
Affordable Housing Consultation July 2025 - Results 

Summary 

In total, 31 people responded to the consultation questions, 23 of whom completed the online 
feedback questionnaire, 7 submitted paper questionnaires and 1 person responded to the 
questionnaire by email. The results are summarised in the table below. 

Q1. Are you aware that there is a shortage of affordable 
housing for local people? 

Yes No Blank/ 
Other 

26 (83%) 4 (12%) 1 
Q2.   Do you agree or disagree that the proposed 
development in Kinloch Rannoch will help to address the 
affordable housing shortage in the area and is a positive 
development? 

Agree Disagree  
18 (58%) 8 (25%) 5 (16%) 

Q3. Are you supportive of the proposed new layout of the 
affordable housing site? 

Yes No  
14 (45%) 15 (48%) 1 

Q4.  Regarding the specific house design, do you have a 
preference for the type of external finish that may be 
used? 

Yes No  
24 

(77%)* 6 (19%) 1 

Preference of those answering ‘Yes’ 

White Render 12 
Dark Timber 5 
Painted Render 3 
Light Timber 2 

*One respondent wanted ‘stone facing’ external finish. 

Question 5 asked respondents if they had any other feedback or questions about the proposed 
development and 17 submitted further comments or queries. All the comments submitted in 
response to all five questions are contained further on in this report but I have included a brief 
analysis below that lists the top 11 issues identified in the survey responses according to the 
number of respondents who mentioned or referred to an issue or concern in their feedback. 

Issue No of 
responses 

where this is 
mentioned 

Flooding/Drainage 11* 
Need for affordable housing /reliability of housing needs survey/ lack of 
evidence to support outcomes/benefits 

9 

External appearance/finishings  7 
Density/height of housing on roadside 6 
Sewerage (capacity of) 5 
Funding/ financing/ financial sustainability 5 
Need for sheltered housing/housing for the elderly 5* 
Parking 4 
Alternative sites 3 
Lack of information about the private housing 3 
Noise/traffic 3* 

*Includes issues mentioned in an email that wasn’t responding to the feedback questionnaire. 

 



Detailed Breakdown of Consultation Responses 

 

Q1. Are you aware that there is a shortage of affordable housing for local people?  

Yes, I am aware – 26 (83%) of whom 5 provided comments: 

1. "Affordable" is such a non-specific term and needs to be clarified. Are there up to date 
figures for the numbers requiring housing in Rannoch as the question just refers to "local 
people"? Are there figures specific for young families, businesses with employment 
needs, school rolls numbers, people with care and mobility issues etc 

2. We have not seen any data on what the gap is in numerical terms for housing shortfall, 
and the definition of 'local people'-as the hotels seem to be doing a good [job]of 
providing housing for their own staff-and there is already a huge surplus of largely empty 
holiday/second homes in the village. This needs clarification before proceeding with 
ANY development, and in a full, written proposal with proper, meaningful consultations. 
This feedback form in itself is highly biased in its question flow and structure. Any 
investment by RCT into a scheme such as this (or intended outcome) might be better 
served by buying up existing housing stock/partnering with a housing association, rather 
than building new stock, and potentially compounding additional holiday/second home 
issues in the village (through the sale of the private part of the development). RCT should 
be reminded it is there to serve 'the community'-this project seems naive presently and 
at odds with that, in its current form. The private housing development alongside this 
'social' housing should be fully presented with equal fervour. 

3. Why use this nice field when there is land in disrepair just over the bridge? 

4. My son has worked in hotel for 6 years and has been on council list for about 5.5 -years 
so would like affordable housing for him and his partner and their children. 

5. Has the framework for identifying the occupants been drafted / proposed? The hotels 
should be addressing their own accommodation requirements on their sites / 
developments. 

 

No, I am not aware – 4 (12%) 3 of whom provided comments:  

1. Lots of empty houses and no locals without homes so it’s all smoke and mirrors. 

2. For what purpose is the affordable housing?  How will it benefit the existing community? 
Give absolute details (e.g. school roll will increase) instead of vague altruisms. But you 
can't do that can you? - because you don't know! I'm not sure the premise of the original 
survey still stands. 

3. The assessment for the housing need was done 7 years ago I believe, so it is not clear 
what requirements are today. 

In addition 1 respondent did not select either of the responses but stated, “I am aware that 
there was an assessment 7 years ago.” 

 



 

 

Q2.   Do you agree or disagree that the proposed development in Kinloch Rannoch will help 
to address the affordable housing shortage in the area and is a positive development? 

Agree – 18 (58%) of whom 4 provided comments: 

1. Also should consider housing for elderly. 

2. Looks a very sensible option to supply some much needed housing in the area . 

3. One would certainly hope so. 

4. It is key that the affordable housing is built of a quality of design that ensures it is not 
identifiable as low cost / affordable. I think it is a good idea for it to be the street frontage 
to help this. 

Disagree - 8 (25%) of whom 6 provided comments: 

1. No need , it will just bring in outsiders and be contrary to the plan. 

2. This question cannot be answered as there are no numbers available for the first part of 
the question and many more factors will need to be included before it is seen as a 
positive development. 

3. The proposed development is not based on any structured data, will place a burden on 
services (e.g. sewage). One cannot argue with some case for 'social housing'- however, 
the entire proposal needs to be seen for balance-i.e. the proposed development of 
additional private housing, and the likely impact of those on the area (amenities, 
facilities, economic)-and the likely profit to the landowners, as well as the impact on 
second home/holiday stock in the village. 

4. I don't see how it benefits existing community. It seems its aim is to benefit people 
currently not in our community. I'm not sure RCT has suitable personnel to manage such 
a development. There is a risk of great financial burden even if grants etc. are available. 
The allocation policy should be agreed before the houses are built, not after. How do we 
know all the risk and disruption will actually fulfil any benefit to the community? The 
main local employer seems to have done a good job of providing affordable housing for 
it's employees already, purchasing and purposing existing properties - so a big rationale 
of the apparent housing requirement has been negated. 

5. Not sure if enough people would want to stay and work in the area. Most jobs are in the 
hospitality sector where people don't tend to stay for any length of time. 

6. As above, (response to Q1 “I am aware that there was an assessment 7 years ago”) it’s 
unclear what that there is a shortage; and if there is a shortage, whether 5 houses would 
address that. Also, in the latest consultation meeting, there was talk of selling the 
housing rather than renting, so it would only be a temporary solution at best, should the 
need exist and continue to exist. 

 

 Five respondents left Question 2 blank, 3 of whom provided comments: 



1. New housing anywhere will address the affordable housing problem. It could be done 
more positively without building up this roadside. 

2. Not enough info yet. 
3. I am unsure. 

 

Q3. Are you supportive of the proposed new layout of the affordable housing site? 

Yes – 14 (45%) two of whom provided comments: 

1. Well needed in area. 

2. Is there an opportunity to include one or two retail units / spaces at the street end to 
help better connect the doctor surgery end with the square. 

No – 15 (48%) all of whom provided comments1: 

1. More single storey units which are suitable for those with mobility challenges with units 
for the elderly owing to age demo. 

2. Should be sheltered housing with a warden not “affordable “. 

3. The houses on sites 1-9 on the artist's impression are shown with the frontage facing the 
road yet on every plan they are shown with the frontage facing south. This means the 
facade facing the road will be of a plain wall bearing a kitchen door and small windows. 
Is this intended? Which is correct? The accessible houses are those furthest away from 
the shop, post office and bus stop. To access any of these facilities requires negotiating 
road crossings on corners with no dropped curbs. The parking behind these houses 
should include larger spaces for disabled driver vehicles. If this is provided there will be 
inadequate parking for other vehicles. Proper means of access needs to be given to 
these houses. Because it is unclear which is the front  and rear of the accessible 
houses, and according to the floor plan, is the other access door really from the main 
bedroom?  Previous planning permission for houses along The Avenue made it a 
requirement that the frontages and gardens aligned with existing building. Plots 3,4 and 
5 do not follow this. Water run - off at certain times of the year from the Meall Dubh 
hillside runs through Buchanan Place carrying silt and gravel. The existing drains at the 
entrance to Buchanan place cannot cope. This run - off will drain into the entrance 
between plots 7 and 8 and run through the site. Although it is difficult to see from the 
plans the drain carrying water from the suds ponds is angled. 

4. It needs to be shown in terms of overall context of the entire development. AND, to show 
what alternative sites have been considered in the village-there are other more suitable 
'brownfield' sites. why have those been specifically excluded? 

5. It will fail planning due to adding to flood risk. The extra 'private' development seems to 
be being ignored. Clearly the whole development matters to our community and ALL the 
detail of the site development should be revealed at the same time. It seems to be being 
added on the sly. 

 
1 The survey required those answering ‘No’ to Q3 to give reasons. 



6. It's  a shame that a good agricultural field is the site, there are other potential sites 
available in the village such as the field across from the graveyard and in front of 
Bunrannoch Place formerly the old Bunrannoch campsite. Was this ever looked into? 

7. The deer use this field for grazing. 

8. I wonder if it’s the right site - potential for flooding has been mentioned. And per 
previous questions, this question presumes agreement of the scale of the need. 

9. I have just purchased Corie-laurin this year, and where I agree and support the need for 
affordable housing. I have a few concerns with the plans. Firstly, I see that plot 1 & 2 are 
said to be 1¾ height (can someone please indicate what this actually means in terms of 
feet or meters). During the winter months when the sun is a lot lower in the sky, this 
would mean that my home would mostly be in the shadow, which will impact on the 
thermal properties that the house usually gains from sunshine. Also reducing inward 
light into my home. Frost on the road and foot path would also permanently be present. 
Secondly, the drainage isn't the best on the B846 at the moment and I assume that this 
will be addressed by the builder, but there has been no consideration taken for the run-
off from the hills behind the village during heavy rain and snow melt. Which when [it] 
happens is reduced by being allowed to run off into the field opposite my house, which 
according to SEPA the field is a flood plain. My understanding is that if a new house is 
built on a flood plain then all that is required is for the new home foundations are set 
higher, thus increasing the height of the home. Which leads back to my first concern. 
Also that the run-off of water will also increase and affect not only my home but the 
existing properties next to the proposed new build. Thirdly,  noise pollution would also 
rise due to the increased amount of families living and associated traffic on the road. 

10. While no actual heights have been provided       it is not difficult to see that the roadside 
buildings are far too high in relation others in this part of road & now even closer 
together, crowding 9 in where there were previously 6 proposed. The single storey 
accessible pair of houses has been moved to roadside. While in itself welcome, their 
present shape misses an opportunity to reduce their roadside impact significantly.  The 
roofs are still inordinately high, particularly for unoccupied roof space, which will cause 
shading of the road and homes opposite from much needed direct sunlight for much of 
the year. Much shallower roofs have been used on accessible homes e.g. on Muirlodge 
Place opposite the Park and particularly those at its newer (SE) end. Being flatter these 
accessible homes understandably occupy more ground,  leaving less space however 
between buildings.  Hip roofs, are a very popular innovation particularly on bungalows 
which would alleviate further the serious impact to light on the newly to be shaded road 
and housing opposite. 

11. The pleasant natural character of this route through the village is being threatened by 
high density housing.  With a whole field available or at least most of it, housing is being 
ever more densely concentrated along the roadside, which is quite at odds with other 
projects previously absorbed into the area.   This largely unconscious drive to urbanise 
roadsides should be resisted or at least contained to small pockets off the road. 

12. I appreciate the efforts to provide new housing in our area and recognise the importance 
of sustainable development. However, I have concerns about the proposed addition of 
nine new houses along the stretch from Buchanan Place to Duff Cottage. This part of the 



street is currently characterised by low-rise homes and a sense of openness that 
contributes to the welcoming feel of the neighbourhood. Introducing nine units into this 
limited space feels like overdevelopment—potentially compromising scale, spacing, 
and the established character of the area. This is particularly troubling given that ample 
open land remains available to the rear, which could be used more sensitively. The 
proposed placement would cast shade over a long, sunny section of the Avenue, 
reducing natural light and detracting from the open feel that defines the neighbourhood. 
Given the Avenue's role as a busy road, a sense of space and visibility is important not 
just for aesthetics, but also for safety and comfort. Plots 1 and 2 currently feature roof 
designs with steep pitches and heights that appear disproportionately large relative to 
neighbouring single-storey homes. I recommend revisiting these designs to lower and 
soften the roof profiles, better reflecting the intended character of these dwellings and 
promoting greater harmony with the surrounding streetscape. Preserving lower building 
elevations near the roadside, and positioning taller structures further back, would help 
maintain visual coherence and respect the scale of existing development. I encourage 
planners to consider a more measured approach—one that accommodates growth 
while protecting the charm and integrity of the community. 

13. Houses are too close to the road. Given their height and density this would be 
oppressive to the street scene at this part of the village. Plots 1, 2, 6, 7, 8 & 9 along the 
roadside don't even respect the building line of the 2 new houses at the end of the road 
by Dunalastair Hotel, where they are better tolerated close to the bulk of the hotel 
building. 

14. There should be only low rise housing along the roadside, single storey or 1 1/4 keeping 
higher houses off road to the rear. 

15. Layout - more thought needs to be given to access, services, road safety, water damage 
etc... 

16. Concerned re: sewage and drainage of site. 

In addition, one person did not answer Q3. as they were ‘unsure’. 

 

Q4.  Regarding the specific house design, do you have a preference for the type of external 
finish that may be used? 

Yes – 23 (74%) 

Of those who answered ‘Yes’, 12 preferred white render, 5 preferred dark timber,  3 preferred 
painted render2, and 2 preferred light timber.  Eight respondents also provided additional 
comments in response to Q.4.: 

1. Please can window frames be white to match the rest of the village windows.  Black is 
not traditional and we should keep the centre of the village looking as traditional as 
possible for the many tourists who like to see historic traditional villages.  It may seem 
trivial but too many places have been spoilt for visitors by inappropriate details. 

 
2 One person didn’t answer ‘Yes’ to Q.4. but did select painted render as their preferred external finish 
therefore the 4 respondents in total preferred painted render. 



2. Anything other than white render is totally out of keeping with village. 

3. I would be happy with any of the 4 options. 

4. I have answered as the question is asked, but I think this is a minor issue at this point. 

5. Thank you for giving the community the opportunity to comment on the colour and 
finish. Houses along the roadside should be of a solid construction that does not detract 
from the surroundings. 
The present fashion for Timbered finishes is unfortunate. Whilst perhaps 
understandable in more isolated locations or for rear extensions their shed like 
appearance does not fit well with the built environment of Kinloch Rannoch village. 
The village has been enhanced by various formerly greyish coloured modern buildings, 
typically from the 50s onwards, being repainted in white. 
The best quality white is still the natural 'Skye' marble, like on eg. the Fire Station and on 
the bungalows facing the Park. 
The more economic white painted harling is a sufficient substitute. 
One of the redeeming features of the two outsized houses at the east end of this road is 
their whiteness. 
Where not of natural stone roadside buildings should be white, something 
demonstrated time and again throughout the Highlands. It also reflects better on the 
traditional stone buildings surrounding them. 

6. White render complements the character of the existing homes throughout the village. 
This finish not only maintains visual continuity with neighbouring properties, but also 
enhances light reflection — helping buildings appear more spacious and inviting, 
contributing to an open, cohesive and welcoming streetscape. 

7. Light coloured and probably better painted, than timber which ages and is not 
customary here. 

8. There are many more elements of design that are relevant than just the external 
cladding. Slate not tiled roofs. External elements of stone. In keeping quality lighting / 
street lighting. Maintaining the charm of the rural vernacular. 

Of the 6 respondents who answered ‘No’ to Q.4. two provided comments: 

1. It seems asinine to ask for feedback on the outside cladding of any houses at this stage, 
and seems an irrelevance when such basic questions and a full report including need, 
cost, profit, location, impact has not been addressed yet - including the private 
development that will inevitably sit alongside this 'social' housing development. 
Landowners, have to make a profit-what is the trade off here for the village for the gain of 
such a small number of 'social' houses? 

2. What an utterly pointless question at this time! 

In addition, one respondent said they preferred a stone-facing external finish. 

 

 



Q5.  Do you have any other comments or questions about the site plans, design of the 
houses or any  of the other information that we presented? 

Seventeen people submitted further comments and queries: 

1. Is there a rationale for the inclusion of only two single storey properties? (Space / costs / 
demographics). We have both an ageing population coupled with a need to encourage 
young families. Single storey homes are more flexible older residents to stay in the 
village longer but do take up more ground space. What is anticipated time period for the 
return on investment of the building loan facility? Based on full occupancy and a worst 
case scenario and in the latter case, what are the potential financial penalties that the 
community will have to carry? Where does the financial liability lie for the project? RCT? 
And how are any risks mitigated? Is there a risk register available for the community to 
see? 

2. No it looks good. 

3. This is completely unnecessary, more erosion of what Rannoch is , Rannoch needs a 
sheltered housing scheme with a warden so many older people are forced to move to 
sheltered housing in Pitlochry Perth and Aberfeldy away from their homes and friends , 
this is what’s needed not more so called affordable homes , so many estate and private 
homes lie empty proving this is not needed , likewise there is no employment in the 
village and all emphasis seems to be on the hospitality and tourism sector, it’s been 
proved only 3% employed in this sector set down roots in their place of work , any new 
houses will be like revolving doors . Why this desire to change the village ? What’s the 
end plan ? To become a town ? There are no young people here because real decent jobs 
do not exist , this will never change until real imagination is used ( which won’t be ofc ) 
meanwhile our old are packed off to end their days alone. 

4. This development as proposed has not met the basic requirements of a proper, detailed 
review of alternatives possible, based on data, alongside the 'private' development (not 
just pushing the 'social' aspect and housing), and showing intended /probably 
outcomes and impacts on the village. the project should be halted with immediate 
effect until these have been answered in full. 

5. The development will add to flood risk of other properties down the river. The 'private' 
development has been given zero coverage or explanation. 

6. I do not feel that the sewage issue has been properly addressed. You say there is 
capacity when  there isn't and PKC solution is probably just to empty more often. 
Resulting in a vile smell permeating through the properties in close proximity. And we get 
sewage smell through the sink drains and a constant gurgling noise. I think your plans 
should incorporate the parking spaces for each property in their gardens. You should 
also think about including a wood burning stove in case of power cuts. 

7. I am very supportive of this project and the development so far. There is a huge lack of 
affordable housing within the village and I fully believe this project will address this. This 
I hope will attract more families to come to the village and also be a massive help in 
providing accommodation for key workers coming to the area of which at present there 
is a distinct lack of. 



8. This is such an opportunity to improve the village and the public realm why put it where 
it is proposed. 

9. I wonder if this is the right site; if additional housing is required, have the RCT 
considered the purchase and use of existing housing as an alternative. I don’t know the 
details of the current composition of the RCT board, but I do wonder if there’s sufficient 
experience for a housing project of this scale. The work required, decision making etc. 
should not be underestimated. There will inevitably be future turnover in the board too, 
and those taking up posts would have to have the knowledge and time for the continued 
management of the housing; I’d imagine it will be a challenge to find willing and able 
volunteers. My other major concern is the funding - I felt that the answers in the last 
consultation session were pretty glib around the RCT just being able to take loans to 
cover any shortfall in funding from other sources. I know that if I were a member of the 
board, I would not be willing to be a signatory for borrowing at scale. I have already 
noted my concerns regarding whether there is demand for this housing in the previous 
questions, but will reiterate here - I am not sure who will live in this housing. Hospitality 
employees can be pretty transient, and the local hotels have been making provision for 
that sector. I am aware of the work that’s been done on the care plan for the area, but 
that’s just one sector, what other workers want/need it. I wonder what would happen to 
the housing if it were built and there wasn’t sufficient demand for it at any point - would 
the properties lie vacant and simply be an expense to maintain. I am basically saying 
that, overall, the business model is not clear and those presenting at the last session did 
not provide sufficient assurance. Finally, there was little information available on the 
non-affordable housing - if they are interdependent, then the development as a whole 
should be presented to the community. Raising the ground level by building or paving 
the ground south of the B846 creates a new flood risk from blocking of a natural flood 
relief point at the present gate into the field.  The extent of surface water can be clearly 
seen on present flood planning maps from SEPA where it enters the field.  Unable to 
attach a picture on this form so please excuse the link to this which may work for you. 
Otherwise it should be relatively easy to access directly The lowest point where the 
water can escape is around 9 metres west of the centre line of Buchanan Place.  Any 
raising of this point or ground to the south of it will directly translate to deeper 
floodwater extending further along the road and into adjacent properties. 

10. The risk of flooding will be significantly exacerbated by any increase in ground levels 
south of the road opposite Buchanan Place, whether through paving or terrain elevation. 
This area plays a crucial role in managing surface water. If water can no longer flow 
south as it currently does, it will be diverted west along the road—a route that has 
already seen flooding in the past and, at times, reached Duff Cottage. This underscores 
the tangible impact such changes may have on nearby residents. 

11. Trees are nice but the original tree shown by the roadside already reaches over the 
opposite pavement and is far too big here.  There would be little merit in keeping it 
among such houses, other than it seems to keep the building on Plots 3, 4 & 5 
fortuitously further from the road,  like all of them should be.  

12. There is presently no front of house parking along this main road other than very 
occasionally along the roadside. The proposed layout brings the road width between 
pavements down to 5 metres in places. Due to increased traffic, noise and disturbance 

https://scottishepa.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=3098bbef089c4dd79e5344a0e1e7c91c&showLayers=FloodMapsBasic_2743;FloodMapsBasic_2743_1;FloodMapsBasic_2743_2;FloodMapsBasic_2743_3;FloodMapsBasic_2743_4;FloodMapsBasic_2743_5;FloodMapsBasic_2743_6;FloodMapsBasic_2743_7;FloodMapsBasic_2743_9;FloodMapsBasic_2743_10;FloodMapsBasic_2743_11&marker=266012;758704;27700;;;Search%20location&scale=15000


with the proposed increase in population there should be sufficient parking provided for 
ALL the additional housing units off the road to their rear facing the field.   

13. Importance of live / work spaces with the property. 

14. Housing survey dates from 2018,  needs a more up to date survey including needs, 
business growth, school roll  over the next 5 years etc... I have concerns on the potential 
flooding and drainage. I am also unsure of the business plan, both for the development 
and the ongoing management. 

15. Working family priced out of the market - school at risk. Flooding risk needs to be fully 
checked. 3 bedrooms - 2 bathrooms advisable. 4 bed option - for larger families? 
Consideration of sheltered option/dementia friendly. The suggested criteria is really 
good! Not sure the  3 bed-2 bed-3 bed is a good idea? Neighbours sandwiched together 
can be challenging in a small community? Thank you - great to see this moving on! 

16. If the renter gets the house to work in the area, will they be able to stay if they quit/ get 
sacked/redundant or would they have to leave? If a council tenant in Rannoch gets a 
community house would a local person get preference for the  vacant council house or 
would the Council allocate it possibly to someone from out the area? Can the rent be 
better explained - it seems to depend on build cash and loans? 

 

17.  
a) The houses should be designed, as far as possible to cater for the elderly or 

disabled. 
b) Ideally the houses should have as many solar panels as possible - for ‘green’ 

reasons and also to reduce electricity costs for people who are not well off. 
c) The houses should be very well insulated and have double or triple glazing. 

The less heat that they lose, the ‘greener’ they will be and the lower will be 
the bills for the occupants. 

d) The houses should be heated either by air source heat pumps or perhaps 
better by a large ground source heat pump that will serve as a municipal heat 
system for all the houses. (Perhaps even a water source heat pump from the 
river could be considered). 

e) Ideally each house should have a charge point for an electric car - This may 
not be necessary just now, but in the not too distant future all cars will be 
electric. 

f) The houses should be provided with fast optic fibre broadband- some of the 
people may be earning their living by working from home and will need a 
good download and upload speed to facilitate this. 

g) At the meeting concerns were expressed about the site being a flood plain. 
Flooding has occurred not far away, but the source has not been the river or 
the loch. The source of flooding has been run off from the hillside, which has 
flooded the field on the other side of the road and also the field in front of the 
office for the Lodges. 

The real source of flooding 
It is just about inconceivable that the river would rise enough to flood the housing site as it is a 
deep and straight channel which soon takes water downstream. The concern expressed about 



the overflow channel from the two rainwater catchment reservoirs is unwarranted. It is from the 
hillside that the danger might come in the form of flash floods. You are planning for a once in 
100 year event, but with climate change more intense rainfall events could well be more 
frequent. You need to think about what the weather might be like in 20 years time and beyond. A 
bund and ditch along the west side of the housing development could deflect hillside water that 
might flood the area of the Lodges’ Office and direct that water into the river. 

Second Homes 
Overall the plans seem good given that we need affordable housing. It is a pity that the area has 
so many underused houses in the form of holiday houses where there could be permanent 
residents. If the empty holiday houses were available there would be no need to build anymore 
houses. It is frustrating to see perfectly good houses lying empty when people need housing. 
That said, you seem to have regulated the use of these new houses sufficiently tightly that they 
can only be permanent residential properties and never second homes whether they are rented 
or bought - this is very important. 

Sewage 
As I understand it there are two septic tanks for the whole village and this development is bound 
to increase the strain on their capacities. Separating the rainwater from roofs, as you intend to 
do, is a very good idea, but en route to the reservoirs each house could be equipped with water 
butts that retain some of the water from watering the gardens. The matter of dealing with the 
sewage itself is the concern of Scottish a water and SEPA, but there has to be some doubt that 
they will address this to the extent that there will be no problems. 

Parking 
As was mentioned at the meeting there needs to be adequate parking and it may be a good idea 
to have double yellow lines in the road as well as a 20 mph speed limit, perhaps with sleeping 
policemen (currently it 30 mph which is unusual in Perthshire villages- see Tummel Bridge for 
example.). There are likely to be more children in that area and they would be at risk from fast 
moving traffic. 

Children’s play area and safety. 
Although the Weller Poley park is not too far away it may be a good idea to have a children’s play 
area at the houses, especially as it may be hoped that some of the occupants will be young 
families. It could be a good idea to make a tarmacked path from the houses to connect with the 
riverside path. It that existed mothers with prams and young children on bikes could avoid the 
road when going in to the centre of the village, to the Country Store or the Studio Cafe. 

Aerial View 
For the next communication it could be a good idea to take a drone view of the site from a fair 
height and then superimpose the housing plan on to the photograph as that will give the best 
possible idea of the layout in relation to the existing properties. 

Biodiversity 
In designing the houses and landscaping around about them there is an opportunity to increase 
biodiversity without great expense. As well as the reservoir ponds some small ponds with the 
correct vegetation could encourage amphibians and dragonflies / damselflies. Native trees such 
as Hazel, Bird Cherry, Wych Elm, Hawthorn, Oak, Rowan and Holly could be planted to provide 
food in the form of berry and sites for birds to nest. Hedges make very good nesting places for 
house sparrows, blackbird, thrushes and dunnocks. The hedges could be Holly or Beech. The 



trees when larger could be equipped nest boxes for tits and sparrows.If the houses are designed 
with overhanging eaves house martins will nest on them. Each house should also have little 
ledges under the overhanging eaves on which swallows can nest and each house should have at 
least one swift box and or swift bricks. There are swifts in the village and they can colonise these 
boxes or bricks. As you know swifts are in decline because modern houses do not have cavities 
in which they can nest. 

 

 

 

 

 

 


