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10 December 2025 

Dear sir/ madam 
 
I am writing to contest the review of the above application for the following reasons, 
 
Page 4, Paragraph 2 mentions future care for an elderly relative, in the past 18 months 2 
properties have been sold on the open market within 200 meters of the applicants relative, one 
of which is directly adjacent to the one he lives in, if the desire or need for care is expected then 
why not buy one of these. 
 
Page 5, Paragraph 3 quotes NPF4 policy 9 mentioning affordable and emergency housing, if the 
applicant does truly want to build to meet future care then surely these reasons cannot be 
taken into consideration unless there is of course an ulterior motive to gain planning permission 
then sell on to a developer to build affordable and emergency housing, thus making a few 
pounds out of one of Tarberts last green areas that is home to protected species. 
 
NPF4 Policy 16 talks of new homes for rural areas contributing to viability,sustainability and 
diversity of rural communities. No objectives of the above are going to be met with planning 
being agreed. Tarbert, although rural is far from cut off. In my opinion it is thriving and benefits 
from a regular and reliable bus service as does the whole of kintyre 
 
Page 5, Paragraph 5, I completely disagree that this building would avoid visual dominance and 
that there would be no harm to landscape character or wider views. 
Page 25 shows a side elevation with roof ridging roughly level with the bottom of the windows of 
the top flat, if this were the case then the view of the high church would be completely obscured 
( see image 1 attached)  likewise when visitors to the area and members of the community who 
walk up to the monument to pay respects to Tarberts fallen, rather than take in the full aura and 
character of the monument as they have done for over 100 years they are going to be met with 
the sight of a gable end of a building (see image 2 attached) 
I would also draw attention to Mr Mcraes letter of objection following a site meeting that 
pointed out the dangers of removing any rock from the site undermining the integrity of 
surrounding properties and the war memorial, if this application did go ahead and any 
structural damage was caused to my property during any stage of the development then I will 
be seeking full compensation for damages and any stress related to the issue, 
 
I would like to add a more realistic photo that shows how uneven the site area is 
 See image 3 attached 
 
I also think it unfair that the new owner of MrMcraes house directly in front of the proposed site 
has not been notified of this review and is unable to offer any input either for or against this 
request 
 
The access arrangements pose significant safety concerns, the proposed entry point is located 
on the bottom side of a blind summit with poor visibility to see oncoming traffic creating 
unacceptable risk 
 
LDP2 policy 73 generally states that full consideration must be given to species protected 
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under relevant legislation . 
 
I would finally like to reiterate that the site and surrounding area are known to support 
protected species, sloworms,newts and toads to name a few,and the application does not 
provide sufficient ecological assessment or mitigation to prevent disturbance or habitat loss. 
 
It is therefore my opinion that this planning has rightfully been refused twice and that nothing 
significant has changed to make the two previous decisions reversible 
 
 
Yours sincerely John Wilkieson.      Atholl Villa 
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