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COMMENTS ON GOVERNMENT RESPONSE TO PPC -  10.10.10 
 
Introduction 
 
I am writing on behalf Communities Against Airfield Open Cast (CAAOC) in response to the 
Scottish Government’s reply to the questions on Petition 1320 submitted by the PPC on 24.11.10. I 
would also like to draw your attention to the CAAOC response of 01.10.10 to be considered in 
conjunction with this letter, particularly with reference to the section “Next Steps” on P3. 
 
General Summary 
 
The Scottish Government’s letter of 10th December is disappointingly brief and fails, yet again, to 
provide any convincing rebuttal of the substantive points raised in our petition and in our responses 
of 10.08.10 and 01.10.10. The reference by Mr Swanney to the rejection of Scottish Coal’s Airfield 
Farm Open Cast application by Midlothian Council as evidence of his case that due weight was 
given to the objections of the neighbouring authority is irrelevant to the thrust of the petition.  One 
example does not guarantee consistency which is perhaps why the PPC made it clear to the 
petitioner at the beginning of this process that it was not interested in any particular operational 
decisions of local authorities. This petition is purely designed to remove the clear potential for 
inconsistency and unfairness implicit in Circular 3/2009 as presently constructed. 
 
Key points 
 
This letter does not intend to repeat the arguments made at some length in previous responses. In 
summary in all its responses so far the Scottish Government has failed to: 
 

 Present a convincing case as to why a major application which is outwith the Local Plan and 
which has been objected to by a neighbouring authority should not be given the same status 
as objections by national agencies. The argument that “adding a further category of 
Ministerial notification by direction risks adding delay to the planning process” is merely an 
assertion unsupported by any evidence. Our assessment is that this would involve only a 
limited number of interventions with little impact on the smooth running of the planning 
system. The correspondent’s statement that “there appears little evidence that this is a 
practical problem” somewhat undermines his assertion that the change would risk delay in 
the planning process. Presumably the task of good governance is to anticipate and prevent 
the potential for unfairness in the planning process. 

 
 Address the RTPI’s conclusion that there is a vacuum in the planning process created by 

applications which are “greater than local and smaller than national” and which could be 
resolved by creating a new category of referral within the Planning Hierarchy. 

 
 Refer to the lack of clarity in Circular 3/2009 by which it is stated that any community 

which would be within 500 metres of a proposed open cast mine development would trigger 
notification but is not mentioned as a criterion for call-in. 

 
 Address our core criticism, supported by the RTPI and MSPs, that there is a democratic 

deficit at the heart of the planning system when residents of a local authority objecting to a 



proposed development, which may have major impacts on their quality of life, have no 
recourse to making a judgment on local representatives at the ballot box when the decision 
falls within the ambit of a neighbouring authority. 

 
Next Steps 
 
I would like to reiterate our request made in our previous submission. These are: 
 

 The Minister to be invited by the Committee to answer questions on the issues raised by the 
democratic deficit, definitions of national importance and the implications of cross border 
impacts for the equity of the planning process. 

 
 Referral of issues raised by Petition 1320 to the Local Government Committee of the 

Scottish Parliament. As the Committee responsible for the delivery of local government and 
planning in Scotland the issue of the “democratic deficit” and its implications for democracy 
in local government is directly relevant to its remit. It would be helpful if the Local 
Government Committee were to pursue this matter with the relevant department and 
Minister. 

 
Conclusion 
 
Petition 1320 has attracted support from local communities in Midlothian and East Lothian, 
members of the Scottish parliament, Perth and Kinross Council and the Royal Town Planning 
Institute, the foremost professional planning body in the country. CAAOC feels that the Scottish 
Government has not responded in any adequate way to the arguments and concerns expressed by 
this wide range of opinion. CAAOC feels that the Committee should continue to press the Scottish 
Government to consider the appropriate amendment requested. 
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