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FIFE COUNCIL 
 

WRITTEN SUBMISSION 
 
 
Fife Council submitted comments on the Main Issues Report for the 
Third National Planning Framework (NPF3) in August 2013 following 
consideration by the Council’s Executive Committee at its meeting on 
20th August, 2013.  In making our response to the Main Issues report we 
highlighted matters of interest and concern to Fife. 
 
We are disappointed that Fife Council – Scotland’s largest local authority after 
Glasgow and Edinburgh – has not been given the opportunity to give oral 
evidence at any of the committees scrutinising the NPF3 Proposed 
Framework.  Therefore, my purpose in writing to you is to outline some of our 
key concerns and ask that your Committee may consider the content of this 
letter as part of your discussions while fully appreciating the limited timescale 
for the Parliament to consider the Proposed Framework. 
 
Our concerns are based on Fife’s position of spanning the city regions of both 
Edinburgh and Dundee.  Given this context, it is our belief that NPF3 therefore 
falls short of what is needed to shape Government infrastructure spending 
plans and does not offer commitment that fully recognises Fife’s place in 
NPF3.  
 
Fife places the manufacturing/engineering, renewables, and tourism sectors 
at the heart of its economic strategy.  Our support of these sectors aligns with 
three of NPF3’s four principal themes: a successful, sustainable place; a low 
carbon place; and a natural, resilient place.  They also rely on the fourth 
theme: a connected place. 
 
In all cases, infrastructure and capital planning by Government and national 
agencies is necessary to complement the expected investment from local 
government and private commercial sources.  In our opinion NPF3’s Action 
Programme will require to set out clearly how the national proposals will be 
prioritised and, critically, who is responsible for implementation and the source 
of the resources to do so.   
 
Clarity on roles and responsibilities are crucial to Fife’s interests in areas such 
as connectivity through rail infrastructure for business and commercial leisure 
and to improve access to jobs, and to our investment aspirations in Rosyth, 
and neighbouring locations along Fife’s Forth coast.   
 
Edinburgh, with its strategic growth areas, is identified as the main driver of 
the city region economy.   Fife has an important role to play in this with 
strategic development areas identified in Dunfermline and the Ore/Upper 
Leven Valleys, as identified through SESplan.   
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While Fife Council recognises the need for new homes within the city region, 
and we note the Government’s wish to see “greater and more concerted effort 
to deliver a generous supply of housing land in this area”, we are concerned 
at the absence of any commitment to support the necessary infrastructure 
needed to support that growth.   
 
Fife will contribute to the growth of both Edinburgh and Dundee city regions, 
but currently NPF3 offers little support for Fife in accommodating that growth.  
Fife wants to play its full part in future housing and development being spread 
across the SESplan area – however if we are to deliver this, and encourage 
wider housing and economic development across Fife a clear strategy on 
connectivity through road and rail infrastructure will be required and planned.  
 
There is an implicit expectation that commercial development will bear the 
responsibility of paying for supporting infrastructure and services. We also 
believe that it is important to be clear about how, where, and when 
infrastructure will be developed to support that growth. 
 
Taking housing growth as an example, we are in the process of identifying 
locations for the land to meet both SESplan’s and TAYplan’s housing land 
requirement.  The scale of growth envisaged has triggered understandable 
fears in the affected communities that housing being imposed in their areas 
without the confidence that the proposed development will be accompanied 
by the necessary benefits to compensate those communities in terms of 
improved transport and road networks, and better community facilities. 
 
From an economic perspective, Fife, against the trend, has seen its share of 
Tourism business increase.  We have been recognised at the No 1 outdoor 
destination for the last seven years.  Key to the future development of 
Tourism in Fife is ensuring that we better leverage Fife’s unique assets in 
terms of history, golf, culture and coast line.  Infrastructure development is 
therefore key to the future development of our Tourism strategy. Consider, 
too, the application currently being made for World Heritage Status (WHS) for 
the Forth Rail Bridge; a recent consultant’s report indicates that in areas 
where WHS has been granted that they have seen an increase in visitor 
numbers somewhere between 50,000 to potentially 100,000 people visiting 
the area.  Given the location of the Bridge, infrastructure investment will be 
pivotal to unlocking the full economic benefits that such an award could bring. 
  
I close by reaffirming Fife Council’s commitment to playing its part in 
Scotland’s national planning and economic growth but requesting that your 
committee fully considers the concerns expressed in this letter, and also our 
responses to the Main Issues Report. 
 
Fife Council 
05 March 2013 


