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This comment was submitted by the AHSS Forth & Borders Cases Panel via an online planning portal 
 
Council: Midlothian 
Application reference: 21/00187/LBC 
Address: 172 Main Street Pathhead EH37 5SG 
Date AHSS comment submitted: 14th April 2021 
 
The AHSS Forth & Borders Cases Panel has examined the proposals and objects to the following elements: 
 
1) The existing structure of the C-listed building and its fundamental plan form is essentially intact, although 
the rear wall has two significant slappings. The proposals completely remove the existing internal plan form 
and the rear wall, which does not respect the historic interest of the listed building. This should be 
substantially revised, with any development starting from a position of retention of the remaining rear wall and 
original interior walls. 
 
2) The existing rear extensions, while of no particular merit, are subservient to what is essentially a single-
storey dwelling. The large two-storey extension proposed is not subservient and significantly detracts from the 
character of the listed building. Any new extension and/or rear dormers should be significantly smaller in 
scope. 
 
3) The middle chimney should be retained on top of its existing wall, and not removed (elevations) or 
recreated in facsimile (3D illustration). All work to chimneys and other exterior stonework should use 
appropriate lime mortar and render. 
 
4) The loss of most of the rear garden for a large car park is not appropriate for the setting of either this listed 
building or the wider conservation area. Neighbouring properties do not use their rear gardens in this manner, 
and have similar depths of garden. If this is the only way in which a division of this dwelling can be achieved, 
then it represents an overdevelopment of this plot and should be avoided. 
 
This application does not respect the historic form and setting of the building, and does not follow council 
guidance or policies of the Local Development Plan. We therefore object. 
 


