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PUBLIC PETITIONS COMMITTEE CONSIDERATION OF PE1320: 
QUESTIONS ARISING FROM COMMITTEE MEETINGS 

(See ‘Written submissions’ for responses) 
 
 
TUESDAY 23 NOVEMBER 2010— 
 
Scottish Government— 

 What progress have you made in publishing an Assessment Matrix of 
Candidate National Developments against the National Development 
Criteria as indicated by the Local Government and Communities 
Committee in its 2009 report on the National Planning Framework 2?  

 While noting your point about a determining authority giving due weight 
to an objection by a neighbouring local authority, surely there is a risk 
of all local authorities applying this ‘weight’ test differently? Why not 
define the status of local authorities as the petitioner calls for to then 
ensure a consistency? Does that not seem appropriate given the ‘local 
community views’ which a local authority objection would carry? 

 
 
TUESDAY 7 SEPTEMBER 2010— 
 
Scottish Government— 

 is there scope for a clearer (written?) definition of ‘national interest’? Is 
there consistency on defining developments as such? 

 what is your response to the point made by the RTPI (PE1320/F) in 
response to our Q1 about two neighbouring local authorities taking 
different views on a development and there being no ‘higher body’? 

 Is there a ‘democratic deficit’ as the RTPI suggests in its response to 
the Committee?  

 What is your response to the point made by Nigel Don MSP regarding 
the process of call in by Scottish Ministers? Is there clarity in this area 
amongst local authorities and others? 

 
 
TUESDAY 20 APRIL 2010— 
 
Scottish Government— 

 will you amend Planning Circular 3/2009, Notification of Planning 
Applications to (a) provide the same status to a planning objection to a 
major development from a neighbouring local authority as to one from 
a government agency in order to trigger a notification to Scottish 
Ministers and (b) state that such objections by a neighbouring local 
authority to major developments which represent a departure from the 
development plan should be a significant factor in the decision to call-
in? 

 what is your response to the points made in the petition and what the 
petitioner considers to be ‘anomalies’ in this Circular?   

 what representations have been made by local authorities to you on 
this issue and what response was given? 
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 is the status, and are the rights, of local authorities being reduced in 
terms of objections to such planning applications?  

 
Royal Town Planning Institute (Scotland)— 
Planning Aid— 
Selection of local authorities (East Lothian, Midlothian, Highland, Perth 
& Kinross)— 

 what is your response to the points made in the petition (without getting 
in to the specifics of the particular application referred to)? 

 have you made representations to the Scottish Government on this 
issue? Are you content with how the system currently operates with 
respect to Planning Circular 3/2009? 

 do anomalies exist here? If so, what actions do you consider the 
Scottish Government should take? 

 


