
The stushi about social housing in Balmaha, nimbyism and camping

Description

The protest about plans for new social housing being proposed at Balmaha has received a fair amount
of media coverage (see also http://www.glasgowlive.co.uk/news/glasgow-news/housing-plan-destroy-
ruin-west-12509029).  While there has been some excellent follow-up in the Herald’s letter pages,
there are a number of twists to the story which illustrate the hyprocrisy going on in the Loch Lomond
and Trossachs National Park at present.
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The alleged threat to the West Highland Way is, if taken to refer to the main route,  completenonsense:
the main route taken by the Way traverses up and behind Conic Hill and if you stick to it youwon’t see
much of Balmaha.  This is not an accident.  At the time the Way was created the then Dukeof Montrose
did not want to see walkers spoiling the view from his house and only agreed to the WestHighland Way
crossing his land if it was kept well out of sight of the settlements below. Nimbyism hasbeen around for
a long time.    A large amount of money was spent upgrading the Conic Hill section ofthe Way a couple
of years ago but it still runs behind the hill.  There is not even a sign to tell WestHighland Way walkers
about one of the best views in Scotland and as a result many pass by withoutrealising what they are
missing.   I am not sure though that for people who do go to the top of Conic Hillthis development will
spoil the view any more than the large modern houses on the south side of theroad to the village. 
(There is though a variant of the Way, which most people would regard as vastlyinferior to the path
over Conic Hill,  that follows the road from Milton of Buchanan to Balmaha whichpasses the site – so it
is true to say the Way will be affected)

While media reports and letters indicate the plan is for 22 houses, the Local Development Plan which
was finally approved just a few weeks ago shows just 15 houses on the site (see below).
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What’s more the local Development Plan is very vague about other developments in the village
claiming no boundary has been marked in order to maintain its “dispersed development pattern”.  The
Community Council has reason to be very sceptical about this ever since last June the Planning
Committee approved an application in the centre of the village for a new tourist development by Sandy
Fraser, owner of the Oak Tree Inn and Wayne Gardner, for 20 holiday lodges.   The last development
plan stated that  “support will only be given to small-scale improvements to existing tourism and visitor 
facilities in Balmaha” although prior to this the Planning Committee had agreed to 13 holiday chalets (
more on this in a future post).  So much for dispersed development and so much for consistent
applications of plans on the part of the Loch Lomond National Park Authority.

 

The biggest hyprocrisy about this proposed development is the LLTNPA’s approach to Ancient
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Woodland Inventory Sites.   If you look at the map below of “Designated Nature Conservation areas”,
the site where the housing will be located is clearly  part of the ancient woodland inventory.   The
interesting thing about these sites is they include any remnants of ancient woodland and may, as
Arthur Honan stated in his letter above, have been used as farmland.    The LLTNPA in its
development plan was clearly quite happy that such a site should be completely destroyed.

The map above is an extract from a suite of maps sent to the Minister of the Environment as part of the
case the Park made for the camping byelaws.  By including Ancient Woodland Inventory sites in its list
of designated Nature Conservation Areas the LLTNPA made it appear as if camping was taking place
in areas particularly important for nature conservation.    In fact AWI are not designated or protected
like other sites.   The pink boundary shows the proposed extension of the east Loch Lomond
Management zone which the Minister subsequently approved  – remove the AWI sites from it and it
suddenly starts looking a lot less sensitive.

 

In fact, in the Trossachs West Management zone map (see below) the predominant  designation is the
AWI sites – and as confirmation of the high regard the LLTNPA holds for these sites its been busy
destroying part of that woodland by Loch Chon to create camping places on a hillside where no-one
camps https://parkswatchscotland.co.uk/2016/12/02/parkspeak-camping-destruction-started-loch-chon/
.    Balmaha and Loch Chon show the LLTNPA is quite happy to see AWI sites developed, so isn’t it
about time they told Ministers who justified the camping byelaws in large part because of the need to
protect sensitive sites?   Wild camping of course has far less lasting impact than either of these
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developments will .   More double-thinking on what goes on in our National Parks.
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Postscript – correction

In the first version of this post I claimed the West Highland Way went nowhere near this site.   My
apologies, this was wrong, and I have corrected the error.   The main route is nowhere near the site but
a variant, which is marked on maps as the West Highland Way, passed by it.
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