear understanding the golf course would continue to be a golf

course. Many owners were charged more for golf course views.- it should remain as allocated leisure land

use as it is an important open space- residents are concerned as Fairways Leisure have already undertaken

works without planning consent.

Inverness Scottish Natural Heritage(00204) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

04/1/049

Inverness H35ABC Supports non preference for site because of badger habitat and woodland constraints.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/083

Inverness H35ABC SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan. Text should

state that development should be set-back from the watercourse. Drainage considerations to prevent

increased risk from inadequate drainage off-site, and no increase in flows to watercourse in light of FPS, in

consultation with Highland Council. Flood Risk Assessment will be required in support of planning

application if development encroaches on watercourses or the areas immediately adjacent to it, or any

crossings proposed.

SEPA request insertion of text to indicate potential flood risk

and requirement for Flood Risk Assessment

Inverness Mr John Richmond(00898) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/008

98/1/001

Inverness H35ABC Respondent supports the non-preference of site H35a, b and c as it would take away existing recreational

land, disturb established trees and detract from the view of existing properties

Inverness Inverness Civic Trust(01064) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

64/2/002

Inverness H35ABC ^ƵƉƉŽƌƚ��ŽƵŶĐŝů͛Ɛ�ƉƌĞĨĞƌĞŶĐĞ�ĨŽƌ�ŶŽŶͲĂůůŽĐĂƟŽŶ�ŽĨ�, ϯϱ�Ă͕ď c

Inverness Ms Paule Mackay(01109) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/011

09/1/001

Inverness H35ABC Respondent supports the non-preferred status of H35A, B and C for the following reasons:- the residents of

Slackbuie Way bought their houses on the clear understanding the golf course would continue to be a golf

course. Many owners were charged more for golf course views.- it should remain as allocated leisure land

use as it is an important open space- residents are concerned as Fairways Leisure have already undertaken

works without planning consent.

Inverness To The Occupier(01118) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/011

18/1/001

Inverness H35ABC Respondent supports the non-preferred status of H35A, B and C for the following reasons:- the residents of

Slackbuie Way bought their houses on the clear understanding the golf course would continue to be a golf

course. Many owners were charged more for golf course views.- it should remain as allocated leisure land

use as it is an important open space- residents are concerned as Fairways Leisure have already undertaken

works without planning consent.

Inverness To The Occupier(01122) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/011

22/1/001

Inverness H35ABC Respondent supports the non-preferred status of H35A, B and C for the following reasons:- the residents of

Slackbuie Way bought their houses on the clear understanding the golf course would continue to be a golf

course. Many owners were charged more for golf course views.- it should remain as allocated leisure land

use as it is an important open space- residents are concerned as Fairways Leisure have already undertaken

works without planning consent.

Page 21



ISSUE NAME OUR REF.

POLICY/SITE

NAME COMMENT MODIFICATION SOUGHT
Inverness Dr And Mrs Pumford(01282) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/012

82/1/003

Inverness H35ABC Supports non-preference of sites because development will: cause severance to the golf course; undermine

its playability and ultimately its existence as a golf course; lead to a further erosion of this green corridor

which is used by deer, birdlife and hares; undermine one of only two significant greenspaces on this flank of

the City; undermine the recreational and amenity value of the golf course area; reduce land available for

flood storage and attenuation; not add to the range of tourist facilities in the area given chalets have

already been approved here; turn Druid Temple Way into a through road when it was designed as a cul-de-

sac, and; falsely justify the recent removal of access routes and trees.

Inverness Ms Jean Ferguson(01298) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/012

98/1/001

Inverness H35ABC Respondent wishes to be informed of progress for these sites.

Inverness Fairways Leisure Group Ltd(01195) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/011

95/1/001

Inverness H35C Object to H35c not being preferred for housing use in the MIR.Acknowledges cons listed in MIR. Notes the

for sites submission split H35c into two sites – development area 1 and development area 2. Intention was

for these sites to create small clusters of lodges distributed throughout a landscaped buffer as a holiday golf

village. Would ensure the openness and wooded corridor of the Ault-na-skiach burn is maintained.Each

development area would have a separate access and each lodge would have a golf cart to allow direct

access to the course. Notes the sites lie within a green wedge however considers development that

complements the golf course would help safeguard its future. Furthermore the development would

enhance the depth of the service offered, provide additional financial security and local job

ŽƉƉŽƌƚƵŶŝƟĞƐ͘ ���ƉƉůŝĐĂƟŽŶ�ĨŽƌ�ƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ�ƉĞƌŵŝƐƐŝŽŶ�ŝŶ�ƉƌŝŶĐŝƉůĞ�ŚĂƐ�ďĞĞŶ�ƐƵďŵŝƩĞĚ�ĨŽƌ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ĂƌĞĂ�ϭ͘ �

Allocation of H35c in Proposed Plan

Inverness Scottish Natural Heritage(00204) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

04/1/049

Inverness H36 Supports non preference for site because of badger habitat and woodland constraints.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/084

Inverness H36 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan. No FRA

required provided development set back from watercourse in line with SG. Flood Risk Assessment will be

required in support of planning application if development encroaches on watercourses or the areas

immediately adjacent to it, or any crossings proposed.

SEPA request insertion of text to indicate potential flood risk

and possible requirement for Flood Risk Assessment to support

any planning application.

Inverness Mr Dereck Mackenzie(00678) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/006

78/1/001

Inverness H36 Objects to non-preferral of site because: a feasible and suitable access can be formed through the Tulloch

new housing development to the east; the proposed new access would also offer more pedestrian / cycle

connectivity; a suitable connection with General Wade's Road could be formed; another access could be

formed through Fairways golf course if the Council were minded to agree further development within it;

badger impacts can be surveyed and mitigated and are not an over-riding constraint; existing woodland can

be safeguarded by a 20m protection zone; open space can be provided within the site which does not form

part of any functional green wedge; H49 is preferred despite its greater green wedge impact; it has an

attractive outlook; it is close to expanding community and commercial facilities; it will add housing choice

and help consolidate the city in keeping with the Plan's strategy, and; watercourse issues can be controlled

at development management stage.

Retention of site for housing within Proposed Plan.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/085

Inverness H38 SEPA will not object provided development set back from watercourse in line with SG. Flood Risk

Assessment will be required in support of a planning application and if development encroaches on

watercourses or the areas immediately adjacent to it, or any crossings proposed.

SEPA request insertion of text to indicate potential flood risk

and possible requirement for Flood Risk Assessment to support

any planning application.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/086

Inverness H40 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan. Text

modified to state development of the site would have to be supported by a FRA and note that the outcome

of the FRA could have an adverse impact on the developable area or options for the site. Flood Risk

�ƐƐĞƐƐŵĞŶƚ�ǁ ŝůů�ďĞ�ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ�ŝŶ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ŽĨ�Ă�ƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ�ĂƉƉůŝĐĂƟŽŶ͘ �

SEPA request insertion of text to indicate potential flood risk

and requirement for Flood Risk Assessment to support any

planning application.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/088

Inverness H41 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements are included in Proposed Plan. Text

modified to state development of the site would have to be supported by a FRA if development is close to

the watercourse and all development will avoid the functional floodplain. Flood Risk Assessment will be

required in support of planning application if development encroaches on watercourses or the areas

immediately adjacent to it, or any crossings proposed.

SEPA request insertion of text to indicate potential flood risk

and possible requirement for Flood Risk Assessment to support

any planning application.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/087

Inverness H43 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements are included in Proposed Plan. Text

modified to state development of the site would have to be supported by a FRA if development is close to

the watercourse and all development will avoid the functional floodplain. Flood Risk Assessment will be

required in support of planning application if development encroaches on watercourses or the areas

immediately adjacent to it, or any crossings proposed.

SEPA request insertion of text to indicate potential flood risk

and possible requirement for Flood Risk Assessment to support

any planning application.
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Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/089

Inverness H44 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements are included in Proposed Plan. Text

modified to state development of the site would have to be supported by a FRA if development is close to

the watercourse and all development will avoid the functional floodplain. Flood Risk Assessment will be

required in support of planning application if development encroaches on watercourses or the areas

immediately adjacent to it, or any crossings proposed.

SEPA request insertion of text to indicate potential flood risk

and possible requirement for Flood Risk Assessment to support

any planning application.

Inverness Donald Macintosh(00502) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

02/4/001

Inverness H46 Objects to the non-preference of their land, Site H46, for housing.The respondent refers to pros and cons

identified by the Council in respect of the site option, reading it that although the size of the site is treated

as a positive it is deemed not to be in the Council's preferred areas as it is of itself too small to merit an

ĂůůŽĐĂƟŽŶ͘ ��dŚĞ�ƌĞƐƉŽŶĚĞŶƚ�ǁ ŝƐŚĞƐ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ƐŝƚĞ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ĂůůŽĐĂƚĞĚ�ĨŽƌ�ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƟĂů�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ͘ �ZĞĂƐŽŶƐ�ƐƚĂƚĞĚ�ŝŶ�

support include:  - the neighbouring fields have been zoned for housing and it would be appropriate to 

ŝŶĐŽƌƉŽƌĂƚĞ�ŚŝƐ�ůĂŶĚ�ŝŶƚŽ�ƚŚĂƚ͖ �Ͳ�ƚŚĞ�ŶĞǁ �ƌŽĂĚ�ƚŽ�ƐĞƌǀ ŝĐĞ�ƚŚĞƐĞ�ƉŽƚĞŶƟĂů�ĨƵƚƵƌĞ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚƐ�ŝƐ�ůŝŬĞůǇ�ƚŽ�ƌƵŶ�

along the boundaries of his property (plan provided) which suggests that his land is even more suitable for

development.

Allocation of Site H46 for housing development.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/090

Inverness H47 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan. Text

modified to state FRA required to support any development and outcome may adversely affect the

ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉĂďůĞ�ĂƌĞĂ�Žƌ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŝƚĞ͘���

SEPA request insertion of text to indicate potential flood risk

and requirement for Flood Risk Assessment

Inverness Mr Allan Hunter(01152) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/011

52/1/003

Inverness H48 Questions what the status of H48 is in planning terms

Inverness Scottish Natural Heritage(00204) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

04/1/050

Inverness H49 Concerns about adverse impacts in terms of badgers, woodland, loss of rural landscape character and loss

of City setting. Suggests a masterplanning approach needs to be taken to address landscape character

impact and to incorporate mitigation in terms of retention and creation of green networks.

Developer requirements for masterplanning process to address

landscape character impacts and to retain and create green

networks to address woodland, badger and other natural

heritage interests.

Inverness Lochardil And Drummond Community

Council(00304)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

04/2/004

Inverness H49 Respondent considers development at H49 would have an adverse impact on the landscape. Development

at H49 would be unsightly and detached from retail and recreational facilities.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/091

Inverness H49 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan. Text

modified to state that FRA required to ensure that the small watercourses will be managed within the site

layout adequately, and that there will be no increase in flows downstream of the site as a result of any

development. Careful management of surface water drainage required. Flood Risk Assessment will be

ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ�ŝŶ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ŽĨ�ĂŶǇ�ƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ�ĂƉƉůŝĐĂƟŽŶ͘ �

SEPA request insertion of text to indicate potential flood risk

and requirement for Flood Risk Assessment to support any

ƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ�ĂƉƉůŝĐĂƟŽŶ͘ �

Inverness Welltown Farm(00768) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/007

68/1/001

Inverness H49 Llandowners support the preferred status of H49 and states that the other landowner wishes that the

allocated area is adjusted to align with existing boundaries and ownership. It is envisaged that access can

be taken from the existing roundabout, next to the overhead power lines at Milton of Leys.

The extension of site H49 to include ownership boundaries

Inverness Mr Brian Grant(00769) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/007

69/3/001

Inverness H49 Landowners of Welltown Farm and Druid Temple Farm wish thier land to be allocated for development and

seeks extension of the site boudary on the southern and eastern extents to align with their existing

boundaries and ownership. Vehicular access expected from Milton of Leys from the existing roundabout.

���ŽŶƐŝĚĞƌƐ�ĂůůŽĐĂƟŽŶ�ǁ ŽƵůĚ�ƌĞŝŶĨŽƌĐĞ�ƚŚĞ�ƌŽůĞ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŽƵƚŚ�ĞĂƐƚĞƌŶ�ƉĂƌƚ�ŽĨ�/Ŷǀ ĞƌŶĞƐƐ�ĂƐ�ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƟĂů�ĂƌĞĂ�

which is well served by local amenities and which benefits from an attractive outlook. Consider that the

location of this site beside 2 preferred sites for business and commerce to the east (B6 and B7) would assist

with 2 key aims of the stated vision and spatial strategy i.E. Increased the number of jobs, people and

ĨĂĐŝůŝƟĞƐ͖ �ĂŶĚ�Ă�ŐƌŽǁ ŝŶŐ�ĐŝƚǇ͘���ŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĞĚ�ƚŚĂƚ�ƚŚŝƐ�ƐĐĂůĞ�ŽĨ�ůĂŶĚ�ƌĞůĞĂƐĞ�ǁ ŽƵůĚ�ŵĂŬĞ�Ă�ƉŽƐŝƟǀ Ğ�ĐŽŶƚƌŝďƵƟŽŶ�ƚŽ�

housing choice. The location beside proposed business and commercial areas is considered to have the

potential to minimise the need to travel; with this assisting in targets to reduce greenhouse gas

emissions.The 2 landowners of this site state that they are keen to work together and with the Council to

ensure that this site is deliverable within the lifetime of the plan. The landowners would be happy to work

with the Council to address access and any other infrastructure issues deemed necessary.

Allocation and extension of H49 in Proposed Plan.
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Inverness Inverness Estates(00944) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

44/3/001

Inverness H49 Landowner seek the identification of H49 for future release (beyond the current LDP period) with the

interim allocation for residential development of site B7 (and parts of B6) with the development of B7

providing an access route for the future development of part of H49.Landowner concerned about proper

planning of the area as a whole, both on the scale and within the timescale envisaged which is the period of

Į ǀ Ğ�ǇĞĂƌƐ�ĨƌŽŵ�ƚŚĞ�ĂĚŽƉƟŽŶ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�>�W�ƵƉ�ƚŽ�ϮϬϭϵ ͬ ϮϬϮϬ͘��hŶĚĞƌƐƚĂŶĚƐ�ƚŚĂƚ�ŝĚĞŶƟĮ ĐĂƟŽŶ�ŽĨ�, ϰϵ�ŝƐ�ƉĂƌƚůǇ�

driven by the perceived 'need' to provide additional housing development opportunities to 'support' (or

make viable) local shops and community facilities within the Milton of Leys area. It is submitted that the

scale and nature of H49 is an inappropriate response to this 'need'. Inverness Estates consider that the

proposed housing allocation within the Milton of Leys lands at B6 and B7 would represent a far more

appropriate response . Concerned about the likely costs of the infrastructure, the proximity to the designed

landscape, and that obtaining access would be a significant issue. Thinks that H49 offers no significant

advantages over the sites which are being alternatively promoted (B6 and B7) in terms of proximity to the

Milton of Leys neighbourhood centre.

Landowner seek the identification of H49 for future release

(beyond the current LDP period) with the interim allocation for

residential development of site B7 (and parts of B6) with the

development of B7 providing an access route for the future

development of part of H49.

Inverness The Scottish Government(00957) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

57/1/025

Inverness H49 Historic Scotland state that developer requirements should note the need to consider the setting of Leys

Castle and its designed landscape and the scheduled monument Druid Temple Farm, chambered cairn and

stone circle 230m WSW of (Index no. 2417) in close proximity to northern boundary of allocation.

Developer requirements should note the need to consider

historical features in surrounding area

Inverness Ms Freda Newton(00987) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

87/1/003

Inverness H49 Questions why additional housing sites, particularly H15 and H49, have been identified when Council stated

in responses to the HwLDP that “there is no shortfall of effective housing land within Inverness City”.

Inconsistent that H15 and H49 are preferred for development when H12a-c and H13 are not.Considers that

significant cons listed in MIR against H12a-c and H13 are equally applicable to H15 an H49 as they are both

in the countryside and on land currently identified as green wedges in the Inverness Local Plan.

Furthermore, both areas are active working farms outwith the urban edge and are large and potentially

very obtrusive site thus having significant landscape and visual impacts.  Considers H12 and H13 are well 

contained in the landscape by their wooded margins and as such are very secluded and unobtrusive; do not

intrude into open land; are not part of a working farm and would follow the precedent already set of

ĂůůŽǁ ŝŶŐ�ƐŽŵĞ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ǁ ŝƚŚŝŶ�ƚŚŝƐ�ůĂŶĚƐĐĂƉĞ�ǁ ŝƚŚŽƵƚ�ĚĞƚƌŝŵĞŶƚ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ƐĞƫ ŶŐ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ƵƌďĂŶ�ĞĚŐĞ͘����/Ĩ�

the Council continues to support sites H15 and H49 in the Proposed Plan there is justification for including

sites H12 and H13. However, in terms of their small scale and minimal impact on the setting of the urban

edge of the city, sites H12 and H13 also stand on their own merits.

Allocation of H12a-c and H13 for housing in Proposed Plan

Inverness Cardrona Charitable Trust(00988) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

88/1/002

Inverness H49 KďũĞĐƚƐ�ƚŽ�WƌĞĨĞƌƌĞĚ�ƐƚĂƚƵƐ�ŽĨ�, ϭϱ�ĂƐ͗ ��Ͳ��ŽƵŶĐŝů�ĂƌŐƵĞĚ�Ăƚ�, ǁ >�W��ǆĂŵŝŶĂƟŽŶ�ƚŚĂƚ�ƚŚĞƌĞ�ǁ ĂƐ�ŶŽ�ƐŚŽƌƞĂůů�ŝŶ�

the housing land supply for the City; - it is part of designated green wedge; - it is part of a working farm; -

ƚŚĞ�>ĞǇƐ�ƐŝƚĞ�ƐƵī ĞƌƐ�ĨƌŽŵ�ǀ ŝƐƵĂů�ƉƌŽŵŝŶĞŶĐĞ�ĂŶĚ�ƉŽŽƌ�ŵŝĐƌŽĐůŝŵĂƚĞ�ĚƵĞ�ƚŽ�ŚŝŐŚĞƌ�ĞůĞǀ ĂƟŽŶ͕ �ĂŶĚ͖ ��Ͳ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŝƚĞ�

is not close to and will not therefore support a neighbourhood/district centre

Non-retention of H15 and H49 in Proposed Plan.

Inverness Dr Maria De La Torre(01205) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/012

05/1/012

Inverness H49 H49 seems unnecessary and too large considering the existing land available for development, that it is

quite a high and prominent area in the city's landscape.

Non-allocation of H49 in Proposed Plan

Inverness Dr And Mrs Pumford(01282) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/012

82/1/002

Inverness H49 Object to allocation because it: is of excessive scale compared to Milton of Leys neighourhood; is not

needed given existing allocations and permissions; is presently greenfield; may cause flood risk problems

which would necessitate the extension of the flood relief channel; would be a souless place without proper

amenities and facilities at least for an initial 10-15 year period like Milton of Leys, and; the existing road

network cannot accommodate a public transport route.

Non retention of site within Proposed Plan.

Inverness Westhill CC(00324) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

24/1/011

Inverness H50 Supports non-preference of sites H50 and H51 . Does not want this agricultural land used for housing and

endorses significant cons listed in MIR.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/092

Inverness H50 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan. Cairnlaw

Burn runs close to the boundary of the site. The water body is currently at moderate morphological status

and is therefore a priority for restoration. Realignment, culverts and loss of riparian vegetation are the main

pressures contributing to moderate status. The burn through the site and along the boundary does not

appear to have been significantly modified. Development of the site should therefore allow for protection

of the current watercourse and allow space for future development of natural processes.

SEPA request insertion of text to indicate potential flood risk

and requirement for Flood Risk Assessment to support any

ƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ�ĂƉƉůŝĐĂƟŽŶ͘ �

Inverness Westhill CC(00324) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

24/1/011

Inverness H51 Supports non-preference of sites H50 and H51 . Does not want this agricultural land used for housing and

endorses significant cons listed in MIR.
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Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/093

Inverness H51 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan. Text

modified to state development of the site would have to be supported by a FRA if developmeny is close to

the watercourse and all development will avoid the functional floodplain. Cairnlaw Burn runs through and

along the boundary of the site. The water body is currently at moderate morphological status and is

therefore a priority for restoration. Realignment, culverts and loss of riparian vegetation are the main

pressures contributing to moderate status. The burn through the site and along the boundary does not

appear to have been significantly modified. Development of the site should therefore allow for protection

of the current watercourse and allow space for future development of natural processes.

SEPA request insertion of text to indicate potential flood risk

and possible requirement for Flood Risk Assessment to support

any planning application.

Inverness Rizza(01006) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

06/1/001

Inverness H51 Objects to non-preferred status of H51 and requests that some level of housing land is allocated outwith

the immediate city boundary and into the city fringes as some people do not wish to live within housing

estates by mainstream developers. Appropriate for an allocation at H51 for 3 houses given the pattern and

scale of existing developments within a 200m radius. Access and servicing is possible.

Allocation of site H51 for small scale housing development.

Inverness Mr Michael Gillespie(01090) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

90/1/001

Inverness H51 Objects to non-preferred status of H51 because: a dense tree screen can be planted within the site on the

A9 frontage to prevent any visibility or noise issues; houses would be fitted with triple glazing to mitigate

noise issue; houses would be detached and therefore fit existing settlement pattern; the site would meet

an unmet city demand for large detached houses on large plots, and; there is already a precedent for

similar development in close proximity to the site.

Retention of site H51 within Proposed Plan for housing.

Inverness Westhill CC(00324) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

24/1/008

Inverness H52A Supports non-preferred status of H52A and H53. Does not want this agricultural land to be used for

housing. Endorses the significant cons listed in the MIR.

Inverness Westhill CC(00324) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

24/1/009

Inverness H52B Objects to non-preference of site H52b . Does not want this agricultural land to be used for housing.

Endorses the significant cons listed in the MIR.

Inverness Westhill CC(00324) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

24/1/008

Inverness H53 Supports non-preferred status of H52A and H53. Does not want this agricultural land to be used for

housing. Endorses the significant cons listed in the MIR.

Inverness Westhill CC(00324) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

24/1/012

Inverness H54 Objects to preferred status of H54. Does not want this agricultural land used for housing and endorses

significant cons listed in MIR. Unclear why this area is not usuable public open space as it appears to

already be part of a larger open space/woodland.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/094

Inverness H55 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan. Text should

state that a FRA has already been carried out for part of site but would need to be extended and

development must be in accordance with FRA recommendations previously accepted. Cairnlaw Burn runs

adjacent to the site. The waterbody is currently at moderate morphological status and is therefore a priority

for restoration. There appears to be a buffer strip left between the site boundary and the water course.

This is likely to be sufficient to allow for future restoration and development of narural processes but this

should still be considered during planning of the development. There are also small historically straightened

watercourses adjacent to the site boundary and running throungh the site. A buffer strip appears to have

been left to the watercourse adjacent to the boundary which is likely to be sufficient to allow for

restoration and development of natural processes. The developer requirements should seek to ensure that

these buffers are maintained. 

SEPA request insertion of text to indicate potential flood risk

and requirement for Flood Risk Assessment

Inverness Mr And Mrs MacNeill(00935) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

35/1/002

Inverness H55 Support Council’s preference for supporting housing development on H55 and H56 as they are on the east

side of Inverness, don’t appear to impinge upon existing local residents and are close to existing

infrastructure and facilities.

Inverness The Scottish Government(00957) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

57/1/028

Inverness H55 These allocations have the potential to impact on the scheduled monument Ashton Farm Cottages, ring

ditch 415m SW and pit circles 460m WSW of (Index no. 11535). Historic Scotland (HS) would wish to

continue to be involved in discussions with the Council, Transport Scotland and others stakeholder

regarding the potential impacts on this site from development here and works associated with the A96. HS

would therefore ask for the developer requirements to reflect this.

Seeks developer requirement to reflect that HS wish to

continue to be involved in discussions with the Council,

Transport Scotland and others stakeholder regarding the

potential impacts on the scheduled monument Ashton farm

Cottages

Inverness Highland And Island Enterprise(01035) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

35/1/003

Inverness H55 Supports allocation for housing use but disagress with Council's cons list for this site. Believes loss of prime

farmland not significant. Accepts East Link dependency but calls on Plan to help deliver road improvements

in this area. Believes proximity to railway and East Link can be mitigated by good layout and design.

No significant farmland or road/rail setbacks in Proposed Plan.

Action programme and Plan to indicate how East Link and

associated roads will be delivered (all assumed).

Page 25



ISSUE NAME OUR REF.

POLICY/SITE

NAME COMMENT MODIFICATION SOUGHT
Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/095

Inverness H56 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan. Text

modified to state that development of the site would have to be supported by a FRA and note the outcome

of the FRA could have an impact on the developable area or layout options. Flood Risk Assessment will be

required in support of planning application. Cairnlaw Burn runs through and along the boundary of the site.

The water body is currently at moderate morphological status and is therefore a priority for restoration.

Realignment, culverts and loss of riparian vegetation are the main pressures contributing to moderate

status. The burn through the site and along the boundary has been historically straightened. Development

of the site should therefore consider the requirement for restoration of the watercourse allowing

appropriate space for restoration works and space for future development of natural processes. This will

require quite a bit of morphological assessment. There is also an historically straightened minor

watercourse running along the boundary of the site. Restoration could be tied into restoration of the

Cairnlaw Burn as part of the development but at the very least space should be allowed for restoration and

development of natural processes in future.

Inverness Mr And Mrs MacNeill(00935) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

35/1/002

Inverness H56 Support Council’s preference for supporting housing development on H55 and H56 as they are on the east

side of Inverness, don’t appear to impinge upon existing local residents and are close to existing

infrastructure and facilities.

Inverness Mr Fraser Hutcheson(00986) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

86/1/001

Inverness H56 Supports preference for housing development on H56. Raises number of concerns regarding servicing and

phasing of development relative to the provisions of the HwLDP and lack clarity from Transport Scotland

Žǀ Ğƌ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƚƌĂƚĞŐŝĐ�ƌŽĂĚ�ŶĞƚǁ ŽƌŬ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƌĞĂ͘ ��ŽŶĐĞƌŶĞĚ�ĂďŽƵƚ�ƚŚĞ�ƌŽƵƚĞ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ��ϵͲ�ϵϲ�ĚƵĞ�ƚŽ�ĐŽŶŶĞĐƟǀ ŝƚǇ�ŽĨ�

H56 with adjoining development plan, its deliverability and the nature of major junctions with the A9 and

A96. Not clear whether Strategic Link Road has to be completed in its entirety in advance of commencing

Phase 2 of East Inverness. If this is the case, question if the section through Ashton Farm can be completed

when it is identified as open space (C13) and likely to remain in agricultural use for the foreseeable

ĨƵƚƵƌĞ͘�/Ŷ�ƚŚĞ�ĐŽŶƐƵůƚĂƟŽŶ�ĐŽŶĚƵĐƚĞĚ�ďǇ�dƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚ�̂ ĐŽƚůĂŶĚ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĞĂƐƚ�ůŝŶŬ�ŝŶ�ĞĂƌůǇ�ϮϬϭϮ�ƚŚĞƌĞ�ǁ ĂƐ�ĂŶ�

absence of detail about timing of provision of local road connections and improvements required to open

up development land north of the railway at Cradlehall. Vital that this opportunity is not land-locked or

hindered by the uncertainty over the timing of key transport infrastructure. Separate representations to

dƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚ�̂ ĐŽƚůĂŶĚ�ŚĂǀ Ğ�ďĞĞŶ�ŵĂĚĞ�ĂďŽƵƚ�ĐŽŶŶĞĐƟǀ ŝƚǇ�ƌŝŐŚƚ�ĂĐƌŽƐƐ�ƚŚĞ��ĂƐƚ�/Ŷǀ ĞƌŶĞƐƐ�ĂƌĞĂ͘ ��/Ŷ�ƚŚĞ�ĂďƐĞŶĐĞ�

of clarity over access to the proposed trunk road link and local future local road network developers will be

reluctant to show interest and commit to financial contributions to road proposals at H56. On the basis of

Transport Scotland’s draft options there are strong reservations about being involved in the development of

the East Inverness area. Landowner seeks clarity about how H56 will be accessed for development

purposes and therefore whether it is worth while making the site available for development. Transport

Scotland has so far failed to do this. As such, call upon the Council to provide clear development guidance

through the Inner Moray Firth Local Development Plan.

Proposed Plan to provide clarity on A9-A96 link in terms of

route, juntions, timing and level of developer contributions

Inverness Westhill CC(00324) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

24/1/001

Inverness H57 Objects to preference of MU29 and MU28, objects to non-preference of C13 and supports non-preference

of site H57 . Respondent objects to the expansion of East Inverness in particular these 4 sites and land to

the north west of H57. Concerns raised in response to the HwLDP remain unchanged. Westhill, Resaurie,

Smithton and Culloden are large predominately residential areas with very little "on the doorstep"

accessible open space compared to other parts of Inverness. The plan needs to provide for a large public

open space including parkland, an arboretum, playgrounds, allotments etc. The Council should establish

ƚŚŝƐ�ĂŶĚ�ŶŽƚ�ǁ Ăŝƚ�ĨŽƌ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉĞƌƐΖ�ƐƉĞĐƵůĂƟǀ Ğ�ƉƌŽƉŽƐĂůƐ�ĂŶĚ�ƟŵĞƚĂďůĞƐ͘ �����

Removal of MU28 and MU29 and requests retention of C13.
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Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/096

Inverness H57 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan. Text

modified to state development of the site would have to be supported by a FRA and note that the outcome

of the FRA could have an impact on developable area or layout options. Cairnlaw Burn runs along the

boundary of the site. The water body is currently at moderate morphological status and is therefore a

priority for restoration. Realignment, culverts and loss of riparian vegetation are the main pressures

contributing to moderate status. At least part of the burn along the boundary has been historically

straightened. Development of the site should therefore consider the requirement for restoration of the

watercourse allowing appropriate space for restoration works and space for future development of natural

processes. This will require quite a bit of morphological assessment. There is also an historically

straightened minor watercourse running through the site. Restoration could be tied into restoration of the

Cairnlaw Burn as part of the development but at the very least space should be allowed for restoration and

development of natural processes in future.

SEPA request insertion of text to indicate potential flood risk

and requirement for Flood Risk Assessment

Inverness Norah Munro(00600) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/006

00/1/001

Inverness H57 Objects to non-preferred status of H57. Differing view from the presentation given in the MIR of site

ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĂŶĚ�ƉƌĞĨĞƌĞŶĐĞƐ�ĨŽƌ��ƐŚƚŽŶ�&Ăƌŵ͘ ��dŚĞ��ǆĞĐƵƚŽƌƐ�ƌĞŵĂŝŶ�ĐŽŵŵŝƩĞĚ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ĂƐ�ŽƵƚůŝŶĞĚ�

in the A96 Growth Corridor Development Framework with the mixed housing and commercial elements.

They would wish to see future plans reflect this and to be within the phasing as outlined (in the framework)

and are concerned that the current plans (MIR) have no allocation of development opportunities to the

Ashton Farm site. The farm being surrounded by various developments (Inverness Retail Park, Beechwood

Campus and Stratton mixed use) together with the planned trunk road alignment would make it impossible

to continue both practically and profitably as a non-developed farming unit. Ensuring that the unit remains

accessible, and part of a coherent phased development for the A96 Corridor remain key.

Allocate land at Ashton Farm for phased development of

housing and commercial uses and ensure that access is

maintained for the farming unit and for development.

Inverness Mr And Mrs MacKintosh(00945) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

45/1/001

Inverness H57 The inclusion of development land at Seafield of Raigmore for development post 2031 conflicts with the

A96 Corridor Development Framework. The land is considered by the landowner to be immeiately available

and puzzled that land in the heart of the East Inverness area is phased for later development. This late

phasing will also adversely effect neighbouring land at Ashton Farm, with whom this land could be brought

forward at an earlier date..

Change of phasing to make land available at an earlier date.

Inverness Highlands & Islands Green Party(00491) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/004

91/1/008

Inverness H59 Large scale extension of Inverness to the east is not desirable, again diverting resources from other areas

and producing along ribbon of development that will overburden infrastructure in this part of the region.

We therefore we oppose allocations H59, MU28, MU29 and MU30 in Inverness, although the smaller 'infill'

allocations can be supported.

Removal of site allocations at H59, MU28, MU29 and MU30.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/097

Inverness H59 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan. Text

modified to state development of the northern quarter of the site would have to be supported by a FRA

and note that the outcome of the FRA could have an impact on the developable area or layout options.

SEPA request insertion of text to indicate potential flood risk

and requirement for Flood Risk Assessment
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Inverness Macdonald Hotels(00985) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

85/1/001

Inverness H59 Landowner supports the continued allocation of Stratton Lodge land (H59 and MU29) as preferred sites but

ŚĂƐ�ƐŽŵĞ�ĐŽŶĐĞƌŶƐ͗ �Ͳ�̂ Ğƌǀ ŝĐŝŶŐ�ĂŶĚ�ƉŚĂƐŝŶŐ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ƌĞůĂƟǀ Ğ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�, ǁ >�W�ƉƌŽǀ ŝƐŝŽŶƐ͘ ����

Significant Con of the site has been noted as its dependency on "local and trunk road network" and

although the HwLDP states various provisions, the respondent has concerns that these depend on actions

of others. As a result the restoration of Stratton Lodge Hotel (H59) will be delayed whilst the commitments

are made. - Although the landowner accepts the requirement of the link between A9 and A96, they are

concerned about its route, the connectivity between their land and adjoining development sites, its

deliverability and the detail of the major junctions. Respondent unsure whether the Strategic Link Road has

to be completed in its entirety in advance of Phase 2. If so, respondent questions the ability to deliver it

through Ashton Farm as it is allocated as Open Space (C13) and is likely to remain in agricultural use for

ƐŽŵĞ�ƟŵĞ͘���Ͳ�D ĂŝŶ�ĐŽŶĐĞƌŶ�ŝƐ�ƚŚĞ�ŶĞĞĚ�ƚŽ�ƵƉŐƌĂĚĞ��ĂƌŶ��ŚƵƌĐŚ�ZŽĂĚ�ŝŶ�ĂĚǀ ĂŶĐĞ�ŽĨ�ƌĞƐƉŽŶĚĞŶƚ ͛ Ɛ�ůĂŶĚ�ďĞŝŶŐ�

developed. - H59 is indicated as Phase 1 in HwLDP but respondent concerned this may not be feasible

without allowing access through the open part of their land as indicated in Phase 2. A preferred means of

ĂĐĐĞƐƐ�ŝƐ�ŽƵƚůŝŶĞĚ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƩ ĂĐŚĞĚ�ŵĂƉ͘ �Ͳ�>ĂĐŬ�ŽĨ�ĐůĂƌŝƚǇ�ĨƌŽŵ�dƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚ�̂ ĐŽƚůĂŶĚ�Žǀ Ğƌ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƚƌĂƚĞŐŝĐ�ƌŽĂĚ�

network. The consultation in early 2012 was absent of detail about the timing of the provision of local

ĐŽŶŶĞĐƟŽŶƐ�ĂŶĚ�ŝŵƉƌŽǀ ĞŵĞŶƚƐ�ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ�ƚŽ�ŽƉĞŶ�ƵƉ�ůĂŶĚ�Ăƚ�̂ ƚƌĂƩ ŽŶ͘ ����ZĞƐƉŽŶĚĞŶƚ�ĂƌŐƵĞƐ�ƚŚĂƚ�ƚŚŝƐ�

opportunity should not be land-locked or hindered by uncertainty over the timing of key transport

infrastructure. As a result respondent would prefer the open part of land to be separated out (as it is in

terms of ownership) from MU29 and shown as a housing site.

Respondent would prefer the open part of land to be separated

out (as it is in terms of ownership) from MU29 and shown as a

housing site.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/098

Inverness H60 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan. Text

modified to state development of the site would have to be supported by a FRA and note that the outcome

of the FRA could have an impact on developable area or layout options. FRA should also address drainage to

ensure no impacts off-site.

SEPA request insertion of text to indicate potential flood risk

and requirement for Flood Risk Assessment

Inverness William Gray Construction Ltd(01071) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

71/4/001

Inverness H62 Supports site H62 for housing development. Site has plannnig opermission.

Inverness Mr W Macleod(00013) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

13/1/001

Inverness H63 Supports the Council’s non-preference for development on sites H63 and H64 for the following reasons:-

�ŶĐƌŽĂĐŚŵĞŶƚ�ŝŶƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ŚŝŶƚĞƌůĂŶĚ͖ �Ͳ��Ž�ŶŽƚ�ƌĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚ�Į ůůŝŶŐ�ŝŶ�Žƌ�ƌŽƵŶĚŝŶŐ�Žī �ŽƉƉŽƌƚƵŶŝƟĞƐ͖ �Ͳ��ƵůůŽĚĞŶ�

woods provides excellent natural boundary to built development; - Significant development would be out of 

ŬĞĞƉŝŶŐ�ǁ ŝƚŚ�ƐƵƌƌŽƵŶĚŝŶŐ�ĂƌĞĂ͖ �Ͳ��ŝĸ ĐƵůƟĞƐ�ŽĨ�ƉƌŽǀ ŝĚŝŶŐ�Ă�ƐĂĨĞ�ĂĐĐĞƐƐ͖ �Ͳ�WŽŽƌ�ĚƌĂŝŶĂŐĞ͕�ƉĂƌƟĐƵůĂƌůǇ�ŽŶ�ƐŝƚĞ�

, ϲϰ͖ �ĂŶĚ�Ͳ�hŶĚĞƌƐƚĂŶĚ�, ϲϯ�ůŝĞƐ�ǁ ŝƚŚŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�/Ŷǀ ĞŶƚŽƌǇ��ŽƵŶĚĂƌǇ�ĨŽƌ��ƵůůŽĚĞŶ��ĂƩ ůĞĮ ĞůĚ�ǁ ŚŝĐŚ�ŵƵƐƚ�ďĞ�

protected .

Inverness Westhill CC(00324) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

24/1/007

Inverness H63 Supports non-preference of sites H63 and H64 as they impact upon Culloden Muir. Endorses the significant

cons listed in the MIR.

Inverness Balloch Community Council(00492) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/004

92/1/001

Inverness H63 Support non-preference of H63 and H64 for the following reasons:-�ŝƐƚĂŶĐĞ�ĨƌŽŵ�ĞǆŝƐƟŶŐ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�Ͳ

>ĂĐŬ�ŽĨ�ĨĂĐŝůŝƟĞƐ�ͲIncrease traffic on already busy road -Urban sprawl in the countryside -Use of good 

agricultural land-�ůŽƐĞ�ƚŽ�Žƌ�ǁ ŝƚŚŝŶ�ďĂƩ ůĞĮ ĞůĚ�ĂƌĞĂ�ͲIncrease pressure on schools

Inverness Mr Jim Cockburn(00897) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/008

97/1/001

Inverness H63 Supports the Councils non preference of these sites and considers that nothing has happended that should

alter the Council's opinion towards their suitability and that the issues remain the same, i.e. surface water

drainage, and the road network. Also mentioned is the landscape impact as it is considered an intrusion into

the countryside as these sites lie beyond the Culloden Froest which provides a natural separation from the

urban development to the countryside. Also of concern to is that H63 lies within the revised Inventory

boundary for Culloden Battlefield which needs to be protected.

Inverness Mrs J Mackinnon(00924) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

24/1/001

Inverness H63 Supports Council's preference for no housing development on H63 and H64 as the area already has serious

flooding problems which would be made worse by development of the site and the narrow road to the

battlefield is unsuitable.

Inverness Mr John McAuslane(00934) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

34/1/001

Inverness H63 Respondent endorses the points made in Mr J Cockburns and suggests that the Council opposes

development on H63 and H64 despite proposals being for both sides of the Balloch/Culloden Road at

Viewhill. Considers that development of any prime agricultrual land within the extended boundary of

�ƵůůŽĚĞŶ��ĂƩ ůĞĮ ĞůĚ�ǁ ŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�ƌĞƐŝƐƚĞĚ�ĂŶǇǁ ĂǇ͘���
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ISSUE NAME OUR REF.

POLICY/SITE

NAME COMMENT MODIFICATION SOUGHT
Inverness Mr And Mrs MacNeill(00935) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

35/1/001

Inverness H63 Support Council’s preference to not support housing development on H63 and H64. Preference is for H63

and H64 to be retained as open space. Do not support housing development on H63 and H64 for the

following reasons:-EĞŐĂƟǀ Ğ�ŝŵƉĂĐƚ�ƵƉŽŶ�ĐƵƌƌĞŶƚ�ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚƐ�ĂƩ ƌĂĐƟǀ Ğ�ƌƵƌĂů�ŽƵƚůŽŽŬ͖�ͲAgree with significant 

ĐŽŶƐ�ůŝƐƚĞĚ�ŝŶ�D /Z ͕ �ƉĂƌƟĐƵůĂƌůǇ�ďƌĞĂĐŚ�ŝŶƚŽ�ŽƉĞŶ�ĐŽƵŶƚƌǇƐŝĚĞ�ĂŶĚ�ŝŵƉĂĐƚ�ƵƉŽŶ��ƵůůŽĚĞŶ��ĂƩ ůĞĮ ĞůĚ�Ͳ

�ĚĚŝƟŽŶĂů�ĐŽŶƐ�ĂƌĞ�ƌŽĂĚ�ƐĂĨĞƚǇ�ĨŽƌ�ƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶƐ�ĂŶĚ�ƐƵƌĨĂĐĞ�ǁ ĂƚĞƌ�ĚƌĂŝŶĂŐĞ͕�ĂŶ�ŝƐƐƵĞƐ�ƚŚĂƚ�ŚĂƐ�ďĞĞŶ�ƌĂŝƐĞĚ�

ŝŶ�Ă�ƌĞĐĞŶƚ�ŶĞĂƌďǇ�ƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ�ĂƉƉůŝĐĂƟŽŶ�

Inverness The Scottish Government(00957) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

57/1/037

Inverness H63 These allocations all lie within or partly within the Culloden Inventory Battlefield site, Historic Scotland

therefore welcome that these sites are not preferred by the Council.

Inverness Inverness Properties(01023) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

23/1/001

Inverness H63 KďũĞĐƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ŶŽŶͲƉƌĞĨĞƌƌĞĚ�ƐƚĂƚƵƐ�ŽĨ�, ϲϯ ͕ �/Ŷǀ ĞƌŶĞƐƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ĨŽůůŽǁ ŝŶŐ�ƌĞĂƐŽŶƐ͗ �Ͳ�ůĂŶĚ�ŚĂƐ�ďĞĞŶ�ŝĚĞŶƟĮ ĞĚ�ĂƐ�

ŚĂǀ ŝŶŐ�ϭϳ ŚĂ�ŽĨ�ƉŽƚĞŶƟĂů�ŚŽƵƐŝŶŐ͕�Ϭ͘ϮŚĂ�ŽĨ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ƐƉĂĐĞ�ĂŶĚ�ϭ͘ ϱŚĂ�ĨŽƌ�ŽƉĞŶ�ƐƉĂĐĞ�Ͳ��ĂůůŽĐŚ�ŚĂƐ�ďĞĞŶ�

identified as ‘homogenous’ in the Local Plan and needs housing mix and open space. The proposed

development would provide a more sustainable neighbourhood by adding choice of housing while also

ƉƌŽǀ ŝĚŝŶŐ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ĨĂĐŝůŝƟĞƐ͕ �ĂŶĚ�ƉƵďůŝĐ�ƚƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚ͘ �Ͳ��ŝƐ�ƉĂƌƚ�ŽĨ�s ŝĞǁ Śŝůů�&Ăƌŵ�ƚŚĂƚ�ŚĂƐ�ďĞĞŶ�ĂĐƋƵŝƌĞĚ�ĨŽƌ�

ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ͘ �Ͳ�D ŽƌĞ�ŚŽƵƐŝŶŐ�ǁ ŽƵůĚ�ŚĞůƉ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ůŽĐĂů�ĨĂĐŝůŝƟĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ƐĞƌǀ ŝĐĞƐ�Ͳ�dŚĞ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ĚŽĞƐ�ŶŽƚ�

ĚĞƉĞŶĚ�ŽŶ�ŵĂũŽƌ�ŝŶĨƌĂƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞ�ŝŶǀ ĞƐƚŵĞŶƚ�Ͳ�, ĂƐ�ƚŚĞ�ƉŽƚĞŶƟĂů�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ůŝŶŬĞĚ�ƚŽ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ƐŝƚĞ�ĞĂƐƚ�ŽĨ�

�ƵůůŽĚĞŶ�ZŽĂĚ�;s ŝĞǁ Śŝůů�ĞĂƐƚͿ�ƚŽ�Őŝǀ Ğ�ĐƌŝƟĐĂů�ŵĂƐƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĂƐ�ƉĂƌƚ�ŽĨ�Ă�ŝŶƚĞŐƌĂƚĞĚ�D ĂƐƚĞƌƉůĂŶ�Ͳ�dŚĞ�ƐŝƚĞ�ĂĚũŽŝŶƐ�

an existing urban neighbourhood and contribute to the A96 development corridor. As a result it is not likely

ƚŽ�ŚĂǀ Ğ�ĂŶǇ�ŵĂũŽƌ�ŝŵƉĂĐƚ�ŽŶ�ĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚĞĚ�ŵŽǀ ĞŵĞŶƚ�ƉĂƩĞƌŶƐ͘ �Ͳ��ĐĐĞƐƐ�ǁ ŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�ƚĂŬĞŶ�ĨƌŽŵ��ϭϬϮϴ�ĂŶĚ�ĚƵĞ�

ƚŽ�ŝŵƉƌŽǀ ĞĚ�ũƵŶĐƟŽŶ͕ �ŝŶĐƌĞĂƐĞĚ�ǀ ŝƐŝďŝůŝƚǇ�ĞƚĐ�ǁ ŝůů�ƌĞƐƵůƚ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƌŽĂĚ�ďĞĐŽŵŝŶŐ�ŵƵĐŚ�ƐĂĨĞƌ͘�Ͳ�dŚĞ�ƐŝƚĞ�ĐĂŶ�ďĞ�

ĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞůǇ�ƐĞƌǀ ŝĐĞĚ�Ͳ��ĚũŽŝŶƐ�ĞǆŝƐƟŶŐ�ŚŽƵƐĞƐ�Ăƚ�s ŝĞǁ Śŝůů�Ͳ�̂ ƉŽƌĂĚŝĐ�ŚŽƵƐŝŶŐ�ŝƐ�ĐŽŵŵŽŶ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƌĞĂ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĞ�

ũƵǆƚĂƉŽƐŝƟŽŶ�ŽĨ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ĞŝƚŚĞƌ�ƐŝĚĞ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ĨŽƌĞƐƚ�ŝƐ�ĂŶ�ĂƐƐĞƚ�ƌĂƚŚĞƌ�ƚŚĂŶ�Ă�ĐŽŶƐƚƌĂŝŶƚ͘ ���Ͳ�dŚĞ�ůĂŶĚ�ŝƐ�ŶŽƚ�

ŝŵƉŽƌƚĂŶƚ�ŝŶ�ƐĞƉĂƌĂƟŶŐ��ĂůůŽĐŚ�ĨƌŽŵ�ĞǆŝƐƟŶŐ�ŶĞŝŐŚďŽƵƌŚŽŽĚ͕ �ŝ͘ �͘ ��ŽĂůĞƐĐĞŶĐĞ�Ͳ�dŚĞ�ƐŝƚĞ�ŝƐ�ǁ Ğůů�ƐĐƌĞĞŶĞĚ�

from the B9006 - Council and Historic Scotland’s policy is not against development in principle on Culloden

�ĂƩ ůĞĮ ĞůĚ��ZĞƐƉŽŶĚĞŶƚ ͛ Ɛ�ĂĚĚŝƟŽŶĂů�ƐƵďŵŝƐƐŝŽŶ�ŽƵƚůŝŶĞƐ�Ă�ůĂƌŐĞƌ͕�ϮϰŚĂ�ƐŝƚĞ�ĂŶĚ�ĞŵƉŚĂƐŝƐĞƐ�ƚŚĂƚ�ƚŚĞ�

development of H63 would meet the urban structure and neighbourhood characteristics identified in the

Local Plan.

Seeks that H63 is allocated for housing use.

Inverness Mr W Macleod(00013) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

13/1/001

Inverness H64 Supports the Council’s non-preference for development on sites H63 and H64 for the following reasons:-

�ŶĐƌŽĂĐŚŵĞŶƚ�ŝŶƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ŚŝŶƚĞƌůĂŶĚ͖ �Ͳ��Ž�ŶŽƚ�ƌĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚ�Į ůůŝŶŐ�ŝŶ�Žƌ�ƌŽƵŶĚŝŶŐ�Žī �ŽƉƉŽƌƚƵŶŝƟĞƐ͖ �Ͳ��ƵůůŽĚĞŶ�

woods provides excellent natural boundary to built development; - Significant development would be out of 

ŬĞĞƉŝŶŐ�ǁ ŝƚŚ�ƐƵƌƌŽƵŶĚŝŶŐ�ĂƌĞĂ͖ �Ͳ��ŝĸ ĐƵůƟĞƐ�ŽĨ�ƉƌŽǀ ŝĚŝŶŐ�Ă�ƐĂĨĞ�ĂĐĐĞƐƐ͖ �Ͳ�WŽŽƌ�ĚƌĂŝŶĂŐĞ͕�ƉĂƌƟĐƵůĂƌůǇ�ŽŶ�ƐŝƚĞ�

, ϲϰ͖ �ĂŶĚ�Ͳ�hŶĚĞƌƐƚĂŶĚ�, ϲϯ�ůŝĞƐ�ǁ ŝƚŚŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�/Ŷǀ ĞŶƚŽƌǇ��ŽƵŶĚĂƌǇ�ĨŽƌ��ƵůůŽĚĞŶ��ĂƩ ůĞĮ ĞůĚ�ǁ ŚŝĐŚ�ŵƵƐƚ�ďĞ�

protected .

Inverness Westhill CC(00324) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

24/1/007

Inverness H64 Supports non-preference of sites H63 and H64 as they impact upon Culloden Muir. Endorses the significant

cons listed in the MIR.

Inverness Balloch Community Council(00492) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/004

92/1/001

Inverness H64 Support non-preference of H63 and H64 for the following reasons:-�ŝƐƚĂŶĐĞ�ĨƌŽŵ�ĞǆŝƐƟŶŐ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�Ͳ

>ĂĐŬ�ŽĨ�ĨĂĐŝůŝƟĞƐ�ͲIncrease traffic on already busy road -Urban sprawl in the countryside -Use of good 

agricultural land-�ůŽƐĞ�ƚŽ�Žƌ�ǁ ŝƚŚŝŶ�ďĂƩ ůĞĮ ĞůĚ�ĂƌĞĂ�ͲIncrease pressure on schools

Inverness Mr Jim Cockburn(00897) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/008

97/1/001

Inverness H64 Supports the Councils non preference of these sites and considers that nothing has happended that should

alter the Council's opinion towards their suitability and that the issues remain the same, i.e. surface water

drainage, and the road network. Also mentioned is the landscape impact as it is considered an intrusion into

the countryside as these sites lie beyond the Culloden Froest which provides a natural separation from the

urban development to the countryside. Also of concern to is that H63 lies within the revised Inventory

boundary for Culloden Battlefield which needs to be protected.

Inverness Mrs J Mackinnon(00924) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

24/1/001

Inverness H64 Supports Council's preference for no housing development on H63 and H64 as the area already has serious

flooding problems which would be made worse by development of the site and the narrow road to the

battlefield is unsuitable.

Inverness Mr John McAuslane(00934) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

34/1/001

Inverness H64 Respondent endorses the points made in Mr J Cockburns and suggests that the Council opposes

development on H63 and H64 despite proposals being for both sides of the Balloch/Culloden Road at

Viewhill. Considers that development of any prime agricultrual land within the extended boundary of

�ƵůůŽĚĞŶ��ĂƩ ůĞĮ ĞůĚ�ǁ ŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�ƌĞƐŝƐƚĞĚ�ĂŶǇǁ ĂǇ͘���
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Inverness Mr And Mrs MacNeill(00935) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

35/1/001

Inverness H64 Support Council’s preference to not support housing development on H63 and H64. Preference is for H63

and H64 to be retained as open space. Do not support housing development on H63 and H64 for the

following reasons:-EĞŐĂƟǀ Ğ�ŝŵƉĂĐƚ�ƵƉŽŶ�ĐƵƌƌĞŶƚ�ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚƐ�ĂƩ ƌĂĐƟǀ Ğ�ƌƵƌĂů�ŽƵƚůŽŽŬ͖�ͲAgree with significant 

ĐŽŶƐ�ůŝƐƚĞĚ�ŝŶ�D /Z ͕ �ƉĂƌƟĐƵůĂƌůǇ�ďƌĞĂĐŚ�ŝŶƚŽ�ŽƉĞŶ�ĐŽƵŶƚƌǇƐŝĚĞ�ĂŶĚ�ŝŵƉĂĐƚ�ƵƉŽŶ��ƵůůŽĚĞŶ��ĂƩ ůĞĮ ĞůĚ�Ͳ

�ĚĚŝƟŽŶĂů�ĐŽŶƐ�ĂƌĞ�ƌŽĂĚ�ƐĂĨĞƚǇ�ĨŽƌ�ƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶƐ�ĂŶĚ�ƐƵƌĨĂĐĞ�ǁ ĂƚĞƌ�ĚƌĂŝŶĂŐĞ͕�ĂŶ�ŝƐƐƵĞƐ�ƚŚĂƚ�ŚĂƐ�ďĞĞŶ�ƌĂŝƐĞĚ�

ŝŶ�Ă�ƌĞĐĞŶƚ�ŶĞĂƌďǇ�ƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ�ĂƉƉůŝĐĂƟŽŶ�

Inverness Mr W Cameron(01026) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

26/1/001

Inverness H64 >ĂŶĚŽǁ ŶĞƌƚŽ�KƉĞŶ�̂ ƉĂĐĞ�ĂůůŽĐĂƟŽŶ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ĨŽůůŽǁ ŝŶŐ�ƌĞĂƐŽŶƐ�Ͳ�ŝƚ�ŚĂƐ�ŶŽ�ƉƵƌƉŽƐĞ�ĂƐ�ŽƉĞŶ�ƐƉĂĐĞ�ďĞŝŶŐ�

unremarkable and hardly visible and therefore insignificant in landscape terms  -  no overriding physical, 

infrastructure or amenity constraints - would be accessible to the city's services, employment and transport

systems and to the evolving A96 economic development corridor - not likely to generate any significant 

change to the established patterns of movement; and is linked directly to the expanding network of Core

WĂƚŚƐ��Ͳ�ĐůŽƐĞ�ƚŽ�ĞǆŝƐƟŶŐ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�Ăƚ�s ŝĞǁ Śŝůů�ĂŶĚ�ŝƐ�ůŽĐĂƚĞĚ�ŝŶ�Ă�ƐĞƫ ŶŐ�ƚŚĂƚ�ĞŵďƌĂĐĞƐ�ƐƉŽƌĂĚŝĐ�ŚŽƵƐŝŶŐ͕��

ŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐ�Ă�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ƚƌĞĞĚ�ĞĚŐĞ�ƚŽ�ƐŽƵƚŚĞƌŶ�ŵĂƌŐŝŶ�ĂŶĚ�ŝƐ�ǁ ŝƚŚŝŶ�ĐŝƚǇ�ĂůƟƚƵĚĞ�ůŝŵŝƚƐ�Ͳ��ĚŝƐĐƌĞƚĞ�ŝŶ�ůĂŶĚƐĐĂƉĞ�

terms outwith the Battlefield Inventory and not prominent either from the existing neighbourhood,

ƌĞĐƌĞĂƟŽŶ�ƌŽƵƚĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĂƩ ƌĂĐƟŽŶƐ͕ �Žƌ�ƚŚĞ�ƌŽĂĚ�ŶĞƚǁ ŽƌŬ��Ͳ��ǁ Ğůů�ŽƵƚǁ ŝƚŚ�ƚŚĞ��ĂƩ ůĞĮ ĞůĚ��ŽŶƐĞƌǀ ĂƟŽŶ��ƌĞĂ�ĂŶĚ�

ƚŚĞ�WƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ��ŽŶƐĞƌǀ ĂƟŽŶ��ƌĞĂ�ĞǆƚĞŶƐŝŽŶ�ĂƐ�ƌĞĨĞƌƌĞĚ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�/Ŷǀ ĞƌŶĞƐƐ�>ŽĐĂů�WůĂŶ�Ͳ�ĐŽƵůĚ�ĞǆƚĞŶĚ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƵƉƉůǇ�

of land for expansion of the City not dependent on major infrastructure investment, and support local

ĞĚƵĐĂƟŽŶ�ĂŶĚ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ĨĂĐŝůŝƟĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�Őŝǀ Ğ�ĐƌŝƟĐĂů�ŵĂƐƐ�ĂůŽŶŐ�ǁ ŝƚŚ�, ϲϯ�;ĂůƚŚŽƵŐŚ�ŶŽƚ�ĚĞƉĞŶĚĞŶƚ�ŽŶ�, ϲϯͿ��Ͳ�

would improve accessibility to facilities for a large part of the existing community at Balloch and would

ĨƵŶĐƟŽŶ�ǁ ŝƚŚ�ĂŶ�ĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚĞĚ�ƵƌďĂŶ�ŶĞŝŐŚďŽƵƌŚŽŽĚ��

Landowner seeks allocation of land for housing in Proposed

Plan.

Inverness Mr W Cameron(01026) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

26/1/002

Inverness H64 dŚĞ�>ĂŶĚŽǁ ŶĞƌΖƐ�ƉƌŽƉŽƐĂů��Ͳ�ŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐ�Ă�ĐŽŵŵŝƩŵĞŶƚ�ƚŽ�ƉƌŽǀ ŝĚŝŶŐ�ĂŶ�ŝŶƚĞŐƌĂƚĞĚ�ŵĂƐƚĞƌƉůĂŶ͕ �ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ�

ůĂŶĚƐĐĂƉĞ�ĨƌĂŵĞǁ ŽƌŬ�Ͳ�ǁ ŽƵůĚ�ĂĚƌĞƐƐ�ĚĞĮ ĐŝĞŶĐŝĞƐ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ��ϭϬϮϴ��ƵůůŽĚĞŶ�ƌŽĂĚ�ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ�ĂŶ�ŝŵƉƌŽǀ ĞĚ�ũƵŶĐƟŽŶ�

arrangement, possibly localised widening/traffic management and improved pedestrian access to and from

�ĂůůŽĐŚ�Ͳ�ŝŶǀ Žůǀ ĞƐ�ƚŚĞ�ĂůůŽĐĂƟŽŶ�ŽĨ�ϰ͘ ϱ�ŚĂ͘ �K Ĩ�ůĂŶĚ�ĨŽƌ�ϰϱ�Ěǁ ĞůůŝŶŐƐ�ǁ ŝƚŚ�ƉŽƚĞŶƟĂů�ĨŽƌ�ĂůůŽƚŵĞŶƚ�ƉůŽƚƐ�Ͳ�ƌĞƚĂŝŶƐ�

the Call for Sites proposal as a preference, but considers that scope exists to consider a lower density of

ƉĂĚĚŽĐŬͬ ĂůůŽƚŵĞŶƚ�ƉůŽƚƐ��Ͳ�ĐŽƵůĚ�ŚĞůƉ�ĐŽŶƚƌŝďƵƚĞ�ƚŽǁ ĂƌĚƐ�Ă�ďĞƩĞƌ�ďĂůĂŶĐĞĚ�ĂŶĚ�ĂĚĚƌĞƐƐ�ĚĞĮ ĐŝĞŶĐǇ�ŝŶ�

housing mix through affordable provision 

The landowner seeks the allocation of this land for housing

preferring their call for sites proposal but offering 4.5 ha. Of

land for 45 dwellings with potential for allotment plots.

Inverness The Scottish Government(00957) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

57/1/037

Inverness H65 These allocations all lie within or partly within the Culloden Inventory Battlefield site, Historic Scotland

therefore welcome that these sites are not preferred by the Council.

Inverness Mackay(01005) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

05/1/002

Inverness H65 Objects to the non-preferred status of H65. In response to the Significant Cons, although the respondent

accepts that it is outwith the city boundary the site is attached to the existing settlement at Leanach

crossroads which has over a dozen dwellings at present. The site would also benefit from - forming a 

balanced appearance on the main south west public road from Leanach;- being accessed and serviced

without any cost to the Council;- being located within 200m walking distance of the Keppoch Inn and

Restaurant which is extending its dining facility at present; and- easy walking distance to the Culloden

Battlefield facility which operates a catering facility during the much quieter winter months.

Seeks H65 to be allocated for housing.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/099

Inverness H67 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan. Text

modified to state development of the site would have to be supported by a FRA and note that the outcome

of the FRA could have an impact on developable area or layout options. FRA should also address drainage to

ensure no impacts off-site.  

SEPA request insertion of text to indicate potential flood risk

and requirement for Flood Risk Assessment to support any

planning application.

Inverness Westhill CC(00324) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

24/1/005

Inverness H68 Supports non-preference of sites H68, H70, H71, H72 and H73. Supports settlement boundary not being

breached and endorses the significant cons listed in the MIR.
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Inverness Marr(01007) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

07/1/001

Inverness H68 Objecting to the non-preference of the site H68 as well as objecting to it being shown as a housing

allocation. The respondent suggested the site during the call for sites stage and requested it to be shown as

a low-density high amenity holiday chalet development run in conjunction with the Tower and not main

ƐƚƌĞĂŵ�ŚŽƵƐŝŶŐ͘����ZĞƐƉŽŶĚĞŶƚ�ĨĞĞůƐ�ƚŚĞ�ƉƌŽƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĐŽŶƐ�ůŝƐƚĞĚ�ĂƌĞ�ŶŽƚ�ĂĐĐƵƌĂƚĞ͘��&Žƌ�ƉƌŽƐ�ŶŽ�ŵĞŶƟŽŶ�ŝƐ�ŵĂĚĞ�

of the existing services available on site including existing vehicular access onto the Culloden Road. For

cons, the land has only flooded in the past when the burn has been blocked with debris from Upper

Muckovie land and overspill water running through that farmland. The SEPA flood maps do not show any

reference to the site. The land is planted along the south eastern boundary and natural cover along the

other boundaries along with future boundary planting means there is not much key vista from he site. A

limited vista from the public road is only available beyond the entrance to the land proposed for the chalet

development and as that would be located on the higher part of the field any of the proposed development

would have no effect on vista. The comment on local road capacity being limited is not understood by the

respondent as other developments could have far larger vehicular traffic movements for example the

development at site B11.The respondent feels that a small scale high quality chalet development run in

conjunction with the Tower property as a small scale business development would not be out of place with

the recently approved holiday development at the adjacent Easter Muckovie (site B11).

Retention of H68 as housing use (holiday lets)

Inverness Westhill CC(00324) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

24/1/004

Inverness H69 Supports non-preference of H69 . Does not want this agricultural area used for housing. Endorses the

significant cons listed in the MIR.

Inverness Mr Mark Hornby(00414) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/004

14/1/001

Inverness H69 Supports non-preference of H69 for following reasons: - an intrusion into undeveloped fields which have 

been safeguarded from development by the Council through the Firthview-Woodside Development Brief

;ϮϬϬϯͿ�ƉĂƌƟĐƵůĂƌůǇ�ƉĂƌĂŐƌĂƉŚ�ϲ ͘ ϭϴ͘�Ͳ�ĂĚǀ ĞƌƐĞ�ǀ ŝƐƵĂů�ŝŵƉĂĐƚ�ŽŶ�Ă�ĚĞƐŝŐŶĂƚĞĚ�, ŝŐŚůĂŶĚ�dŽƵƌŝƐƚ�ZŽƵƚĞ�;�ϵϬϬϲͿ�

ƚŽ��ƵůůŽĚĞŶ��ĂƩ ůĞĮ ĞůĚ�ĂŶĚ�ŽďƐƚƌƵĐƚ�ǀ ŝĞǁ Ɛ�ƚŽǁ ĂƌĚƐ��ůĂĐŬ�/ƐůĞ͕��ĞŶ�t Ǉǀ ŝƐ�ĂŶĚ�ďĞǇŽŶĚ͘ �Ͳ�̂ Ƶĸ ĐŝĞŶƚ�ĐĂƉĂĐŝƚǇ�ĨŽƌ�

housing within existing Inverness city allocations and proposed A96 corridor to meet forecasted housing

demand. Site is unnecessary and would further erode the green belt around Inverness.- Would not make

"efficient use of available development land" therefore contrary to the Council's Sustainable Design Guide:

/ŶƚĞƌŝŵ�̂ ƵƉƉůĞŵĞŶƚĂƌǇ�' ƵŝĚĂŶĐĞ͘�Ͳ��Ğǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ǁ ŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�ƵŶƌĞůĂƚĞĚ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĞǆŝƐƟŶŐ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ƉĂƩĞƌŶ�

which is progressively less dense as you go up the hill ending in open fields. - Would not "demonstrate 

sensitive siting". Would have an adverse impact on landscape and scenery contrary to Policy 28 in the

Highland-wide Local Development Plan. Development would be exposed to the elements thus eschewing

the energy efficient "passive design" promoted by the Council's Sustainable Design Guide: Interim

Supplementary Guidance.- Within the area covered by the Council's Badger Policy Guidance; development

may damage and/or disturb badger setts and/or foraging areas. Inverness and Nairn Local Biodiversity

Action Plan states that the area around Inverness city supports a significant population of badgers. Policies

59 and 60 Highland-wide Local Development Plan also relevant.- Would not conserve or enhance wider

green network, contrary to the Council's Interim Supplementary Guidance on Green Networks and Scottish

Planning Policy. Would set a precedent for further ad hoc development on city fringe and eroding green

networks.

Inverness Councillor Jim Crawford(00556) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

56/1/001

Inverness H69 Respondent supports the non-preference of housing development on H69. Notes the four Councillors for

Ward 20 requested area to be protected from development in the HwLDP. Respondent agrees with

ƌĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĂƟŽŶ�ƌĞĨ͘ �Ϭϭϭϰϭ͘ �����E ŽƚĞƐ�Į ĞůĚ�ĞĂƐƚ�ŽĨ�, ϲϵ�;ĂƐƐƵŵĞĚ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�D hϯϮͿ�ŝƐ�ĐĂƵƐŝŶŐ�ŐƌĞĂƚ�ĐŽŶĐĞƌŶ͘ ��

Understands it is being promoted for housing. Have been attempts to establish the Culloden path through

this field but understand the owners permission will be required, despite the existing indication from the

Council that no development should take place. Understood the site impinges upon the Battlefield

boundary and has contacted the Council’s Conservation Officer to establish if the law permits development

ŝŶ�ƐƵĐŚ�ůŽĐĂƟŽŶƐ͘ ���
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Inverness Mr Stephen And Beverley

Chalmers(00700)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/007

00/1/001

Inverness H69 Supports non-preference of H69 for following reasons: - an intrusion into undeveloped fields which have 

been safeguarded from development by the Council through the Firthview-Woodside Development Brief

;ϮϬϬϯͿ�ƉĂƌƟĐƵůĂƌůǇ�ƉĂƌĂŐƌĂƉŚ�ϲ ͘ ϭϴ͘�Ͳ�ĂĚǀ ĞƌƐĞ�ǀ ŝƐƵĂů�ŝŵƉĂĐƚ�ŽŶ�Ă�ĚĞƐŝŐŶĂƚĞĚ�, ŝŐŚůĂŶĚ�dŽƵƌŝƐƚ�ZŽƵƚĞ�;�ϵϬϬϲͿ�

ƚŽ��ƵůůŽĚĞŶ��ĂƩ ůĞĮ ĞůĚ�ĂŶĚ�ŽďƐƚƌƵĐƚ�ǀ ŝĞǁ Ɛ�ƚŽǁ ĂƌĚƐ��ůĂĐŬ�/ƐůĞ͕��ĞŶ�t Ǉǀ ŝƐ�ĂŶĚ�ďĞǇŽŶĚ͘ �Ͳ�̂ Ƶĸ ĐŝĞŶƚ�ĐĂƉĂĐŝƚǇ�ĨŽƌ�

housing within existing Inverness city allocations and proposed A96 corridor to meet forecasted housing

demand. Site is unnecessary and would further erode the green belt around Inverness.- Would not make

"efficient use of available development land" therefore contrary to the Council's Sustainable Design Guide:

/ŶƚĞƌŝŵ�̂ ƵƉƉůĞŵĞŶƚĂƌǇ�' ƵŝĚĂŶĐĞ͘�Ͳ��Ğǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ǁ ŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�ƵŶƌĞůĂƚĞĚ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĞǆŝƐƟŶŐ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ƉĂƩĞƌŶ�

which is progressively less dense as you go up the hill ending in open fields. - Would not "demonstrate 

sensitive siting". Would have an adverse impact on landscape and scenery contrary to Policy 28 in the

Highland-wide Local Development Plan. Development would be exposed to the elements thus eschewing

the energy efficient "passive design" promoted by the Council's Sustainable Design Guide: Interim

Supplementary Guidance.- Within the area covered by the Council's Badger Policy Guidance; development

may damage and/or disturb badger setts and/or foraging areas. Inverness and Nairn Local Biodiversity

Action Plan states that the area around Inverness city supports a significant population of badgers. Policies

59 and 60 Highland-wide Local Development Plan also relevant.- Would not conserve or enhance wider

green network, contrary to the Council's Interim Supplementary Guidance on Green Networks and Scottish

Planning Policy. Would set a precedent for further ad hoc development on city fringe and eroding green

networks.

Inverness Mr And Mrs S Robertson(00928) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

28/1/001

Inverness H69 Supports the Council preference for no housing development on H69 for the following reasons:- Would be

an intrusion into previously undeveloped fields; - The Council’s Firthview-Woodside Development Brief 

presumes against development in this area to allow open views from the B9006;- Adverse visual impact on

ǀ ŝĞǁ Ɛ�, ŝŐŚůĂŶĚ�dŽƵƌŝƐƚ�ZŽƵƚĞ�ĂŶĚ�ǀ ŝĞǁ Ɛ�ƚŽ��ůĂĐŬ�/ƐůĞ͕��ĞŶ�t Ǉǀ ŝƐ�ĂŶĚ�ďĞǇŽŶĚ͖ �Ͳ��ǆŝƐƟŶŐ�ŚŽƵƐŝŶŐ�ĂůůŽĐĂƟŽŶƐ�

ŽŶ��ϵϲ�ĐŽƌƌŝĚŽƌ�ĂƌĞ�ŵŽƌĞ�ƚŚĂŶ�ƐƵĸ ĐŝĞŶƚ�ƚŽ�ĂĐĐŽŵŵŽĚĂƚĞ�ĨƵƚƵƌĞ�ŚŽƵƐŝŶŐ�ŶĞĞĚƐ͖ �Ͳ��ůůŽĐĂƟŽŶ�ŽĨ�ƐŝƚĞ�ĐŽŶƚƌĂƌǇ�

to the Council’s Sustainable Design Guide as it would not make efficient use of available development land

Őŝǀ ĞŶ�ƐĐĂůĞ�ŽĨ�ĞǆŝƐƟŶŐ�ĂůůŽĐĂƟŽŶƐ�ĂŶĚ�ǁ ŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�ŚĞĂǀ ŝůǇ�ĞǆƉŽƐĞĚ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĞůĞŵĞŶƚƐ͖ �Ͳ��Ğǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ǁ ŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�

ƵŶƌĞůĂƚĞĚ�ƚŽ�ĞǆŝƐƟŶŐ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ƉĂƩĞƌŶƐ͖ �Ͳ�t ŽƵůĚ�ŶŽƚ�ĚĞŵŽŶƐƚƌĂƚĞ�ƐĞŶƐŝƟǀ Ğ�ƐŝƟŶŐ�ĐŽŶƚƌĂƌǇ�ƚŽ�, ǁ >�W�

Policy 28;- Included within area of the Council’s badger policy guidance, therefore may damage and/or

disturb badger setts and/or badger foraging areas – development could be contrary to Biodiversity Action

Plan and Policy 59 and 60 of the HwLDP;- Will not conserve or enhance the sites role within the wider green

network, contrary to Council’s SG on Green Networks and SPP, instead would lead to a significant loss of

open, green space;- Would set a precedent for further ad-hoc developments along city fringe, eroding

green networks and intruding into the protected hinterland of the city; and - Detrimental affect on 

exclusivity of Heights of Woodside housing estate and thus a very worrying negative impact on current

ŚŽƵƐŝŶŐ�ǀ ĂůƵĂƟŽŶƐ͘ �

Inverness Dr Ken Oates(01011) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

11/1/001

Inverness H69 Supports the non-preferred status of site H69 for the following reasons:- development would be an

intrusion into previously undeveloped land- development on site H69 would have an adverse visual impact

on a designated tourist route and obstruct views towards the Black Isle, Ben Wyvis and beyond;- there is

ƐƵĸ ĐŝĞŶƚ�ĐĂƉĂĐŝƚǇ�ƚŽ�ŵĞĞƚ�ŚŽƵƐŝŶŐ�ŶĞĞĚƐ�ǁ ŝƚŚŝŶ�ĞǆŝƐƟŶŐ�ĂůůŽĐĂƟŽŶƐ͖ �Ͳ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŝƚĞ�ǁ ŽƵůĚ�ŶŽƚ�ĂĐĐŽƌĚ�ǁ ŝƚŚ�ƚŚĞ�

Highland Council's Sustainable Design Guide in terms of efficient use of available development land; - 

development on this site would not demonstrate sensitive siting and would not accord with Policy 28 of the

, ŝŐŚůĂŶĚͲǁ ŝĚĞ�>ŽĐĂů��Ğǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�WůĂŶ͖ �Ͳ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ŽŶ�ƚŚŝƐ�ƐŝƚĞ�ŵĂǇ�Ğī ĞĐƚ�ůŽĐĂů�ďĂĚŐĞƌ�ƉŽƉƵůĂƟŽŶƐ�ĂŶĚ�

be contrary to the HC Badger Policy Guidance Note and Policy 59 and 60 of the Highland-wide Local

Development Plan;- development of the site would not contribute to the green network;-there is

insufficient drainage infrastructure in the area and development of this site may lead to further flooding in

east Inverness.
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Inverness Mr And Mrs MacDougall(01140) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/011

40/1/001

Inverness H69 Supports non-preference of H69 for following reasons: - an intrusion into undeveloped fields which have 

been safeguarded from development by the Council through the Firthview-Woodside Development Brief

;ϮϬϬϯͿ�ƉĂƌƟĐƵůĂƌůǇ�ƉĂƌĂŐƌĂƉŚ�ϲ ͘ ϭϴ͘�Ͳ�ĂĚǀ ĞƌƐĞ�ǀ ŝƐƵĂů�ŝŵƉĂĐƚ�ŽŶ�Ă�ĚĞƐŝŐŶĂƚĞĚ�, ŝŐŚůĂŶĚ�dŽƵƌŝƐƚ�ZŽƵƚĞ�;�ϵϬϬϲͿ�

ƚŽ��ƵůůŽĚĞŶ��ĂƩ ůĞĮ ĞůĚ�ĂŶĚ�ŽďƐƚƌƵĐƚ�ǀ ŝĞǁ Ɛ�ƚŽǁ ĂƌĚƐ��ůĂĐŬ�/ƐůĞ͕��ĞŶ�t Ǉǀ ŝƐ�ĂŶĚ�ďĞǇŽŶĚ͘ �Ͳ�̂ Ƶĸ ĐŝĞŶƚ�ĐĂƉĂĐŝƚǇ�ĨŽƌ�

housing within existing Inverness city allocations and proposed A96 corridor to meet forecasted housing

demand. Site is unnecessary and would further erode the green belt around Inverness.- Would not make

"efficient use of available development land" therefore contrary to the Council's Sustainable Design Guide:

/ŶƚĞƌŝŵ�̂ ƵƉƉůĞŵĞŶƚĂƌǇ�' ƵŝĚĂŶĐĞ͘�Ͳ��Ğǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ǁ ŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�ƵŶƌĞůĂƚĞĚ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĞǆŝƐƟŶŐ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ƉĂƩĞƌŶ�

which is progressively less dense as you go up the hill ending in open fields. - Would not "demonstrate 

sensitive siting". Would have an adverse impact on landscape and scenery contrary to Policy 28 in the

Highland-wide Local Development Plan. Development would be exposed to the elements thus eschewing

the energy efficient "passive design" promoted by the Council's Sustainable Design Guide: Interim

Supplementary Guidance.- Within the area covered by the Council's Badger Policy Guidance; development

may damage and/or disturb badger setts and/or foraging areas. Inverness and Nairn Local Biodiversity

Action Plan states that the area around Inverness city supports a significant population of badgers. Policies

59 and 60 Highland-wide Local Development Plan also relevant.- Would not conserve or enhance wider

green network, contrary to the Council's Interim Supplementary Guidance on Green Networks and Scottish

Planning Policy. Would set a precedent for further ad hoc development on city fringe and eroding green

networks.

Inverness Mr Malcolm A Macleod(01141) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/011

41/1/001

Inverness H69 Supports non-preference of H69 for following reasons: - an intrusion into undeveloped fields which have 

been safeguarded from development by the Council through the Firthview-Woodside Development Brief

;ϮϬϬϯͿ�ƉĂƌƟĐƵůĂƌůǇ�ƉĂƌĂŐƌĂƉŚ�ϲ ͘ ϭϴ͘�Ͳ�ĂĚǀ ĞƌƐĞ�ǀ ŝƐƵĂů�ŝŵƉĂĐƚ�ŽŶ�Ă�ĚĞƐŝŐŶĂƚĞĚ�, ŝŐŚůĂŶĚ�dŽƵƌŝƐƚ�ZŽƵƚĞ�;�ϵϬϬϲͿ�

ƚŽ��ƵůůŽĚĞŶ��ĂƩ ůĞĮ ĞůĚ�ĂŶĚ�ŽďƐƚƌƵĐƚ�ǀ ŝĞǁ Ɛ�ƚŽǁ ĂƌĚƐ��ůĂĐŬ�/ƐůĞ͕��ĞŶ�t Ǉǀ ŝƐ�ĂŶĚ�ďĞǇŽŶĚ͘ �Ͳ�̂ Ƶĸ ĐŝĞŶƚ�ĐĂƉĂĐŝƚǇ�ĨŽƌ�

housing within existing Inverness city allocations and proposed A96 corridor to meet forecasted housing

demand. Site is unnecessary and would further erode the green belt around Inverness.- Would not make

"efficient use of available development land" therefore contrary to the Council's Sustainable Design Guide:

/ŶƚĞƌŝŵ�̂ ƵƉƉůĞŵĞŶƚĂƌǇ�' ƵŝĚĂŶĐĞ͘�Ͳ��Ğǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ǁ ŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�ƵŶƌĞůĂƚĞĚ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĞǆŝƐƟŶŐ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ƉĂƩĞƌŶ�

which is progressively less dense as you go up the hill ending in open fields. - Would not "demonstrate 

sensitive siting". Would have an adverse impact on landscape and scenery contrary to Policy 28 in the

Highland-wide Local Development Plan. Development would be exposed to the elements thus eschewing

the energy efficient "passive design" promoted by the Council's Sustainable Design Guide: Interim

Supplementary Guidance.- Within the area covered by the Council's Badger Policy Guidance; development

may damage and/or disturb badger setts and/or foraging areas. Inverness and Nairn Local Biodiversity

Action Plan states that the area around Inverness city supports a significant population of badgers. Policies

59 and 60 Highland-wide Local Development Plan also relevant.- Would not conserve or enhance wider

green network, contrary to the Council's Interim Supplementary Guidance on Green Networks and Scottish

Planning Policy. Would set a precedent for further ad hoc development on city fringe and eroding green

networks.

Inverness Mr MacLean(01268) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/012

68/1/001

Inverness H69 Landowner objects to the non preferred status of H69 for the following reasons- whilst it is on the fringe of

the city it is considered to be related to other housing to the north and west and represents a logical

extension - despite a developemnt brief seeking to restrict development here to protect views, due to the

presense of hedgegrows and trees there are limited views from this point- its development would not

prejudice wider views either through design and layout of low density development and through retention

of open space to the west, or through provision of green wedges to retain important vistas.- its

development would provide the benefit of improved access and wider road at the section in from the

B9006 - the site is free from significant infrastructure and physical constraint, can be readily accessed, and is 

deliverable within the Plan period

Allocation of H69 in Proposed Plan
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Inverness Mr And Mrs D Macdonald(01302) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/013

02/1/001

Inverness H69 Supports the Council's non preference of this land for housing for the following reasons- its development

would be contrary to the Council's current safeguarding of this land in the Firthview- Woodside

�Ğǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ďƌŝĞĨ�;ϮϬϬϯͿ�ĨŽƌ�ǀ ŝƐƵĂů�ĂŶĚ�ƌĞĐƌĞĂƟŽŶĂů�ĂŵĞŶŝƚǇ�ƌĞĂƐŽŶƐ�Ͳ�ŝƚ�ǁ ŽƵůĚ�ŚĂǀ Ğ�ĂŶ�ĂĚǀ ĞƌƐĞ�ǀ ŝƐƵĂů�

impact on the Highland tourist route B9006 to Culloden Battlefield and obstruct important views towards

the Black Isle, Ben Wyvis and beyond - there is sufficent capacity for housing eleswhere in Inverness and 

ĂůŽŶŐ��ϵϲ�ĐŽƌƌŝĚŽƌ�ƐŽ�ƚŚŝƐ�ĂůůŽĐĂƟŽŶ�ŝƐ�ŶŽƚ�ŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇ�Ͳ�ŝƚ�ǁ ŽƵůĚ�ĞƌŽĚĞ�ƚŚĞ�ŐƌĞĞŶ�ďĞůƚ�Ͳ�ŝƚ�ǁ ŽƵůĚ��ĚŝƐƌƵƉƚ�ƚŚĞ�

ƚƌĂŶƐŝƟŽŶ�ĨƌŽŵ�ƵƌďĂŶ�ƚŽ�ƌƵƌĂů��Ͳ�ŝƚ�ǁ ŽƵůĚ�ŶŽƚ�ĚĞŵŽŶƐƚƌĂƚĞ�ƐĞŶƐŝƟǀ Ğ�ƐŝƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ůĂŶĚƐĐĂƉĞ�ƚĞƌŵƐ�Žƌ�ŝŶ�ƚĞƌŵƐ�ŽĨ�

energy efficient passive design  - it may impact on badgers - impact on the wider green network - it would set 

a precedent for further development along the city fringe

Inverness Westhill CC(00324) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

24/1/005

Inverness H70 Supports non-preference of sites H68, H70, H71, H72 and H73. Supports settlement boundary not being

breached and endorses the significant cons listed in the MIR.

Inverness Helena Ponty(00634) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/006

34/1/002

Inverness H70 Objects to Council's non preference of site H70 (marked incorrectly as site H71 in MIR). There is a well

established need for further low density development within this area, similar to what is at Upper

Myrtlefield and Muckovie. It would provide a consistent development pattern in keeping with the

character of the area. There is currently one house on the site (currently used as a church) and another has

been granted planning permission in garden ground. A further two houses would "round off" the group,

without affecting the landscape character or existing views.

Allocation of H70 as a housing site in Proposed Plan.

Inverness W A MacDonald Building

Consultant(00177)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/001

77/1/001

Inverness H71 Respondent objects to the non preferred status of this site and supports its allocation in the Proposed Plan. Requests H71 is allocated for housing in the Proposed Plan.

Inverness Westhill CC(00324) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

24/1/005

Inverness H71 Supports non-preference of sites H68, H70, H71, H72 and H73. Supports settlement boundary not being

breached and endorses the significant cons listed in the MIR.

Inverness Robert Boardman(00033) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

33/1/005

Inverness H72 Supports non-preference as sites lie beyond existing village boundary and cannot be supported by existing

infrastructure.

Inverness The Nairnside Estate(00214) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

14/5/002

Inverness H72 Disagrees with the judgement that the sites submitted for Cranmore and Blackton would set a precedent

for ad hoc development because they are carefully designed to fit around the existing settlement pattern

and would simply strengthen and define Cranmore and Blackton.   Both sites are also considered to support 

and benefit from proposed infrastructure improvements in close proximity at Culloden.

Allocate sites H72 (a,bc) and H73

Inverness Westhill CC(00324) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

24/1/005

Inverness H72 Supports non-preference of sites H68, H70, H71, H72 and H73. Supports settlement boundary not being

breached and endorses the significant cons listed in the MIR.

Inverness Ewan Meg Snedden(00379) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

79/1/001

Inverness H72 Respondent supports the non-preferred status of sites H72-H75 as they cannot be supported by local

infrastructure of facilities.

Inverness Pamela And Alasdair Chambers(00977) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

77/1/001

Inverness H72 Supports the Council's non preference of these sites becuase they lie outwith the settlement boundary and

it does not have community support.

Inverness Robert Boardman(00033) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

33/1/005

Inverness H73 Supports non-preference as sites lie beyond existing village boundary and cannot be supported by existing

infrastructure.

Inverness The Nairnside Estate(00214) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

14/5/002

Inverness H73 Disagrees with the judgement that the sites submitted for Cranmore and Blackton would set a precedent

for ad hoc development because they are carefully designed to fit around the existing settlement pattern

and would simply strengthen and define Cranmore and Blackton.   Both sites are also considered to support 

and benefit from proposed infrastructure improvements in close proximity at Culloden.

Allocate sites H72 (a,bc) and H73

Inverness Westhill CC(00324) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

24/1/005

Inverness H73 Supports non-preference of sites H68, H70, H71, H72 and H73. Supports settlement boundary not being

breached and endorses the significant cons listed in the MIR.

Inverness Ewan Meg Snedden(00379) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

79/1/001

Inverness H73 Respondent supports the non-preferred status of sites H72-H75 as they cannot be supported by local

infrastructure of facilities.

Inverness Pamela And Alasdair Chambers(00977) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

77/1/001

Inverness H73 Supports the Council's non preference of these sites becuase they lie outwith the settlement boundary and

it does not have community support.

Inverness Robert Boardman(00033) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

33/1/005

Inverness H74A Supports non-preference as sites lie beyond existing village boundary and cannot be supported by existing

infrastructure.

Inverness Ewan Meg Snedden(00379) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

79/1/001

Inverness H74A Respondent supports the non-preferred status of sites H72-H75 as they cannot be supported by local

infrastructure of facilities.

Inverness Pamela And Alasdair Chambers(00977) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

77/1/001

Inverness H74A Supports the Council's non preference of these sites becuase they lie outwith the settlement boundary and

it does not have community support.

Inverness Robert Boardman(00033) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

33/1/005

Inverness H74ABC Supports non-preference as sites lie beyond existing village boundary and cannot be supported by existing

infrastructure.
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Inverness Clare Ross(00381) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

81/1/001

Inverness H74ABC Support the non-preferred status of Sites H74a, H74b, H74c and H75 (four sites at Nairnside). Would have

the following concerns at the prospect of the development suggested by the landowners:- Impact on the

ĞǆŝƐƟŶŐ�ƐŝŶŐůĞ�ƚƌĂĐŬ�ƌŽĂĚ�ĂĐĐĞƐƐ͕ �Őŝǀ ĞŶ�ŶŽ�ŝŶƚĞŶƟŽŶ�ƚŽ�ƵƉŐƌĂĚĞ�ĂŶĚ�ŶŽ�ƉƵďůŝĐ�ƚƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚ͖ �Ͳ�̂ ĂĨĞƚǇ�ĐŽŶĐĞƌŶƐ͕ �

due to lack of footpaths and street lights;- Impact on current use of land for children's play and dog walking,

Őŝǀ ĞŶ�ŶŽ�ŝŶƚĞŶƟŽŶ�ƚŽ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉ�ŽƉĞŶ�ƉůĂǇ�ĂƌĞĂƐ�ĂŶĚ�ůŝŵŝƚĞĚ�ĂůƚĞƌŶĂƟǀ ĞƐ͖ �Ͳ�̂ ĐŚŽŽůŝŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƌĞĂ�ŝƐ�ĂůƌĞĂĚǇ�

ƐƚƌĞƚĐŚĞĚ͖ �Ͳ�dŚƌĞĂƚ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ƉŽƉƵůĂƟŽŶ�ŽĨ�ƌĞĚ�ƐƋƵŝƌƌĞůƐ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƌĞĂ͕�ďĞŝŶŐ�Ă�ƉƌŽƚĞĐƚĞĚ�ƐƉĞĐŝĞƐ͘ ���ŽŶĐĞƌŶĞĚ�ƚŚĂƚ�

there are inaccuracies in the information submitted by the agents acting for the landowners who are

seeking to promote the sites for allocation.

Inverness Pamela And Alasdair Chambers(00977) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

77/1/001

Inverness H74ABC Supports the Council's non preference of these sites becuase they lie outwith the settlement boundary and

it does not have community support.

Inverness Robert Boardman(00033) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

33/1/005

Inverness H74B Supports non-preference as sites lie beyond existing village boundary and cannot be supported by existing

infrastructure.

Inverness Ewan Meg Snedden(00379) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

79/1/001

Inverness H74B Respondent supports the non-preferred status of sites H72-H75 as they cannot be supported by local

infrastructure of facilities.

Inverness Pamela And Alasdair Chambers(00977) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

77/1/001

Inverness H74B Supports the Council's non preference of these sites becuase they lie outwith the settlement boundary and

it does not have community support.

Inverness Robert Boardman(00033) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

33/1/005

Inverness H74C Supports non-preference as sites lie beyond existing village boundary and cannot be supported by existing

infrastructure.

Inverness Ewan Meg Snedden(00379) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

79/1/001

Inverness H74C Respondent supports the non-preferred status of sites H72-H75 as they cannot be supported by local

infrastructure of facilities.

Inverness Pamela And Alasdair Chambers(00977) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

77/1/001

Inverness H74C Supports the Council's non preference of these sites becuase they lie outwith the settlement boundary and

it does not have community support.

Inverness Robert Boardman(00033) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/000

33/1/005

Inverness H75 Supports non-preference as sites lie beyond existing village boundary and cannot be supported by existing

infrastructure.

Inverness Ewan Meg Snedden(00379) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

79/1/001

Inverness H75 Respondent supports the non-preferred status of sites H72-H75 as they cannot be supported by local

infrastructure of facilities.

Inverness Clare Ross(00381) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

81/1/001

Inverness H75 Support the non-preferred status of Sites H74a, H74b, H74c and H75 (four sites at Nairnside). Would have

the following concerns at the prospect of the development suggested by the landowners:- Impact on the

ĞǆŝƐƟŶŐ�ƐŝŶŐůĞ�ƚƌĂĐŬ�ƌŽĂĚ�ĂĐĐĞƐƐ͕ �Őŝǀ ĞŶ�ŶŽ�ŝŶƚĞŶƟŽŶ�ƚŽ�ƵƉŐƌĂĚĞ�ĂŶĚ�ŶŽ�ƉƵďůŝĐ�ƚƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚ͖ �Ͳ�̂ ĂĨĞƚǇ�ĐŽŶĐĞƌŶƐ͕ �

due to lack of footpaths and street lights;- Impact on current use of land for children's play and dog walking,

Őŝǀ ĞŶ�ŶŽ�ŝŶƚĞŶƟŽŶ�ƚŽ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉ�ŽƉĞŶ�ƉůĂǇ�ĂƌĞĂƐ�ĂŶĚ�ůŝŵŝƚĞĚ�ĂůƚĞƌŶĂƟǀ ĞƐ͖ �Ͳ�̂ ĐŚŽŽůŝŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƌĞĂ�ŝƐ�ĂůƌĞĂĚǇ�

ƐƚƌĞƚĐŚĞĚ͖ �Ͳ�dŚƌĞĂƚ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ƉŽƉƵůĂƟŽŶ�ŽĨ�ƌĞĚ�ƐƋƵŝƌƌĞůƐ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƌĞĂ͕�ďĞŝŶŐ�Ă�ƉƌŽƚĞĐƚĞĚ�ƐƉĞĐŝĞƐ͘ ���ŽŶĐĞƌŶĞĚ�ƚŚĂƚ�

there are inaccuracies in the information submitted by the agents acting for the landowners who are

seeking to promote the sites for allocation.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/100

Inverness H75 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan. Flood Risk

�ƐƐĞƐƐŵĞŶƚ�ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ͘ �WƵďůŝĐ�ƐĞǁ Ğƌ�ĐŽŶŶĞĐƟŽŶ�ƐƟůů�ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ͘ �

SEPA request insertion of text to indicate potential flood risk

and requirement for Flood Risk Assessment

Inverness Pamela And Alasdair Chambers(00977) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

77/1/001

Inverness H75 Supports the Council's non preference of these sites becuase they lie outwith the settlement boundary and

it does not have community support.

Inverness Highland House Properties(01033) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

33/2/001

Inverness H76 Objects to non-preferred status of H76 because: it adjoins existing village and is in the only feasible

direction that village can expand; it is a rounding off opportunity because existing houses lie opposite; it is

within easy active travel distance of the community's facilities which would be underpinned by further

development; it is outwith the quarry safeguarding distance - 700m from working face instead of 400m

minimum; subsoils good for septic tank / soakaway drainage; no Transport Scotland objection to further use

of A9 accesses; A9 visual proximity not an issue with other recent properties far closer; site could offer

phased plot release in keeping with organic growth of settlement; meets all criteria within Other

Settlements policy and is a named settlement within that policy, and; community council is understood to

be supportive of proposal. Clarifies that overlapping site MU34 does not overlap H76 in terms of ownership.

Retention of site within Proposed Plan for housing

development or enclosure of all of site within any settlement

boundary drawn for Daviot linking to Other Settlements policy.

Inverness Horne Properties(01004) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

04/1/001

Inverness H77 Objects to non-preferral of H77 because: small rural sites close to the City meet a defined demand in the

housing market and offer choice for those not wanting to live in a housing estate in the urban area; only

proposing a group of 3 houses close to a cluster of other houses; previously allocated for housing

development in one of Council's previous local plans; the site is central to the Daviot East settlement; within

a 10 minute walk of the hall, church and school at Daviot West and will help sustain those facilities; land has

poor agricultural value, and; well located in the landscape with no visual prominence from key viewpoints

such as A9.

Retention of H77 within Proposed Plan.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/101

Inverness H78 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan. Flood Risk

�ƐƐĞƐƐŵĞŶƚ�ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ͘ �WƵďůŝĐ�ƐĞǁ Ğƌ�ĐŽŶŶĞĐƟŽŶ�ƐƟůů�ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ͘ �

SEPA request insertion of text to indicate potential flood risk

and requirement for Flood Risk Assessment
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Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/102

Inverness H79 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan. Flood Risk

�ƐƐĞƐƐŵĞŶƚ�ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ͘ �WƵďůŝĐ�ƐĞǁ Ğƌ�ĐŽŶŶĞĐƟŽŶ�ƐƟůů�ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ�

SEPA request insertion of text to indicate potential flood risk

and requirement for Flood Risk Assessment

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/103

Inverness H80 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan. Text

modified to state development of the site would have to be supported by a FRA if development is close to

the watercourse and all development will avoid the functional floodplain. Flood Risk Assessment required in

support of planning application unless development does not encroach on the watercourse or include

ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐƐ͘ �WƵďůŝĐ�ƐĞǁ Ğƌ�ĐŽŶŶĞĐƟŽŶ�ƐƟůů�ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ�

SEPA request insertion of text to indicate potential flood risk

and possible requirement for Flood Risk Assessment to support

any planning application.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/104

Inverness H81 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan. Flood Risk

�ƐƐĞƐƐŵĞŶƚ�ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ͘ �WƵďůŝĐ�ƐĞǁ Ğƌ�ĐŽŶŶĞĐƟŽŶ�ƐƟůů�ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ͘ �

SEPA request insertion of text to indicate potential flood risk

and requirement for Flood Risk Assessment

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/105

Inverness H82 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan. FRA should

be taken into account through drainage arrangements in consultation with the Council.Historically

straightened and partly culverted minor watercourse running through the site. Request de-culverting where

appropriate and allow space for restoration and development of natural processes in future. The River

Nairn is also near the site. Development of the site must take account of future river processes e.G. Erosion

and planform change. This will require some morphological assessment. Public sewer connection still

required

SEPA request insertion of text to indicate potential flood risk

and possible requirement for Flood Risk Assessment to support

any planning application.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/106

Inverness H83 SEPA object unless the following further information gathered prior to Proposed Plan or removed from

Plan. Removal of site unless its allocation is supported by a FRA prior to adoption.

SEPA require Flood Risk Assessment to be carried out prior to

inclusion in the Plan.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/107

Inverness H83 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan. A Flood Risk

Assessment is required.

SEPA request insertion of text to indicate potential flood risk

and requirement for Flood Risk Assessment

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/108

Inverness H85 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan. Text

modified to state development of the site would have to be supported by a FRA if developmeny is close to

the watercourse and all development will avoid the functional floodplain. Flood Risk Assessment will be

required in support of planning application if development encroaches on watercourses or the areas

immediately adjacent to it, or any crossings proposed. Private sewerage system likely to be acceptable

here.

SEPA request insertion of text to indicate potential flood risk

and possible requirement for Flood Risk Assessment to support

any planning application.

Inverness Robertson Homes(00206) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

06/1/001

Inverness MU01 Support identification of sites MU1, MU2 and H3a as ‘preferred’ sites for mixed use/residential

development. Support the Council’s aspiration to locate a community/neighbourhood centre in this area to

serve the western part of the city, the nature of which should be properly considered through a

ŵĂƐƚĞƌƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ�ĂƉƉƌŽĂĐŚ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�t ĞƐƚĞƌĐƌĂŝŐƐͬ �ŚĂƌůĞƐƚŽŶ�ĂƌĞĂ͘ ���ŽŶĐĞƌŶĞĚ�ƚŚĂƚ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ƉŽƚĞŶƟĂů�ŽĨ�

sites MU2 and H3a may be constrained if insufficient road access is provided. Discussions between the

respondent and the Council’s traffic engineers have suggested that a through road would be required (i.E.

Two connections to the public road network) and the design and geometry of the road would have to meet

certain minimum standards.One access can be provided from Leachkin Road. A second access is more

challenging, however believe that this is critical for the potential of these sites to be stymied. Concerned if

no second access were to be provided as result of the proposed link road and golf course re-design.

�ĞůŝĞǀ ĞƐ�ƚŚĞƌĞ�ŝƐ�ƐĐŽƉĞ�ĨŽƌ�Ă�ƉƌŽƉĞƌůǇ�ƉůĂŶŶĞĚ�ƐŽůƵƟŽŶ�ǁ ŚŝĐŚ�ƐĂƟƐĮ ĞƐ�Ăůů�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ��ŽƵŶĐŝů͛Ɛ�ĂƐƉŝƌĂƟŽŶƐ͘ ���

Proposed Plan should contain requirement for through road

and masterplan for Westercraigs/Charleston area.

Inverness Inverness West Community

Council(00296)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

96/1/003

Inverness MU01 Requests clarification in Plan that no significant development will be allowed on this site prior to

completion of the West Link because of pressure on existing canal crossings.

Developer requirement that no significant development will be

allowed on the site prior to completion of West Link.

Inverness Robertson Homes(00206) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

06/1/001

Inverness MU02 Support identification of sites MU1, MU2 and H3a as ‘preferred’ sites for mixed use/residential

development. Support the Council’s aspiration to locate a community/neighbourhood centre in this area to

serve the western part of the city, the nature of which should be properly considered through a

ŵĂƐƚĞƌƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ�ĂƉƉƌŽĂĐŚ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�t ĞƐƚĞƌĐƌĂŝŐƐͬ �ŚĂƌůĞƐƚŽŶ�ĂƌĞĂ͘ ���ŽŶĐĞƌŶĞĚ�ƚŚĂƚ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ƉŽƚĞŶƟĂů�ŽĨ�

sites MU2 and H3a may be constrained if insufficient road access is provided. Discussions between the

respondent and the Council’s traffic engineers have suggested that a through road would be required (i.E.

Two connections to the public road network) and the design and geometry of the road would have to meet

certain minimum standards.One access can be provided from Leachkin Road. A second access is more

challenging, however believe that this is critical for the potential of these sites to be stymied. Concerned if

no second access were to be provided as result of the proposed link road and golf course re-design.

�ĞůŝĞǀ ĞƐ�ƚŚĞƌĞ�ŝƐ�ƐĐŽƉĞ�ĨŽƌ�Ă�ƉƌŽƉĞƌůǇ�ƉůĂŶŶĞĚ�ƐŽůƵƟŽŶ�ǁ ŚŝĐŚ�ƐĂƟƐĮ ĞƐ�Ăůů�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ��ŽƵŶĐŝů͛Ɛ�ĂƐƉŝƌĂƟŽŶƐ͘ ���

Proposed Plan should contain requirement for through road

and masterplan for Westercraigs/Charleston area.
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Inverness Inverness West Community

Council(00296)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

96/1/003

Inverness MU02 Requests clarification in Plan that no significant development will be allowed on this site prior to

completion of the West Link because of pressure on existing canal crossings.

Developer requirement that no significant development will be

allowed on the site prior to completion of West Link.

Inverness Inverness West Community

Council(00296)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

96/1/002

Inverness MU04 Site should be reserved for greenspace because it has always been in this use, is a natural continuation of

the Torvean recreational area, provides an attractive gateway into the City, and could provide additional

recreational opportunities.

MU4 should be reserved for green space, recreational uses

only.

Inverness Lochardil And Drummond Community

Council(00304)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

04/2/008

Inverness MU04 Considers that site MU4 should become a public park rather than used as a park and ride. MU4 to be designated as public open space

Inverness Scottish Canals(00655) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/006

55/1/009

Inverness MU04 Supports preference for C2, H5 and MU4. Sites form part of the Torvean and Ness-side Charette area which

Scottish Canals is keen to support. Scottish Canal’s vision for the area would see the canal play a role in a

major recreational and tourist hub here. Opportunity to investigate the creation of additional waterspace

within the existing landscape setting to help create an impressive western gateway into the City. May be a

unique opportunity to create a water based recreational hub comprising an off-line basin for moorings and

other water-based uses on part of the existing golf course. Would also provide a crucial strategic role for

the wider canal network. Would take advantage of existing recreational facilities in the area. Inverness

Rowing Club would like to expand their existing activities and Scottish Canals are in communication with

:ĂĐŽďŝƚĞ��ƌƵŝƐĞƐ�ĂŶĚ��ĂůĞǇ��ƌƵŝƐĞƐ�ĂďŽƵƚ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ĞǆŝƐƟŶŐ�ĂŶĚ�ĨƵƚƵƌĞ�ŶĞĞĚƐ͘ ���dŚĞ�ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ�ƐĞĐŽŶĚ�ĐĂŶĂů�ďƌŝĚŐĞ�

crossing at Torvean will have implications for how this section of the canal is used both operationally and

commercially.Supports Council’s desire for a development brief for the area and welcomes the opportunity

to set out some of the canal-related, strategic context and potential opportunities at the forthcoming

charrette. Keen to ensure that changes to this area facilitate opportunities for existing and new canal-

related businesses and also that the role and setting of the canal is understood and respected. Keen to

explore this further with stakeholders at the charrette and happy to assist with any preparatory work,

ŝŶƚƌŽĚƵĐƚŽƌǇ�ƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĂƟŽŶƐ�Žƌ�ǁ ŽƌŬƐŚŽƉ�ŝŶƉƵƚ�ĂƐ�ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ͘ �

Inverness The Scottish Government(00957) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

57/1/021

Inverness MU04 Seek a developer requirement to note the need to consider the setting of the Caledonian Canal. Developer requirement to note the need to consider the

setting of the Caledonian Canal.

Inverness Mr George MacWilliam(01215) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/012

15/1/003

Inverness MU04 Notes that although part of Torvean Golf Course will be replaced with land on the opposite side of the road,

considers that retention of the former golf course for recreational purposes would enable the whole of the

Torvean area to be promoted as a leisure area as promoted in previous development plans. Considers the

balance of use between any park and ride scheme and other possible use is inadequately addressed in the

MIR.

Allocation of MU4 for as public open space in the Proposed

Plan

Inverness Lochardil And Drummond Community

Council(00304)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

04/2/009

Inverness MU06 Respondent would like to see this area to be a green recreational area with riverside walks. Site MU6 to be designated as open space.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/109

Inverness MU06 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan. Text should

state that no development can be carried out within the functional floodplain as shown in the FRA. Flood

Risk Assessment already done, but may need to be revisited post-FPS completion in support of planning

ĂƉƉůŝĐĂƟŽŶ͘ ��

SEPA request insertion of text to indicate potential flood risk

and requirement for Flood Risk Assessment

Inverness Cardrona Charitable Trust(00988) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

88/1/001

Inverness MU06 Requests that site allow mainstream housing as part of mix of uses supported for site because: good active

travel connections could be made from the site to a school either at Ness-side or Ness Castle and to the

district centre at the Dores Road roundabout (via land in its ownership and/or via a new crossing of Dores

Road connecting to provision on the new Holm Burn bridge); non-residential uses at Milton of Ness-side

would also attract difficult active travel movements; the HwLDP Reporter and the Council implied that the

use mix could be reviewed during the IMFLDP process; it is more suitable for housing development than

other preferred alternatives at Knocknagael and Welltown of Easter Leys; some limited mainstream housing

would be compatible with a mix of community and healthcare uses; it could accommodate a demand not

currently met for large detached houses on large City plots in an attractive riverside location, and; housing

could be located with no woodland loss or flood risk.

Requests that site confirmed in Proposed Plan but with use mix

that includes mainstream housing.

Inverness Scottish Natural Heritage(00204) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

04/1/052

Inverness MU07 Concerns about impact on Inner Moray Firth SAC due to increased moorings and boat traffic in SAC.

Recreational sailing has a disproportionate effect on dolphins. Also need for otter survey and protection

plan plus protection of existing recreational walking routes.

HRA of potential adverse effects on SAC and resulting

mitigation requirement. Also requirements for otter survey and

protection plan plus protection of existing recreational walking

routes.

Inverness Muirtown Community Council(00309) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

09/1/005

Inverness MU07 Believes that the Muirtown basin (MU7) should be dedicated to community, limited canal or related

business use, with no option for housing. The portion of the site identified, currently occupied by the

former B&Q store and car park should be included in housing site H18.

Assumed that the former B and Q building be allocated for

housing as part of H18 and the remaining part of MU7 be

allocated for community uses.
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Inverness Scottish Canals(00655) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/006

55/1/006

Inverness MU07 Wish to see basin developed further as a place to live on the water, to increase activity around it and help

meet local housing needs. As such supports preference for MU7 and suggested uses, but consider leisure,

ƚŽƵƌŝƐŵ�ĂŶĚ�ǁ ĂƚĞƌƐƉĂĐĞ�ƵƐĞƐ�ƐŚŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�ĂĚĚĞĚ͘ �D ĂƐƚĞƌƉůĂŶ�ĨŽƌ�D ƵŝƌƚŽǁ Ŷ�ďĂƐŝŶ�ƉƌĞƉĂƌĞĚ�ǁ ŝƚŚ�̂ ĐŽƫ ƐŚ�

Canals involvement several years ago. Masterplan now needs reviewed, should include vacant site at Carse

Estate. Scottish Canals intend to take forward masterplan exercise this year, with stakeholder engagement.

Keen to prepare draft brief with Council input and support. Potential for creation of stunning, sustainable

water-focused community and tourism hub.

Add leisure, tourism and waterspace uses to proposed uses;

assume requirement for development brief

Inverness The Scottish Government(00957) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

57/1/026

Inverness MU07 This allocation is centred around the scheduled monument Caledonian Canal, Clachnaharry Sea Lock to

Muirtown Quay (Index No. 5292). As scheduled monument consent may be required for some works

associated with the delivery of development. Historic Scotland (HS) welcome the opportunity to continue

working with the Council, Scottish Canals and other stakeholders as the delivery of the allocation

progresses.

Inverness Merkinch Community Council(00307) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

07/1/001

Inverness MU08 Supports MU8 being a non-preferred site due to possible natural heritage impacts. MU8, known locally as

Carnac Point, exhibits a large diversity of wildlife including swans, herons, otters, dolphins and a multiplicity

of wading and diving birds and migratory birds. Due to this wide variety of wildlife the area supports

development of it should never be considered.

Inverness Highlands & Islands Green Party(00491) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/004

91/1/013

Inverness MU08 Support non-preferred status of MU8 and MU9 as development on the coast should be avoided into to

reduce the risks arising from rising sea levels associated with climate change and to preserve as far as

possible the special environment of the Moray Firth. Where these sites are already developed would seek

their restoration to provide ecological services. Sensitive recreational uses of these sites may be

appropriate.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/110

Inverness MU08 SEPA object unless the following further information gathered prior to Proposed Plan or allocation removed

from Plan. Removal of site unless its allocation is supported by a FRA prior to adoption. Land claim has the

potential to affect coastal processes/habitats in the wider Beauly and Moray Firth water bodies (currently

good and high status respectively). Opportunities to minimise intertidal habitat loss and coastal

restoration e.G. Managed realignment should be explored to ensure any proposals complied with the River

Basin Management Plan and Policy 63 of the Highland-wide Local Development Plan.

SEPA require Flood Risk Assessment to be carried out prior to

inclusion in the Plan.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/113

Inverness MU08 SEPA object unless the following further information gathered prior to Proposed Plan or allocation removed

from Plan. Removal of site unless its allocation is supported by a FRA prior to adoption. Land claim has the

potential to affect coastal processes/habitats in the wider Beauly and Moray Firth water bodies (currently

good and high status respectively). Opportunities to minimise intertidal habitat loss and coastal

restoration e.G. Managed realignment should be explored to ensure any proposals complied with the River

Basin Management Plan and Policy 63 of the Highland-wide Local Development Plan.

SEPA require Flood Risk Assessment to be carried out prior to

inclusion in the Plan.

Inverness RSPB Scotland(01186) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/011

86/1/003

Inverness MU08 Supports the Councils non preference of these sites for development and feels that their potential as nature

reserves should be realised.

Inverness Inverness Harbour Trust(01196) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/011

96/1/001

Inverness MU08 Objects to the preferred allocation of I2 for industrial use and the non-preference for MU8 and MU9 to be

preferred mixed use sites.  Considers I2, MU8 and MU9 should be allocated for mixed use, specifically 

ĐŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂů͕�Žĸ ĐĞ͕�ƌĞƚĂŝů͕�ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƟĂů͕�ƚŽƵƌŝƐƚ�ĂŶĚ�ůĞŝƐƵƌĞ�ƵƐĞƐ͕ �ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ĨŽůůŽǁ ŝŶŐ�ƌĞĂƐŽŶƐ͗ ��ͲThe harbour

ƐŚŽƵůĚ�ŶŽ�ůŽŶŐĞƌ�ďĞ�ƐĞĞŶ�ĂƐ�Ă�ĐŽŶǀ ĞŶƟŽŶĂů�ƉŽƌƚ͖ �ͲOpportunity to restore the harbour and transform the

city waterfront as a strategic priority;-Reuse of harbours for mixed use purposes have sustained

ƌĞŐĞŶĞƌĂƟŽŶ�ŝŶ�ŵĂŶǇ�h<�ĐŝƟĞƐ͖ �ͲWƌŽǆŝŵŝƚǇ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�Į ƌƚŚƐ�ŝƐ�ŶŽƚ�Ă�ĐŽŶƐƚƌĂŝŶƚ�ƚŽ�ůĂŶĚ�ƌĞĐůĂŵĂƟŽŶ�Žƌ�

development, both have happened recently;-�Ğǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ǁ ŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�ŽƵƚǁ ŝƚŚ�, ĞĂůƚŚ�ĂŶĚ�̂ ĂĨĞƚǇ��ǆĞĐƵƟǀ Ğ�

Buffers; -E Žƚ�ĂůůŽĐĂƟŶŐ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŝƚĞƐ�ĨŽƌ�ŵŝǆĞĚ�ƵƐĞ�ŝƐ�ĐŽŶƚƌĂƌǇ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�, ǁ >�W�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĞ�D ŽƌĂǇ�&ŝƌƚŚ�D ĂũŽƌ�WŽƌƚƐ�

and Sites Strategy (2006); -Opportunity to reflect the uniqueness of Inverness Harbour in the north-east of 

Scotland;-To sustain the harbour as a regional transport hub;-To recognise the opportunity at the

harbour derives from the extent of the Trusts ownership and that the viability of development and the

business streams promoted in policy require a comprehensive approach;-Architecture and Design Scotland

ǁ ĞƌĞ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƟǀ Ğ�ŽĨ�ƉůĂŶƐ�ĨŽƌ�Ă�ŚŽƚĞů�ĂĚũĂĐĞŶƚ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ŵĂƌŝŶĂ͖ �ͲConsistent with the Council’s first Vision for 

Inverness in 1997; and-The trust will work closely with the community.

Allocation of I2, MU8 and MU9 for mixed use in the Proposed

Plan

Inverness Highlands & Islands Green Party(00491) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/004

91/1/013

Inverness MU09 Support non-preferred status of MU8 and MU9 as development on the coast should be avoided into to

reduce the risks arising from rising sea levels associated with climate change and to preserve as far as

possible the special environment of the Moray Firth. Where these sites are already developed would seek

their restoration to provide ecological services. Sensitive recreational uses of these sites may be

appropriate.
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Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/111

Inverness MU09 SEPA object unless the following further information is gathered prior to Proposed Plan or removed from

Plan. Removal of site unless its allocation is supported by a FRA prior to adoption. Flood Risk Assessment

required prior to inclusion in the Proposed Plan.Land claim has the potential to affect coastal

processes/habitats in the wider Beauly and Moray Firth water bodies (currently good and high status

respectively). Opportunities to minimise intertidal habitat loss and coastal restoration e.G. Managed

realignment should be explored to ensure any proposals complied with the River Basin Management Plan

and Policy 63 of the Highland-wide Local Development Plan.

SEPA require Flood Risk Assessment to be carried out prior to

inclusion in the Plan.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/114

Inverness MU09 SEPA object unless the following further information is gathered prior to Proposed Plan or removed from

Plan. Removal of site unless its allocation is supported by a FRA prior to adoption. Land claim has the

potential to affect coastal processes/habitats in the wider Beauly and Moray Firth water bodies (currently

good and high status respectively). Opportunities to minimise intertidal habitat loss and coastal

restoration e.G. Managed realignment should be explored to ensure any proposals complied with the River

Basin Management Plan and Policy 63 of the Highland-wide Local Development Plan.

SEPA require Flood Risk Assessment to be carried out prior to

inclusion in the Plan.

Inverness William Gray Construction Ltd(01071) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

71/1/003

Inverness MU09 ^ƵƉƉŽƌƚƐ�ŶŽŶͲƉƌĞĨĞƌĞŶĐĞ�ŽĨ�ƐŝƚĞƐ�D hϵ�ĂŶĚ�D hϮϬ�ĚƵĞ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĨŽůůŽǁ ŝŶŐ�ƉŽƚĞŶƟĂů�ŶĞŐĂƟǀ Ğ�ŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ͗ �Ͳ�ŇŽŽĚ�

ƌŝƐŬ͘�Ͳ�ŶĂƚƵƌĂů�ŚĞƌŝƚĂŐĞ�ŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ͘ �Ͳ�ǀ ŝƐƵĂů�ƉƌŽŵŝŶĂŶĐĞ͘�Ͳ�ŐƌŽƵŶĚ�ĐŽŶĚŝƟŽŶ�ŝƐƐƵĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĐŽŶƚĂŵŝŶĂƟŽŶ͘ �Ͳ�ŝŵƉĂĐƚ�ŽŶ�

the local and trunk roads.- possible loss of woodland.

Inverness RSPB Scotland(01186) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/011

86/1/003

Inverness MU09 Supports the Councils non preference of these sites for development and feels that their potential as nature

reserves should be realised.

Inverness Inverness Harbour Trust(01196) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/011

96/1/001

Inverness MU09 Objects to the preferred allocation of I2 for industrial use and the non-preference for MU8 and MU9 to be

preferred mixed use sites.  Considers I2, MU8 and MU9 should be allocated for mixed use, specifically 

ĐŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂů͕�Žĸ ĐĞ͕�ƌĞƚĂŝů͕�ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƟĂů͕�ƚŽƵƌŝƐƚ�ĂŶĚ�ůĞŝƐƵƌĞ�ƵƐĞƐ͕ �ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ĨŽůůŽǁ ŝŶŐ�ƌĞĂƐŽŶƐ͗ ��ͲThe harbour

ƐŚŽƵůĚ�ŶŽ�ůŽŶŐĞƌ�ďĞ�ƐĞĞŶ�ĂƐ�Ă�ĐŽŶǀ ĞŶƟŽŶĂů�ƉŽƌƚ͖ �ͲOpportunity to restore the harbour and transform the

city waterfront as a strategic priority;-Reuse of harbours for mixed use purposes have sustained

ƌĞŐĞŶĞƌĂƟŽŶ�ŝŶ�ŵĂŶǇ�h<�ĐŝƟĞƐ͖ �ͲWƌŽǆŝŵŝƚǇ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�Į ƌƚŚƐ�ŝƐ�ŶŽƚ�Ă�ĐŽŶƐƚƌĂŝŶƚ�ƚŽ�ůĂŶĚ�ƌĞĐůĂŵĂƟŽŶ�Žƌ�

development, both have happened recently;-�Ğǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ǁ ŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�ŽƵƚǁ ŝƚŚ�, ĞĂůƚŚ�ĂŶĚ�̂ ĂĨĞƚǇ��ǆĞĐƵƟǀ Ğ�

Buffers; -E Žƚ�ĂůůŽĐĂƟŶŐ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŝƚĞƐ�ĨŽƌ�ŵŝǆĞĚ�ƵƐĞ�ŝƐ�ĐŽŶƚƌĂƌǇ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�, ǁ >�W�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĞ�D ŽƌĂǇ�&ŝƌƚŚ�D ĂũŽƌ�WŽƌƚƐ�

and Sites Strategy (2006); -Opportunity to reflect the uniqueness of Inverness Harbour in the north-east of 

Scotland;-To sustain the harbour as a regional transport hub;-To recognise the opportunity at the

harbour derives from the extent of the Trusts ownership and that the viability of development and the

business streams promoted in policy require a comprehensive approach;-Architecture and Design Scotland

ǁ ĞƌĞ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƟǀ Ğ�ŽĨ�ƉůĂŶƐ�ĨŽƌ�Ă�ŚŽƚĞů�ĂĚũĂĐĞŶƚ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ŵĂƌŝŶĂ͖ �ͲConsistent with the Council’s first Vision for 

Inverness in 1997; and-The trust will work closely with the community.

Allocation of I2, MU8 and MU9 for mixed use in the Proposed

Plan

Inverness Mr John West(01713) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/017

13/2/002

Inverness MU09 Welcome potential development at MU8 and MU9, see this as being capable of becoming an innovative,

exciting and vibrant place – more exciting than the site boundaries shown in the MIR. Consider a meeting

ŽŶ�ƚŚŝƐ�ƚŽƉŝĐ�ĂůŽŶĞ�ƐŚŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�ŚĞůĚ�ĂƐ�ƚŚĞ�ŽƉƉŽƌƚƵŶŝƟĞƐ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĞǆŝƐƟŶŐ�ǁ ĂƚĞƌĨƌŽŶƚ�ŚĂǀ Ğ�ďĞĞŶ�ƐƋƵĂŶĚĞƌĞĚ͘ �

Allocation of MU8 and MU9 in Proposed Plan

Inverness The Scottish Government(00957) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

57/1/027

Inverness MU11 Historic Scotland (HS) welcome the aspirations for these areas and have offered detailed comments in

relation to the Inverness City Centre Development Brief consultation.

Inverness William Gray Construction Ltd(01071) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

71/5/001

Inverness MU11 Supports MU11 as a mixed use proposal for business, retail, housing and community uses. Site has planning

permission and the respondent feels that the site supports some of the key development issues listed in

MIR. Regarding the significant cons listed, the respondent feels that the economic feasibility of the

proposals were considered prior to the submission of the planning application and the case for demolition

of the existing building on site and impacts on surrounding Conservation Area were assessed via the

ƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ�ĂƉƉůŝĐĂƟŽŶ͘ �����

Inverness Mr John West(01713) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/017

13/2/005

Inverness MU11 Support use of parts of the site for student accommodation, however very concerned at the quality and

construction of proposed building. General concern regarding quality of design of future developments in

this area.

Inverness The Scottish Government(00957) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

57/1/027

Inverness MU12 Historic Scotland (HS) welcome the aspirations for these areas and have offered detailed comments in

relation to the Inverness City Centre Development Brief consultation.

Inverness Mr John West(01713) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/017

13/2/004

Inverness MU12 �ŝƐĂƉƉŽŝŶƚĞĚ�Ăƚ�ůĂĐŬ�ŽĨ�ƉŽƐŝƟǀ Ğ�ƚŚŝŶŬŝŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƌĞƐƉĞĐƚ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ��ƌŝĚŐĞ�̂ ƚƌĞĞƚ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ͘ �

Inverness Mr George MacWilliam(01215) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/012

15/1/006

Inverness MU13 Any development of MU13 and MU14 would require substantial areas of parking. Adopting a continental

ŵŽĚĞů�ƚŚŝƐ�ĐŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�ƵŶĚĞƌŐƌŽƵŶĚ�ƉĂƌŬŝŶŐ͘��D hϭϰ�ŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐ�ƚŚĞ�E ŽƌƚŚĞƌŶ�D ĞĞƟŶŐ�WĂƌŬ�ǁ ŚŝĐŚ�ŝƐ�Ă�ƉƌŝŵĞ�ĂƌĞĂ�

of open space that should be retained as an area which is fit for its current uses. Supports relation of

Council HQ and the use of the current built environment for public projects.

Removal of Northern Meeting Park from MU14
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Inverness Mr George MacWilliam(01215) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/012

15/1/006

Inverness MU14 Any development of MU13 and MU14 would require substantial areas of parking. Adopting a continental

ŵŽĚĞů�ƚŚŝƐ�ĐŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�ƵŶĚĞƌŐƌŽƵŶĚ�ƉĂƌŬŝŶŐ͘��D hϭϰ�ŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐ�ƚŚĞ�E ŽƌƚŚĞƌŶ�D ĞĞƟŶŐ�WĂƌŬ�ǁ ŚŝĐŚ�ŝƐ�Ă�ƉƌŝŵĞ�ĂƌĞĂ�

of open space that should be retained as an area which is fit for its current uses. Supports relation of

Council HQ and the use of the current built environment for public projects.

Removal of Northern Meeting Park from MU14

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/115

Inverness MU15 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan. Text should

state that proposals for redevelopment need to be supported by FRA to demonstrate that site not at risk of

flooding or flooding can be managed in line with SPP.

SEPA request insertion of text to indicate potential flood risk

and requirement for Flood Risk Assessment

Inverness Ms Elizabeth Davis(01086) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

86/1/007

Inverness MU15 Once UHI offices have relocated to the new campus, MU15 should be re-used. A suggested new use is a

ƌĞƐƉŝƚĞͬ ƌĞŚĂďŝůŝƚĂƟŽŶ�ĐĞŶƚƌĞ�ĨŽƌ�ŝŶũƵƌĞĚͬ ŝŶĐĂƉĂĐŝƚĂƚĞĚ�ƐĞƌǀ ŝĐĞŵĞŶ�ĂŶĚ�ǁ ŽŵĞŶ͘ ���

Inverness ASDA Stores Limited(01070) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

70/1/001

Inverness MU16 Supports identification of R3 as preferred site for retail development. However consider ASDA site and

immediate surroundings (MU16) should be an identified local or commercial centre within the retail

hierarchy for the following reasons: -�ŽŵďŝŶĂƟŽŶ�ŽĨ�ƐƵƉĞƌŵĂƌŬĞƚ͕ �ĂĚĚŝƟŽŶĂů�ƌĞƚĂŝů�ƵŶŝƚƐ͕ �ŽƚŚĞƌ�

ƉĞƌŵŝƐƐŝŽŶƐ�ĂŶĚ�Ă�ŵĞĚŝĐĂů�ĐĞŶƚƌĞ�ŵĞĂŶ�ĂƌĞĂ�ŚĂƐ�Ă�ƌŽůĞ�ĂƐ�Ă�ĨŽĐƵƐ�ĨŽƌ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ĂĐƟǀ ŝƚǇ͖�ͲLarge scale

ĂĚĚŝƟŽŶĂů�ŚŽƵƐŝŶŐ�ĂŶĚ�ƚǁ Ž�ŶĞǁ �ƐĐŚŽŽůƐ�ŝƐ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚĞĚ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƌĞĂ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�D /Z ͖ �Ͳ/ŵƉŽƌƚĂŶƚ�ĐŽŶƚƌŝďƵƟŽŶ�ŽĨ�

ƐŝƚĞƐ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĐĂƚĐŚŵĞŶƚ�ƉŽƉƵůĂƟŽŶ�ŵƵƐƚ�ďĞ�ƌĞĐŽŐŶŝƐĞĚ͖ �ĂŶĚ�ͲReduces need for car travel to other centres.

Identification of R3 and MU16 as a Local Centre or Commercial

Centre in the Proposed Plan.

Inverness Hilton, Milton And Castle Heather

Community Council(00290)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

90/1/002

Inverness MU17 Considers the football pitch, play park and skateboard park on MU17 should be retained and be designated

as open space.Respondent requests that all play areas and football pitch to be no dog areas, an outside

adult gym to be delivered on the site and existign parking provision to be retained.

Existing open space provision to be protected and enhanced

Inverness The Highland Council Housing

Service(01308)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/013

08/1/001

Inverness MU17 Landowner supports the Council's preference of this site for housing for the following reasons- the current

football pitch is an underused facility, it is uninviting with high fencing and is unsuitable for smaller group

ĂĐƟǀ ŝƟĞƐ�Ͳ�ƚŚĞ�ƉƌŽƉŽƐĂů�ŝƐ�ƚŽ�ƌĞĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉ�ƚŚĞ�ǁ ĞƐƚ�ƐŝĚĞ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŝƚĞ�ĨŽƌ�ŵŝǆĞĚ�ƐŝǌĞ��ŽƵŶĐŝů�ŚŽƵƐĞƐ�ǁ ŝƚŚ�ƚŚĞ�ĞĂƐƚ�

side retained for common use with provision of high quality 7 aside kickabout pitch with the skatepark

facility relocated or reinstated on the site or in close vicinity

Inverness Culcabock & Drakies Community

Council(00279)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

79/1/001

Inverness MU18 Objects to MU18 site as it is part of Culcabock Village and would not be suitable for retail. It would be much

more suitable for low density residential housing as this type of housing is urgently needed and it would

provide a community hub.

Reallocate from Mixed Use to Residential

Inverness Lochardil And Drummond Community

Council(00304)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

04/2/010

Inverness MU18 Respondent objects to site MU18 given the the historic uses on the site and road traffic issues around the

site.

Remove site MU18 from the LDP

Inverness Lochardil And Drummond Community

Council(00304)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

04/2/011

Inverness MU19 Respondent considers MU19 to have considerable history and should be listed and used as a tourist

attraction.

MU19 should be a Business/Tourism allocation

Inverness Ministry Of Defence(01177) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/011

77/1/001

Inverness MU19 Ministry of Defence (MOD) confirms the future of the Cameron Barracks (MU19) is currently under

consideration as part of the MOD’s Basing Optimisation Programme which is examining a range of options

for the site from closure/rationalisation to expansion/redevelopment for intensified military use along with

ŽƚŚĞƌ�ƐŝƚĞƐ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƌĞĂ͘ ��t ĞůĐŽŵĞƐ�ƚŚĞ�ŇĞǆŝďůĞ�ĂŶĚ�ƉƌĂŐŵĂƟĐ�ĂƉƉƌŽĂĐŚ�ĞǆƉƌĞƐƐĞĚ�ďǇ��ŽƵŶĐŝů�Žĸ ĐĞƌƐ�ĂƐ�D K��

considers future development options for the site either military or alternative uses. Agrees with Pros and

Cons listed in MIR. Notes no decision has yet been made on the future of the site and the MOD would

welcome future discussions with the Council as the LDP emerges to help determine the long term future of

the site.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/116

Inverness MU20 SEPA object unless the following further information gathered prior to Proposed Plan or allocation removed

from Plan. Removal of site unless its allocation is supported by a FRA prior to adoption. The Highland Wide

Local Development Plan contains a policy (Policy 5 – Former Longman Landfill Site) which identifies the

Longman site (site MU20/MU21 in the IMFLDP) as appropriate for mixed use .Development, including waste

management and other renewable energy uses. A further policy relating to Waste Management Facilities

(Policy 70) identifies the former Longman Landfill Site as a preferred site for waste management facility

proposals. We would object to the IMFLDP unless the Longman site is identified within the IMFLDP as a

mixed use site which includes waste management as an appropriate use

SEPA require Flood Risk Assessment to be carried out prior to

inclusion in the Plan.

Inverness William Gray Construction Ltd(01071) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

71/1/003

Inverness MU20 ^ƵƉƉŽƌƚƐ�ŶŽŶͲƉƌĞĨĞƌĞŶĐĞ�ŽĨ�ƐŝƚĞƐ�D hϵ�ĂŶĚ�D hϮϬ�ĚƵĞ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĨŽůůŽǁ ŝŶŐ�ƉŽƚĞŶƟĂů�ŶĞŐĂƟǀ Ğ�ŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ͗ �Ͳ�ŇŽŽĚ�

ƌŝƐŬ͘�Ͳ�ŶĂƚƵƌĂů�ŚĞƌŝƚĂŐĞ�ŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ͘ �Ͳ�ǀ ŝƐƵĂů�ƉƌŽŵŝŶĂŶĐĞ͘�Ͳ�ŐƌŽƵŶĚ�ĐŽŶĚŝƟŽŶ�ŝƐƐƵĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĐŽŶƚĂŵŝŶĂƟŽŶ͘ �Ͳ�ŝŵƉĂĐƚ�ŽŶ�

the local and trunk roads.- possible loss of woodland.

Inverness RSPB Scotland(01186) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/011

86/1/002

Inverness MU20 RSPB supports the non allocation of this site for development as beyond the difficulties of developing the

site they also believe it is the best use for these sites and would create a world class frontage. They also

consider that this is in keeping with the modern approach to brownfield sites and cite New Yorks former

docklands which are now parks and reserves.
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Inverness Mr George MacWilliam(01215) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/012

15/1/005

Inverness MU20 Land between the A9 and the Moray Firth should be promoted as areas of public open space as per

previous local plans. Considers allocating this land for commercial purposes is inappropriate for the

following reasons:-Longman Industrial Estate is on the other side of the A9;-Sites could be developed as

ĂŶ�ĂƩ ƌĂĐƟǀ Ğ�ĂŵĞŶŝƚǇ�ƐƉĂĐĞ�ƚĂŬŝŶŐ�ĂĚǀ ĂŶƚĂŐĞ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ǁ ĂƚĞƌ�ĨƌŽŶƚ͖ �Ͳ�ůůŽĐĂƟŶŐ�Ğǀ ĞŶ�ƉĂƌƚ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƌĞĂ�ǁ ŝůů�

ƐĞƌŝŽƵƐůǇ�ĚĂŵĂŐĞ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŝƚĞƐ�ƌĞĐƌĞĂƟŽŶĂůͬĂŵĞŶŝƚǇ�ƉŽƚĞŶƟĂů͖�ĂŶĚ�ͲNo proposals which would provide

ĂĚĞƋƵĂƚĞ�ĂůƚĞƌŶĂƟǀ Ğ�ƉƌŽǀ ŝƐŝŽŶ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƌĞĂ͘ �

Allocation of I4, MU21 and MU20 as public open space in the

Proposed Plan

Inverness Catesby Property Group(01256) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/012

56/1/001

Inverness MU20 Objects to the non preferred status of MU 20 and the preferred status of MU21 for the following reasons:-

both sites have similar constraints in terms of the local and trunk road network, likely contamination, and

loss of woodland but MU20 offers greater regeneration benefits than MU21 and can accomodate a greater

range of uses including retail, and tourism and leisure - the benefits it would bring to the local 

ĞĐŽŶŽŵǇͬĞŵƉůŽǇŵĞŶƚ�Ͳ�ŝƚ�ǁ ŝůů�ƵƟůŝƐĞ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƩ ƌĂĐƟǀ Ğ�ƐĞƫ ŶŐ�ĂŶĚ�ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚ�ƉĞŽƉůĞ�ǁ ŝƚŚ�ƚŚĞ�Į ƌƚŚƐ�ĂƌĞĂ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�

ĐŝƚǇ�Ͳ�ŝƚ�ŝƐ�Ă�ŐŽŽĚ�ůŽĐĂƟŽŶ�ĨŽƌ�ĐŽŵŵĞƌŝĐĂů�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ŝŶ�ƚĞƌŵƐ�ŽĨ�ĂĐĐĞƐƐŝďŝůŝƚǇ�Ͳ�/Ŷǀ ĞƌŶĞƐƐ�ŚĂƐ�ůŝŵŝƚĞĚ�

ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ƚŽ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉ�ĞůƐĞǁ ŚĞƌĞ�ĚƵĞ�ƚŽ�ƉŚǇƐŝĐĂů�ĐŽŶƐƚƌĂŝŶƚƐ��

Inverness Scottish Natural Heritage(00204) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

04/1/056

Inverness MU21 Requests HRA of potential adverse effects of sites on adjoining SAC and SPA. Masterplan for area should

include a landscape framework which seeks to retain woodland on MU21 as a visual framework and screen.

HRA of potential adverse effects of sites on adjoining SAC and

SPA and resultant mitigation as developer requirements.

Woodland retention requirement for site MU21.

Inverness Highlands & Islands Green Party(00491) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/004

91/1/012

Inverness MU21 Object to MU21, MU22, T2, and 14 because risks arising from rising sea levels associated with climate

change and to preserve as far as possible the special environment of the Moray Firth. Where these sites are

already developed would seek their restoration to provide ecological services. Sensitive recreational uses of

these sites may be appropriate.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/117

Inverness MU21 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan. Text

modified to state FRA required to support any development and outcome may adversely affect the

developable area or development options on the site. The Highland Wide Local Development Plan contains

a policy (Policy 5 – Former Longman Landfill Site) which identifies the Longman site (site MU20/MU21 in the

IMFLDP) as appropriate for mixed use development, including waste management and other renewable

energy uses. A further policy relating to Waste Management Facilities (Policy 70) identifies the former

Longman Landfill Site as a preferred site for waste management facility proposals. We would object to the

IMFLDP unless the Longman site is identified within the IMFLDP as a mixed use site which includes waste

management as an appropriate use.

SEPA request insertion of text to indicate potential flood risk

and requirement for Flood Risk Assessment

Inverness Mr Roger Reed(00965) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

65/1/001

Inverness MU21 Objects to Mixed Use allocation of MU21 and requested it to be allocated as greenspace for the following

reasons- it forms a natural corridor around the perimeter of the Moray Firth- it has experienced

ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂďůĞ�ƌĞŐĞŶĞƌĂƟŽŶ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚŝƐ�ƐŚŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�ĂůůŽǁ ĞĚ�ƚŽ�ĐŽŶƟŶƵĞ�Ͳ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŝƚĞ�ŝƐ�ŶŽƚ�ƐƵŝƚĂďůĞ�ĨŽƌ�ŝŶĚƵƐƚƌǇ�ĚƵĞ�

to its neighbouring uses including the football stadium, new marina, potential harbour expansion area,

ĐĂŵƉƵƐ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĞ�ϯ�ŵĂŝŶ�ĞŶƚƌǇ�ƉŽŝŶƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĐŝƚǇ��ZĞƐƉŽŶĚĞŶƚ�ĂůƐŽ�ŽďũĞĐƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ŝŶĚƵƐƚƌǇ�ĂůůŽĐĂƟŽŶ�ĨŽƌ�/ϰ��

particularly the idea of an incinerator at the site as this would likely cause pollution and increase traffic on

an already congested road network. Overall the respondent would like to see the coastal sites MU21 and I4

safeguarded as a nature conservation area.

Requests change of use from mixed use to open space

Inverness Mr Donald B Henderson(01054) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

54/1/002

Inverness MU21 Supports allocation of travellers site on T1. Considers MU21 and T1 would be suitable for a travellers site

than T3 for the following reasons:- safe access to main arterial routes;- ready access to services and

ĨĂĐŝůŝƟĞƐ͖ �Ͳ�ĐůŽƐĞƌ�ƚŽ�ĂƌĞĂƐ�ǁ ŚĞƌĞ�ƚŚĞ�ƉŽůŝĐĞ�ĐĂŶ�ƉƌŽǀ ŝĚĞ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞ�ǀ ŝƐŝďŝůŝƚǇ�ĂŶĚ�ƌĞĂƐƐƵƌĂŶĐĞ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�

ƉƵďůŝĐ�ĚƵƌŝŶŐ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ŶŽƌŵĂů�ĐŽƵƌƐĞ�ŽĨ�ƉĂƚƌŽů͖�Ͳ�ƉŽůŝĐĞ�ĂďůĞ�ƚŽ�ƌĞƐƉŽŶĚ�ŵŽƌĞ�ƋƵŝĐŬůǇ�ǁ ŚĞƌĞ�ĚŝƐƌƵƉƟǀ Ğ�ĞůĞŵĞŶƚƐ�

of the travelling community cause fear intimidation to those travellers who are law abiding and want to go

about their business unhindered and peaceable manner; and- large enough for expansion in the future.

Non-allocation of T3 for traveller's site; allocation of travellers

site on MU21

Inverness Mrs Katrina Coutts(01084) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

84/1/001

Inverness MU21 Considers part os site MU21 should be considered for an expansion of the exsiting Gypsy/Traveller Site. Allocation of part of MU21 as Temporary Stop site for Gypsy

Travellers.

Inverness RSPB Scotland(01186) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/011

86/1/001

Inverness MU21 RSPB object to the allocation of these sites for development as beyond the difficulties of developing them

they believe it is also the best use for these sites and would create a world class frontage. They also

consider that this is in keeping with the modern approach to brownfield sites and cite New Yorks former

docklands which are now parks and reserves.

Allocation as public open space to be used for nature reserve.
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Inverness Mr George MacWilliam(01215) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/012

15/1/005

Inverness MU21 Land between the A9 and the Moray Firth should be promoted as areas of public open space as per

previous local plans. Considers allocating this land for commercial purposes is inappropriate for the

following reasons:-Longman Industrial Estate is on the other side of the A9;-Sites could be developed as

ĂŶ�ĂƩ ƌĂĐƟǀ Ğ�ĂŵĞŶŝƚǇ�ƐƉĂĐĞ�ƚĂŬŝŶŐ�ĂĚǀ ĂŶƚĂŐĞ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ǁ ĂƚĞƌ�ĨƌŽŶƚ͖ �Ͳ�ůůŽĐĂƟŶŐ�Ğǀ ĞŶ�ƉĂƌƚ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƌĞĂ�ǁ ŝůů�

ƐĞƌŝŽƵƐůǇ�ĚĂŵĂŐĞ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŝƚĞƐ�ƌĞĐƌĞĂƟŽŶĂůͬĂŵĞŶŝƚǇ�ƉŽƚĞŶƟĂů͖�ĂŶĚ�ͲNo proposals which would provide

ĂĚĞƋƵĂƚĞ�ĂůƚĞƌŶĂƟǀ Ğ�ƉƌŽǀ ŝƐŝŽŶ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƌĞĂ͘ �

Allocation of I4, MU21 and MU20 as public open space in the

Proposed Plan

Inverness Highlands & Islands Green Party(00491) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/004

91/1/012

Inverness MU22 Object to MU21, MU22, T2, and 14 because risks arising from rising sea levels associated with climate

change and to preserve as far as possible the special environment of the Moray Firth. Where these sites are

already developed would seek their restoration to provide ecological services. Sensitive recreational uses of

these sites may be appropriate.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/118

Inverness MU23 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan. Text

modified to state development of the site would have to be supported by a FRA if development is close to

the watercourse and all development will avoid the functional floodplain. Flood Risk Assessment required in

support of planning application if development encroaches on watercourses or the areas immediately

adjacent to it, or any crossings proposed.

SEPA request insertion of text to indicate potential flood risk

and possible requirement for Flood Risk Assessment to support

any planning application.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/119

Inverness MU24 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan. Flood Risk

Assessment required. Wetlands may be present on this site therefore a Phase 1 Habitat Survey should be

ƵŶĚĞƌƚĂŬĞŶ�ĂŶĚ�ĂŶǇ�ŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇ�ŵŝƟŐĂƟŽŶ�ŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚ�ǁ ŝƚŚŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ�ĂƉƉůŝĐĂƟŽŶ͘ �

SEPA require Flood Risk Assessment and a Phase 1 Habitat

Survey should be undertaken and any necessary mitigation

included within the planning application.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/120

Inverness MU24 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan. Flood Risk

Assessment required. Wetlands may be present on this site therefore a Phase 1 Habitat Survey should be

ƵŶĚĞƌƚĂŬĞŶ�ĂŶĚ�ĂŶǇ�ŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇ�ŵŝƟŐĂƟŽŶ�ŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚ�ǁ ŝƚŚŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ�ĂƉƉůŝĐĂƟŽŶ͘ �

SEPA require Flood Risk Assessment and a Phase 1 Habitat

Survey should be undertaken and any necessary mitigation

included within the planning application.

Inverness Scottish Prison Service(00662) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/006

62/1/002

Inverness MU24 Potentially suitable prison sites, considers cons identified in MIR could be overcome if an exceptional case

for these sites were made. Feasibility of development at this location has been examined following initial

discussions with the landowner (‘lukewarm’ towards proposals), however option is not being progressed at

the current time.

Consider alllocation MU24 and MU25 for prison

Inverness The Scottish Government(00957) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

57/1/039

Inverness MU24 This allocation would have a significant impact on the scheduled monument Bogbain Wood, hut circle and

field system 400m SSW of Bogbain Farm (Index no. 4698). Historic Scotland therefore welcome that the

allocation is not preferred by the Council

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/121

Inverness MU25 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan. Text

modified to state FRA required to support any development and outcome may adversely affect the

developable area or development options on the site. Flood Risk Assessment will be required in support of

any planning application.Wetlands may be present on this site therefore a Phase 1 Habitat Survey should be

ƵŶĚĞƌƚĂŬĞŶ�ĂŶĚ�ĂŶǇ�ŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇ�ŵŝƟŐĂƟŽŶ�ŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚ�ǁ ŝƚŚŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ�ĂƉƉůŝĐĂƟŽŶ͘ �

SEPA require Flood Risk Assessment and a Phase 1 Habitat

Survey should be undertaken and any necessary mitigation

included within the planning application.

Inverness Scottish Prison Service(00662) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/006

62/1/002

Inverness MU25 Potentially suitable prison sites, considers cons identified in MIR could be overcome if an exceptional case

for these sites were made. Feasibility of development at this location has been examined following initial

discussions with the landowner (‘lukewarm’ towards proposals), however option is not being progressed at

the current time.

Consider alllocation MU24 and MU25 for prison

Inverness Westhill CC(00324) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

24/1/010

Inverness MU26 Objects to M26. Does not want this agricultural land used for housing and endorses significant cons listed

in MIR. There should be no development here as it may be of future use for expansion of UHI services.

Assumed removal of MU26

Inverness Highland And Island Enterprise(01035) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

35/1/006

Inverness MU26 Supports mixed use allocation and mix of uses but requests extension to preferred area to include whole

area within surrounding roads because: the land does not currently provide public open space and this will

better be provided within the campus, but; recognise need for East Link safeguard.

Extension of site as mixed use allocation with mix of uses as

stated but to include whole area within surrounding roads

including that shown as preferred public open space.

Inverness Balloch Community Council(00492) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/004

92/1/004

Inverness MU27 Considers to be an inappropriate site for travellers for the following reasons:- A96 is dangerous for

ƚƌĂǀ ĞůůĞƌƐΖ�ƚƌĂĸ Đ͖�ĂŶĚ��Ͳ�ŵĂǇ�ĚŝƐĐŽƵƌĂŐĞ�ůŽĐĂůƐ�ĨƌŽŵ�ƵƐŝŶŐ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƌĞĂ�ĨŽƌ�ĂŵĞŶŝƚǇ͘��Y ƵĞƐƟŽŶƐ�ŝĨ�Ă�ƐŝƚĞ�ĐŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�

ĨŽƵŶĚ�ŝŶ�ĂƌĞĂƐ�ĂůƌĞĂĚǇ�ŝĚĞŶƟĮ ĞĚ�ĨŽƌ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�Ͳ�ŶĂŵĞůǇ�D hϮϳ ͕ �D hϮϴ�Žƌ�D hϮϵ�����

Removal of site T2 from Proposed Plan and consideration of

new travellers sites at the longman.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/122

Inverness MU27 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan. Text should

state that an FRA has already been carried out for part of the site but may need to be extended and

development must be in accordance with FRA recommendations previously accepted. This site now seems

to be separate from the Beechwood site and FRA required to support this site. Flood Risk Assessment will

ďĞ�ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ�ŝŶ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ŽĨ�ƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ�ĂƉƉůŝĐĂƟŽŶ͘ ��&Z��ĂůƌĞĂĚǇ�ĐŽŵƉůĞƚĞ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ��ĞĞĐŚǁ ŽŽĚ�ƐŝƚĞ�ĂĚũĂĐĞŶƚ͘ ��

SEPA request insertion of text to indicate potential flood risk

and requirement for Flood Risk Assessment
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Inverness Scottish Prison Service(00662) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/006

62/1/003

Inverness MU27 Supports Council’s preference for business and commerce use on MU27 and is the Scottish Prison Services

preferred site option. Assume business and commerce would include Use Classes 4,5,6,7,8,10 and 11,

prison falls under use class 8. Consider prison is more compatible with business/industrial uses than

ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƟĂů�ƵƐĞ͘�D hϮϳ �ŝƐ�ƚŚĞ�̂ ĐŽƫ ƐŚ�WƌŝƐŽŶ�̂ Ğƌǀ ŝĐĞƐ�ƉƌĞĨĞƌƌĞĚ�ƐŝƚĞ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ĨŽůůŽǁ ŝŶŐ�ƌĞĂƐŽŶƐ͗ �Ͳpublicly

owned site;-�ĞƐƚ�ƌĂƚĞĚ�ƐŝƚĞ�ŝŶ�ĐŽŵƉĂƌŝƐŽŶ�ƚŽ�ŽƚŚĞƌ�ƉŽƚĞŶƟĂů�ƐŝƚĞƐ͖ �ͲTwo miles from Inverness city centre;-

Not contaminated;-Strong boundaries – raised railway embankment and rear of future commercial

ƉƌŽƉĞƌƟĞƐ͖ �ͲWŽƚĞŶƟĂů�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ǁ ĞůůͲƉůĂŶŶĞĚ�ĂŶĚ�Ăǁ ĂǇ�ĨƌŽŵ�h, /�ĐĂŵƉƵƐ�ďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƐ͖ �ͲProximity to major road

network of A9/A96 with good access to Inverness and the Courts;-E Žƚ�ůŽĐĂƚĞĚ�ĂĚũĂĐĞŶƚ�ƚŽ�ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƟĂů�

ƉƌŽƉĞƌƟĞƐ͖ �ĂŶĚ�Ͳ�ŽŵƉĂƟďůĞ�ǁ ŝƚŚ�ŽƚŚĞƌ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚĞĚ�ůĂŶĚ�ƵƐĞƐ͘ �

Assume prison (or Class 8 Use) listed as one of a number of

acceptable uses on MU27.

Inverness The Scottish Government(00957) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

57/1/028

Inverness MU27 These allocations have the potential to impact on the scheduled monument Ashton Farm Cottages, ring

ditch 415m SW and pit circles 460m WSW of (Index no. 11535). Historic Scotland (HS) would wish to

continue to be involved in discussions with the Council, Transport Scotland and others stakeholder

regarding the potential impacts on this site from development here and works associated with the A96. HS

would therefore ask for the developer requirements to reflect this.

Seeks developer requirement to reflect that HS wish to

continue to be involved in discussions with the Council,

Transport Scotland and others stakeholder regarding the

potential impacts on the scheduled monument Ashton farm

Cottages

Inverness Highland And Island Enterprise(01035) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

35/1/002

Inverness MU27 Supports proposed use mix but disagress with Council's cons list for this site. Believes loss of prime

farmland and watercourse flood risk not significant. Accepts East Link dependency but calls on Plan to help

deliver road improvements in this area.

Retention of site within Proposed Plan with no significant

farmland or flood risk area safeguards. Action programme and

Plan to indicate how East Link and associated roads will be

delivered (all assumed).

Inverness Scottish Natural Heritage(00204) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

04/1/057

Inverness MU28 Development factors and developer requirements should reflect those set out in HwLDP. This should be

considered further as part of the HRA of this plan in relation to the Inner Moray Firth SPA, allowing for HRA

work already undertaken for the HwLDP and the Green Networks Supplementary Guidance

Development factors and developer requirements should

reflect those set out in HwLDP.

Inverness Westhill CC(00324) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

24/1/001

Inverness MU28 Objects to preference of MU29 and MU28, objects to non-preference of C13 and supports non-preference

of site H57 . Respondent objects to the expansion of East Inverness in particular these 4 sites and land to

the north west of H57. Concerns raised in response to the HwLDP remain unchanged. Westhill, Resaurie,

Smithton and Culloden are large predominately residential areas with very little "on the doorstep"

accessible open space compared to other parts of Inverness. The plan needs to provide for a large public

open space including parkland, an arboretum, playgrounds, allotments etc. The Council should establish

ƚŚŝƐ�ĂŶĚ�ŶŽƚ�ǁ Ăŝƚ�ĨŽƌ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉĞƌƐΖ�ƐƉĞĐƵůĂƟǀ Ğ�ƉƌŽƉŽƐĂůƐ�ĂŶĚ�ƟŵĞƚĂďůĞƐ͘ �����

Removal of MU28 and MU29 and requests retention of C13.

Inverness Highlands & Islands Green Party(00491) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/004

91/1/008

Inverness MU28 Large scale extension of Inverness to the east is not desirable, again diverting resources from other areas

and producing along ribbon of development that will overburden infrastructure in this part of the region.

We therefore we oppose allocations H59, MU28, MU29 and MU30 in Inverness, although the smaller 'infill'

allocations can be supported.

Removal of site allocations at H59, MU28, MU29 and MU30.

Inverness Balloch Community Council(00492) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/004

92/1/004

Inverness MU28 Considers to be an inappropriate site for travellers for the following reasons:- A96 is dangerous for

ƚƌĂǀ ĞůůĞƌƐΖ�ƚƌĂĸ Đ͖�ĂŶĚ��Ͳ�ŵĂǇ�ĚŝƐĐŽƵƌĂŐĞ�ůŽĐĂůƐ�ĨƌŽŵ�ƵƐŝŶŐ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƌĞĂ�ĨŽƌ�ĂŵĞŶŝƚǇ͘��Y ƵĞƐƟŽŶƐ�ŝĨ�Ă�ƐŝƚĞ�ĐŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�

ĨŽƵŶĚ�ŝŶ�ĂƌĞĂƐ�ĂůƌĞĂĚǇ�ŝĚĞŶƟĮ ĞĚ�ĨŽƌ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�Ͳ�ŶĂŵĞůǇ�D hϮϳ ͕ �D hϮϴ�Žƌ�D hϮϵ�����

Removal of site T2 from Proposed Plan and consideration of

new travellers sites at the longman.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/123

Inverness MU28 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan. Text should

state that development will have to be in accordance with the previous FRA recommendations. Planning

consent will already have this condition but need to add it to development plan also. Flood Risk Assessment

has already carried out.

SEPA request insertion of text to indicate potential flood risk

and requirement for Flood Risk Assessment

Inverness Scottish Natural Heritage(00204) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

04/1/057

Inverness MU29 Development factors and developer requirements should reflect those set out in HwLDP. This should be

considered further as part of the HRA of this plan in relation to the Inner Moray Firth SPA, allowing for HRA

work already undertaken for the HwLDP and the Green Networks Supplementary Guidance

Development factors and developer requirements should

reflect those set out in HwLDP.

Inverness Westhill CC(00324) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

24/1/001

Inverness MU29 Objects to preference of MU29 and MU28, objects to non-preference of C13 and supports non-preference

of site H57 . Respondent objects to the expansion of East Inverness in particular these 4 sites and land to

the north west of H57. Concerns raised in response to the HwLDP remain unchanged. Westhill, Resaurie,

Smithton and Culloden are large predominately residential areas with very little "on the doorstep"

accessible open space compared to other parts of Inverness. The plan needs to provide for a large public

open space including parkland, an arboretum, playgrounds, allotments etc. The Council should establish

ƚŚŝƐ�ĂŶĚ�ŶŽƚ�ǁ Ăŝƚ�ĨŽƌ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉĞƌƐΖ�ƐƉĞĐƵůĂƟǀ Ğ�ƉƌŽƉŽƐĂůƐ�ĂŶĚ�ƟŵĞƚĂďůĞƐ͘ �����

Removal of MU28 and MU29 and requests retention of C13.

Inverness Highlands & Islands Green Party(00491) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/004

91/1/008

Inverness MU29 Large scale extension of Inverness to the east is not desirable, again diverting resources from other areas

and producing along ribbon of development that will overburden infrastructure in this part of the region.

We therefore we oppose allocations H59, MU28, MU29 and MU30 in Inverness, although the smaller 'infill'

allocations can be supported.

Removal of site allocations at H59, MU28, MU29 and MU30.
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Inverness Balloch Community Council(00492) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/004

92/1/004

Inverness MU29 Considers to be an inappropriate site for travellers for the following reasons:- A96 is dangerous for

ƚƌĂǀ ĞůůĞƌƐΖ�ƚƌĂĸ Đ͖�ĂŶĚ��Ͳ�ŵĂǇ�ĚŝƐĐŽƵƌĂŐĞ�ůŽĐĂůƐ�ĨƌŽŵ�ƵƐŝŶŐ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƌĞĂ�ĨŽƌ�ĂŵĞŶŝƚǇ͘��Y ƵĞƐƟŽŶƐ�ŝĨ�Ă�ƐŝƚĞ�ĐŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�

ĨŽƵŶĚ�ŝŶ�ĂƌĞĂƐ�ĂůƌĞĂĚǇ�ŝĚĞŶƟĮ ĞĚ�ĨŽƌ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�Ͳ�ŶĂŵĞůǇ�D hϮϳ ͕ �D hϮϴ�Žƌ�D hϮϵ�����

Removal of site T2 from Proposed Plan and consideration of

new travellers sites at the longman.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/124

Inverness MU29 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan. Text

modified to state development of the northern half of the site would have to be supported by a FRA and

note that the outcome of the FRA could have an impact on the developable area or layout options. No

ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ǁ ŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�ƉĞƌŵŝƩĞĚ�ŝŶ�ĂƌĞĂƐ�Ăƚ�ƌŝƐŬ�ŽĨ�ŇŽŽĚŝŶŐ͘��

SEPA request insertion of text to indicate potential flood risk

and requirement for Flood Risk Assessment

Inverness The Scottish Government(00957) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

57/1/029

Inverness MU29 The western section of this allocation contains the scheduled monument Milton, ring-ditch 320m SSE of

(Index no. 6001). Historic Scotland (HS) would ask that the developer requirements reflect this and HS

would wish to be involved in early discussions on how to deliver this mixed used development with

consideration to the scheduled monument.

HS would ask that the developer requirements reflect this the

western section of this allocation contains the scheduled

monument Milton, ring-ditch 320m SSE of (Index no. 6001).

Inverness Mr D And E Williams(00961) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

61/1/001

Inverness MU29 Supports the MU29 allocation but would like to see the scheduled development date of 2016 brought

forward.

Requests scheduled development date of 2016 brought

forward.

Inverness Macdonald Hotels(00985) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

85/1/001

Inverness MU29 Landowner supports the continued allocation of Stratton Lodge land (H59 and MU29) as preferred sites but

ŚĂƐ�ƐŽŵĞ�ĐŽŶĐĞƌŶƐ͗ �Ͳ�̂ Ğƌǀ ŝĐŝŶŐ�ĂŶĚ�ƉŚĂƐŝŶŐ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ƌĞůĂƟǀ Ğ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�, ǁ >�W�ƉƌŽǀ ŝƐŝŽŶƐ͘ ����

Significant Con of the site has been noted as its dependency on "local and trunk road network" and

although the HwLDP states various provisions, the respondent has concerns that these depend on actions

of others. As a result the restoration of Stratton Lodge Hotel (H59) will be delayed whilst the commitments

are made. - Although the landowner accepts the requirement of the link between A9 and A96, they are

concerned about its route, the connectivity between their land and adjoining development sites, its

deliverability and the detail of the major junctions. Respondent unsure whether the Strategic Link Road has

to be completed in its entirety in advance of Phase 2. If so, respondent questions the ability to deliver it

through Ashton Farm as it is allocated as Open Space (C13) and is likely to remain in agricultural use for

ƐŽŵĞ�ƟŵĞ͘���Ͳ�D ĂŝŶ�ĐŽŶĐĞƌŶ�ŝƐ�ƚŚĞ�ŶĞĞĚ�ƚŽ�ƵƉŐƌĂĚĞ��ĂƌŶ��ŚƵƌĐŚ�ZŽĂĚ�ŝŶ�ĂĚǀ ĂŶĐĞ�ŽĨ�ƌĞƐƉŽŶĚĞŶƚ ͛ Ɛ�ůĂŶĚ�ďĞŝŶŐ�

developed. - H59 is indicated as Phase 1 in HwLDP but respondent concerned this may not be feasible

without allowing access through the open part of their land as indicated in Phase 2. A preferred means of

ĂĐĐĞƐƐ�ŝƐ�ŽƵƚůŝŶĞĚ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƩ ĂĐŚĞĚ�ŵĂƉ͘ �Ͳ�>ĂĐŬ�ŽĨ�ĐůĂƌŝƚǇ�ĨƌŽŵ�dƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚ�̂ ĐŽƚůĂŶĚ�Žǀ Ğƌ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƚƌĂƚĞŐŝĐ�ƌŽĂĚ�

network. The consultation in early 2012 was absent of detail about the timing of the provision of local

ĐŽŶŶĞĐƟŽŶƐ�ĂŶĚ�ŝŵƉƌŽǀ ĞŵĞŶƚƐ�ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ�ƚŽ�ŽƉĞŶ�ƵƉ�ůĂŶĚ�Ăƚ�̂ ƚƌĂƩ ŽŶ͘ ����ZĞƐƉŽŶĚĞŶƚ�ĂƌŐƵĞƐ�ƚŚĂƚ�ƚŚŝƐ�

opportunity should not be land-locked or hindered by uncertainty over the timing of key transport

infrastructure. As a result respondent would prefer the open part of land to be separated out (as it is in

terms of ownership) from MU29 and shown as a housing site.

Respondent would prefer the open part of land to be separated

out (as it is in terms of ownership) from MU29 and shown as a

housing site.

Inverness Highlands & Islands Green Party(00491) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/004

91/1/008

Inverness MU30 Large scale extension of Inverness to the east is not desirable, again diverting resources from other areas

and producing along ribbon of development that will overburden infrastructure in this part of the region.

We therefore we oppose allocations H59, MU28, MU29 and MU30 in Inverness, although the smaller 'infill'

allocations can be supported.

Removal of site allocations at H59, MU28, MU29 and MU30.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/125

Inverness MU30 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan. Text

modified to state development of the northern half of the site would have to be supported by a FRA and

note that the outcome of the FRA could have an impact on the developable area or layout options. No

development would be permitted in areas at risk of flooding.

SEPA request insertion of text to indicate potential flood risk

and requirement for Flood Risk Assessment to support any

planning application.

Inverness Scottish Natural Heritage(00204) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

04/1/059

Inverness MU31 Supports non-preferral of site because of landscape character and badger concerns. Non retention of site option.

Inverness Balloch Community Council(00492) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/004

92/1/002

Inverness MU31 Support non-preference MU31 for the following reasons:-Loss of open space amenity-Loss of good farm

land-WƌĞƐƐƵƌĞ�ŽŶ�ĞǆŝƐƟŶŐ�ƐĐŚŽŽůƐ�ͲWŽƚĞŶƟĂů�ĨŽƌ�ĐŽĂůĞƐĐĞŶĐĞ�ŽĨ��ƵůůŽĚĞŶ�ĂŶĚ��ĂůůŽĐŚ͕ �ƌĞƐƵůƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ůŽƐƐ�ŽĨ�

ŝĚĞŶƟƚǇ��

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/126

Inverness MU31 SEPA in reference to part of the site (CfS 282 and below) will not object provided the following developer

requirements included in Proposed Plan. SEPA in reference to part of the site (CfS 147) will not object

provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan. Text modified to state

development of the site would have to be supported by a FRA and note that the outcome of the FRA could

have an impact on developable area or layout options. FRA should also address drainage to ensure no

impacts off-site.  

SEPA request insertion of text to indicate potential flood risk

and requirement for Flood Risk Assessment to support any

planning application.

Inverness The Scottish Government(00957) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

57/1/040

Inverness MU31 The northern section of this allocation contains the scheduled monument Balloch of Culloden, enclosure

1050m NNW of (Index no. 5008). Historic Scotland therefore welcome that this section of the allocation is

not preferred by the Council.
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Inverness Macdonald Estates(01313) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/013

13/1/001

Inverness MU31 Object to non-preferral of site because it: is in single ownership and available; would be a sustainable

extension to Culloden providing many of its own facilities which would also serve the wider urban district;

can be accessed off the trunk or local road networks; lies close to rail, air and sewerage connections; has an

attractive outlook over the firths but is not too elevated to risk exposure; lies in the heart of the A96

Growth Corridor which is promoted for development by the Government and Council in several planning

documents; would assist in meeting the Government's and Council's ambitious housing targets which are

justified by the housing needs and demand assessment and are needed to provide a generous land supply;

is not dependent upon major infrastructure works or subject to competing uses in contrast to sites at Ness-

side, Charleston, Inverness East, Tornagrain and Whiteness; is a better location for development than west

or north of the city which would only add traffic flows to existing pinch points at Clachnaharry and the

Kessock Bridge; provides housing choice; can take advantage of road and other transport improvements

already planned / programmed for Barn Church Road and the A96; is close to existing community,

commercial, cycle / walking route and public transport facilities; could provide accessible recreational and

public open space; could offer additional land for use by Culloden Academy; would have very limited

adverse visual and landscape character impact due to its gently rolling topography, surrounding urban uses

and visual enclosure; will safeguard pipeline corridors on its northern edge; will not affect the integrity or

setting of the scheduled monument which will be preserved, buffered and if appropriate better accessed

and interpreted; will allow habitat retention and enhancement following from species surveys and

mitigation, and; will deliver affordable housing.

Retention of mixed use allocation and its enclosure within the

city boundary for 500 houses, community facilities, local shops

and recreational space at Balloch Farm.

Inverness Macdonald Estates(01313) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/013

13/1/002

Inverness MU31 Propose indicative layout for site which will: allow bus route penetration along a landscaped spine access;

access from the local road network; safeguarding of all land directly between Culloden and Balloch as

greenspace and provide other structural public open space; follow best practice in terms of designing

streets and pedestrian priority principles; offer land for relocation of the Culloden Academy pitches and

better access and parking at the facility; safeguard land for a new neighbourhood centre to accommodate

local shops and community facilities, and; maximise solar gain.

Retention of mixed use allocation and its enclosure within the

city boundary for 500 houses, community facilities, local shops

and recreational space at Balloch Farm.

Inverness Scottish Natural Heritage(00204) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

04/1/060

Inverness MU32 Supports non-preferral of site because of likely adverse landscape character impacts. Non retention of site option

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/127

Inverness MU32 No provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan. Text modified to state

development of the site would have to be supported by a FRA and note that the outcome of the FRA could

have an impact on developable area or layout options. FRA should also address drainage to ensure no

impacts off-site.  

SEPA request insertion of text to indicate potential flood risk

and requirement for Flood Risk Assessment to support any

planning application. To support any planning application.

Inverness The Scottish Government(00957) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

57/1/037

Inverness MU32 These allocations all lie within or partly within the Culloden Inventory Battlefield site, Historic Scotland

therefore welcome that these sites are not preferred by the Council.

Inverness Mr I Alexander(01016) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

16/1/001

Inverness MU32 Objects to non preferral of site because: the housing and commercial elements of the proposal could be

integrated; it is close to community facilities at Westhill and Woodside; it is on a tourist route, at a gateway

and could offer tourist facilities to complement existing; it is of a scale that is appropriate for an edge of City

location; it will lengthen the stay of tourists; it does not have any significant constraints; any adverse effects

can be mitigated; its use mix could not reasonably be located within the city; there is already a cluster of

farm buildings and 7 houses at this location; it could provide a new public viewpoint and parking connected

to the core path network; it has an exceptional outllook; it is downslope of the tourist route and backed by

commercial woodland and would therefore not have any adverse visual impact; it would provide a planned

rather than ad-hoc city edge; it will not have any adverse impact on Culloden Battlefield because of its

distance from and lack of intervisibility with the core site and the opportunity for mitigation; it will be

masterplanned and have a coherent landscaped framework; built development adjacent to the visually

sensitive B9006 will be kept to a minimum and be of low profile design; the wider Blackpark landholding

could offer flood water storage in the upper reaches of problem catchments; unmet demand for paddock

style housing plots; proposal could offer pedestrian connections to Woodside and wider core path network;

it is within the altitude (140m) and city centre proximity (4km) limits in the adopted local plan; it's within

400m of a bus route, and; its development could offer an improvement to the B9006 along the length of

Blackpark ownership.

Retention of site within Proposed Plan for mixed use

development of 10-12 paddock house plots, affordable

housing, courtyard redevelopment (holiday accommodation

option), tourist related commercial development, restaurant,

specialist retailing, country house hotel, touring caravan and

camping site and 12 holiday lodges.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/128

Inverness MU33 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan. Discharge

from chemical toilets should have separate collection system and be disposed of to licensed waste carrier as

this could damage the public sewer.The remainder to foul drainage should be directed to the public sewer.

SEPA request insertion of text to indicate potential flood risk

and requirement for Flood Risk Assessment to support any

planning application.
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Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/129

Inverness MU35 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan. Text should

state that any development proposals for the northern quarter of the field would have to be accompanied

by a FRA and the outcome may adversely affect the developable area and development options.

Alternatively Highland Council could change the site boundary to remove this portion of the site.

SEPA request insertion of text to indicate potential flood risk

and requirement for Flood Risk Assessment to support any

planning application. To support any planning application.

Inverness Robertson Homes(00206) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

06/1/005

Inverness B01A Note B1A and B1B are non-preferred, no further comments at this stage

Inverness Muirtown Community Council(00309) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

09/1/001

Inverness B01A Support the preference for open space and non-preference of H1(a), H1(b), B1(a) and B1(b). Supportive of

Dunain Community Woodland and concerned regarding recent lack of co-operation from Robertson Homes

and their attempts to alter and extend their existing permission to develop the former NHS site. Original

planning consent was the result of extensive negotiations and compromise involving many parties, to

develop a sensitive and high amenity site, which was in public ownership. Inappropriate that any further

concessions should be made which were not deemed appropriate in the original permission, and reflected

in the original financial agreement. Any substantial amendment to the planning permission, involving any

additional capacity, should be subject to a substantial additional payment to the public purse by the

developer.

Seeks additional developer contributions for any further

amendments to the planning application.

Inverness Alastair Cunningham(00583) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

83/1/001

Inverness B01A Dunain Community Woodland group (DCWG) support preference for open space however they suggest that

community use would be more appropriate as it allows them scope for limited development such as

pathways, signage, car parking, interpretation, storage of tools and possibly a shelter which would be used

ĨŽƌ�ĨŽƌĞƐƚ�ƐĐŚŽŽů�ĂĐƟǀ ŝƟĞƐ͘ ��dŚĞŝƌ�ďĂƐŝĐ�ƌĞŵŝƚ�ŝƐ�ƚŽ�ĐƌĞĂƚĞ�Ă�ŐƌĞĞŶ�ƐƉĂĐĞ�ǁ ŚŝĐŚ�ǁ ŽƵůĚ�ƉƌŽǀ ŝĚĞ�Ă�ƌĂŶŐĞ�ŽĨ�

recreational, artistic and educational opportunities (their activities and the public use of the site are

provided in detail in their submission). Their aim is 'to undertake the managements of DCW for the benefit

of the community and the wildlife found there, as a quiet, safe and accessible green space.' The DCWG have

future plans for this land in keeping with their basic remit and aim (which are provided in detail in their

ƐƵďŵŝƐƐŝŽŶͿ͘���dŚĞǇ�ƐƚĂƚĞ�ƚŚĂƚ�ƚŚĞƐĞ�ƉůĂŶƐ�ǁ ŝůů�ŚĞůƉ�ĚĞůŝǀ Ğƌ�Ă�ƌĂŶŐĞ�ŽĨ�ƉŽůŝĐǇ�ƉƌŝŽƌŝƟĞƐ�ŝŶ�ƌĞůĂƟŽŶ�ƚŽ�ĚĞůŝǀ ĞƌǇ�ŽĨ�

green space in and around settlements, protection of habitat networks, maintenance of woodlands

particularly close to settlements and provision of access and recreation facilities.

Reallocate site from Openspace to Community Uses

Inverness L.A. Maclean(00657) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/006

57/1/001

Inverness B01A Supports sites B1(a) and B1(b) being retained as woodland as they are part of a community woodland, have

archaeological interest, have recreational and environmental education value.

Inverness Community Land Scotland(00685) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/006

85/1/001

Inverness B01A Supports the non-preference of site B1 (a) and B1 (b) and supports the Council's preference for the sites to

be open space. It may be preferable to allocate the sites for community use as there may be need for

limited development for community use such as paths, signage, shelter and storage. The sites are

important as they provide amenity space to the adjacent highly populated area and wider Inverness. The

sites are important habitat for some rare species and provides access to the Great Glen Way. Respondent is

aware of the interest of Dunain Community Woodlands to obtain the site to protect and manage it for

amenity and habitat and for limited recreational purposes and believes this will help deliver a number of

Council policies with regard to green space in settlements, habitats, woodlands, recreation and

ĞŶǀ ŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů�ĞĚƵĐĂƟŽŶ͘ ����

Seeks consideration of reallocation of site from Openspace to

Community Use

Inverness Mr John Craig(00703) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/007

03/1/001

Inverness B01A Respondent considers site B1a and B1b is in need of cafeful management due to the location of an

archaeological interest, attractive woodland, an area of afforestation, wealth of water available for artistic

ĂŶĚ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĂů�ƵƐĞƐ͕ �ƉƌĞƐĞŶĐĞ�ŽĨ�ďĂĚŐĞƌƐ�ĂŶĚ�ƌĞĚ�ƐƋƵŝƌĞůƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĂŶ�ĂƌĞĂ�ĨŽƌ�ĚŽŐ�ǁ ĂůŬĞƌƐ͘ ���dŚĞƌĞ�ŚĂƐ�ďĞĞŶ�

previous issues o nthe site which, with propoer maangedment, could deliver a proposed development with

ŶĂƚƵƌĂů�ĐŚĂƌŵƐ͘ ���&ƵƌƚŚĞƌ�ĚĞƚĂŝůƐ�ĂƌĞ�ĐŽŶƚĂŝŶĞĚ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƌĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĂƟŽŶ�ĂďŽƵƚ�ƚŚĞ�ƌŽůĞ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ŶĞŝŐŚďŽƵƌŝŶŐ�

landowners and the past management of the site.

developer requirements related to natural, built and cultural

heritage and species and habitats to be included - assumed.

Inverness Mrs C Wood(00948) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

48/1/005

Inverness B01A Respondent supports the Council's non preference of these sites for development and supports their

allocation as open space.

Inverness Ms Rebekah Morris(00952) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

52/1/003

Inverness B01A Respodent supports the non preference of this site for development because of its value to the community

for recreation and its importance as a habitat for wildlife.

Inverness Ms Jemimah Morris(00953) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

53/1/001

Inverness B01A ZĞƐƉŽŶĚĞŶƚ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚƐ�ƚŚĞ��ŽƵŶĐŝůƐ�ŶŽŶ�ƉƌĞĨĞƌĞŶĐĞ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞƐĞ�ƐŝƚĞƐ�ĚƵĞ�ƚŽ͗ ���Ͳ�ŝƚƐ�ĂŵĞŶŝƚǇ�ĂŶĚ�ƌĞĐƌĞĂƟŽŶĂů�

value to the community - the impact development would have on the landscape and on wildlife habitat

Inverness Ms Katherine Morris(00954) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

54/1/002

Inverness B01A Currently community woodland and should be protected for everyone to use.
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POLICY/SITE

NAME COMMENT MODIFICATION SOUGHT
Inverness The Scottish Government(00957) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

57/1/041

Inverness B01A This allocation contains the scheduled monument Leachkin, chambered cairn (Index no. 3104) and

development within this site is likely to have a significant impact on this scheduled monument. In light of

this Historic Scotland welcome its non-preferred status.

Inverness Mr Owen Morris(00975) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

75/1/001

Inverness B01A Respondent considers the site to be valuable natural area and should be preserved as a community

woodland

Inverness Ms Paula Thomson(01029) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

29/1/001

Inverness B01A ^ƵƉƉŽƌƚƐ�ƚŚĞ��ŽƵŶĐŝůƐ�ŝĚĞŶƟĮ ĐĂƟŽŶ�ŽĨ�ƚŚŝƐ�ĂƌĞĂ�ĂƐ�ƉƵďůŝĐ�ŽƉĞŶ�ƐƉĂĐĞ�Ͳ�ƐƵŐŐĞƐƟŶŐ�ƚŚĂƚ�ZŽďĞƌƚƐŽŶƐ�ŚĂĚ�

ƉƌĞǀ ŝŽƵƐůǇ�ĐŽŵŵŝƩĞĚ�ƚŽ�ŐŝŌŝŶŐ�ƚŚŝƐ�ƚŽ��ƵůŶĂŝŶ��ŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�t ŽŽĚůĂŶĚ�Ͳ�ĂŶĚ�ŝƐ�ĐŽŶĐĞƌŶĞĚ�ĂďŽƵƚ�ƚŚĞ�ŝŵƉĂĐƚ�

development would have on the skyline

Inverness Mr Ron Lyon(01239) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/012

39/1/001

Inverness B01A Supports the Council's non-preference for development on B1(a) and B1(b). Dulnain Woods is a community

managed woodland and a committee was formed to protect the area from commercial exploitation and

maintain it in perpetuity as a natural resource to be enjoyed freely by the people.

Inverness Scottish Natural Heritage(00204) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

04/1/044

Inverness B01ABC Supports non-preference for sites a and b and alternative of community woodland. Agrees with "cons"listed

in MIR as justification.

Inverness Inverness West Community

Council(00296)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

96/1/003

Inverness B01ABC Requests clarification in Plan that no significant development will be allowed on this site prior to

completion of the West Link because of pressure on existing canal crossings.

Developer requirement that no significant development will be

allowed on the site prior to completion of West Link.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/130

Inverness B01ABC SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan. Text

modified to state development of the site would have to be supported by a Flood Risk Assessment (FRA)

and note that the outcome of the FRA could have an impact on developable area or layout options. FRA

should also address drainage to ensure no impacts off-site.

Flood Risk Assessment will be required in support of any

ƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ�ĂƉƉůŝĐĂƟŽŶ͘ �

Inverness Robertson Homes(00206) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

06/1/005

Inverness B01B Note B1A and B1B are non-preferred, no further comments at this stage

Inverness Muirtown Community Council(00309) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

09/1/001

Inverness B01B Support the preference for open space and non-preference of H1(a), H1(b), B1(a) and B1(b). Supportive of

Dunain Community Woodland and concerned regarding recent lack of co-operation from Robertson Homes

and their attempts to alter and extend their existing permission to develop the former NHS site. Original

planning consent was the result of extensive negotiations and compromise involving many parties, to

develop a sensitive and high amenity site, which was in public ownership. Inappropriate that any further

concessions should be made which were not deemed appropriate in the original permission, and reflected

in the original financial agreement. Any substantial amendment to the planning permission, involving any

additional capacity, should be subject to a substantial additional payment to the public purse by the

developer.

Seeks additional developer contributions for any further

amendments to the planning application.

Inverness Alastair Cunningham(00583) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

83/1/001

Inverness B01B Dunain Community Woodland group (DCWG) support preference for open space however they suggest that

community use would be more appropriate as it allows them scope for limited development such as

pathways, signage, car parking, interpretation, storage of tools and possibly a shelter which would be used

ĨŽƌ�ĨŽƌĞƐƚ�ƐĐŚŽŽů�ĂĐƟǀ ŝƟĞƐ͘ ��dŚĞŝƌ�ďĂƐŝĐ�ƌĞŵŝƚ�ŝƐ�ƚŽ�ĐƌĞĂƚĞ�Ă�ŐƌĞĞŶ�ƐƉĂĐĞ�ǁ ŚŝĐŚ�ǁ ŽƵůĚ�ƉƌŽǀ ŝĚĞ�Ă�ƌĂŶŐĞ�ŽĨ�

recreational, artistic and educational opportunities (their activities and the public use of the site are

provided in detail in their submission). Their aim is 'to undertake the managements of DCW for the benefit

of the community and the wildlife found there, as a quiet, safe and accessible green space.' The DCWG have

future plans for this land in keeping with their basic remit and aim (which are provided in detail in their

ƐƵďŵŝƐƐŝŽŶͿ͘���dŚĞǇ�ƐƚĂƚĞ�ƚŚĂƚ�ƚŚĞƐĞ�ƉůĂŶƐ�ǁ ŝůů�ŚĞůƉ�ĚĞůŝǀ Ğƌ�Ă�ƌĂŶŐĞ�ŽĨ�ƉŽůŝĐǇ�ƉƌŝŽƌŝƟĞƐ�ŝŶ�ƌĞůĂƟŽŶ�ƚŽ�ĚĞůŝǀ ĞƌǇ�ŽĨ�

green space in and around settlements, protection of habitat networks, maintenance of woodlands

particularly close to settlements and provision of access and recreation facilities.

Reallocate site from Openspace to Community Uses

Inverness L.A. Maclean(00657) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/006

57/1/001

Inverness B01B Supports sites B1(a) and B1(b) being retained as woodland as they are part of a community woodland, have

archaeological interest, have recreational and environmental education value.

Inverness Community Land Scotland(00685) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/006

85/1/001

Inverness B01B Supports the non-preference of site B1 (a) and B1 (b) and supports the Council's preference for the sites to

be open space. It may be preferable to allocate the sites for community use as there may be need for

limited development for community use such as paths, signage, shelter and storage. The sites are

important as they provide amenity space to the adjacent highly populated area and wider Inverness. The

sites are important habitat for some rare species and provides access to the Great Glen Way. Respondent is

aware of the interest of Dunain Community Woodlands to obtain the site to protect and manage it for

amenity and habitat and for limited recreational purposes and believes this will help deliver a number of

Council policies with regard to green space in settlements, habitats, woodlands, recreation and

ĞŶǀ ŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů�ĞĚƵĐĂƟŽŶ͘ ����

Seeks consideration of reallocation of site from Openspace to

Community Use

Page 47



ISSUE NAME OUR REF.

POLICY/SITE

NAME COMMENT MODIFICATION SOUGHT
Inverness Mr John Craig(00703) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/007

03/1/001

Inverness B01B Respondent considers site B1a and B1b is in need of cafeful management due to the location of an

archaeological interest, attractive woodland, an area of afforestation, wealth of water available for artistic

ĂŶĚ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĂů�ƵƐĞƐ͕ �ƉƌĞƐĞŶĐĞ�ŽĨ�ďĂĚŐĞƌƐ�ĂŶĚ�ƌĞĚ�ƐƋƵŝƌĞůƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĂŶ�ĂƌĞĂ�ĨŽƌ�ĚŽŐ�ǁ ĂůŬĞƌƐ͘ ���dŚĞƌĞ�ŚĂƐ�ďĞĞŶ�

previous issues o nthe site which, with propoer maangedment, could deliver a proposed development with

ŶĂƚƵƌĂů�ĐŚĂƌŵƐ͘ ���&ƵƌƚŚĞƌ�ĚĞƚĂŝůƐ�ĂƌĞ�ĐŽŶƚĂŝŶĞĚ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƌĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĂƟŽŶ�ĂďŽƵƚ�ƚŚĞ�ƌŽůĞ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ŶĞŝŐŚďŽƵƌŝŶŐ�

landowners and the past management of the site.

developer requirements related to natural, built and cultural

heritage and species and habitats to be included - assumed.

Inverness Mrs C Wood(00948) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

48/1/005

Inverness B01B Respondent supports the Council's non preference of these sites for development and supports their

allocation as open space.

Inverness Ms Rebekah Morris(00952) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

52/1/003

Inverness B01B Respodent supports the non preference of this site for development because of its value to the community

for recreation and its importance as a habitat for wildlife.

Inverness Ms Jemimah Morris(00953) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

53/1/001

Inverness B01B ZĞƐƉŽŶĚĞŶƚ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚƐ�ƚŚĞ��ŽƵŶĐŝůƐ�ŶŽŶ�ƉƌĞĨĞƌĞŶĐĞ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞƐĞ�ƐŝƚĞƐ�ĚƵĞ�ƚŽ͗ ���Ͳ�ŝƚƐ�ĂŵĞŶŝƚǇ�ĂŶĚ�ƌĞĐƌĞĂƟŽŶĂů�

value to the community - the impact development would have on the landscape and on wildlife habitat

Inverness Ms Katherine Morris(00954) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

54/1/002

Inverness B01B Currently community woodland and should be protected for everyone to use.

Inverness Mr Owen Morris(00975) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

75/1/001

Inverness B01B Respondent considers the site to be valuable natural area and should be preserved as a community

woodland

Inverness Ms Paula Thomson(01029) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

29/1/001

Inverness B01B ^ƵƉƉŽƌƚƐ�ƚŚĞ��ŽƵŶĐŝůƐ�ŝĚĞŶƟĮ ĐĂƟŽŶ�ŽĨ�ƚŚŝƐ�ĂƌĞĂ�ĂƐ�ƉƵďůŝĐ�ŽƉĞŶ�ƐƉĂĐĞ�Ͳ�ƐƵŐŐĞƐƟŶŐ�ƚŚĂƚ�ZŽďĞƌƚƐŽŶƐ�ŚĂĚ�

ƉƌĞǀ ŝŽƵƐůǇ�ĐŽŵŵŝƩĞĚ�ƚŽ�ŐŝŌŝŶŐ�ƚŚŝƐ�ƚŽ��ƵůŶĂŝŶ��ŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�t ŽŽĚůĂŶĚ�Ͳ�ĂŶĚ�ŝƐ�ĐŽŶĐĞƌŶĞĚ�ĂďŽƵƚ�ƚŚĞ�ŝŵƉĂĐƚ�

development would have on the skyline

Inverness Mr Ron Lyon(01239) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/012

39/1/001

Inverness B01B Supports the Council's non-preference for development on B1(a) and B1(b). Dulnain Woods is a community

managed woodland and a committee was formed to protect the area from commercial exploitation and

maintain it in perpetuity as a natural resource to be enjoyed freely by the people.

Inverness Robertson Homes(00206) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

06/1/004

Inverness B01C B1c is non-preferred but includes a Listed Building which has been partly converted to residential use.

Robertson's are keen to keep their options open for future uses of the remainder of the building to help

them bring it back into beneficial use. Request the Proposed Plan allows the possibility of other uses for

the Listed Building and other parts of site Back.

Re-tention of site B1c for development (use type preference

not stated) in the Proposed Plan.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/131

Inverness B02 Will not object provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan. Text modified to

state FRA required to support any redevelopment of the site and outcome may adversely affect the viability

or development options on the site. Mitigation measures may be required to ensure development

protected from flooding to an adequate standard. Flood Risk Assessment required in support of planning

ĂƉƉůŝĐĂƟŽŶ͘ �

Flood Risk Assessment will be required in support of any

ƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ�ĂƉƉůŝĐĂƟŽŶ͘ �

Inverness Edinburgh Woollen Mill Group - Holm

Mills(01254)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/012

54/1/001

Inverness B02 Supports development allocation as part owner but requests mixed use not just business and that the wider

site should be classed as a commerce centre and recognised in the retail hierarchy of Inverness City with

scope for redevelopment and expansion. Believes this would accord with: Scottish Planning Policy; the

established nature of the shopping centre at Holm Mills; the brownfield nature of the site; the opportunity

to expand an existing tourist facilty and local employment; the mix of existing uses surrounding the Mills,

and; the nature of the Highland wide Local Development Plan allocation as mixed use. Suggests that the

appropriate mix of uses would be retail, business, employment, tourism and residential. This mix would

maximise flexibility and the competitive advantage of the site on as a waterfront and major tourist-route-

front location. Offers further discussion and ownership details. Believes any developer requirements should

meet the test of Circular 1/2010.

Reallocation of site from business to mixed use and considers

the area around the Edinburgh Woolen Mill should be classed

as a Commerce Centre and recognised in the retail hierarchy of

Inverness City with scope for redevelopment and expansion.

Also seeks developer requirements in line with circ 1/2010.

Inverness Ms Elizabeth Davis(01086) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

86/1/002

Inverness B03 Brownfield sites and re-development within Inverness should be exhausted before using greenfield

sites.Land at the Glebe could provide space for two housing developments similar to those at Falconer

Court.

Assumed reallocation of B3 to housing

Inverness Culcabock & Drakies Community

Council(00279)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

79/1/002

Inverness B04 Objects to preferred status of B4 (and assumed R7) for the area south of Police HQ as it is believed that the

site is not suitable for business use due to problems with access and drainage. It is suggested that a more

suitable use would be safeguarding the site as part of the Drakies Park buffer.

Extension of greenspace south of Police St at Inshes.
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Inverness Raigmore Community Council(00314) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

14/1/006

Inverness B04 Objects to further development at B4, particularly on existing greenspace. Development within B4 has

been piecemeal over the years and there is limited scope for additional development. Some of the existing

greenspace in Raigmore Estate is being lost to the pedestrian bridge which crosses the estate to the UHI

campus. The Residents Association have plans to improve the childrens play park near the bridge but is

ĐƵƌƌĞŶƚůǇ�ŽŶ�ŚŽůĚ�ǁ ŚŝůĞ�ƚŚĞ�ďƌŝĚŐĞ�ŝƐ�ďĞŝŶŐ�ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚĞĚ͘ ����K ƚŚĞƌ�ƌĞĂƐŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ�ŽďũĞĐƟŶŐ�ŝŶůĐƵĚĞ͗ ��Ͳ�ůĂĐŬ�ŽĨ�ƉƵďůŝĐ�

ƚƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ��ƐƚĂƚĞ͕�ƉĂƌƟĐƵůĂƌůǇ�ĚƵƌŝŶŐ�ƚŚĞ�Ğǀ ĞŶŝŶŐ�ĂŶĚ�ŽŶ�̂ ƵŶĚĂǇƐ͖ �Ͳ�ŽŶůǇ�ŽŶĞ�ĞŶƚƌĂŶĐĞ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĞƐƚĂƚĞ�ĨŽƌ�

ǀ ĞŚŝĐůĞƐ�ǁ ŚŝĐŚ�ŝƐ�Ă�ŵĂũŽƌ�ŝƐƐƵĞ�ĨŽƌ�ĞŵĞƌŐĞŶĐǇ�ƐĞƌǀ ŝĐĞƐ�Ͳ�ĞǆŝƐƟŶŐ�ĂĐĐĞƐƐ�ƉƌŽďůĞŵƐ�ŽŶ�D ŝůůďƵƌŶ�ZŽĂĚ͕ �

specifically at KFC.

Removal of allocation at B4

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/132

Inverness B04 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan. Text

modified to state FRA required to support any redevelopment of the site and outcome may adversely affect

the viability or development options on the site. Mitigation measures may be required to ensure

development protected from flooding to an adequate standard. Extensive upgrading to culverts or surface

water drainage arrangements may be required. Flood Risk Assessment will be required in support of any

ƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ�ĂƉƉůŝĐĂƟŽŶ͘ �

Flood Risk Assessment will be required in support of any

planning application.

Inverness Scottish Natural Heritage(00204) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

04/1/051

Inverness B06 Concerns about potential adverse impacts on woodland, badgers, landscape character, City setting, and

other species in B7 pond (otter, common toad, great crested newt). Suggests pond area is excluded from

site boundary or stringent survey and protection plan requirements added.

Pond area be excluded from B7 site boundary or stringent

survey and protection plan requirements added. Landscape and

green networks masterplan also required.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/133

Inverness B06 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan. Text

modified to state FRA required to support any development and outcome may adversely affect the

developable area or development options on the site. Flood Risk Assessment will be required in support of

ƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ�ĂƉƉůŝĐĂƟŽŶ͘ �

Flood Risk Assessment will be required in support of planning

application.

Inverness Inverness Estates(00944) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

44/4/001

Inverness B06 Inverness Estates seek the interim allocation for residential development of site B7 (and parts of B6) with

the development of B7 providing an access route for the future development of part of H49.Respondent

states that the land at Milton of Leys is currently allocated in the Adopted Inverness Local Plan for business

and commercial use and that planning permission has previously been granted for the development of film

studios, a media centre, a visitor/retail and restaurant facility, and an hotel.Respondent believe there to be

no prospect of the film studios ever being developed because the site to be unattractive for either business

or industrial use due to the preferential policy focus applied to other business and industrial sites within the

/Ŷǀ ĞƌŶĞƐƐ͕ �ĂŶĚ��ϵϲ��ŽƌƌŝĚŽƌ͘��ZĞƐƉŽŶĚĞŶƚ�ŚĂǀ Ğ�ďĞĞŶ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌŝŶŐ�ĂůƚĞƌŶĂƟǀ Ğ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ƐƚƌĂƚĞŐŝĞƐ�

suggesting that parts of the site are also suitable for a final phase of the Milton of Leys housing area. The

transport infrastructure of the area is now considered capable of accommodating development on the site

which is the subject of this submission.It is stated that the views which can be obtained by looking north

ĨƌŽŵ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŝƚĞ�ĂƌĞ�ŶŽƚ�ƐƵĸ ĐŝĞŶƚ�ũƵƐƟĮ ĐĂƟŽŶ�ĨŽƌ��ůĂƐƐ�ϰ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ͘ ��

Inverness Estates seek the interim allocation for residential

development of site B7 (and parts of B6) with the development

of B7 providing an access route for the future development of

part of H49.

Inverness Scottish Natural Heritage(00204) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

04/1/051

Inverness B07 Concerns about potential adverse impacts on woodland, badgers, landscape character, City setting, and

other species in B7 pond (otter, common toad, great crested newt). Suggests pond area is excluded from

site boundary or stringent survey and protection plan requirements added.

Pond area be excluded from B7 site boundary or stringent

survey and protection plan requirements added. Landscape and

green networks masterplan also required.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/134

Inverness B07 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan. Text

modified to state FRA required to support any development and outcome may adversely affect the

developable area or development options on the site. Flood Risk Assessment required in support of

planning application. Wetlands may be present on this site therefore a Phase 1 Habitat Survey should be

ƵŶĚĞƌƚĂŬĞŶ�ĂŶĚ�ĂŶǇ�ŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇ�ŵŝƟŐĂƟŽŶ�ŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚ�ǁ ŝƚŚŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ�ĂƉƉůŝĐĂƟŽŶ͘ �

Flood Risk Assessment and Habitat Survey required in support

of planning application.
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Inverness Inverness Estates(00944) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

44/4/001

Inverness B07 Inverness Estates seek the interim allocation for residential development of site B7 (and parts of B6) with

the development of B7 providing an access route for the future development of part of H49.Respondent

states that the land at Milton of Leys is currently allocated in the Adopted Inverness Local Plan for business

and commercial use and that planning permission has previously been granted for the development of film

studios, a media centre, a visitor/retail and restaurant facility, and an hotel.Respondent believe there to be

no prospect of the film studios ever being developed because the site to be unattractive for either business

or industrial use due to the preferential policy focus applied to other business and industrial sites within the

/Ŷǀ ĞƌŶĞƐƐ͕ �ĂŶĚ��ϵϲ��ŽƌƌŝĚŽƌ͘��ZĞƐƉŽŶĚĞŶƚ�ŚĂǀ Ğ�ďĞĞŶ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌŝŶŐ�ĂůƚĞƌŶĂƟǀ Ğ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ƐƚƌĂƚĞŐŝĞƐ�

suggesting that parts of the site are also suitable for a final phase of the Milton of Leys housing area. The

transport infrastructure of the area is now considered capable of accommodating development on the site

which is the subject of this submission.It is stated that the views which can be obtained by looking north

ĨƌŽŵ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŝƚĞ�ĂƌĞ�ŶŽƚ�ƐƵĸ ĐŝĞŶƚ�ũƵƐƟĮ ĐĂƟŽŶ�ĨŽƌ��ůĂƐƐ�ϰ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ͘ ��

Inverness Estates seek the interim allocation for residential

development of site B7 (and parts of B6) with the development

of B7 providing an access route for the future development of

part of H49.

Inverness Inverness Estates(00944) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

44/4/002

Inverness B07 /Ŷ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌŝŶŐ�ĂůƚĞƌŶĂƟǀ Ğ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŝƚĞ�ŝŶ�ƋƵĞƐƟŽŶ͕ �ƚŚĞ�ĨŽůůŽǁ ŝŶŐ�ĂƐƐƵŵƉƟŽŶƐ�

have been made by Inverness Estates:- the tourist/commercial/hotel development should be located close

ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ��ϵ ͕ �ƚĂŬŝŶŐ�ĂĚǀ ĂŶƚĂŐĞ�ŽĨ�ǀ ŝĞǁ Ɛ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ŶŽƌƚŚ ͖ �Ͳ�ƚŚĞƌĞ�ŝƐ�ƵŶůŝŬĞůǇ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ĂŶǇ�ĚĞŵĂŶĚ͕ �Ăƚ�ƚŚŝƐ�ůŽĐĂƟŽŶ͕ �ĨŽƌ�

tourist lodges; and- the area currently allocated for the hotel/lodge development (to the west) should be

ƌĞĂůůŽĐĂƚĞĚ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ƉƵƌƉŽƐĞƐ�ŽĨ�ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƟĂů�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ͘ ��/ƚ�ŝƐ�ƐƵŐŐĞƐƚĞĚ�ďǇ�/Ŷǀ ĞƌŶĞƐƐ��ƐƚĂƚĞƐ�ƚŚĂƚ�ƚŚŝƐ�ǁ ŽƵůĚ�

maximise the development and employment prospects for the commercial/tourist development area and

integrate the proposed new residential area with the existing Milton of Leys residential quarter and with all

ƚŚĞ�ŝŶĨƌĂƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞ�ĂŶĚ�ĨĂĐŝůŝƟĞƐ�ĂƐƐŽĐŝĂƚĞĚ�ǁ ŝƚŚ�ƚŚĂƚ͘ ��/ƚ�ŝƐ�ĨƵƌƚŚĞƌ�ƐƵŐŐĞƐƚĞĚ�ďǇ�/Ŷǀ ĞƌŶĞƐƐ��ƐƚĂƚĞƐ�ƚŚĂƚ�ƚŚĞ�

ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ƐĐĞŶĂƌŝŽ�ƚŚĞǇ�ĂƌĞ�ƉƌŽŵŽƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƌĞůĂƟŽŶ�ƚŽ�ůĂŶĚ�Ăƚ�D ŝůƚŽŶ�ŽĨ�>ĞǇƐ�ƐŚŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�ƉƌĞĨĞƌƌĞĚ͘ �

Removal of site H79 within the current IMF LDP

Inverness Raigmore Community Council(00314) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

14/1/005

Inverness B08 Despite development of the UHI being underway key issues need to be resolved including addressing the

lack of public transport within the immediate areas and the expected increase in congestion on surrounding

roads. Although some proposals are in place they do provide a fulll or sustainable solution.

Inverness Westhill CC(00324) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

24/1/003

Inverness B08 Disappointed that no provision is made for a rail halt at Beechwood (site B8) despite the agreement at the

Inshes Church plenary meeting of HIE/Highland Council/Transport Scotland/multiple Community Councils

on 10 October 2011. The record of that meeting includes the agreement to discussions between the

Council, Transport Scotland and community representatives around the potential and viability of a rail halt

at the campus. The IMFLDP must include provision for a rail halt and associated shuttle service into town.

Inclusion of site allocated for rail halt and provision for shuttle

bus service.

Inverness Highlands & Islands Green Party(00491) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/004

91/1/014

Inverness B08 Support the development of Inverness B8 for Business use as this is a highly accessible location for such

uses but we would like to see connectivity by foot and cycle to this area (and indeed to the Inverness Retail

Park) improved as part of the development.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/135

Inverness B08 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan. Text should

state that an FRA has already been carried out for part of the site but this may need to be extended and

development must be in accordance with FRA recommendations previously accepted. Flood Risk

�ƐƐĞƐƐŵĞŶƚ�ǁ ŝůů�ďĞ�ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ƵƉĚĂƚĞĚ�ŽŶĞ�ŝŶ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ŽĨ�ĂŶǇ�ƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ�ĂƉƉůŝĐĂƟŽŶ͘ �

Flood Risk Assessment will be required to be updated one in

support of any planning application.

Inverness Inverness Estates(00944) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

44/4/002

Inverness B08 /Ŷ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌŝŶŐ�ĂůƚĞƌŶĂƟǀ Ğ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŝƚĞ�ŝŶ�ƋƵĞƐƟŽŶ͕ �ƚŚĞ�ĨŽůůŽǁ ŝŶŐ�ĂƐƐƵŵƉƟŽŶƐ�

have been made by Inverness Estates:- the tourist/commercial/hotel development should be located close

ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ��ϵ ͕ �ƚĂŬŝŶŐ�ĂĚǀ ĂŶƚĂŐĞ�ŽĨ�ǀ ŝĞǁ Ɛ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ŶŽƌƚŚ ͖ �Ͳ�ƚŚĞƌĞ�ŝƐ�ƵŶůŝŬĞůǇ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ĂŶǇ�ĚĞŵĂŶĚ͕ �Ăƚ�ƚŚŝƐ�ůŽĐĂƟŽŶ͕ �ĨŽƌ�

tourist lodges; and- the area currently allocated for the hotel/lodge development (to the west) should be

ƌĞĂůůŽĐĂƚĞĚ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ƉƵƌƉŽƐĞƐ�ŽĨ�ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƟĂů�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ͘ ��/ƚ�ŝƐ�ƐƵŐŐĞƐƚĞĚ�ďǇ�/Ŷǀ ĞƌŶĞƐƐ��ƐƚĂƚĞƐ�ƚŚĂƚ�ƚŚŝƐ�ǁ ŽƵůĚ�

maximise the development and employment prospects for the commercial/tourist development area and

integrate the proposed new residential area with the existing Milton of Leys residential quarter and with all

ƚŚĞ�ŝŶĨƌĂƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞ�ĂŶĚ�ĨĂĐŝůŝƟĞƐ�ĂƐƐŽĐŝĂƚĞĚ�ǁ ŝƚŚ�ƚŚĂƚ͘ ��/ƚ�ŝƐ�ĨƵƌƚŚĞƌ�ƐƵŐŐĞƐƚĞĚ�ďǇ�/Ŷǀ ĞƌŶĞƐƐ��ƐƚĂƚĞƐ�ƚŚĂƚ�ƚŚĞ�

ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ƐĐĞŶĂƌŝŽ�ƚŚĞǇ�ĂƌĞ�ƉƌŽŵŽƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƌĞůĂƟŽŶ�ƚŽ�ůĂŶĚ�Ăƚ�D ŝůƚŽŶ�ŽĨ�>ĞǇƐ�ƐŚŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�ƉƌĞĨĞƌƌĞĚ͘ �

Removal of site H79 within the current IMF LDP

Inverness Highland And Island Enterprise(01035) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

35/1/001

Inverness B08 Asserts that Campus permission area should more accurately be given a mixed use allocation since it

includes development within use classes 4, 10, 8 and 11. Disagrees with cons listed for site as these are

being mitigated as part of the permitted development.

Change in use of allocation so that it's mixed use including

development within use classes 4, 10, 8 and 11. No additional

developer requirements beyond those in extant permission .
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Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/136

Inverness B09 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan. Text should

state that an FRA may be required to ensure sufficient capacity in channel for watercourse. Flood Risk

�ƐƐĞƐƐŵĞŶƚ�ǁ ŝůů�ďĞ�ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ�ŝŶ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ŽĨ�ĂŶǇ�ƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ�ĂƉƉůŝĐĂƟŽŶ͘ �

Flood Risk Assessment will be required to be updated one in

support of any planning application.

Inverness Inverness Estates(00944) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

44/1/001

Inverness B09 Objects to site B9 being allocated for business use. Would like site to have a Mixed Use allocation for

commercial development such as business accommodation, commercial leisure facilities, restaurants, drive

ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ�ƌĞƐƚĂƵƌĂŶƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĂŶĐŝůůĂƌǇ�ĐŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂů�ĂĐƟǀ ŝƟĞƐ͘ ��ZĞĂƐŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚŝƐ�ĐŚĂŶŐĞ�ŽĨ�ĂůůŽĐĂƟŽŶ�ĂƌĞ͗ �Ͳ�E Ž�

prospect of site being developed for Class 4 uses.- Would not undermine the general availability or supply

of land for Class 4 uses in Inverness area.- Site was previously allocated for commercial leisure uses.- Would

allow the delivery of land and money to resolve the constrianst associated with the internal roundabout at

Inverness Retail and Business Park (IRBP). Contribution already made from Tesco and JJB. This in turn could

make it an "enabling policy" as it would enable the Council's aspiration for a route from the Beechwood

�ĂŵƉƵƐ�ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ�/Z�W͘�Ͳ�dƌƵŶŬ�ZŽĂĚ��ƵƚŚŽƌŝƚǇ�ŚĂƐ�ŶŽ�ŽďũĞĐƟŽŶƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ�ƵƐĞƐ͘ �Ͳ�, /��ŚĂƐ�ŝŶĚŝĐĂƚĞĚ�

support for early development of site on grounds of economic development and there is clear market

ŝŶƚĞƌĞƐƚ͘ �Ͳ�̂ ƵďŵŝƐƐŝŽŶ�Ăƚ��Ăůů�ĨŽƌ�̂ ŝƚĞƐ�ƐƚĂŐĞ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĞ�ƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ�ĂƉƉůŝĐĂƟŽŶ�ǁ ĞƌĞ�ďĂƐĞĚ�ŽŶ�Ă�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�

framework.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/137

Inverness B10 B10 (combination of MU27 and H55). SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements

included in Proposed Plan. Text modified to state FRA required to support any development and outcome

may adversely affect the developable area or development options on the site. Flood Risk Assessment will

required in support of any planning application. Cairnlaw Burn runs adjacent to the site. The water body is

currently at moderate morphological status and is therefore a priority for restoration. There appears to be a

small buffer strip left between the site boundary and the water course. This looks too small to be sufficient

to allow for future restoration and development of natural processes. This should be considered during

planning of the development. There are also small historically straightened watercourses along the site

boundary and running throungh the site. The developer requirements should include an appropriate buffer

strip to Cairnlaw Burn and smaller watercourses.

Flood Risk Assessment will required in support of any planning

application and the developer requirements should include an

appropriate buffer strip to Cairnlaw Burn and smaller

watercourses.

Inverness Highland And Island Enterprise(01035) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

35/1/004

Inverness B10 Confused as to boundary and nature of site suggestion but are content with Plan's preferred uses north of

railway line.

Inverness Westhill CC(00324) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

24/1/006

Inverness B11 Object to B11 due to road safety concerns with unfamiliar tourists turning right with caravans on a hill with

a bend.

ZĞŵŽǀ Ăů�ŽĨ�ƐŝƚĞ�ĂůůŽĐĂƟŽŶ�ĨƌŽŵ�W lan.

Inverness ASDA Stores Limited(01070) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

70/1/001

Inverness R03 Supports identification of R3 as preferred site for retail development. However consider ASDA site and

immediate surroundings (MU16) should be an identified local or commercial centre within the retail

hierarchy for the following reasons: -�ŽŵďŝŶĂƟŽŶ�ŽĨ�ƐƵƉĞƌŵĂƌŬĞƚ͕ �ĂĚĚŝƟŽŶĂů�ƌĞƚĂŝů�ƵŶŝƚƐ͕ �ŽƚŚĞƌ�

ƉĞƌŵŝƐƐŝŽŶƐ�ĂŶĚ�Ă�ŵĞĚŝĐĂů�ĐĞŶƚƌĞ�ŵĞĂŶ�ĂƌĞĂ�ŚĂƐ�Ă�ƌŽůĞ�ĂƐ�Ă�ĨŽĐƵƐ�ĨŽƌ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ĂĐƟǀ ŝƚǇ͖�ͲLarge scale

ĂĚĚŝƟŽŶĂů�ŚŽƵƐŝŶŐ�ĂŶĚ�ƚǁ Ž�ŶĞǁ �ƐĐŚŽŽůƐ�ŝƐ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚĞĚ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƌĞĂ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�D /Z ͖ �Ͳ/ŵƉŽƌƚĂŶƚ�ĐŽŶƚƌŝďƵƟŽŶ�ŽĨ�

ƐŝƚĞƐ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĐĂƚĐŚŵĞŶƚ�ƉŽƉƵůĂƟŽŶ�ŵƵƐƚ�ďĞ�ƌĞĐŽŐŶŝƐĞĚ͖ �ĂŶĚ�ͲReduces need for car travel to other centres.

Identification of R3 and MU16 as a Local Centre or Commercial

Centre in the Proposed Plan.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/138

Inverness R04 SEPA will object unless the following further information gathered prior to Proposed Plan or removed from

WůĂŶ͘ �ZĞŵŽǀ Ăů�ŽĨ�ƐŝƚĞ�ƵŶůĞƐƐ�ŝƚƐ�ĂůůŽĐĂƟŽŶ�ŝƐ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚĞĚ�ďǇ�Ă�&Z��ƉƌŝŽƌ�ƚŽ�ĂĚŽƉƟŽŶ͘ ��

Flood Risk Assessment required prior to inclusion in the

Proposed Plan.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/139

Inverness R05 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan. Text should

state site at risk of flooding. FRA would be required to demonstrate proposals comply with SPP and

mitigation measures would not increase risk elsewhere. Consultation with Flood Prevention Authority on

flood prevention mechanisms required. F

SEPA request insertion of text to indicate potential flood risk

and requirement for Flood Risk Assessment to support any

ƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ�ĂƉƉůŝĐĂƟŽŶ͘ �

Inverness Highlands & Islands Green Party(00491) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/004

91/1/009

Inverness R06 Out of town retail should be resisted and further allocations of such should not be made. In particular we

opposed allocation R6 in Inverness.

Removal of R6 allocation from plan.

Inverness Culcabock & Drakies Community

Council(00279)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

79/1/002

Inverness R07 Objects to preferred status of B4 (and assumed R7) for the area south of Police HQ as it is believed that the

site is not suitable for business use due to problems with access and drainage. It is suggested that a more

suitable use would be safeguarding the site as part of the Drakies Park buffer.

Extension of greenspace south of Police St at Inshes.
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Inverness Mr Brian Grant(00769) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/007

69/1/001

Inverness R07 Landowner objects to preference for open space on southern part of R7. Seeks a Mixed Use allocation to

cover non-preferred R8 to allow for commercial/business/town centre uses including leisure/hotel/retail.

Following reasons:- these uses would be consitstent with B4 and Inshes Retail Park to the east, and that it

could form part of the commercial centre because the same land uses are proposed as those identified for a

ĐŽŵŵĞƌŝĐĂů�ĐĞŶƚƌĞ͘��Ͳ�ĐŽŵŵĞƌŝĐĂů�ǀ ŝĂďŝůŝƚǇ�ŝƐ�ĂƚůĞĂƐƚ�ƉĂƌƚůǇ�ĚƵĞ�ƚŽ�ŶĞĂƌďǇ�ĐŽŵƉĂƟďůĞ�ƵƐĞƐ͘ ��Ͳ��ĂĐĐĞƐƐŝďŝůŝƚǇ�ďǇ�Ă�

range of modes of transport (including bus, walking and cycling). - it is unclear why the local road network is

ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĞĚ�ƚŽ�ŚĂǀ Ğ�ĐĂƉĂĐŝƚǇ�ĨŽƌ��ϰ�ďƵƚ�ŶŽƚ�ƚŚŝƐ�ƐŝƚĞ�ĂŶĚ�ƐĞĞŬƐ�ĐůĂƌŝĮ ĐĂƟŽŶ�ŽŶ�ƚŚŝƐ͘ ��Ͳ�ŝĨ�Ă�dƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚ�

Assessment is required with any application then this could consider improvements to the local road

ŶĞƚǁ ŽƌŬ͘���>ĂŶĚŽǁ ŶĞƌ�ƋƵĞƐƟŽŶƐ�ǁ ŚĞƚŚĞƌ�ƚŚĞ��ŽƵŶĐŝů�ŚĂƐ�ĂŶ�ƵƉ�ƚŽ�ĚĂƚĞ�ŽƉĞŶ�ƐƉĂĐĞ�ĂƵĚŝƚ�ďĂƐĞĚ�ŽŶ�

qualititative and quantitive supply of open space. It is stated that open space should serve a particular

function or purpose in order to be protected, and this function or purpose should be informed by an open

space audit, in accordance with SPP. The landowner suggests the site serves no amenity/recreation purpose

and questions the difference between this area and the police expansion area. The landowner

acknowledges the retained right of access from Dellfield of Inshes roundabout which runs parallel to Sir

t ĂůƚĞƌ�̂ ĐŽƩ ��ƌŝǀ Ğ�ŝŶƐŝĚĞ�ƚŚĞ�ĞǆŝƐƟŶŐ�ŽƉĞŶ�ƐƉĂĐĞ͘��

Seeks allocation of non-preferred R7 site as Mixed Use

Inverness Mr Brian Grant(00769) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/007

69/1/002

Inverness R07 Landowner states there were no adverse comments made by the community about this site at the IMFLDP

ǁ ŽƌŬƐŚŽƉ͘ ���dŚĞ�ůĂŶĚŽǁ ŶĞƌ�ĂƐŬƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ƉŽƐŝƟǀ Ğ�ĂƐƉĞĐƚƐ�ŽĨ�ƚŚŝƐ�ƐŝƚĞ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ǁ ĞŝŐŚĞĚ�ĂŐĂŝŶƐƚ�ƚŚĞ�ůŽƐƐ�ŽĨ�ŽƉĞŶ�

space.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/140

Inverness R08 SEPA will not object - Highland Council confirm that they have done modelling and the flood map is

anomalous. R8 (seems to be part of C11).

Inverness Simpson Highview(01058) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

58/1/001

Inverness R08 Objects to the non-preferred status of R8 and to the preferred status of C11 in so far as showing the

boundary extending around the R8 site. The respondent believes that by doing this it will help to support

the Development Strategy in relation to the Council’s option to see through to competition of the growth

areas at Inshes and Milton of Leyes and Policy 34 of HwLDP. It is also proposed that it will help support the

Key Development Issues to direct retail and other commercial development to locations that maximise

accessibility and to consolidate the City and protect green wedges.

Retention of the R8 site for retail/commercial uses and in turn

the decrease in size of C11.

Inverness Unknown Client(01314) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/013

14/1/001

Inverness R08 Landowner (part) objects to R8 not being preferred for commercial uses and seeks its allocation for

retail/commercial/business/leisure uses. Landowner has a right of vehicular access from the roundabout to

the immediate north east. The owners of the land between this landowners site and Inshes road are making

a separate submission however discussions have taken place and any planning application would not be to

ƚŚĞ�ĚĞƚƌŝŵĞŶƚ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ŽƚŚĞƌ�ůĂŶĚŽǁ ŶĞƌ͕�ĂŶĚ�ďŽƚŚ�ŚĂǀ Ğ�ĐŽŵƉĂƟďůĞ�ƉƌŽƉŽƐĂůƐ�ĨŽƌ�ĐŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂů�ƵƐĞƐ͘ ���dŚĞ�

landowner considers that this site is suitable for retail/commercial/business/leisure which is largely the

uses set for a commerce centre, and this site is considered to represent a natural extension of Inshes Retail

WĂƌŬ͘��dŚĞ�ůĂŶĚŽǁ ŶĞƌ�ĂŐƌĞĞƐ�ǁ ŝƚŚ�ƚŚĞ�ŝĚĞŶƟĮ ĞĚ�ƉƌŽƐ�ŽĨ�ƚŚŝƐ�ƐŝƚĞ�ůŝƐƚĞĚ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�D /Z�ĂŶĚ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌƐ�ƚŚĂƚ�ƚŚĞ�

commercial viability is at least partly due to nearby compatible uses. The landowner also considers that this

site provides opportunity for commercial development in a highly accessible location. The landowner

considers that the scale of the site means that it would only be able to accommodate one or two units and

is therefore unclear why roads capacity is an issue. The landowner cites a previous TEC response on a

planning application for a retail unit on the site (09/00454/FULIN) this suggested bus-stop laybys with

shelters, developer contributions and a Travel Plan but did not suggest any wider concerns about road

capacity nor did it suggest refusal on the basis road network capacity.

Retention of R8 in Proposed Plan
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Inverness Unknown Client(01314) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/013

14/1/002

Inverness R08 Landowner objects to non-preferred status because:-‘loss of greenspace at entrance to public park’ is not a

significant quantitative loss and does not have any function related to the proposed park, nor is it required

for the development of the park. -ĚŽĞƐ�ŶŽƚ�ŝĚĞŶƟĨǇ�ĂŶǇ�ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ�ůĂŶĚ�ƵƐĞƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŝƚĞ�ŝŶ�ĐŽŶŶĞĐƟŽŶ�ǁ ŝƚŚ�

the District Park other than a footpath along the eastern boundary. -refutes the suggested detriment to

ƚŚĞ��ŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ�WĂƌŬ�ĂƐ�WŚĂƐĞ�ϭ�ŝƐ�ǁ Ğůů�ƉƌŽŐƌĞƐƐĞĚ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚŝƐ�ƐŝƚĞ�ŝƐ�ŶŽƚ�ƵƟůŝƐĞĚ͘ ��ͲĞĂƐƚĞƌŶ�ƐĞĐƟŽŶ�ĐŽƌƌĞƐƉŽŶĚƐ�

with the right of access and therefore any development of this site could simply incorporate a pedestrian

footpath alongside the vehicular access to ensure no conflict with Inshes District Park.  -some limited 

landscaping is also shown along the boundary of the site on the approved plans for the District Park. It is

felt that any planning application that comes forward for this site can incorporate landscaping along the site

boundaries and that this would limit visual impact of any physical development. The landowner therefore

asserts that the allocation of this site for development would not conflict with the development, use of or

access to Inshes District Park.-ŵĂũŽƌ�ďĞŶĞĮ ƚ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ĂůůŽĐĂƟŽŶ�ŝƐ�ƚŚĂƚ�ŝƚ�ǁ ŽƵůĚ�ĂůůŽǁ �ƐŽŵĞ�ƉĂƌŬŝŶŐ�ƐƉĂĐĞƐ�ƚŽ�

be created along the eastern boundary; which could help rectify the existing issues of parents parking on

the distributor road to drop off their children at Inshes Primary School. -no concerns were raised about the 

potential development of this site at the Council-led consultation meeting held at Inshes Church on 29th

May.

Rentention of site within Plan

Inverness Mr Dereck Mackenzie(00678) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/006

78/1/002

Inverness R10 Supports the 1994 Plan and the Council has admitted its error in failing to re-allocate it in the 2006 Plan. Supports allocation of site for retail purposes because it was

allocated in the 1994 Plan and the Council has admitted its

error in failing to re-allocate it in the 2006 Plan.

Inverness Scottish Canals(00655) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/006

55/1/009

Inverness C02 Supports preference for C2, H5 and MU4. Sites form part of the Torvean and Ness-side Charette area which

Scottish Canals is keen to support. Scottish Canal’s vision for the area would see the canal play a role in a

major recreational and tourist hub here. Opportunity to investigate the creation of additional waterspace

within the existing landscape setting to help create an impressive western gateway into the City. May be a

unique opportunity to create a water based recreational hub comprising an off-line basin for moorings and

other water-based uses on part of the existing golf course. Would also provide a crucial strategic role for

the wider canal network. Would take advantage of existing recreational facilities in the area. Inverness

Rowing Club would like to expand their existing activities and Scottish Canals are in communication with

:ĂĐŽďŝƚĞ��ƌƵŝƐĞƐ�ĂŶĚ��ĂůĞǇ��ƌƵŝƐĞƐ�ĂďŽƵƚ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ĞǆŝƐƟŶŐ�ĂŶĚ�ĨƵƚƵƌĞ�ŶĞĞĚƐ͘ ���dŚĞ�ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ�ƐĞĐŽŶĚ�ĐĂŶĂů�ďƌŝĚŐĞ�

crossing at Torvean will have implications for how this section of the canal is used both operationally and

commercially.Supports Council’s desire for a development brief for the area and welcomes the opportunity

to set out some of the canal-related, strategic context and potential opportunities at the forthcoming

charrette. Keen to ensure that changes to this area facilitate opportunities for existing and new canal-

related businesses and also that the role and setting of the canal is understood and respected. Keen to

explore this further with stakeholders at the charrette and happy to assist with any preparatory work,

ŝŶƚƌŽĚƵĐƚŽƌǇ�ƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĂƟŽŶƐ�Žƌ�ǁ ŽƌŬƐŚŽƉ�ŝŶƉƵƚ�ĂƐ�ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ͘ �

Inverness The Scottish Government(00957) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

57/1/021

Inverness C02 Seek a developer requirement to note the need to consider the setting of the Caledonian Canal. Developer requirement to note the need to consider the

setting of the Caledonian Canal.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/141

Inverness C03 SEPA will not object if text modified to state FRA required to support any development proposed adjacent

or within flood plain and outcome may adversely affect the developable area or development options on

the site. Flood Risk Assessment will be required in support of any planning application.

Flood Risk Assessment will be required in support of any

planning application.

Inverness Lochardil And Drummond Community

Council(00304)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

04/2/005

Inverness C04 Respondent supports the use of C4 as allotments however notes that it is split by the Flood Driversion

Channel.

Inverness Lochardil And Drummond Community

Council(00304)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

04/2/006

Inverness C04 Supports development at site H15 as it is recognised that the Flood Relief Channel will make the site

difficult to farm - similar to C4 and it will round off development in this area of Inverness. A Green Wedge

running from site H14 through this site should be maintained.

Developer Requirement on site H15 that green corridor from

H14 is maintained.

Inverness Lochardil And Drummond Community

Council(00304)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

04/2/007

Inverness C04 Supports non-preferred status of H13 and supports Prefered status of C4. Respondent considers that all

land south of the road would be better utilised for allotments as proposed to housing.
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Inverness The Scottish Government(00942) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

42/1/001

Inverness C04 The Scottish Government (SG) supports preferred status of C4 and H15 . In support of proposals they have

submitted a site boundary plan, a series of drawings, a development framework, a statement on the

background of Knocknageal Farm and the modernisation programme, a transport paper, and an ecological

ƌĞƉŽƌƚ͘ ���̂' �ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞ�ĂƌŽƵŶĚ�ϭϵϬ�ŚŽƵƐĞ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ͕ �ĂŶĚ�ůĞƐƐĞƌ�ĂƌĞĂ�ŽĨ�ĂůůŽƚŵĞŶƚ�Žƌ�ƚŚĞ�ĐƌĞĂƟŽŶ�ŽĨ�Ă�

�ŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�WƌŽĚƵĐƟŽŶ�' ĂƌĚĞŶ�ŽŶ�Ă�ƐƵŝƚĂďůĞ�ƉĂƌƚ�ŽĨ�Į ĞůĚ��ϰ͘ ���ZĞĂƐŽŶƐ�Őŝǀ ĞŶ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ͗ �Ͳ

receipts will be reinvested in the modernisation of the National Bull Stud Farm which avoids the need for

taxpayers funding. -ǁ ŝůů�ŵĂŬĞ�Ă�ƐŝŐŶŝĮ ĐĂŶƚ�ĐŽŶƚƌŝďƵƟŽŶ�ƚŽ�ĂŶ�Ğī ĞĐƟǀ Ğ�ĂŶĚ�ŵĂƌŬĞƚĂďůĞ�ŚŽƵƐŝŶŐ�ůĂŶĚ�

supply, complementing delivery of expansion areas and contributing towards the balance of required sites

ŵĞŶƟŽŶĞĚ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�, ǁ >�W�ĂƐ�Ηǁ ŝĚĞƌ�/Ŷǀ ĞƌŶĞƐƐ�, D ��ĂŶĚ�ǁ ŝŶĚĨĂůů͘Η��Ͳ�ŽŶƐŝĚĞƌ�ƐŝƚĞ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�Ğī ĞĐƟǀ Ğ͕�ĨƌĞĞ�ĨƌŽŵ�

infrastructure constraints of a deliverable scale, and providing choice. -ĐƌƵĐŝĂů�ƚŽ�ŝĚĞŶƟĨǇ�ƐƵĸ ĐŝĞŶƚ�ƐŵĂůůĞƌ�

scale more easily delivered sites with larger sites to the east and west of the city -the Council needs to

account for the difficulties faced by the house builders gaining project finance and the impact this will have

on build rates. -ƚƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚ�ƉĂƉĞƌ�ĚĞŵŽŶƐƚƌĂƚĞƐ�ŚŽǁ �ƐƵŝƚĂďůĞ�ĐŽŶŶĞĐƟŽŶƐ�ĐĂŶ�ďĞ�ŵĂĚĞ͕�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂƚ�ƚŚĞƌĞ�ŝƐ�

capacity in the local road network -housing proposed could provide a natural rounding off of the 

ƐĞƩ ůĞŵĞŶƚ�ďǇ�ƚŚĞ�ƚŽƉŽŐƌĂƉŚǇ�ͲƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ�ƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞ�ƉůĂŶƟŶŐ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂƚ�ƚŚĞ�ƚƌĂŶƐŝƟŽŶ�ĨƌŽŵ�ƵƌďĂŶ�ƚŽ�ƌƵƌĂů�ĐĂŶ�

ďĞ�ƐŽŌĞŶĞĚ�ďǇ�ŝŶƚĞŐƌĂƟŶŐ�ǁ ŝůĚůŝĨĞ͕�ǁ ŽŽĚůĂŶĚ�ĂŶĚ�ŚŽƵƐŝŶŐ�ͲƐƵƐƚĂŝŶĂďůĞ�ůŽĐĂƟŽŶ͕ �ĂĐĐĞƐƐĞĚ�ďǇ�Ă�ĐŚŽŝĐĞ�ŽĨ�

ƚƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĂŶĚ�ǁ ŝƚŚŝŶ�ĞĂƐǇ�ǁ ĂůŬŝŶŐ�ĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞ�ŽĨ�ůŽĐĂů�ĨĂĐŝůŝƟĞƐ�Ͳconsiders this land to be surplus to

ƚŚĞ�ĨĂƌŵƐ�ŽƉĞƌĂƟŽŶĂů�ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐ͘ �ͲƉŽƚĞŶƟĂů�ĨŽƌ�ƐŽŵĞ�ĨŽƌŵ�ŽĨ�ƐŵĂůů�ƐĐĂůĞ�ŚǇĚƌŽĞůĞĐƚƌŝĐ�ƐĐŚĞŵĞ�ŽƵƚǁ ŝƚŚ�

the site within the Big Burn-Over one third of the site has been reserved for open space and landscaping

Inverness The Scottish Government(00942) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

42/1/002

Inverness C04 The Scottish Government (SG) object to non-preferred status of H16. In support of proposals they have

submitted a site boundary plan, a series of drawings, a development framework, a statement on the

background of Knocknageal Farm and the modernisation programme, a transport paper, and an ecological

ƌĞƉŽƌƚ͘ ���̂' �ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞ�ĂƌŽƵŶĚ�ϭϵϬ�ŚŽƵƐĞ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ͕ �ĂŶĚ�ůĞƐƐĞƌ�ĂƌĞĂ�ŽĨ�ĂůůŽƚŵĞŶƚ�Žƌ�ƚŚĞ�ĐƌĞĂƟŽŶ�ŽĨ�Ă�

�ŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�WƌŽĚƵĐƟŽŶ�' ĂƌĚĞŶ�ŽŶ�Ă�ƐƵŝƚĂďůĞ�ƉĂƌƚ�ŽĨ�Į ĞůĚ��ϰ͘ ���ZĞĂƐŽŶƐ�Őŝǀ ĞŶ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ͗ �Ͳ

receipts will be reinvested in the modernisation of the National Bull Stud Farm which avoids the need for

taxpayers funding. -ǁ ŝůů�ŵĂŬĞ�Ă�ƐŝŐŶŝĮ ĐĂŶƚ�ĐŽŶƚƌŝďƵƟŽŶ�ƚŽ�ĂŶ�Ğī ĞĐƟǀ Ğ�ĂŶĚ�ŵĂƌŬĞƚĂďůĞ�ŚŽƵƐŝŶŐ�ůĂŶĚ�

supply, complementing delivery of expansion areas and contributing towards the balance of required sites

ŵĞŶƟŽŶĞĚ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�, ǁ >�W�ĂƐ�Ηǁ ŝĚĞƌ�/Ŷǀ ĞƌŶĞƐƐ�, D ��ĂŶĚ�ǁ ŝŶĚĨĂůů͘Η��Ͳ�ŽŶƐŝĚĞƌ�ƐŝƚĞ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�Ğī ĞĐƟǀ Ğ͕�ĨƌĞĞ�ĨƌŽŵ�

infrastructure constraints of a deliverable scale, and providing choice. -ĐƌƵĐŝĂů�ƚŽ�ŝĚĞŶƟĨǇ�ƐƵĸ ĐŝĞŶƚ�ƐŵĂůůĞƌ�

scale more easily delivered sites with larger sites to the east and west of the city -the Council needs to

account for the difficulties faced by the house builders gaining project finance and the impact this will have

on build rates. -ƚƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚ�ƉĂƉĞƌ�ĚĞŵŽŶƐƚƌĂƚĞƐ�ŚŽǁ �ƐƵŝƚĂďůĞ�ĐŽŶŶĞĐƟŽŶƐ�ĐĂŶ�ďĞ�ŵĂĚĞ͕�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂƚ�ƚŚĞƌĞ�ŝƐ�

capacity in the local road network -housing proposed could provide a natural rounding off of the 

ƐĞƩ ůĞŵĞŶƚ�ďǇ�ƚŚĞ�ƚŽƉŽŐƌĂƉŚǇ�ͲƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ�ƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞ�ƉůĂŶƟŶŐ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂƚ�ƚŚĞ�ƚƌĂŶƐŝƟŽŶ�ĨƌŽŵ�ƵƌďĂŶ�ƚŽ�ƌƵƌĂů�ĐĂŶ�

ďĞ�ƐŽŌĞŶĞĚ�ďǇ�ŝŶƚĞŐƌĂƟŶŐ�ǁ ŝůĚůŝĨĞ͕�ǁ ŽŽĚůĂŶĚ�ĂŶĚ�ŚŽƵƐŝŶŐ�ͲƐƵƐƚĂŝŶĂďůĞ�ůŽĐĂƟŽŶ͕ �ĂĐĐĞƐƐĞĚ�ďǇ�Ă�ĐŚŽŝĐĞ�ŽĨ�

ƚƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĂŶĚ�ǁ ŝƚŚŝŶ�ĞĂƐǇ�ǁ ĂůŬŝŶŐ�ĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞ�ŽĨ�ůŽĐĂů�ĨĂĐŝůŝƟĞƐ�Ͳconsiders this land to be surplus to

ƚŚĞ�ĨĂƌŵƐ�ŽƉĞƌĂƟŽŶĂů�ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐ͘ �ͲƉŽƚĞŶƟĂů�ĨŽƌ�ƐŽŵĞ�ĨŽƌŵ�ŽĨ�ƐŵĂůů�ƐĐĂůĞ�ŚǇĚƌŽĞůĞĐƚƌŝĐ�ƐĐŚĞŵĞ�ŽƵƚǁ ŝƚŚ�

the site within the Big Burn-Over one third of the site has been reserved for open space and landscaping.

SG support these C4, H15 and H16 for a circa 190 house

development, with a notional 140 to the north, and a notional

50 in a lower density area to the south. SG suggest a lesser area

of allotment or the creation of a Community Production Garden

on a suitable part of field C or the wider C4.   SG consider H16 to 

be suitable for housing with an area of landscaping/woodland

planting to create the green edge to the development.

Inverness Ms Freda Newton(00987) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

87/1/002

Inverness C04 Unacceptable that C4 is preferred for community/allotments without land owner consultation and as a

spurious extension of larger designation on opposite side of Essich Road. Consider preference for

allotments is ill-conceived and possibly a knee-jerk reaction only because of its relative proximity to the

Knocknagael part of site C4.

Allocation of C4 for housing rather than community use in the

Proposed Plan

Inverness The Scottish Government(00957) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

57/1/021

Inverness C05 Seek a developer requirement to note the need to consider the setting of the Caledonian Canal. Developer requirement to note the need to consider the

setting of the Caledonian Canal.

Inverness Emma Marr(00304) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

04/1/001

Inverness C08 Object to allocation as proposed. The land should only be allocated for open space/ recreational park, as in

the existing Local Plan which followed consultation on proposed uses. Construction of the Gaelic School has

already reduced the area available for provision of the planned District Park; this should not be reduced

further and the opportunity should not be lost to be able to provide an area for recreational games on the

only level area of land available, in accordance with previously agreed conditions. Furthermore, the uses for

which the Gaelic Group has applied for planning permission on the land would cause disturbance to

neighbours.

Allocate the land for open space/ recreational park use only.
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Inverness Lochardil And Drummond Community

Council(00304)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

04/2/002

Inverness C08 Respondent refers to a letter sent on 1st May 2012. Respondent has objected to current planning

application on site C8 for office development on the site. Respondent considers that site C8 should remain

as a park/public open space.

Site C8 to be zoned as open space.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/142

Inverness C08 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan. Text should

state that development would have to be supported by an FRA, drawing on information from the Asda FRA

and the SWIFRS. FRA would be required to demonstrate proposals comply with SPP and mitigation

measures would not increase risk elsewhere. Flood Risk Assessment will be required in support of any

ƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ�ĂƉƉůŝĐĂƟŽŶ͘ �

Flood Risk Assessment will be required in support of any

ƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ�ĂƉƉůŝĐĂƟŽŶ͘ �

Inverness Dr Maria De La Torre(01205) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/012

05/1/007

Inverness C08 Gaelic School - was community space

Inverness The Scottish Government(00957) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

57/1/024

Inverness C09 The site lies within the Leys Castle Inventory Designed Landscape boundary. While Historic Scotland (HS)

are content with this HS would ask that developer requirements need to consider the setting of the core of

the designed landscape. Should HS be requested they would consider reviewing the current boundary of

the designed landscape.

Developer requirements need to consider the setting of the

core of the designed landscape

Inverness The Scottish Government(00957) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

57/1/024

Inverness C10 The site lies within the Leys Castle Inventory Designed Landscape boundary. While Historic Scotland (HS)

are content with this HS would ask that developer requirements need to consider the setting of the core of

the designed landscape. Should HS be requested they would consider reviewing the current boundary of

the designed landscape.

Developer requirements need to consider the setting of the

core of the designed landscape

Inverness Simpson Highview(01058) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

58/1/001

Inverness C11 Objects to the non-preferred status of R8 and to the preferred status of C11 in so far as showing the

boundary extending around the R8 site. The respondent believes that by doing this it will help to support

the Development Strategy in relation to the Council’s option to see through to competition of the growth

areas at Inshes and Milton of Leyes and Policy 34 of HwLDP. It is also proposed that it will help support the

Key Development Issues to direct retail and other commercial development to locations that maximise

accessibility and to consolidate the City and protect green wedges.

Retention of the R8 site for retail/commercial uses and in turn

the decrease in size of C11.

Inverness Lochardil And Drummond Community

Council(00304)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

04/2/015

Inverness C13 Respondent considers that C13 should not be preserved as a green wedge as this concept is outdated.

Respondent considers that this site should be part park and partly developed.

Change allocation C13 to Mixed Use

Inverness Westhill CC(00324) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

24/1/001

Inverness C13 Objects to preference of MU29 and MU28, objects to non-preference of C13 and supports non-preference

of site H57 . Respondent objects to the expansion of East Inverness in particular these 4 sites and land to

the north west of H57. Concerns raised in response to the HwLDP remain unchanged. Westhill, Resaurie,

Smithton and Culloden are large predominately residential areas with very little "on the doorstep"

accessible open space compared to other parts of Inverness. The plan needs to provide for a large public

open space including parkland, an arboretum, playgrounds, allotments etc. The Council should establish

ƚŚŝƐ�ĂŶĚ�ŶŽƚ�ǁ Ăŝƚ�ĨŽƌ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉĞƌƐΖ�ƐƉĞĐƵůĂƟǀ Ğ�ƉƌŽƉŽƐĂůƐ�ĂŶĚ�ƟŵĞƚĂďůĞƐ͘ �����

Removal of MU28 and MU29 and requests retention of C13.

Inverness Norah Munro(00600) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/006

00/1/001

Inverness C13 Objects to non-preferred status of H57. Differing view from the presentation given in the MIR of site

ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĂŶĚ�ƉƌĞĨĞƌĞŶĐĞƐ�ĨŽƌ��ƐŚƚŽŶ�&Ăƌŵ͘ ��dŚĞ��ǆĞĐƵƚŽƌƐ�ƌĞŵĂŝŶ�ĐŽŵŵŝƩĞĚ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ĂƐ�ŽƵƚůŝŶĞĚ�

in the A96 Growth Corridor Development Framework with the mixed housing and commercial elements.

They would wish to see future plans reflect this and to be within the phasing as outlined (in the framework)

and are concerned that the current plans (MIR) have no allocation of development opportunities to the

Ashton Farm site. The farm being surrounded by various developments (Inverness Retail Park, Beechwood

Campus and Stratton mixed use) together with the planned trunk road alignment would make it impossible

to continue both practically and profitably as a non-developed farming unit. Ensuring that the unit remains

accessible, and part of a coherent phased development for the A96 Corridor remain key.

Allocate land at Ashton Farm for phased development of

housing and commercial uses and ensure that access is

maintained for the farming unit and for development.
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Inverness Macdonald Hotels(00985) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

85/1/001

Inverness C13 Landowner supports the continued allocation of Stratton Lodge land (H59 and MU29) as preferred sites but

ŚĂƐ�ƐŽŵĞ�ĐŽŶĐĞƌŶƐ͗ �Ͳ�̂ Ğƌǀ ŝĐŝŶŐ�ĂŶĚ�ƉŚĂƐŝŶŐ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ƌĞůĂƟǀ Ğ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�, ǁ >�W�ƉƌŽǀ ŝƐŝŽŶƐ͘ ����

Significant Con of the site has been noted as its dependency on "local and trunk road network" and

although the HwLDP states various provisions, the respondent has concerns that these depend on actions

of others. As a result the restoration of Stratton Lodge Hotel (H59) will be delayed whilst the commitments

are made. - Although the landowner accepts the requirement of the link between A9 and A96, they are

concerned about its route, the connectivity between their land and adjoining development sites, its

deliverability and the detail of the major junctions. Respondent unsure whether the Strategic Link Road has

to be completed in its entirety in advance of Phase 2. If so, respondent questions the ability to deliver it

through Ashton Farm as it is allocated as Open Space (C13) and is likely to remain in agricultural use for

ƐŽŵĞ�ƟŵĞ͘���Ͳ�D ĂŝŶ�ĐŽŶĐĞƌŶ�ŝƐ�ƚŚĞ�ŶĞĞĚ�ƚŽ�ƵƉŐƌĂĚĞ��ĂƌŶ��ŚƵƌĐŚ�ZŽĂĚ�ŝŶ�ĂĚǀ ĂŶĐĞ�ŽĨ�ƌĞƐƉŽŶĚĞŶƚ ͛ Ɛ�ůĂŶĚ�ďĞŝŶŐ�

developed. - H59 is indicated as Phase 1 in HwLDP but respondent concerned this may not be feasible

without allowing access through the open part of their land as indicated in Phase 2. A preferred means of

ĂĐĐĞƐƐ�ŝƐ�ŽƵƚůŝŶĞĚ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƩ ĂĐŚĞĚ�ŵĂƉ͘ �Ͳ�>ĂĐŬ�ŽĨ�ĐůĂƌŝƚǇ�ĨƌŽŵ�dƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚ�̂ ĐŽƚůĂŶĚ�Žǀ Ğƌ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƚƌĂƚĞŐŝĐ�ƌŽĂĚ�

network. The consultation in early 2012 was absent of detail about the timing of the provision of local

ĐŽŶŶĞĐƟŽŶƐ�ĂŶĚ�ŝŵƉƌŽǀ ĞŵĞŶƚƐ�ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ�ƚŽ�ŽƉĞŶ�ƵƉ�ůĂŶĚ�Ăƚ�̂ ƚƌĂƩ ŽŶ͘ ����ZĞƐƉŽŶĚĞŶƚ�ĂƌŐƵĞƐ�ƚŚĂƚ�ƚŚŝƐ�

opportunity should not be land-locked or hindered by uncertainty over the timing of key transport

infrastructure. As a result respondent would prefer the open part of land to be separated out (as it is in

terms of ownership) from MU29 and shown as a housing site.

Respondent would prefer the open part of land to be separated

out (as it is in terms of ownership) from MU29 and shown as a

housing site.

Inverness Mr Fraser Hutcheson(00986) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

86/1/001

Inverness C13 Supports preference for housing development on H56. Raises number of concerns regarding servicing and

phasing of development relative to the provisions of the HwLDP and lack clarity from Transport Scotland

Žǀ Ğƌ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƚƌĂƚĞŐŝĐ�ƌŽĂĚ�ŶĞƚǁ ŽƌŬ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƌĞĂ͘ ��ŽŶĐĞƌŶĞĚ�ĂďŽƵƚ�ƚŚĞ�ƌŽƵƚĞ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ��ϵͲ�ϵϲ�ĚƵĞ�ƚŽ�ĐŽŶŶĞĐƟǀ ŝƚǇ�ŽĨ�

H56 with adjoining development plan, its deliverability and the nature of major junctions with the A9 and

A96. Not clear whether Strategic Link Road has to be completed in its entirety in advance of commencing

Phase 2 of East Inverness. If this is the case, question if the section through Ashton Farm can be completed

when it is identified as open space (C13) and likely to remain in agricultural use for the foreseeable

ĨƵƚƵƌĞ͘�/Ŷ�ƚŚĞ�ĐŽŶƐƵůƚĂƟŽŶ�ĐŽŶĚƵĐƚĞĚ�ďǇ�dƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚ�̂ ĐŽƚůĂŶĚ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĞĂƐƚ�ůŝŶŬ�ŝŶ�ĞĂƌůǇ�ϮϬϭϮ�ƚŚĞƌĞ�ǁ ĂƐ�ĂŶ�

absence of detail about timing of provision of local road connections and improvements required to open

up development land north of the railway at Cradlehall. Vital that this opportunity is not land-locked or

hindered by the uncertainty over the timing of key transport infrastructure. Separate representations to

dƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚ�̂ ĐŽƚůĂŶĚ�ŚĂǀ Ğ�ďĞĞŶ�ŵĂĚĞ�ĂďŽƵƚ�ĐŽŶŶĞĐƟǀ ŝƚǇ�ƌŝŐŚƚ�ĂĐƌŽƐƐ�ƚŚĞ��ĂƐƚ�/Ŷǀ ĞƌŶĞƐƐ�ĂƌĞĂ͘ ��/Ŷ�ƚŚĞ�ĂďƐĞŶĐĞ�

of clarity over access to the proposed trunk road link and local future local road network developers will be

reluctant to show interest and commit to financial contributions to road proposals at H56. On the basis of

Transport Scotland’s draft options there are strong reservations about being involved in the development of

the East Inverness area. Landowner seeks clarity about how H56 will be accessed for development

purposes and therefore whether it is worth while making the site available for development. Transport

Scotland has so far failed to do this. As such, call upon the Council to provide clear development guidance

through the Inner Moray Firth Local Development Plan.

Proposed Plan to provide clarity on A9-A96 link in terms of

route, juntions, timing and level of developer contributions

Inverness The Executory Of Hector Munro(01311) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/013

11/1/001

Inverness C13 The executory of Hector Munro objects to the preferred "open space - land not be to developed"

identification of this land and supports its allocation for small scale development in the short term and a

ůŽŶŐ�ƚĞƌŵ�ĂůůŽĐĂƟŽŶ�ĨŽƌ�ŵŝǆĞĚ�ƵƐĞƐ�;ĂƐ�ƌĞŇĞĐƚĞĚ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�, ǁ >�WͿ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ĨŽůůŽǁ ŝŶŐ�ƌĞĂƐŽŶƐ�Ͳ�ĂůƚŚŽƵŐŚ�ƚŚĞƌĞ�

are historical issues regarding the availability of this land, the situation with Ashton Farm owners is under

discussion and is likely to change towards making the land available for development in the future- the

landowners do not support community parkland development as a primary use for this site- it is

acknowledged that the access is largely if not solely dependent upon getting access from the east (ie.

^ƚƌĂƩ ŽŶ�&ĂƌŵͿ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĞ�ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ��ĂƐƚ�>ŝŶŬ�ŝƐ�ŶŽƚ�ƉƌŽŐƌĂŵŵĞĚ�ƚŽ�ƐƚĂƌƚ�ƵŶƟů�ϮϬϭϳ �Ăƚ�ƚŚĞ�ĞĂƌůŝĞƐƚ���Ͳ�ŝƚ�ŝƐ�ĂůƐŽ�

recognised that Transport Scotland are unlikely to approve a new access onto the A96 at this location, and

access from the south west is not achievable due to road capacity issues- Inverness Estates are currently in

the process of preparing a detailed planning application for Stratton Farm which will bring access up to and

including the mutual eastern boundary with Ashton Farm

Change of use from Openspace to Mixed Use

Inverness Balloch Community Council(00492) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/004

92/1/003

Inverness C14 Support preference for community use and as providing playing fields for an expanded Culloden Academy.

Should remain as open green space
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Inverness Mr Allan Hunter(01152) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/011

52/1/002

Inverness C15 Respondent questions whether site C15 would be for allotments

Inverness Scottish Natural Heritage(00204) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

04/1/002

Inverness I01 Comments that proposed development likely to have a significant effect on European natural heritage site. Developer requirement for appropriate mitigation.

Inverness Westhill CC(00324) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

24/1/013

Inverness I01 Welcomes proposals to make more use of the Longman area for industrial purposes but concerned at the

proposal for an energy-from-waste (incineration) facility. In the absence of due consultation, with details of

how this facility would operate, of possible adverse effects on the neighbourhood and current recycling

schemes and how costs compare to the current waste disposal scheme, respondent objects to an

irreversible decision to designate any part of sites I1, I2, I3 or I4 or elsewhere in Inverness, for an energy-

from-waste facility.

Requirement that waste-to-enegy plant is not allowed on the

site.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/143

Inverness I01 SEPA object unless the following further information is gathered prior to Proposed Plan or allocation

removed from Plan. Removal of site unless its allocation is supported by a FRA prior to adoption. Although

planning permission is granted SEPA don't seem to have been consulted. We have record of data request in

2008.

Flood Risk Assessment required prior to inclusion in the

Proposed Plan,

Inverness Scottish Natural Heritage(00204) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

04/1/054

Inverness I02 Concerns regarding potential adverse effect on Moray Firth SAC, River Moriston SAC and Inner Moray Firth

SPA because of detrimental impact on water quality, noise, vibrations (from piling), and increased

recreational boat traffic. Cites that previous research has demonstrated that a connectivity exists between

the site and the designations.

Need for HRA and resultant mitigation as developer

requirements.

Inverness Westhill CC(00324) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

24/1/013

Inverness I02 Welcomes proposals to make more use of the Longman area for industrial purposes but concerned at the

proposal for an energy-from-waste (incineration) facility. In the absence of due consultation, with details of

how this facility would operate, of possible adverse effects on the neighbourhood and current recycling

schemes and how costs compare to the current waste disposal scheme, respondent objects to an

irreversible decision to designate any part of sites I1, I2, I3 or I4 or elsewhere in Inverness, for an energy-

from-waste facility.

Requirement that waste-to-enegy plant is not allowed on the

site.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/144

Inverness I02 SEPA will object unless the following further information gathered prior to Proposed Plan or removed from

Plan. Removal of site unless its allocation is supported by a FRA prior to adoption. FLand claim has the

potential to affect coastal processes/habitats in the wider Beauly and Moray Firth water bodies (currently

good and high status respectively). Opportunities to minimise intertidal habitat loss and coastal

restoration e.G. Managed realignment should be explored. Sewerage discharge points would need

extended.

Lood Risk Assessment required prior to inclusion in the

Proposed Plan.

Inverness Inverness Harbour Trust(01196) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/011

96/1/001

Inverness I02 Objects to the preferred allocation of I2 for industrial use and the non-preference for MU8 and MU9 to be

preferred mixed use sites.  Considers I2, MU8 and MU9 should be allocated for mixed use, specifically 

ĐŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂů͕�Žĸ ĐĞ͕�ƌĞƚĂŝů͕�ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƟĂů͕�ƚŽƵƌŝƐƚ�ĂŶĚ�ůĞŝƐƵƌĞ�ƵƐĞƐ͕ �ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ĨŽůůŽǁ ŝŶŐ�ƌĞĂƐŽŶƐ͗ ��ͲThe harbour

ƐŚŽƵůĚ�ŶŽ�ůŽŶŐĞƌ�ďĞ�ƐĞĞŶ�ĂƐ�Ă�ĐŽŶǀ ĞŶƟŽŶĂů�ƉŽƌƚ͖ �ͲOpportunity to restore the harbour and transform the

city waterfront as a strategic priority;-Reuse of harbours for mixed use purposes have sustained

ƌĞŐĞŶĞƌĂƟŽŶ�ŝŶ�ŵĂŶǇ�h<�ĐŝƟĞƐ͖ �ͲWƌŽǆŝŵŝƚǇ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�Į ƌƚŚƐ�ŝƐ�ŶŽƚ�Ă�ĐŽŶƐƚƌĂŝŶƚ�ƚŽ�ůĂŶĚ�ƌĞĐůĂŵĂƟŽŶ�Žƌ�

development, both have happened recently;-�Ğǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ǁ ŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�ŽƵƚǁ ŝƚŚ�, ĞĂůƚŚ�ĂŶĚ�̂ ĂĨĞƚǇ��ǆĞĐƵƟǀ Ğ�

Buffers; -E Žƚ�ĂůůŽĐĂƟŶŐ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŝƚĞƐ�ĨŽƌ�ŵŝǆĞĚ�ƵƐĞ�ŝƐ�ĐŽŶƚƌĂƌǇ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�, ǁ >�W�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĞ�D ŽƌĂǇ�&ŝƌƚŚ�D ĂũŽƌ�WŽƌƚƐ�

and Sites Strategy (2006); -Opportunity to reflect the uniqueness of Inverness Harbour in the north-east of 

Scotland;-To sustain the harbour as a regional transport hub;-To recognise the opportunity at the

harbour derives from the extent of the Trusts ownership and that the viability of development and the

business streams promoted in policy require a comprehensive approach;-Architecture and Design Scotland

ǁ ĞƌĞ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƟǀ Ğ�ŽĨ�ƉůĂŶƐ�ĨŽƌ�Ă�ŚŽƚĞů�ĂĚũĂĐĞŶƚ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ŵĂƌŝŶĂ͖ �ͲConsistent with the Council’s first Vision for 

Inverness in 1997; and-The trust will work closely with the community.

Allocation of I2, MU8 and MU9 for mixed use in the Proposed

Plan

Inverness Westhill CC(00324) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

24/1/013

Inverness I03 Welcomes proposals to make more use of the Longman area for industrial purposes but concerned at the

proposal for an energy-from-waste (incineration) facility. In the absence of due consultation, with details of

how this facility would operate, of possible adverse effects on the neighbourhood and current recycling

schemes and how costs compare to the current waste disposal scheme, respondent objects to an

irreversible decision to designate any part of sites I1, I2, I3 or I4 or elsewhere in Inverness, for an energy-

from-waste facility.

Requirement that waste-to-enegy plant is not allowed on the

site.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/145

Inverness I03 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan. Text should

state site at risk of flooding. FRA would be required to demonstrate proposals comply with SPP and

ŵŝƟŐĂƟŽŶ�ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐ�ǁ ŽƵůĚ�ŶŽƚ�ŝŶĐƌĞĂƐĞ�ƌŝƐŬ�ĞůƐĞǁ ŚĞƌĞ͘��

Flood Risk Assessmentwill be required in support of any

planning application.

Inverness Scottish Natural Heritage(00204) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

04/1/056

Inverness I04 Requests HRA of potential adverse effects of sites on adjoining SAC and SPA. Masterplan for area should

include a landscape framework which seeks to retain woodland on MU21 as a visual framework and screen.

HRA of potential adverse effects of sites on adjoining SAC and

SPA and resultant mitigation as developer requirements.

Woodland retention requirement for site MU21.
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Inverness Muirtown Community Council(00309) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

09/1/008

Inverness I04 Do not support a refuse incinerator on site I4 for the following reasons:-such a facility should not be sited

within the City or it's immediate environment;-ŝƚ�ŝƐ�ĐůĂŝŵĞĚ�ƚŚĂƚ�ǁ ŝƚŚ�ŵŽĚĞƌŶ�ƚĞĐŚŶŽůŽŐǇ��ƚŚĞƐĞ�ĨĂĐŝůŝƟĞƐ�

can be relatively ' clean' . However, like most things, including the particle board factory at Tornagrain, they

ĂƌĞ�ƉƌŽŶĞ�ƚŽ�ƉƌŽďůĞŵƐ͕ �ĂŶĚ�ĚŽ�ŶŽƚ�Ăůǁ ĂǇƐ�Ăƚ�ŽƉƟŵƵŵ�Ğĸ ĐŝĞŶĐǇ͘��Ͳbulk of the former landfill site should be 

kept as landscaped open space with potential for wildlife reserve, walking, cycling, picnic areas, equestrian

events, shows/circus, highland games, sheep dog trials, informal games pitches, City seafront etc.

Allocation of the majority of the former landfill site for

landscaped open space with potential for wildlife reserve,

walking, cycling, picnic areas, equestrian events, shows/circus,

highland games, sheep dog trials, informal games pitches, City

seafront etc.

Inverness Smithton & Culloden Community

Council(00317)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

17/1/003

Inverness I04 Respondent supports site I4 for an Energy from Waste Plant

Inverness Westhill CC(00324) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

24/1/013

Inverness I04 Welcomes proposals to make more use of the Longman area for industrial purposes but concerned at the

proposal for an energy-from-waste (incineration) facility. In the absence of due consultation, with details of

how this facility would operate, of possible adverse effects on the neighbourhood and current recycling

schemes and how costs compare to the current waste disposal scheme, respondent objects to an

irreversible decision to designate any part of sites I1, I2, I3 or I4 or elsewhere in Inverness, for an energy-

from-waste facility.

Requirement that waste-to-enegy plant is not allowed on the

site.

Inverness Highlands & Islands Green Party(00491) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/004

91/1/011

Inverness I04 Object to the proposed incinerator (energy from waste) proposal at Longman (14).

Inverness Highlands & Islands Green Party(00491) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/004

91/1/012

Inverness I04 Object to MU21, MU22, T2, and 14 because risks arising from rising sea levels associated with climate

change and to preserve as far as possible the special environment of the Moray Firth. Where these sites are

already developed would seek their restoration to provide ecological services. Sensitive recreational uses of

these sites may be appropriate.

Inverness Mrs C Stafford(00511) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

11/1/018

Inverness I04 Concerns regarding the potential for a waste plant in this location given that the text in the MIR is limited in

terms of any potential effects on the environment or wildlife.

Inverness Mr Roger Reed(00965) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

65/1/001

Inverness I04 Objects to Mixed Use allocation of MU21 and requested it to be allocated as greenspace for the following

reasons- it forms a natural corridor around the perimeter of the Moray Firth- it has experienced

ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂďůĞ�ƌĞŐĞŶĞƌĂƟŽŶ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚŝƐ�ƐŚŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�ĂůůŽǁ ĞĚ�ƚŽ�ĐŽŶƟŶƵĞ�Ͳ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŝƚĞ�ŝƐ�ŶŽƚ�ƐƵŝƚĂďůĞ�ĨŽƌ�ŝŶĚƵƐƚƌǇ�ĚƵĞ�

to its neighbouring uses including the football stadium, new marina, potential harbour expansion area,

ĐĂŵƉƵƐ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĞ�ϯ�ŵĂŝŶ�ĞŶƚƌǇ�ƉŽŝŶƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĐŝƚǇ��ZĞƐƉŽŶĚĞŶƚ�ĂůƐŽ�ŽďũĞĐƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ŝŶĚƵƐƚƌǇ�ĂůůŽĐĂƟŽŶ�ĨŽƌ�/ϰ��

particularly the idea of an incinerator at the site as this would likely cause pollution and increase traffic on

an already congested road network. Overall the respondent would like to see the coastal sites MU21 and I4

safeguarded as a nature conservation area.

Requests change of use from mixed use to open space

Inverness Combined Power And Heat Highland

Ltd(00983)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

83/1/001

Inverness I04 Notes I4 is consistent with HwLDP allocation for mixed use development at the former Longman landfill

site and HwLDP Policy 70 which supports waste management facility proposals at 4 preferred sites,

including Longman.   States that opportunity to bring the former Longman Landfill site back into use is 

subject to feasibility work to test the viability and suitability of the land for development; requests for the

Proposed Plan to recognise this consistent with the HwLDP.

Proposed Plan to recognise that there is uncertainty in relation

to the viability and suitability of the Longman site for

development, consistent with the HwLDP.

Inverness Inverness Civic Trust(01064) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

64/2/003

Inverness I04 Reservations regarding an incinerator on this site; consider it would be better suited further east along the

Moray Firth coast.

Acceptable uses on I4 to not include incinerator

Inverness RSPB Scotland(01186) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/011

86/1/001

Inverness I04 RSPB object to the allocation of these sites for development as beyond the difficulties of developing them

they believe it is also the best use for these sites and would create a world class frontage. They also

consider that this is in keeping with the modern approach to brownfield sites and cite New Yorks former

docklands which are now parks and reserves.

Allocation as public open space to be used for nature reserve.

Inverness Mr George MacWilliam(01215) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/012

15/1/005

Inverness I04 Land between the A9 and the Moray Firth should be promoted as areas of public open space as per

previous local plans. Considers allocating this land for commercial purposes is inappropriate for the

following reasons:-Longman Industrial Estate is on the other side of the A9;-Sites could be developed as

ĂŶ�ĂƩ ƌĂĐƟǀ Ğ�ĂŵĞŶŝƚǇ�ƐƉĂĐĞ�ƚĂŬŝŶŐ�ĂĚǀ ĂŶƚĂŐĞ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ǁ ĂƚĞƌ�ĨƌŽŶƚ͖ �Ͳ�ůůŽĐĂƟŶŐ�Ğǀ ĞŶ�ƉĂƌƚ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƌĞĂ�ǁ ŝůů�

ƐĞƌŝŽƵƐůǇ�ĚĂŵĂŐĞ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŝƚĞƐ�ƌĞĐƌĞĂƟŽŶĂůͬĂŵĞŶŝƚǇ�ƉŽƚĞŶƟĂů͖�ĂŶĚ�ͲNo proposals which would provide

ĂĚĞƋƵĂƚĞ�ĂůƚĞƌŶĂƟǀ Ğ�ƉƌŽǀ ŝƐŝŽŶ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƌĞĂ͘ �

Allocation of I4, MU21 and MU20 as public open space in the

Proposed Plan

Inverness Scottish Natural Heritage(00204) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

04/1/046

Inverness T01 Comments that site within Torvean landform SSSI. However, impact may be negligible if development

restricted to worked out area. Physical impact to integrity would only occur if the esker ridges and other

still natural landforms are affected. Other visual and recreational impacts should be mitigated by developer

requirements.

Visual and recreational impacts developer requirements

mitigation.

Inverness Inverness West Community

Council(00296)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

96/1/004

Inverness T01 Requests that should the site be designated as a temporary stop site for travellers that this should not

displace the current trail and quad bike usage of the old quarry. Concerns that this usage if displaced would

cause damage and disruption to the surrounding area.

Developer requirement to safeguard existing quad and trail

bike usage of the quarry.
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Inverness Scottish Canals(00655) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/006

55/1/010

Inverness T01 Respondent understands the requirement for Travellers sites to be allocated but urges Council to ensure

that activities on the site do not spill onto the towpath through conditions on consents, particularly if

Torvean is to be promoted as a western gateway to the city. Concerned allocation of site could cause

increased difficulties for managing conflicts between different users of the towpath. Management of site

and surrounding area crucial to the success of the Torvean area and enjoyment of the canal.

Requirement for any site allocation to specify that travellers

activities do not spill onto the canal towpath.

Inverness Mr Kenneth Sutherland(00937) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

37/1/002

Inverness T01 Considers T1 and T2 much more suited for travellers sites than T3.

Inverness Ms Kathleen Sutherland(00938) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

38/1/002

Inverness T01 Favour T1 and T2 in comparison to T3. Non-allocation of T3 in Proposed Plan

Inverness Mr Tony Kell(01025) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

25/1/002

Inverness T01 Considers T1 more suitable than T3 because of the absence of local housing and presence of better road

access.

Inverness Mr Donald B Henderson(01054) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

54/1/002

Inverness T01 Supports allocation of travellers site on T1. Considers MU21 and T1 would be suitable for a travellers site

than T3 for the following reasons:- safe access to main arterial routes;- ready access to services and

ĨĂĐŝůŝƟĞƐ͖ �Ͳ�ĐůŽƐĞƌ�ƚŽ�ĂƌĞĂƐ�ǁ ŚĞƌĞ�ƚŚĞ�ƉŽůŝĐĞ�ĐĂŶ�ƉƌŽǀ ŝĚĞ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞ�ǀ ŝƐŝďŝůŝƚǇ�ĂŶĚ�ƌĞĂƐƐƵƌĂŶĐĞ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�

ƉƵďůŝĐ�ĚƵƌŝŶŐ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ŶŽƌŵĂů�ĐŽƵƌƐĞ�ŽĨ�ƉĂƚƌŽů͖�Ͳ�ƉŽůŝĐĞ�ĂďůĞ�ƚŽ�ƌĞƐƉŽŶĚ�ŵŽƌĞ�ƋƵŝĐŬůǇ�ǁ ŚĞƌĞ�ĚŝƐƌƵƉƟǀ Ğ�ĞůĞŵĞŶƚƐ�

of the travelling community cause fear intimidation to those travellers who are law abiding and want to go

about their business unhindered and peaceable manner; and- large enough for expansion in the future.

Non-allocation of T3 for traveller's site; allocation of travellers

site on MU21

Inverness Mr Edwin And Linda Simpson(01055) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

55/1/002

Inverness T01 Objects to T3 and supports alternative site at somewhere like T1 as it provides better access to all the

available services and more space.

Non-allocation of T3 in Proposed Plan

Inverness Ms Claire Wilson(01056) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

56/1/002

Inverness T01 Understand that travellers' choose not integrate with existing communities, therefore logical to allocate a

site not directly adjoined to a local community, for example T1.

Inverness Mrs Katrina Coutts(01084) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

84/1/002

Inverness T01 Considers that Sites T01 and T03 should be used for alternative purposes to temporary stop sites for

Gypsy/Travellers.

Allocate land in alternate locations such as site MU21.

Inverness D. Fraser(01153) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/011

53/1/002

Inverness T01 Respondent considers T1 would more suitable as it does have the same constraints as T3 and would not

affect local residents

Non-allocation of T3 in the Proposed Plan

Inverness Mr George MacWilliam(01215) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/012

15/1/004

Inverness T01 Considers site should be retained as public open space to accommodate an expanding city in future years.

Also contrary to Policy 39 Gypsies/Travellers of the HwLDP.

Allocate T1 as public open space in the Proposed Plan

Inverness Mrs Maggie Parks(01265) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/012

65/1/001

Inverness T01 Objects to the preferred status of T3 for travellers and supports T1 for the following reasons- the social

impact of the Daviot site close to elderly residents- the waste management issues caused on the Daviot site-

ŝƚƐ�ůŽĐĂƟŽŶ�Ăǁ ĂǇ�ĨƌŽŵ�ƐĞƌǀ ŝĐĞƐ��Ͳ�ĂŶĚ�ŝƚƐ�ƐĂĨĞƚǇ�Őŝǀ ĞŶ�ŝƚƐ�ƉƌŽǆŝŵŝƚǇ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ŵĂŝŶ�ƌŽĂĚ�Ͳ�dŽƌǀ ĞĂŶ�ƋƵĂƌƌǇ�Žī ĞƌƐ�Ă�

big site which is well screened from the road

Removal of T1 and retention of T3

Inverness Mr Ian Hunt(01270) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/012

70/1/002

Inverness T01 Respondent supports use of Site T1

Inverness Scottish Natural Heritage(00204) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

04/1/003

Inverness T02 Comments that proposed development likely to have a significant effect on European natural heritage site. Developer requirement for appropriate mitigation.

Inverness Scottish Natural Heritage(00204) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/002

04/1/058

Inverness T02 Serious concerns about potential adverse effects on the integrity of the adjacent Inner Moray Firth

SPA/RAMSAR site. Believes there will be disturbance to birdlife in particular their roost sites from people

and dogs on the shore. Site is on seaward side of road and beyond tree screen that was intended to

minimise disturbance. Believes there will also be a cummulative adverse effect on roost sites if this and

other coastal site options are confirmed. Asserts that site should not be retained unless appropriate

assessment demonstrates no adverse effect on integrity.

Site should not be retained unless appropriate assessment

demonstrates no adverse effect on integrity of SPA.

Inverness Smithton & Culloden Community

Council(00317)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

17/1/002

Inverness T02 Respondent believes that site T2 may have effect on public recreation and the proposed coastal trail.

Respondent suggests alternative site at Alturlie Quarry.

Inverness Highlands & Islands Green Party(00491) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/004

91/1/012

Inverness T02 Object to MU21, MU22, T2, and 14 because risks arising from rising sea levels associated with climate

change and to preserve as far as possible the special environment of the Moray Firth. Where these sites are

already developed would seek their restoration to provide ecological services. Sensitive recreational uses of

these sites may be appropriate.

Inverness Balloch Community Council(00492) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/004

92/1/004

Inverness T02 Considers to be an inappropriate site for travellers for the following reasons:- A96 is dangerous for

ƚƌĂǀ ĞůůĞƌƐΖ�ƚƌĂĸ Đ͖�ĂŶĚ��Ͳ�ŵĂǇ�ĚŝƐĐŽƵƌĂŐĞ�ůŽĐĂůƐ�ĨƌŽŵ�ƵƐŝŶŐ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƌĞĂ�ĨŽƌ�ĂŵĞŶŝƚǇ͘��Y ƵĞƐƟŽŶƐ�ŝĨ�Ă�ƐŝƚĞ�ĐŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�

ĨŽƵŶĚ�ŝŶ�ĂƌĞĂƐ�ĂůƌĞĂĚǇ�ŝĚĞŶƟĮ ĞĚ�ĨŽƌ�ĚĞǀ ĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�Ͳ�ŶĂŵĞůǇ�D hϮϳ ͕ �D hϮϴ�Žƌ�D hϮϵ�����

Removal of site T2 from Proposed Plan and consideration of

new travellers sites at the longman.

Inverness Scottish Environment Protection

Agency(00523)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/005

23/1/146

Inverness T02 SEPA will not object provided the following developer requirements included in Proposed Plan. Text should

state that no development would be supported below the coastal flood level. This should be achievable as

SEPA Flood Map just shows flooding around the edges. Flood Risk Assessment not be required provided

development above coastal flood level. 

Inverness Mr Kenneth Sutherland(00937) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

37/1/002

Inverness T02 Considers T1 and T2 much more suited for travellers sites than T3.
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Inverness Ms Kathleen Sutherland(00938) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

38/1/002

Inverness T02 Favour T1 and T2 in comparison to T3. Non-allocation of T3 in Proposed Plan

Inverness Mr F Driver(01131) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/011

31/1/001

Inverness T02 �ŽŶĐĞƌŶĞĚ�ĂďŽƵƚ�dϮ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ĨŽůůŽǁ ŝŶŐ�ƌĞĂƐŽŶƐ͗ �Ͳ�ůĂŶĚ�ŝƐ�ŶŽƚ�ŝĚĞŶƟĮ ĞĚ�ŝŶ�/Ŷǀ ĞƌŶĞƐƐ�>ŽĐĂů�WůĂŶ�ƐŽ�ƉƌŽƉŽƐĂů�ŝƐ�

contrary to it.- If approved it would set a precedent for further development on the old road which would

be detrimental to visual amenity.- Inner Moray Firth is a protected area and proposal would not be in the

ƐƉŝƌŝƚ�ŽĨ�ƉƌŽƚĞĐƟŶŐ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƌĞĂ�ŝŶ�ƚĞƌŵƐ�ŽĨ�ĂŵĞŶŝƚǇ�ĂŶĚ�ǁ ŝůĚůŝĨĞ͘ �Ͳ�E Ž�ĐŽŶŶĞĐƟŽŶ�ƚŽ�ƐĞǁ Ğƌ͘�Ͳ�t ŽƵůĚ�Ăī ĞĐƚ�ǀ ĂůƵĞ�

of respondent's property.

Inverness J Davis Addly(01304) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/013

04/1/001

Inverness T02 Considers that if this site is be used as a travelling site then its access should be from close to the Tesco

roundabout rather than through existing residential areas.

Inverness Cllr Kate Stephen(01348) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/013

48/1/006

Inverness T02 Objects to the Council's preference of this site as a temporary site for travellers for the following reasons- it

ƐŚŽƵůĚ�ŶŽƚ�ďĞ�ŽŶ�Ă�ĚƵŵƉ��Ͳ�ĂŶĚ�ŝƚ�ƐŚŽƵůĚ�ŶŽƚ�ďĞ�ŽŶ�Ă�ƐĞŶƐŝƟǀ Ğ�ĞŶǀ ŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů�ƐŝƚĞ

Inverness Richard Crawford - Collective

Response(01352)

IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/013

52/1/003

Inverness T02 Concerned that this use will have an adverse effect on the neighbouring shoreside walking route. Believe

other (undefined) mixed use sites may be suitable for this purpose.

Inverness Strathnairn Community Council(00320) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

20/1/001

Inverness T03 The site should not be allocated for traveller site development. There is concern within the community with

ƌĞŐĂƌĚ�ƚŽ�ƚŚŝƐ�ƉƌŽƉŽƐĂů͗��Ͳ�ZŽĂĚ�̂ ĂĨĞƚǇ͕�Őŝǀ ĞŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĨƵŶĐƟŽŶ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ��ϵϭϱϰ͕ �ŝƚƐ�ũƵŶĐƟŽŶ�ǁ ŝƚŚ�ƚŚĞ��ϵ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĞ�

ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ�ŽĨ�ƵƐŝŶŐ�ƚŚĞ�ƌŽƵƚĞ�ĂƐ�Ă�Ěŝǀ ĞƌƐŝŽŶ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĐĂƐĞ�ŽĨ�ƐĞƌŝŽƵƐ�ĂĐĐŝĚĞŶƚƐ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ��ϵ ͖ �Ͳ��ƌŝŵŝŶĂůŝƚǇ͕�Őŝǀ ĞŶ�

ƌĞĐĞŶƚ�ĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞ�ŽĨ�ŐǇƉƐǇ�ƚƌĂǀ ĞůůĞƌƐ�ƐƚĂǇŝŶŐ�Ăƚ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŝƚĞ͖ �Ͳ�/ŶƟŵŝĚĂƟŽŶ͕ �ƉĂƌƚůǇ�Őŝǀ ĞŶ�ƌĞĐĞŶƚ�ĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞ͖�Ͳ�

Public Reassurance and Safety, as distance from Inverness and limited resources would prevent the Police

ĨƌŽŵ�ďĞŝŶŐ�ĂďůĞ�ƚŽ�ƉƌŽǀ ŝĚĞ�ƚŚĞ�ǀ ŝƐŝďŝůŝƚǇ�ĂŶĚ�ƌĞĂƐƐƵƌĂŶĐĞ�ŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇ͖�Ͳ��Ŷǀ ŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů�/ƐƐƵĞƐ͕ �ƉĂƌƟĐƵůĂƌůǇ�ǁ ŝƚŚ�

ƌĞŐĂƌĚ�ƚŽ�ĂďĂŶĚŽŶŵĞŶƚ�ŽĨ�ŚƵŵĂŶ�ĂŶĚ�ŽƚŚĞƌ�ǁ ĂƐƚĞ͖ �Ͳ�EĞŐĂƟǀ Ğ�/ŵƉĂĐƚ�ƚŽ�>ŽĐĂů��ĐŽŶŽŵǇ͕�ǁ ŝƚŚ�ƌĞƐƉĞĐƚ�ƚŽ�

proximity to la range of ocal businesses and belief that the trade of thos businesses would be significantly

ŝŵƉĂĐƚĞĚ�ƵƉŽŶ͖ �Ͳ�̂ ĐŚŽŽůŝŶŐ͕�ĂƐ�ƚŚĞ�ƐĐŚŽŽůŝŶŐ�ĨĂĐŝůŝƟĞƐ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƌĞĂ�ĂƌĞ�ŶŽƚ�ƐƵŝƚĂďůǇ�ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞĚ͘ ��/ƚ�ŝƐ�ĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞ�

that the Council identifies sites for the gypsy traveller community, but it is important that locations

identified for sites are suitable both in terms of location and facilities, including access from/to main roads.

More suitable locations would be Torvean Quarry or the reclaimed land adjacent to the ICT stadium. This

would ensure proximity of travellers to services they require and also enabling effective policing. Before any

rural location is considered, a proper and full local impact assessment should be carried out and a full

consultation had with residents.

Consider Torvean Quarry or the reclaimed land adjacent to the

ICT stadium as more suitable locations. Before any rural

location is considered, a full local impact assessment is

required.

Inverness Strathnairn Community Council(00320) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/003

20/2/002

Inverness T03 Makes reference previous letter (320/1) requesting removal of site T3 from plan Removal of T3 from Proposed Plan

Inverness Ms Susan Cameron(00921) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

21/1/001

Inverness T03 Objects because of adverse impact on tourist route - spoiling the atmosphere and reducing the number of

visitors. Believes Torvean Quarry would be a more suitable site.

Non-allocation of T3 in Proposed Plan

Inverness Mr Kenneth Sutherland(00937) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

37/1/002

Inverness T03 Considers T1 and T2 much more suited for travellers sites than T3.

Inverness Ms Kathleen Sutherland(00938) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

38/1/002

Inverness T03 Favour T1 and T2 in comparison to T3. Non-allocation of T3 in Proposed Plan

Inverness Mr Donald M Fraser(00959) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

59/1/001

Inverness T03 Objects to allocation of this site as a travellers site because of previous impact on the farm operation, and

social concerns.

Non-allocation of T3 in Proposed Plan

Inverness Mrs Bea Wallace(00971) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

71/1/001

Inverness T03 KďũĞĐƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƐŝƚĞ�dϯ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ĨŽůůŽǁ ŝŶŐ�ƌĞĂƐŽŶƐ͗ �Ͳ�/Ɛ�ǀ ĞƌǇ�ĐůŽƐĞ�ƚŽƚ�ŚĞ�ĞǆŝƐƟŶŐ�ƚŽƵƌŝƐƚ�ĐĂŵƉŽ�ĂŶĚ�ĐĂƌĂǀ ĂŶ�ƉĂƌŬ�Ăƚ�

�ƵĐŚŶĂŚŝůůŝŶ�ǁ ŚŝĐŚ�ĐŽƵůĚ�ŚĂǀ Ğ�Ă�ŶĞŐĂƟǀ Ğ�ŝŵƉĂĐƚ�ŽŶ�ƚŽƵƌŝƐŵ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƌĞĂ͘ �Ͳ�sĞƌǇ�ĨĞǁ �ůŽĐĂů�ĂŵĞŶŝƟĞƐ�ŝŶ��Ăǀ ŝŽƚ ͘ ��

A better site needs to be found with better amenities, a nearby school and which would have less impact on

the local community.Torvean Quarry would have less of an impact on the local community and would

provide local amenities.

Non-allocation of T3 in Proposed Plan

Inverness Mr Alan Croxford(00972) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

72/1/001

Inverness T03 Objects to site T3 for following reasons:- Entrance is near two bends in the bend and not suitable for use by

lots of vehicles.- Is in direct view of the respondents property.- During previous use of the site, elderly

neighbours were harassed, the nearby touring campsite was asked for water, fires were lit to burn waste,

neighbours were disturbed. Household and roadworks debris was left behind, a pick up truck was

ĂďĂŶĚŽŶĞĚ�ĂŶĚ�Ă�ĚŽŐ�ŚĂĚ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ƌĞƐĐƵĞĚ͘ �Ͳ�E Ž�ĨĂĐŝůŝƟĞƐ�ŽŶ�ƐŝƚĞ͘��ZĞƐƉŽŶĚĞŶƚ�ƵŶĚĞƌƐƚĂŶĚƐ�ƚŚĂƚ�Ă�ůŽĐĂů�ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚ�

has identified the site as suitable for his Firewood business, which would be a more constructive and

ďĞŶĞĮ ĐŝĂů�ƵƐĞ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŝƚĞ͘����ƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇ�ƐŝƚĞ�ƐŚŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�ůŽĐĂƚĞĚ�ĂĚũĂĐĞŶƚ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĞǆŝƐƟŶŐ�ƐŝƚĞ�Ăƚ��ĂůĞĚŽŶŝĂŶ�

Stadium, moving the salt depot. Another alternative is Torvean Quarry where there are no neighbours to

bother and it is screened.

Non-allocation of T3 in Proposed Plan

Inverness Ms Carol Taylor(00989) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

89/1/001

Inverness T03 KďũĞĐƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƐŝƚĞ�dϯ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ĨŽůůŽǁ ŝŶŐ�ƌĞĂƐŽŶƐ͗ �Ͳ��ĐĐĞƐƐ�Ăƚ�ďŽƚŚ�ũƵŶĐƟŽŶƐ�ǁ ŝƚŚ�ƚŚĞ��ϵ�ĂƌĞ�ƉƌĞĐĂƌŝŽƵƐ�ǁ ŚĞŶ�

towing caravans. - The site would exacerbate traffic flow problems during the Moy Games Fair. - Any dogs on 

ƚŚĞ�ƐŝƚĞ�ĐŽƵůĚ�ĐĂƵƐĞ�ƉƌŽďůĞŵƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐŚĞĞƉ�ĂŶĚ�ĐĂƩ ůĞ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƌĞĂ͘ ��ZĞƐƉŽŶĚĞŶƚ�ƐƵŐŐĞƐƚƐ�ƚŚĂƚ�ƐŝƚĞ�Ăƚ�dŽƌǀ ĞĂŶ�

Quarry should be used instead.

Non-allocation of T3 in Proposed Plan
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Inverness Bob And Liz Shannon(00991) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/009

91/1/001

Inverness T03 Objects to site T3 for following reasons:- Current vehicular access to site has limited sight lines and the

suggested use introduces an element of danger to this section of the road due tot he relatively slow moving

traffic it would generate. - Limited screening from the adjoining road which is a tourist road and part of the 

ŶĂƟŽŶĂů�ĐǇĐůĞ�ŶĞƚǁ ŽƌŬ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚŝƐ�ǁ ŽƵůĚ�ŝŵƉĂŝƌ�ǀ ŝƐŝƚŽƌ�ĞŶũŽǇŵĞŶƚ͘ �Ͳ��ůŽƐĞ�ƚŽ�Ă�ŶƵŵďĞƌ�ŽĨ�ŚŽƵƐĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĐŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�

ĐŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂůůǇ�ĚĂŵĂŐŝŶŐ�ƚŽ�ŶĞĂƌďǇ��ƵĐŚŶĂŚŝůŝŶ�, ŽůŝĚĂǇ�WĂƌŬ͘�Ͳ�̂ ŝƚĞ�ŝƐ�ƌĞůĂƟǀ ĞůǇ�ƐŵĂůů�ĂŶĚ�ŵĂǇ�ŶŽƚ�ũƵƐƟĨǇ�ƚŚĞ�

investment. However the Torvean site (T1) is a size that would justify investment and would be more

convenient for supervision/management by the Council. It also has good access to the A82, is well

screened, distant from residential properties and close to services in Inverness.

Non-allocation of T3 in Proposed Plan

Inverness Mr Tony Kell(01025) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

25/1/002

Inverness T03 Considers T1 more suitable than T3 because of the absence of local housing and presence of better road

access.

Inverness Mr William And Jennifer Smart(01044) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

44/1/001

Inverness T03 KďũĞĐƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĂůůŽĐĂƟŽŶ�ŽĨ�ůĂŶĚ�ĨŽƌ�Ă�ƚƌĂǀ ĞůůĞƌƐ�ƐŝƚĞ�ďĂƐĞĚ�ŽŶ�Ͳ�ĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞ�ŽĨ�ŚŽǁ �ƐŝƚĞ�ƚŚŝƐ�ǁ ĂƐ�ŵĂŶĂŐĞĚ�ůĂƐƚ�

ƟŵĞ͕�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĞ�ĚŝƐƚƵďĂŶĐĞ�ŝƚ�ĐĂƵƐĞĚ�Ͳ�ƚŚĞ�ůĂĐŬ�ŽĨ�ƉŽůŝĐĞ�ŝŶ�ĐůŽƐĞ�ƉƌŽǆŝŵŝƚǇ�Ͳ�ƚŚĞ�ŝŵƉĂĐƚ�ŽŶ�Ă�ƐŵĂůů�ƌƵƌĂů�ƐĐŚŽŽů�Ͳ�

ƚŚĞ�ĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞ�ĨƌŽŵ�ĨĂĐŝůŝƟĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ƐĞƌǀ ŝĐĞƐ�Ͳ�ƚŚĞ�ƌŽĂĚ�ƐĂĨĞƚǇ�ŽĨ�ƚŚŝƐ�ƐŝƚĞ�Ͳ�Ă�ŵŽƌĞ�ƐƵŝƚĂďůĞ�ƐŝƚĞ�ďĞŝŶŐ�dŽƌǀ ĞĂŶ�

Quarry which has better access to services and facilities, better road access, and room for future

development

Non-allocation of T3 in Proposed Plan

Inverness Mr Donald B Henderson(01054) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

54/1/002

Inverness T03 Supports allocation of travellers site on T1. Considers MU21 and T1 would be suitable for a travellers site

than T3 for the following reasons:- safe access to main arterial routes;- ready access to services and

ĨĂĐŝůŝƟĞƐ͖ �Ͳ�ĐůŽƐĞƌ�ƚŽ�ĂƌĞĂƐ�ǁ ŚĞƌĞ�ƚŚĞ�ƉŽůŝĐĞ�ĐĂŶ�ƉƌŽǀ ŝĚĞ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞ�ǀ ŝƐŝďŝůŝƚǇ�ĂŶĚ�ƌĞĂƐƐƵƌĂŶĐĞ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�

ƉƵďůŝĐ�ĚƵƌŝŶŐ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ŶŽƌŵĂů�ĐŽƵƌƐĞ�ŽĨ�ƉĂƚƌŽů͖�Ͳ�ƉŽůŝĐĞ�ĂďůĞ�ƚŽ�ƌĞƐƉŽŶĚ�ŵŽƌĞ�ƋƵŝĐŬůǇ�ǁ ŚĞƌĞ�ĚŝƐƌƵƉƟǀ Ğ�ĞůĞŵĞŶƚƐ�

of the travelling community cause fear intimidation to those travellers who are law abiding and want to go

about their business unhindered and peaceable manner; and- large enough for expansion in the future.

Non-allocation of T3 for traveller's site; allocation of travellers

site on MU21

Inverness Mr Edwin And Linda Simpson(01055) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

55/1/002

Inverness T03 Objects to T3 and supports alternative site at somewhere like T1 as it provides better access to all the

available services and more space.

Non-allocation of T3 in Proposed Plan

Inverness Mrs Katrina Coutts(01084) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/010

84/1/002

Inverness T03 Considers that Sites T01 and T03 should be used for alternative purposes to temporary stop sites for

Gypsy/Travellers.

Allocate land in alternate locations such as site MU21.

Inverness D. Fraser(01153) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/011

53/1/002

Inverness T03 Respondent considers T1 would more suitable as it does have the same constraints as T3 and would not

affect local residents

Non-allocation of T3 in the Proposed Plan

Inverness Mr David Ross(01183) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/011

83/1/001

Inverness T03 KďũĞĐƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĂůůŽĐĂƟŽŶ�ŽĨ�ƚŚŝƐ�ƐŝƚĞ�ĂƐ�Ă�ƚƌĂǀ ĞůůĞƌƐ�ƐŝƚĞ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ĨŽůůŽǁ ŝŶŐ�ƌĞĂƐŽŶƐ�Ͳ�ƐĂĨĞƚǇ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ĂĐĐĞƐƐ�

ũƵŶĐƟŽŶ��Ͳ�ƚŚĞ�ůĂĐŬ�ŽĨ�ƐĂŶŝƚĂƌǇ�ĨĂĐŝůŝƟĞƐ�Ͳ�ƐŽĐŝĂů�ĐŽŶĐĞƌŶƐ�ĂďŽƵƚ�ŝƚ�ďĞŝŶŐ�ŶĞǆƚ�ƚŽ�ŚŽƵƐŝŶŐ�ĂƌĞĂ�ǁ ŝƚŚ�Ă�ůŽƚ�ŽĨ�

elderly residents- concerns about the impact on camping business nearby -Tovean quarry is considered a

better site in terms of access arrangements and remoteness from settlement

Removal of T3 and allocation of T1

Inverness Ms Anita Gibson(01220) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/012

20/1/001

Inverness T03 Objects to this land being preferred as a Traveller's site for the following reasons- concern about the impact

ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƋƵĂůŝƟǇ�ŽĨ�ůŝĨĞ�ĨŽƌ�ŶĞĂƌďǇ�ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚƐ�ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ�ĞůĚĞƌůǇ�ŽĐĐƵƉĂŶƚƐ�Ͳ�ŝƚ�ŝƐ�ŚŝŐŚůǇ�ǀ ŝƐŝďůĞ�ĨƌŽŵ�ƚŚĞ��ϵϭϱϰ�

ƌŽĂĚ�;ĂůƚĞƌŶĂƟǀ Ğ�ƚŽƵƌŝƐƚ�ƌŽƵƚĞ�ĨƌŽŵ�ƚŚĞ��ϵͿ�Ͳ�ŝŵƉĂĐƚ�ŽŶ�ĂŵĞŶŝƚǇ�ďĞĐĂƵƐĞ�ƚŚĞ�ƌŽĂĚ�ŝƐ�ƉĂƌƚ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�EĂƟŽŶĂů�

Cycle Network 7 and is popular for walkers,horse riders etc- safety concerns about poor vehicle access -

Ğī ĞĐƚ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ�ůŽĐĂů�ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ�ŵĂƌŬĞƚ�Ͳ�ŝƐƐƵĞƐ�ǁ ŝƚŚ�ŇǇ�ƟƉƉŝŶŐ�ĂŶĚ�ŵĂŶĂŐĞŵĞŶƚ�ŽĨ�ǁ ĂƐƚĞ�Ͳ�ĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞ�ŽĨ�ƉĂƐƚ�

ƐŽĐŝĂůͬƉŽůŝĐĞ�ŝƐƐƵĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ůĂĐŬ�ŽĨ�Ă�ƉŽƐŝƟǀ Ğ�ĐŽŶƚƌŝďƵƟŽŶ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ůŽĐĂů�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�Ͳ�ĂĚǀ ĞƌƐĞ�Ăī ĞĐƚ�ŽŶ�ƚŽƵƌŝƐŵ�

businesses (Auchnahillin Caravan and camping park) such as their own- the site is small and therefore is it

ǀ ŝĂďůĞ�ƚŽ�ƉƌŽǀ ŝĚĞ�ƚŚĞ�ŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇ�ŝŶĨƌĂƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞͬ �ĨĂĐŝůŝƟĞƐ͕ �ŵĂŶĂŐĞŵĞŶƚ�ĂŶĚ�ŵĂŝŶƚĞŶĂŶĐĞ�ƚŚĂƚ�ŝƐ�ŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇ�Ͳ�

favours Torvean quarry for this type of use as it is away from residences and screened from the main road

and considers that this could be developed without compromising the new rvier crossing, citing Longman as

an example- favous further development of stopping places for temporary occupants at Longman, there is

space, infrastructure, it would not affect houses or businesses, and gives travellers easy access to the trunk

roads

Removal of T3 and retention of T1 in Plan

Inverness Mr Donald Gibson(01221) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/012

21/1/001

Inverness T03 KďũĞĐƚƐ�ƚŽ�Ă�dƌĂǀ ĞůůĞƌƐ�ƐŝƚĞ�ďĞŝŶŐ�ŝĚĞŶƟĮ ĞĚ�ŚĞƌĞ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ĨŽůůŽǁ ŝŶŐ�ƌĞĂƐŽŶƐ�Ͳ�ŶĞŐĂƟǀ Ğ�ŝŵƉĂĐƚ�ŽŶ�ƚŽƵƌŝƐŵ�ŝŶ�

ŐĞŶĞƌĂů�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ďƵƐŝŶĞƐƐ��;�ƵĐŚŶĂŚŝůůŝŶ��ĂƌĂǀ ĂŶ�ĂŶĚ�ĐĂŵƉŝŶŐ�ƉĂƌŬͿ�ŝŶ�ƉĂƌƟĐƵůĂƌ��Ͳ�ĚĞƚƌĂĐƟŽŶ�ĨƌŽŵ�

ĞŶũŽǇŵĞŶƚ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ĂĚũĂĐĞŶƚ��ϵϭϱϰ�ƌŽĂĚ�ďǇ�ŽƚŚĞƌ�ƵƐĞƌƐ͕ �ƉĂƌƟĐƵůĂƌůǇ�ǁ ĂůŬĞƌƐ͕ �ĐǇĐůŝƐƚƐ͕ �ŚŽƌƐĞ�ƌŝĚĞƌƐ�Ͳ�ƚƌĂĸ Đ�

hazard from unsuitable access and limited visibility- general tendency of travellers' camps to be unsightly

and environmental impact of rubbish and other waste - adverse effect on property values and the local 

ŚŽƵƐŝŶŐ�ŵĂƌŬĞƚ��Ͳ�Ğī ĞĐƚ�ŽŶ�ůŽĐĂů�ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚƐ͕ �ƉĂƌƟĐƵůĂƌůǇ�ƚŚĞ�ĞůĚĞƌůǇ�ĂŶĚ�ǀ ƵůŶĞƌĂďůĞ�Ͳ�ĨĂǀ ŽƵƌƐ�dŽƌǀ ĞĂŶ�ƋƵĂƌƌǇ�

for this type of use as it is away from residences - favous further development of stopping places for

temporary occupants at Longman, there is space, infrastructure, it would not affect houses or businesses,

and is accessible for users and managers

Removal of T3 and retention of T1
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Inverness Mr Tom Gibson(01222) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/012

22/1/001

Inverness T03 The respondent objects to the establishment of a travellers' site alongside the B9154 and feels that this

ǁ ŽƵůĚ�Ͳ�ƐƉŽŝů�ƚŚĞ�ůĂŶĚƐĐĂƉĞ�ĂŶĚ�ƐĐĞŶĞƌǇ��Ͳ�ŶĞŐĂƟǀ ĞůǇ�Ğī ĞĐƚ�ƚŚĞ�ĂŵĞŶŝƚǇ�ŽĨ�ďĞŝŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƌĞĂ�ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ�ƚŚĞ�

ƌĞĐƌĞĂƟŽŶĂů�ƵƐĞ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ��ϵϭϱϰ�ďǇ�ĐǇĐůŝƐƚƐ͕ �ǁ ĂůŬĞƌƐ͕ �ĂŶĚ�ƚŽƵƌŝƐƚƐ�Ͳ�ŚĂǀ Ğ�Ă�ŶĞŐĂƟǀ Ğ�Ğī ĞĐƚ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĨĂŵŝůǇΖƐ�

�ƵĐŚŶĂŚŝůůŝŶ��ĂƌĂǀ ĂŶ�ĂŶĚ��ĂŵƉƟŶŐ�ďƵƐŝŶĞƐƐ��dŚĞ�ƌĞƐƉŽŶĚĞŶƚ�ŚŽƉĞƐ�ƚŚĂƚ�ƚŚĞ��ŽƵŶĐŝů�ǁ ŝůů�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌ�ƚŚĞ�ŽƚŚĞƌ�

ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�Ͳ�ƉĂƌƟĐƵůĂƌůǇ�ŵĂŬŝŶŐ�ŵŽƌĞ�ƵƐĞ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƉĂĐĞ�ŶĞǆƚ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�>ŽŶŐŵĂŶ�ZŽƵŶĚĂďŽƵƚ�Žī �ƚŚĞ��ϵ�ĂƐ�ŝƚ�ŝƐ�

considered that travellers can be accommodated here within easy access of the main roads without

ŝŵƉĂĐƟŶŐ�ŽŶ�ŚŽŵĞƐ�Žƌ�ďƵƐŝŶĞƐƐĞƐ�

The respondent objects to the use of this land for a Travellers

site and considers that other options particularly expansion of

the Longman site should be preferred.

Inverness Ms Georgia Gibson(01225) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/012

25/1/001

Inverness T03 Objects to this land being preferred as a Traveller's site for the following reasons- concern about the impact

ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƋƵĂůŝƟǇ�ŽĨ�ůŝĨĞ�ĨŽƌ�ŶĞĂƌďǇ�ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚƐ�ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ�ĞůĚĞƌůǇ�ŽĐĐƵƉĂŶƚƐ�Ͳ�ŝŵƉĂĐƚ�ŽŶ�ĂŵĞŶŝƚǇ�ďĞĐĂƵƐĞ�ƚŚĞ�ƌŽĂĚ�

is popular for walkers, horse riders etc - adverse affect on family's tourism businesses  - favous further 

development of stopping places for temporary occupants at Longman as it would not affect houses or

businesses

Removal of T3 from Plan

Inverness Mrs Babs Kinnear(01234) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/012

34/1/001

Inverness T03 KďũĞĐƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĂůůŽĐĂƟŽŶ�ŽĨ�ƚŚŝƐ�ƐŝƚĞ�ĨŽƌ�dƌĂǀ ĞůůĞƌƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ĨŽůůŽǁ ŝŶŐ�ƌĞĂƐŽŶƐ�Ͳ�ƌŽĂĚ�ƐĂĨĞƚǇ�ĐŽŶĐĞƌŶƐ�ĚƵĞ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�

ƐŝƚĞƐ�ƉƌŽǆŝŵŝƚǇ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ƌŽĂĚ�Ͳ�ŝƚƐ�ůŽĐĂƟŽŶ�ĂďŽǀ Ğ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŶŽǁ �ůŝŶĞ͕�ĂŶĚ�ŝƚƐ�Ğī ĞĐƚ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƉƌŽǀ ŝƐŝŽŶ�ŽĨ�ĨĂĐŝůŝƟĞƐ�Ͳ�

ĐŽŶĐĞƌŶ�ĂďŽƵƚ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƉƉĞĂƌĂŶĐĞ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŝƚĞ�Ͳ�ĐŽŶĐĞƌŶ�ĂďŽƵƚ�Ɖƌŝǀ ĂĐǇ�ĚƵĞ�ƚŽ�ĐůŽƐĞ�ǀ ŝĐŝŶŝƚǇ�ƚŽ�ĞǆŝƐƟŶŐ�ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚƐ�Ͳ�

considers Torvean to be the most suitable option as it is screened from the road and would cause minimum

disruption to the community

Removal of T3 and retention of T1

Inverness Mr Neil Pirritt(01243) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/012

43/1/001

Inverness T03 Respondent objects to the Councils preference of this land being allocated as a Travellers site for the

ĨŽůůŽǁ ŝŶŐ�ƌĞĂƐŽŶƐ�Ͳ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŝƚĞ�ŚĂƐ�ŶŽƚ�ďĞĞŶ�ǁ Ğůů�ŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶĞĚ�Žƌ�ĐůĞĂƌĞĚ�ĂŌĞƌ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ƵƐĞ�Ͳ�ŝƚ�ŝƐ�ĐůŽƐĞ�ƚŽ�ŚŽƵƐŝŶŐ�ĂŶĚ�

ƚŚĞƌĞ�ǁ ĞƌĞ�ƐŽĐŝĂů�ŝƐƐƵĞƐ�ĐĂƵƐĞĚ�ďǇ�ƚŚŝƐ�ƉƌŽǆŝŵŝƚǇ��Ͳ�ŽŶ�ĐŚĞĐŬŝŶŐ�ƚŚĞ�ƟƚůĞ�ĚĞĞĚƐ�ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ�ƚŚĞ�h<�>ĂŶĚ�ZĞŐŝƐƚĞƌ�

the Council do not own this land

Respondent objects to the Councils preference of this land

being allocated as a Travellers site

Inverness Mrs Margaret N Sanderson(01263) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/012

63/1/001

Inverness T03 Objects to the Council's preference of this site for a traveller's site for the following reasons- the previous

social/criminal issues caused by use of this site - the previous problems with waste management on this site-

ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌƐ�dŽƌǀ ĞĂŶ�ƋƵĂƌƌǇ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�Ă�ďĞƩĞƌ�ƐŝƚĞ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚŝƐ�ƉƵƌƉŽƐĞ͘��

Removal of T3 and rentention of T1

Inverness Mrs Maggie Parks(01265) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/012

65/1/001

Inverness T03 Objects to the preferred status of T3 for travellers and supports T1 for the following reasons- the social

impact of the Daviot site close to elderly residents- the waste management issues caused on the Daviot site-

ŝƚƐ�ůŽĐĂƟŽŶ�Ăǁ ĂǇ�ĨƌŽŵ�ƐĞƌǀ ŝĐĞƐ��Ͳ�ĂŶĚ�ŝƚƐ�ƐĂĨĞƚǇ�Őŝǀ ĞŶ�ŝƚƐ�ƉƌŽǆŝŵŝƚǇ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ŵĂŝŶ�ƌŽĂĚ�Ͳ�dŽƌǀ ĞĂŶ�ƋƵĂƌƌǇ�Žī ĞƌƐ�Ă�

big site which is well screened from the road

Removal of T1 and retention of T3

Inverness Mr Ian Hunt(01270) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/012

70/1/001

Inverness T03 The respondent objects to Site T3 for the following reasons:- Impact on view from B9154 - Impact on

ďƵƐŝŶĞƐƐ�ŽƉĞƌĂƟŽŶ�ŽĨ�ĞǆŝƐƟŶŐ��ĂƌĂǀ ĂŶ�̂ ŝƚĞ�Ăƚ��ƵĐŚŶĂŚŝůůŝŶ��Ͳ��ŝƐƚƌĞƐƐ�ĐĂƵƐĞĚ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ůŽĐĂů�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ��Ͳ�̂ ĐŚŽŽů�

ƉƌŽǀ ŝƐŝŽŶ�ŝƐ�ŝŶĂĚĞƋƵĂƚĞ��Ͳ�ZŽĂĚ�ƐĂĨĞƚǇ�ǁ ŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�ĚĞƚƌŝŵĞŶƚĂůůǇ�Ăī ĞĐƚĞĚ��Ͳ�/ŶĐƌĞĂƐĞĚ�ĐƌŝŵŝŶĂů�ĂĐƟǀ ŝƚǇ͘�

Removal of Site T3

Inverness Visit Scotland(01346) IMFLDP_MAIN/CONS/013

46/2/001

Inverness T03 Visit Scotland express their concern that any proposed developments must take into consideration the

implications they will have on tourism both for existing businesses, such as Achnahillin Holiday Park, and for

visitors of an area.
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