
Licensing Sub-Committee – 11/09/2025 

MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF 
LICENSING SUB-COMMITTEE 

THURSDAY 11 SEPTEMBER 2025 
COUNCIL CHAMBER, TOWN HOUSE, HADDINGTON 

& HYBRID MEETING FACILITY 

Committee Members Present: 
Councillor J McMillan (Depute Convener) 
Councillor J Findlay 
Councillor C McFarlane 
Councillor T Trotter 

Other Councillors Present: 
None 

Council Officials Present: 
Mr I Forrest, Solicitor 
Ms S Fitzpatrick, Team Leader – Licensing and Landlord Registration 
Ms T Murray, Principal Solicitor – Commercial (R) 
Ms G Herkes, Licensing Officer 
Ms A O’Reilly, Licensing Officer (R) 
Ms N Harrison, Licensing Standards Officer 
Ms A Smith, Planner (R) 
Ms E Barclay, Democratic Services Assistant 
(R) = remote participant

Others Present: 
PC I Anderson, Police Scotland (R) 

Clerk: 
Ms B Crichton, Committees Officer 

Apologies: 
Councillor C Cassini 
Councillor C McGinn 

Declarations of Interest: 
None 

The clerk advised that the meeting was being held as a hybrid meeting, as provided 
for in legislation; that the meeting would be recorded and live streamed; and that it 
would be made available via the Council’s website as a webcast, in order to allow 
public access to the democratic process in East Lothian. She noted that the Council 
was the data controller under the Data Protection Act 2018; that data collected as part 
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of the recording would be retained in accordance with the Council’s policy on record 
retention; and that the webcast of the meeting would be publicly available for five years 
from the date of the meeting. 
 
The clerk recorded the attendance of Committee members by roll call, and checked 
for declarations of interest. The clerk also noted that Councillor Findlay would not vote 
on Items 3 & 4 due to having been unable to attend the June Licensing Sub-Committee 
meeting where these applications had first been heard.  
 
 
1. MINUTES FOR APPROVAL 
 Licensing Sub-Committee, 12 June 2025 
  
The minutes were approved as an accurate record of the meeting. 
 
 
2. TAXI FARE REVIEW 
 
A report had been submitted by the Executive Director – Council Resources to allow 
the Licensing Sub-Committee to consider the review of the scale of the fares or other 
charges currently in operation in respect of the East Lothian taxi fleet. 
 
Ian Forrest, Solicitor and Legal Adviser, presented the report, highlighting the salient 
points. He noted the one consultation response from the trade, and the updated 
proposals from the VPMU, which took this response into account. He also explained 
the process following approval of the report in terms of advertisement and inviting 
further comments. 
 
Committee members asked questions relating to fares when journeys went outwith 
East Lothian. 
 
Councillor McMillan voiced disappointment at the lack of taxi operators’ association 
to represent the trade in East Lothian, but was pleased that one operator had provided 
feedback. He also noted Councillor McGinn’s efforts to encourage a taxi operators’ 
association, and said there was another opportunity for taxi operators to get involved.  
 
Councillor McMillan then moved to a roll call vote, and Committee members 
unanimously supported the report’s recommendations.  

Decision 

The Sub-Committee: 

i. completed the review of taxi fares by considering the representation received 
from the trade following the advertisement of the proposed fares (approved by 
the Licensing Sub-Committee on 8 May 2025) (as laid out in Appendix 2 of the 
report) and approved the alternate rates put forward by VPMU following 
consideration of said representation (as laid out in Appendix 3 of the report); 

ii. agreed the tariff would come into effect eight weeks after the date of 
advertising; and 

iii. authorised officers to advertise and explain the effect of the proposals and invite 
representations from the public.  
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3. CONTINUED APPLICATION FOR RENEWAL OF AN ANIMAL BOARDING 
LICENCE – DOGS BY LEIGH, THORNTONLOCH HOLDINGS, 
BLACKBERRY FARM, DUNBAR 

 
An application had been received from Leigh Bisset for the renewal of a licence to 
operate an animal boarding establishment. The application had been continued at the 
previous meeting to allow an Environmental Health Officer (EHO) the opportunity to 
perform a site visit. 
 
Mr Forrest introduced the continued application, and highlighted the response from 
Lynn Slight, Senior EHO, indicating that she was content with the work carried out on 
site. 
 
Members thanked Ms Bisset for her cooperation in carrying out all of the required work, 
and thanked EHOs for their assistance in the matter. 
 
Councillor McMillan moved to a roll call vote, and Committee members unanimously 
voted to grant the application.  
 
Decision 
 
The Licensing Sub-Committee agreed to grant the licence.  
 
 
4. CONTINUED APPLICATION FOR THE GRANT OF LICENCES TO 

OPERATE HOUSES IN MULTIPLE OCCUPATION 
 7 & 9 Hope Park, Haddington 
 
Applications had been received from John Friel for licences to operate 7 & 9 Hope 
Park, Haddington, as houses in multiple occupation (HMOs), and had been brought 
before the Licensing Sub-Committee on the basis of objections from statutory 
consultees. The application had been continued at the previous meeting, until such 
time as the outstanding planning applications could be determined, and to allow a 
follow-up site visit to be conducted by a representative of the Scottish Fire and Rescue 
Service (SFRS). 
 
Mr Forrest confirmed the reasons the application had been continued from the June 
Licensing Sub-Committee meeting. He also highlighted responses from Amelia Smith, 
Planner, and Torquil Cramer of SFRS. 
 
Ms Smith gave an account of the movement of the planning application since the 
previous meeting. She advised that the retrospective planning application had been 
withdrawn; it had not been competent due to it not accurately describing what was 
being applied for. She explained that Mr Friel had been required to either evidence that 
the property was not being operated as an HMO, or include for this change of use 
within the application; Mr Friel had not complied with either action within a 28-day 
period. Ms Smith confirmed that the two HMO properties and the extension remained 
unauthorised. She also advised that an enforcement order had previously been served 
for the cessation of the unauthorised change of use and for the demolition of the 
unauthorised extension, which Mr Friel had also failed to comply with. 
 
Committee members asked whether Mr Friel was aware of the standard conditions 
attached to HMO licences, and it was established that that Mr Friel was aware of these 
as a previous HMO licence holder.   
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Mr Friel said he believed that he had carried out all requirements and had cooperated 
with everyone concerned with his application.  
 
Responding to a question from Committee members, there was discussion around the 
maximum number of occupants in each property. Shona Grant, Team Manager – 
Public Health & Environmental Protection, discussed the use of the living room as a 
bedroom, and confirmed that six people could live at 7 Hope Park and five people 
could live at 9 Hope Park, regardless of the relationship between the occupants.  
 
Mr Friel pointed out that a conservatory structure had been erected to the rear of the 
property for use as a living space for residents. Councillor McMillan pointed out that 
Mr Friel had been asked to remove this structure. Ms Smith also highlighted numerous 
instances of correspondence with Mr Friel, spanning several years, on the unsuitability 
of the structure. Ms Smith also thought that no building warrant was in place.  
 
Committee members expressed disappointment that there had been matters 
outstanding in relation to the conservatory for several years, and that these remained 
outstanding. Members commented on there being an ignorance around moving 
forward to regularise the conservatory, and questioned why this structure had not been 
demolished when Mr Friel had been told to do so. It was also pointed out that Mr Freil 
would have been aware of these regulations in his professional capacity as a builder. 
 
Members highlighted that the Committee had given Mr Friel an ultimatum at the 
previous meeting. They acknowledged the work undertaken to comply with fire 
regulations, but found that Mr Freil had shown disregard for the Planning Authority. 
They expressed that this called into question whether Mr Friel was a fit and proper 
person to hold HMO licences.  
 
Councillor McMillan moved to a roll call vote, and Committee members unanimously 
refused to grant the HMO licences.  
 
Decision 
The Licensing Sub-Committee refused to grant the HMO licences.  
 
Note: Summary of information 
The Licensing Sub-Committee agreed to exclude the public from Items 5 and 6 in terms 
of paragraph 6 (information relating to the business affairs of any particular person) of 
Schedule 7A to the Local Government (Scotland) Act 1973. 
 
 
5. APPLICATION FOR GRANT OF A TAXI DRIVER LICENCE 
 
Members refused to grant the licence. 
 
 
6. REVIEW OF TAXI OPERATOR LICENCE 
 
Members agreed to lift the interim suspension and reinstate the licence.  
 
 
 
The webcast for this meeting will be available at the link below for five years from the 
date of the meeting:  
https://eastlothian.public-i.tv/core/portal/webcast_interactive/1015969  
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COMMITTEE: Licensing Sub-Committee 

MEETING DATE: 13 November 2025  

BY:  Depute Chief Executive – Resources and Economy 

REPORT TITLE: Short-Term Let Licensing Policy Review 2025 

REPORT STATUS: Public 

1 PURPOSE OF REPORT 

1.1 For the Licensing Sub-Committee to review analysis of the public 
consultation responses and determine if further consultation is to be 
undertaken. 

2 RECOMMENDATIONS 

Members are recommended to: 

2.1 Note the outcome of the public consultation held between 1 August 2025 
and 12 September 2025. 

2.2 Instruct officers to undertake further consultation on the viability of 
introducing Temporary Exemption and Temporary License options.  

3 BACKGROUND 

3.1 East Lothian Council published its Short-Term Let Licensing Policy in 
June 2022. This policy has been amended twice since, following 
amendments to the Licensing Order. Local authorities are required to 
regularly review their policy on temporary exemptions. 

3.2 A public consultation was published on 1 August 2025, for a period of six 
weeks. The consultation particularly asked if temporary exemptions and 
temporary licenses should be offered, in what circumstances they should 
be offered, and if any particular conditions should be applied to these 
offerings. 
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3.3 More generally, the consultation asked for opinion on whether other 
additional conditions were required, whether existing additional 
conditions should be removed or amended, and any other comments. 

3.4 Seventy-seven responses were received to the consultation.  Definitive 
responses were as follows:  

Should ELC offer Temporary 
Exemptions 

Yes 35 (45.45%) 

No  37 (48.05%) 

Don’t know 5 (6.49%) 

Should ELC offer Temporary 
Licenses 

Yes 38 (49.35%) 

No  34 (44.16%) 

Don’t know 5 (6.49%) 

Should further additional conditions 
be considered 

Yes  24 (31.17%) 

No 42 (54.55%) 

Don’t know 11 (14.29%) 

Should any of the existing additional 
conditions be removed or amended 

Yes  20 (25.97%) 

No 32 (41.56%) 

Don’t know 25 32.47%) 

 

3.5 Comments (free text) to questions were also well received and these 
have been compiled and attached as appendices. A number of 
responses referred to legislation, which cannot be amended by a local 
authority, and planning matters, which cannot be amended by a licensing 
authority or cannot be considered when making a licensing decision.  
These have been highlighted throughout the appendices. 

3.6 Within Appendix 6, there are many directly opposing views: 

• From ‘there should not be a short-term lets licensing scheme’ to 
‘short-term lets should be banned’; 

• From ‘more short term lets will bring more money into the area’ to 
‘visitors…don’t add a huge amount to the local economy’; 

• From ‘the current policy has led to a huge increase in STLs in …’ 
to ‘it means there is a shortage of holiday accommodation’. 
 

3.7 A number of respondents have commented on a lack of community due 
to the excessive number of properties (on certain streets) being used as 
short-term lets (STLs) and only being occupied for certain times of the 
year. 
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3.8 Disposal of refuse/waste is a common theme, where respondents are 
dissatisfied with owners’/hosts’ management of the same. 

 

4 POLICY IMPLICATIONS  

4.1 Whilst this paper does not have any impact on the current policy, should 
recommendation 2.2 be approved, this may result in the policy being 
amended to introduce Temporary Exemption and Temporary Licence 
options. 

  

5 RESOURCE AND OTHER IMPLICATIONS 

5.1 Finance: None 

5.2 Human Resources: None 

5.3 Other (e.g. Legal/IT): None 

5.4 Risk: None 

 

6 INTEGRATED IMPACT ASSESSMENT 

6.1 Select the statement that is appropriate to your report by placing 
an ‘X’ in the relevant box. 

An Integrated Impact Assessment screening process has 
been undertaken and the subject of this report does not 
affect the wellbeing of the community or have a significant 
impact on: equality and human rights; tackling socio-
economic disadvantages and poverty; climate change, the 
environment and sustainability; the Council’s role as a 
corporate parent; or the storage/collection of personal 
data. 

or 

The subject of this report has been through the Integrated 
Impact Assessment process and impacts have been 
identified as follows: 

Subject Impacts identified (Yes, 
No or N/A) 

Equality and human rights  

Socio-economic disadvantage/poverty  

 

 

7



 
 

Subject Impacts identified (Yes, 
No or N/A) 

Climate change, the environment and 
sustainability 

 

Corporate parenting and care-experienced 
young people  

 

Storage/collection of personal data  

Other  

 

 

7 APPENDICES 

7.1 Appendix 1 – In what circumstances should Temporary Exemptions be 
available? (54 responses) 

 
7.2 Appendix 2 – What, if any, conditions should be applied to Temporary 

Exemptions? (51 responses) 
 
7.3 Appendix 3 – In what circumstances should Temporary Licenses be 

available? (50 responses) 
 
7.4 Appendix 4 – What additional conditions be considered? (30 responses) 
 
7.5 Appendix 5 – Should any of the existing additional conditions be 

removed or amended? (30 responses) 
 
7.6 Appendix 6 – Any further comments (62 responses) 
 
7.7 Appendix 7 – GIS mapping of licensed properties 
 
7.8 Appendix 8 – Rental costs 
 
 

8 BACKGROUND PAPERS  

8.1 Licensing Policy Statement, Short-term Lets, 2022 -
https://www.eastlothian.gov.uk/downloads/file/33132/policy_statement 
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9 AUTHOR AND APPROVAL DETAILS 

Report Author(s) 

Name Sheila Fitzpatrick 

Designation Team Leader – Licensing & Landlord Registration 

Tel/Email 01620 820623 / sfitzpatrick1@eastlothian.gov.uk 

Date 27 October 2025 

 

 

Head of Service Approval  

Name Hayley Barnett 

Designation Head of Corporate Support 

Confirmation that IIA 
and other relevant 
checks (e.g. 
finance/legal) have 
been completed 

Yes 

Approval Date 29 October 2025 
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In what circumstances should Temporary Exemptions be available? (Appendix 1) 
 
Red indicates opposition to Temporary Exemptions being available 
Green indicates support to Temporary Exemptions being available 
 

1) These should be offered the same way as City of Edinburgh Council - to take account of 
major events - including the Edinburgh Festival and local big events (golf).   
Edinburgh struggles to accommodate the vast amount of visitors to the city in August and 
other times, such as the marathon, stadium concerts and people look to staying outwith 
Edinburgh and in East Lothian.  

2) No circumstances  
3) On it’s your own private residence and you let it while you’re away. 

When there are major local events therefore helping the to add more bed availability in 
the area.  
When you don’t generate more than £12,000. k rental income in a tax year  

4) This would allow additional rentals to be available during peak tourist time (festivals, golf 
tournaments,  etc) 

 
5) Holiday periods, festivals and sporting events where demand for accommodation is higher 

 
6) When requested by a property owner, for any reason. 

 
7) To allow people to temporarily let their property if they are going abroad etc 

 
8) In order to have occupancy rather than empty premises. 

 
9) Festivals 

 
10) When a renovated property is awaiting it’s license post receiving its completion certificate 

 
11) While awaiting application to process 

 
12) None. 

 
13) None 

 
14) People who already have a licence and not sure if they want to renew (I am in this 

position because no idea how much the renewal will cost and already have bookings 
beyond the end of my current licence) 
 

15) Should be offered for short periods over eg the summer when Scottish open is on, and 
demand is high. 

 
16) A number of short-term-lets have been lost in North Berwick since the licensing scheme 

was introduced and there are times of the year when there is a need for additional 
accomodation eg during Fringe by the Sea. However, the current licence fee is too high 
and I suspect that many people wouldn't apply for a temporary exemption unless the fee 
was minimal eg no more than £200. 
 

17) All 
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18) Where homes are rented out on very short term let’s as we did for only 12 weeks a year 

when we are on holiday. 
 

19) One off , one time only, strictly time limited for peopke who have an active application 
under consideration which has not yet been completely processed. 

 
20) I don’t believe they should. 

 
21) I responded No.  I don't think that its a level playing field if anyone competing for the 

same booking can lower their costs because they have saved money by ducking a license 
fee. 
Are they even worth having for a 6 weeks duration in any case.  Far too costly to 
administer also meaning that Council resource that could be focused on other STL related 
issues.  Like inspections. 
 

22) None. Temporary exemptions are a nonsense -  ELC's administration costs to facilitate 
these will be a waste of taxpayers money and ELC have no budget, capacity or ability to 
meaningfully regulate temporary exemptions.  Three separate council approvals for a 
total of six weeks per annum??  Makes no sense. 
6 weeks per annum should be unregulated / unlicensed after which a full and properly 
regulated license should be granted.  If ELC cannot process an application in 6 weeks, 
approval is deemed granted, 
 

23) The short term let license regime has been implemented to ensure health and safety of 
guests and to ensure the health, safety and wellbeing of neighbours. There are no 
circumstances when ensuring health, safety and wellbeing should be waived. 
 

24) None 

 
25) None 

 
26) None. It has caused grief on Balfour Street. 

 
27) During busy seasons such as summer holidays or for local events such as Fringe by the Sea 

or the golf open, where demand may be high for short term lets 
 

28) None 

 
29) None. 

 
30) During golfing and other events, summer and Christmas holidays when people want to 

visit EL and the capital city 
 

31) To cover the period for submitting an application and, if refused, to cover a reasonable 
period of a few weeks to clear all bookings. 
 

32) When setting up short-let and you need to test the viability of the market before applying 
for a full license. 
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33) My concern is that some people might use it instead of applying for a full licence, and I’m 
not sure how it would be monitored to make sure the time limits aren’t exceeded. 
Perhaps the council could set very clear criteria for when an exemption is allowed, and 
have a simple system to track expiry dates — maybe even reminding applicants when 
their exemption is coming to an end. That way, it feels fair for everyone who has gone 
through the full licensing process. 
 

34) To facilitate short term letting of properties for up to six weeks in any twelve month 
period. 
 

35) Temporary exemptions should not be made under any circumstances, by doing so the 
standards upheld by the Scottish Government and East Lothian Council are not being 
upheld.  It risks sub-standard accommodation being utilised as a quick fix during peak 
tourist periods where owners do not adhere to standards licence holders are held to. 
If temporary exemptions were in place, even with conditions attached, there is the risk 
that there are insufficient resources in place to properly monitor and enforce the 
standards that are required.   
The need for a temporary exemption is mitigated by the ability of the applicant to apply 
for a home letting or home sharing licence.  This would still enable the property to be 
utilised as a short term let while remaining as the applicant’s principal property. 
There should not be cases where the property is not be occupied for the rest of the year. 
For example left empty and underutilised outwith periods of exemption during an 
affordable housing emergency.  Using temporary exemptions may see an increase in 
under occupied properties.   
There is also concern that temporary exemptions may lead to unnecessary evictions if the 
owner wanted to use it as a temporary short term let.  There is the potential that tenants 
are asked to leave so that the property can be used for this purpose.  Although tenants do 
enjoy strong protections in Scotland, some unscrupulous landlords may attempt to skirt 
legislation. 
 

36) N/A 
 

37) Whenever required (e.g. over the busy summer period or to coincide with major events 
such as concerts/New Year).  A policy to mirror Edinburgh City Council’s short-term letting 
exemptions would be excellent. 
 

38) Similar to the scheme in London where if you let for less than 3 months in the year or to 
let over the summer / festival period e.g. July/August. 
 

39) To enable people to provide extra accommodation for events such as golf tournaments, 
festivals etc.  There’s a lack of affordable accommodation in the area so it would be be 
helpful if ELC lowered the barriers to allow more people to provide it eg by letting their 
main residence while they are away. 
 

40) Festival, special events and the like. 
 

41) When people’s who own properties can achieve a financial gain from them.  Such as golf 
tournaments or fringe events.  People should be allowed to use their property as they see 
fit. 
 

42) All 
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43) Where there are major events happening in East Lothian or neighbouring counties to help 

with shortage of accommodation. E.g. the Scottish Open, the Edinburgh Festival. 
At certain times of the year e.g. summer season, Easter, Christmas and New Year. 
Where the normal occupants may be away from their home they can rent it out e.g. if 
they are on a short secondment elsewhere. 
 

44) Long let becomes available and new tenancy is a struggle. 
Resident going on holiday wants to rent out their property. 
Students in summer wanting to let out their flat (landlord of them). 
Anyone wanting to just do short let over the peak season. 
 

45) We should be allowed to let for a reasonable period of time 10 weeks to cover the main 
events in ELC. 
Golf (2 weeks) Fringe/Fringe by the Seas (4 weeks) Regattas (2 weeks) Lammermuir 
festival (1 week) for example. 
THIS IS NOT A REVIEW OF SHORT TERM LICENCE ACTIVITIES IT DOES NOT DEAL WITH THE 
BERHAVIOUR OF THE COUNCIL IN THE APPLICATION PROCESS AS ADVERTSIED IN THE 
COURIER 

 
46) To help provide accommodation during major sporting events, festivals or 

entertainment…BUT it would be difficult to justify when all providers should be licensed.  
Therefore I believe this would be better dealt with by either issuing temporary licenses 
(with safety compliance) or better still, a complete review of the whole STL license 
scheme.  It should really be like a registration scheme first, to ensure safety compliance 
only.  Other laws and processes that are already in existence would deal with all the rest. 
 

47) To cover specific periods such as Fringe by the Sea in North Berwick and through 
Recignised holiday periods like Summer, Easter and Christmas. 

 
48) None 

 
49) It would be used to avoid regulation in the same way that STL operators are avoiding 

compliance just now.  It would erode still further the SGs intention to regulate. 
 

50) None 
 

51) Part time home letting 
 

52) When a person wants to rent a room in their home during busy holiday seasons or for 
home swap for holidays. 

 
53) Temporary Exemptions should be available in the summer during the high season and at 

Easter time for example.  The money spent by tourists is a massive boost to the entire 
local economy, supporting jobs and businesses in the hospitality, food and drink, and 
retail sectors.  I can only speak for North Berwick when I say that over the years it has 
become more and more the go to town for tourists. 
 

54) None 
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What, if any, conditions should be applied to Temporary Exemptions? (Appendix 2) 
 
 

1. A six week period that is NOT a continuous six week, but can be used for the marathon 
at the end of May and then perhaps in August and whenever there maybe local events 
in East Lothian. 
I would be happy to submit safety certificates for gas and electric for a Temporary 
Exemption.  
It should be much cheaper than a full licence. 

 
2. On it’s your own private residence and you let it while you’re away. 

When there are major local events therefore helping the to add more bed availability 
in the area.  
when you don’t generate more than £12,000. k rental income in a tax 

 
3. None 

 
4. Compliance with regulations as per short term let, e.g. safety certification 

 
5. Properly should be safe and not used beyond its capacity. 

 
6. Waste, recycling, should be covered. 

Consideration for permanent residents defined and able to be challenged. 
 

7. Safety regs as per any rental accommodation 
 

8. None 

 
9. None 

 
10. No exemptions should apply. Landlords should know the rules, and ignorance is just 

tough luck on their part. 
 

11. None 

 
12. Safety and the need for rental properties for local residents. 

 
13. 6–8-week temporary exemptions.  

People paying council tax and resident in area, only. 

 
14. None 

 
15. None 

 
16. None 

 
17. must have current active application underway. 

only one temprary exemption ever. 
exemption limited to 6 weeks. 
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18. N/A 
 

19. No license, no STL 
 

20. Health and safety obviously - but I doubt ELC can provide the regulatory inspection 
and approval service for that so don't bother with conditions. 

 
21. The conditions of operating a short term let are laid out in the license requirements. 

This mandatory mechanism should not be deliberately undermined by ELC introducing 
Temporary Exemptions which could extend to six weeks - that is the entire summer 
holiday period. This pattern could then be repeated annually, thus effectively 
circumventing Scottish Government legislation on the licensing of short term lets. 
ELC should be aware that long term lets have been shown to have greater benefit to 
the local economy in North Berwick than do short term lets (independent report 
commissioned by North Berwick Environment and Heritage Trust and shared to 
Planning and all Councillors in July 2024). This pattern is likely to be repeated across 
the county. The evidence is that there is no economic case for short term lets other 
than private profit, largely flowing to people outwith East Lothian. 

 
22. N/a 

 
23. None at all. 

 
24. N/A 

 
25. N/A 

 
26. Not applicable given I object to any temporary exemptions. 

 
27. Minimal - 

 
28. You can only do it once. 

 
29. It should be for 12months and can be granted on numerous occassions 

 
30. Big events like Fringe by the Sea or The Open could see many properties rented out 

for profit without a full licence which isn't fair in people that have gone through the 
full licence application.  
Non-renewable: Limit them to a one-time use so people can’t keep reapplying instead 
of getting a full licence. 
Transparency: Exemptions should be recorded publicly so it’s clear who has one and 
when it expires. 
Monitoring: The council could check in during the exemption period to make sure 
conditions are being followed but not really sure how you can physically can be 
checked. 
Consequences: A strong fine or automatic rejection of future applications if the time 
limit is broken. 

 
31. None 
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32. Although strongly against temporary exemptions, if they are to be allowed this should 
only be for short periods of time and should exclude properties in North Berwick and 
smaller one and two bedroom properties which are in high demand. 

 
33. N/A 

 
34. Time limited period eg 6 weeks p.a. 

 
35. That safety standards are still met e.g. EICR and gas safety. 

 
36. In general where there are no issues with neighbours then conditions should not be 

necessary.  Maybe the council could apply conditions to subsequent temporary 
exemptions if complaints are received. 
 

37. Same safety provisions as any rental property. 
 

38. None 
 

39. None 
 

40. Care should be taken to minimise impacts on neighbours, so no parties, stag do’s or 
hen parties. 

              Where parking is limited no more than one car at the property. 
              If the owners are away there should be a local contact to deal with any issues 
              Safety – they should meet the safety legislation that permanent short term lets are   
              required to do e.g. smoke alarms etc. 
             They should have insurance to cover this activity and if they have a mortgage they  
             should have permission to let out. 
 

41. No over crowding. 
Must have normal safety certificates in place. 
 

42. THIS IS NOT A REVIEW OF SHORT TERM ACTIVITIES IT DOES NOT DEAL WITH THE 
BERHAVIOUR OF THE COUNCIL IN THE APPLICATION PROCESS AS ADVERTISED IN THE 
COURIER. 
WE SHOULD BE REVIEWING YOUR POLICY. 
 

43. All safety compliance as per STL licence, otherwise there is no level playing field and 
the system will be exploited by unscrupulous operators. 

 
44. Should still meet fire and electrical safety criteria. 

 
45. None. 

 
46. There should be no temporary exemptions.  If there are ELC MUST set up a monitoring 

and enforcement process, something that does not exist.  At present there are STL 
owners who avoid any licensing and avoid planning.  There are STL owners who lie to 
gain licenses and there are others who breach the terms and conditions of their 
licence.  ELC ignore all of the problems but that does not mean they do not exist. 
 

47. All of those list as Mandatory or Additional Conditions. 
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48. Two month maximum letting period. 
 

49. No conditions.  There are too may STLS and second homes in North Berwick and they 
are hollowing out the town. 
 

50. The usual vetting of potential guests should apply as always. 
I would expect that landlords/letting agents should, as always make sure that the 
properties are up to date with safety checks including EIC and Pat tests, gas safety 
certificates and Fire Risk assessments. 
 

51. None 
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In what circumstances should Temporary Licenses be available? (Appendix 3) 
 
Red indicates opposition to Temporary Licenses being available 
Green indicates support to Temporary Licenses being available 
 
 

1. Can't think of any 
 

2. For when someone is applying for a full licence - so they can start hosting sooner whilst 
they wait for their full licence. 

 
3. None 

 
4. On it’s your own private residence and you let it while you’re away. 

When there are major local events therefore helping the to add more bed availability in 
the area.  
when you don’t generate more than £12,000. k rental income in a tax 

 
5. For festivals, golf tournaments etc and while waiting for an application to be decided. 

 
6. If/when an owner can demonstrate a sound commercial reason - i.e. he/she has bookings 

in the pipeline.  We want to see good businesses thrive 

 
7. Upon request by a property owner. 

 
 

8. If owners have been in habit of holiday leasing for a long time prior to changes and 
neighbours have not been negatively impacted . 

 
9. Festivals/special events 

 
10. All 

 
11. None. 

 
12. None 

 
13. People who already have a licence and are not sure if they want to renew (cost of renewal 

not yet available but bookings have already been made for dates beyond end of current 
licence) 

 
14. None. There should not be a need to offer temporary licenses. The mandatory conditions 

imposed by ELC are too severe and apply to all properties whether they are house share 
or rental properties. House share licensing should be treated differently and with a light 
touch. I know of bed and breakfasts that shut up shop because of the mandatory 
conditions applied by ELC. 

 
15. All 

 
16. Giving people time to apply for this very unfair licence 
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17. must have application for full licence in place. 

application for full licence must be at least 4 weeks old. 

 
 

18. Again, I don’t believe they should be. 
 

19. For STL letting of a specific property where a full license must be applied for within say 1-2 
months. 
or for a previously licensed property, re-entering the STL market. 
 

20. Temporary licenses should not be issued to people who are looking to profiteer from 
events like the Festival or Hogmanny. 

 
21. Temporary License should be automatic until ELC have finally determined.  If ELC have no 

capacity to determine within 6 weeks, the license should be deemed granted. 
 

22. Following the introduction in 2022 of mandatory licensing there was a case for temporary 
licenses, while numerous applications were made at the same time. However, that time 
has passed.  Temporary licenses.   undermine the legislation around short term lets 
because no checks are in place and the requirement for notifying neighbours is 
circumvented, to the detriment of health, safety and well being. There is no economic 
case to support the need for Temporary Licenses, and in fact short term lets have been 
shown to be of less benefit to the local economy of North Berwick than long term 
occupation. 
It is clear from the license register that many owners, operators and managers remain 
unidentified;  
It is clear from applications that most properties operate with no waste disposal contract 
in place;  
that properties have been licensed when no planning permission is in place. The evidence 
is that owners cannot be relied upon to adhere to mandatory conditions without checks 
made by ELC. 

 
23. To permit legitimate business until the correct permanent permissions are achieved 

 
24. None. People use this as a way to get around the full licence being declined. 

 
25. For short duration only, not an extended period while full license application is being 

processed. 

 
26. They shouldn't be 

 
27. None. 

 
28. None 

 
29. Events and peak visitor season 

 
30. Provided ELC can process full licenses in acceptable timeframes there should be no need 

for a temporary license. 
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31. Temporary licences should allow hosts to operate legally for a limited time, either while 

awaiting a full licence or for short-term needs. They should be given a temp license 
pending application for full license; and short term operational needs, for example looking 
to set up short lets and test the market. 

 
32. Temporary licences should only be issued where the accommodation is required by either 

essential or seasonal workers working within East Lothian temporarily.  If temporary 
licenses are made available, they should support seasonal tourism without undermining 
housing supply. 

 
33. N/A 

 
34. If host doesn’t want to apply for full licence. 

 
35. Where an application for a full licence has been made. 

 
36. Festivals, special events etc 

 
37. All 

 
38.  As in Q5 (major events, seasonal, home letting) but also if they are waiting to hear about 

the outcome of their full licence. 
 

39. Long let becomes available and new tenancy is a struggle. 
Resident going on holiday wants to rent out their property. 
Students in summer wanting to let out their flat (landlord of them). 
Anyone wanting to just do short let over the peak season. 

 
40. Freely 

 

41. If the applicant has completed all the necessary safety checks etc they should be able 
to get a temp licence while their application is decided upon.  The only danger is if the 
licence is refused the visitors may have already booked the accommodation and 
cancellations by hosts would not look very good for East Lothian as a holiday 
destination. 
 

42. For major sporting, festival or entertainment events that would bring economic benefit 
to the region, the hosts must still comply with all safety elements of the STL otherwise 
there is no point in the STL licence regime. 
 

43. Homes available for summer lets. 
 

44. During recignised periods such as Fringe by the Sea in Nirth Berwick and official holiday 
periods such as Easter and Christmas while waiting a full licence. 
 

45. None 
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46. They should not be available. 
 

47. Never. 
 

48. They shouldn’t.  Every effort must be made to balance STLs and second homes with a 
MAJORITY  of the homes being permanently occupied. 
 

49. I don’t see why not since the host and operators are still complying with all the 
mandatory conditions. 
 

50. Temporary licences should only be available in genuine short-term situation, sich as 
covering a one-off event, an emergency, a trail period before applying for a full licence, 
or if a person or family is moving abroad or working away for a set period. 
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What additional conditions should be considered? (Appendix 4) 
 
Blue denotes text which applies to Planning matters 
Yellow denotes text which refers to Legislative matters 

 
1. None 

 
2. Conditions should include provisions to prevent noise/nuisance to neighbours.  Conditions 

relating to animals might also be considered.  As renters, we permit dogs in the cottage 
but they must not be left in the house  or garden alone. 

 
3. Removal of license (or not granting a license) if planning permission for change of use is 

not granted. 

 
4. Waste management should be as for other residents. 

Noise levels considerate  
No partying ,hen or lads’ groups, or dogs  

 
5. Usual safety regs 

 
6. None. 

 
7. None  
8. Requirement on landlords to ensure all rubbish is correctly disposed of/recycled. Keep an 

additional charge to cover costs. Removal of licence if fail to comply. 
Appreciate that it is likely only a small number of tenants that cause issues but Landlords 
are the only ones who can be held responsible as tenants have long gone when an issue 
arises 

 
9. Need for rental for local people. 

 
10. Where the property is. Space around the property and neighbours opinions. I read that 

neighbour objections was one reason a home would not be given a licence however I was 
unaware the house directly across the road from me was going to become an air BnB and 
since it has opened less than a month ago, I have encountered a few issues. 

 
11. Too many conditions imposed already; some of which are not applicable to all licence 

applications. 

 
12. Each application should be considered individually by merit .eg our short term let’s as we 

was managed by a proper house letting agent , we paid them and had to abide by good 
standards ,  
East Lothian Council has put us out of business with excessive payment and regulations…… 
for 12 weeks a year ! 

 
13. I believe that short term let licenses needs to address the glamping sector urgently. 

Glamping sites that are near residential properties and without onsite management, or 
owners who live there should not be awarded short term let licences in my opinion. A 
glamping site in a rural area with multiple huts or pods bordering properties and with no 
onsite oversight would be devastating to the amenity of the surrounding properties. 
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Without an onsite presence to enforce evening noise curfews it relies on neighbours and 
local authorities to police them. I believe tourists to East Lothian and rural communities 
deserve better and licences should promote harmony not conflict.  
Whilst I think that glamping pods can be a good offering among the variety of tourist 
accommodation options, their setting, management and design needs to be appropriate. 
Where they are sited on a farm or are beside a live-in owner or manager they can be a 
really positive example of agri-tourism and diversification. These sites are generally well 
contained within the landscape, minimise environmental harm and ensure active 
management from on-site owners who live and work there, maintaining accountability 
and care for the land. 

 
14. Which specific reference to Glamping sites.. 

1) Special attention to fire safety, especially excluding use of outdoor fire pits and naked 
flames in rural/high risk areas such as glamping sites surrounded by crops or livestock. 
2) Special attention to dog management in rural environments to prevent sheep/ horse 
worrying ie. a blanket no dog policy on sites within certain distance of livestock and/ or a 
licence condition being dogs to remain on lead while on site. 
3) No glamping licences granted in residential areas or without 24/7 management 
presence. 
4) Special attention to noise and anti-social behaviour mitigation in residential areas ie, no 
sound systems provided in units, no large group bookings, strict occupancy enforcement 
for units. 
5) No 365 day operational licences granted in residential areas. 

 
15. Should be subject to a quality inspection. 

 
16. Because East Lothian faces a housing crisis, ELC should implement a SHORT TERM LET 

CONTROL AREA throughout the county. This would require planning permission to be in 
place to change the use of a property from residential use (ie a home, either owner 
occupied or rented long term) to business use as a short term let. 
There is an ongoing increase in the number of short term let properties in East Lothian, 
identified by the Office of National Statistics. Together with increasing capital investment 
in East Lothian properties as second homes, this has contributed to a housing crisis.  Short 
term lets also result in a loss of Council Tax revenue. Moreover, at the moment short term 
lets pay no business rates - owners of multiple properties (facilitated by ELC) treat each 
one as a separate small business, despite an average annual income of nearly £50,000 
from a 2 bedroom flat in North Berwick. ELC should realise an income from business rates 
related to short term lets. At the moment ELC picks up the cost of dealing with 
homelessness while facing falling revenue from the housing stock. 
ELC should take the opportunity offered by the licensing process to identify the owner, 
the operator and the manager of each short term let property, with a view to bringing 
short term let businesses into line with other businesses in terms of paying business rates. 
There are far too many gaps in the register that currently make it impossible for the 
Council to assess the scale of business rates avoidance. These gaps could also make it hard 
and costly for the Council to pursue any problems relating to a particular property. This 
information should identify the beneficial owner (ie person not simply a business name). 
Similarly, the onsite manager should be identified, rather than the internet company that 
simply advertises the property and/or arranges cleaners from outwith East Lothian to visit 
the flat. Cleaners typically do not clean or manage communal areas. 
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17. Short term lets should only be permitted for home-sharing or home-letting, and for 
purpose-built holiday accommodation. 

 
18. There should be a limit to the number of STLs in a building and in a street so that they are 

always in a minority. So for example where there are 3 flats in a building only 1 should be 
a STL. No more than 5% of properties in a street should be STLs. 

 
19. N/a 

 
20. Contact details for owner and/or property manager should be readily available to near 

neighbours. It should be  made easier for neighbours to contact owners. 
 

21. Licensing authorities should additionally take into consideration the potential 
concentration of short term let’s to reduce the number of properties in particular streets 
that are permitted licenses.  

22. none 

 
23. In towns where a reasonable threshold of short-term lets is exceeded relative to the total 

number of homes then additional conditions should be applied to restrict new licences 
otherwise our towns will become swamped with short-term lets that force up property 
prices beyond the reach of locals. 

 
24. In line with the need for housing in East Lothian when responding to planning applications 

Housing Strategy and Development will not favour applications where: 
• Where the property consists of a one bed or two bedrooms; as originally built. 
• Where the property is deemed as adaptable : level access properties; ground floor 
properties; no internal steps; potential space for wet floor shower adaptation; and/or 
• Where the property is located within the North Berwick Coastal ward; and/or 
• In cases of tenancy eviction, where meeting the Private Housing (Tenancies) (Scotland) 
Act 2016 has not been demonstrated. 
Additional conditions in line with these would support the supply of housing within East 
Lothian. 

 
25. Satisfactory arrangements for recycling and waste disposal. Too often STL users put all 

their waste (including recycling) in street bins or similar. 
A “control zone” covering the central part of North Berwick to limit the number of STLs to 
ensure they never outnumber the number of permanent residents. 

 
26. As at present. 

 
27. Consideration should be given as to whether an additional Business (different industry) is 

already being run from the property ie making a seemingly 2 bedroom country home into 
a small factory and additional approval for short term lets make a large scale 
parking/employee/transient population in a small neighbourhood unacceptable. 
 

28. THIS IS NOT A REVIEW OF SHORT TERM LICENCE ACTIVITIES IT DOES NOT DEAL WITH THE 
BERHAVIOUR OF THE COUNCIL IN THE APPLICATION PROCESS FOR CHANGE OF USE AS 
ADVERTISDED IN THE COURIER. 
 

29. Our organisation is very aware of the negative impacts on permanent residents in North 
Berwick who become the only long-term occupier within their group of flats.  These can 
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include loneliness and a lack of community feeling, having no neighbour with whom to 
share the inconveniences with being the person having to answer questions from visitors 
about waste management etc, feeling obliged to bring in the waste of recycling bin when 
there is nobody else to do it, always being the one who has to deal with the contractor for 
the shared garden space and my other types of potential contractual arrangements to do 
with building repair and maintenance which no-resident owners are not in a position to 
take responsibility for.  We are aware of one longstanding issue about the removal of 
balustrades from the roof of the building, which it is hard to imagine being brought to a 
conclusion if all the owners had been non-resident. 
The licensing scheme should recognise the impacts of STLs on permanent residents and 
address these concerns by limiting the number of STLs in an area or town and by 
prioritising the view and needs of permanent residents in the immediate and wider 
neighbourhood over the views of owners who do not reside in East Lothian.  The limit 
could be one STL in a building and less than 5 percent of dwelling in a street or 
neighbourhood or town. 
 
A new condition should be introduced regarding waste management.  This is to address 
the problem that current conditions are routinely not met which impacts on neighbours, 
surrounding properties whose bins are often filled by others’ rubbish, street bins, 
supermarket bins ad the recycling centre. 
Waste management contracts should be in place before a license is granted. 
Contracts can be arranged with ELC and should be for the whole year, regardless of how 
may weeks the property is rented for – the Council still needs to employ staff for the 
whole year, not on a seasonal basis. 
 

30. Any and all conditions should be monitored and enforcement.  At present they are not.  
ELC should ensure that all conditions are met.  Owners lie and agree to conditions and 
then do not comply.  So the matter of waste and recycling is largely ignored.  Holiday 
makers are told to put their rubbish in public bins by STL operators and management 
companies. 
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Should any of the existing additional conditions be removed or amended? (Appendix 5) 
 
Blue denotes text which applies to Planning matters 
Yellow denotes text which refers to Legislative matters 
 
 

1. I think there should be a relaxation on conditions (mostly the licence fee) if someone 
would like to offer homesharing. I also do not think that a homesharer should have to 
display the notice for 3 weeks. 

 
2. None 

 
3. Stop refusing licenses to those with shared entrances, if all the neighbours are happy then 

what’s the issue?!  
You’re creating a massive shortfall in accommodation for holiday makers and people 
working in the area! 

 
4. Minimum space standards should be more flexible 

 
5. Make it easier to get short term lets 

 
6. None 

 
7. When renting a room/rooms in the house in which licensee is actually resident, less 

information should be needed - eg EPC and plan of building.  This is costly and pointless. 

 
8. House shares should be treated differently to rental properties and large hotels. At the 

moment, the conditions imposed on house shares are too onerous and the cost of a 
license is too expensive at over £1,000. Why has the licence fee increased so much since 
the scheme was introduced (£390)? 
I have not checked all conditions but offer 2 examples of conditions that should be 
removed 1) having to obtain a fire service safety checklist for a house share is too onerous 
and it should be assumed that the owners of the property will have various safety checks 
in place as they live there; 2) having to obtain a Legionella Risk Assessment is ludicrious eg 
we live in a house without a water tank and take our water directly from the water supply, 
so this is N/A. 

 
9. All 

 
10. Very short term lets should be exempt , send people out to check the conditions but do 

not lump the good and bad together and penalise everyone . 
Hardly enough affordable accommodation around already when golf competitions etc 
here . 

 
11. N/A 

 
12. condition 5, that the licensee deals with anti-social behaviour by guests that detrimentally 

affects anyone else in the locality of the short term let. This should be retained, and ELC 
should take much better full and proper account of views and evidence provided by 
neighbours and those in the locality of the property. It is rare to have a serious complaint 
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that involves the police, or involves contacting the council. Managers of short term lets 
are often not easy for neighbours to contact, and dismiss many concerns and complaints 
as minor. However, constant disturbance and annoyances have a cumulative effect that 
should be considered. Each incident is small, but the cumulative effect is very large. 
 
condition 10, "Where a Short-term Let is in a shared building the licence holder must 
cooperate and participate in the general repair and maintenance of the building and the 
cleaning of common parts. Where the guests fail to participate in the cleaning of common 
areas or environmental areas, the licence holder will be expected to carry out the work." 
In what parallel universe does ELC expect guests, who are paying in the region of £1,500 
per week, to clean common stairs? In particular, when there is no onsite management in 
place, as is the case with most short term lets, neighbours are relied upon to manage 
communal areas, clearing up sand on the stairs and navigating golf clubs and bikes left in 
communal areas, and putting out the bins for managers who never take their turn and 
expect this service to be provided gratis. ELC should require in such a shared space to see 
a cleaning and management contract where the premises is checked daily and tidied as 
required.  
condition 11 "Adequate and suitable facilities must be provided for the storage and 
disposal of refuse. Where bins are provided to terraced and tenemental property they 
must be clearly identifed by flat or property address. The licensee must ensure that the 
guests utilise the bins provided and ensure that refuse or bins are placed out on collection 
day and that bins are returned to the bin storage  
area following collection (where applicable)." Most short term lets appear to operate 
without a waste contract in place and communal domestic waste and recycling regimes 
are constantly undermined by guests.  Many guests are instructed to take their rubbish to 
the ELC recycling centre, or to put it in public bins in the street, or to take it to bins in the 
supermarket car park. Other people's private bins are often used. ELC should require a 
waste management contract to be in place before issuing a license, and should require the 
property manager to put the bins out. It is simply unrealistic to expect visitors who are 
present for a few days to manage the rubbish and recycling effectively.  
condition 12, "Licence Holders registered for Business Rates must have in place a Waste  
Management Contract providing for storage and disposal of refuse." This should be 
extended to all license holders. The license register should include whether or not the 
licence holder is registered for business rates. This would aid ELC checks. 

 
13. Condition 9 should be strengthened by including a requirement to enhance biodiversity. 

There are STLs in North Berwick that have despoiled the town by replacing front gardens 
with tarmac and having no flowers or greenery. 

              Condition 11 refers only to refuse bins. Waste should be discouraged and recycling should                                                
be emphasised in the conditions. This section should be altered to stress recycling. In 
2022 I spent    several nights in an STL where there were no recycling facilities. This should 
not be allowed. 

 
14. N/a 

 
15. All STL properties should pay business rates and use business waste services.  

Visitors using permanent residents’ bins and not recycling is a running sore. Claiming 
ignorance should not be a defence. 

 
16. Not applicable as I do not consider any current conditions should be removed. 
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17. none 
 

18. A requirement for planning permission 
 

19. Please do NOT make it any easier to allow new short-term lets.  There is already surplus 
demand for long-term lets and permanent homes.  We do not want to turn towns into 
'holiday centres' as has happened in locations like Cornwall. 

 
20. N/A 

 
21. Requirement for planning permission to be removed. 

 
22. Needing planning permission and automatic denying of licence for shared entrance. 

ELC should be honest and upfront about conditions rather than taking payment when it is 
know permission is not going to be granted. 
 

23. Requirement of obtaining planning permission. 
 

24. All. 
 

25. All of them. 
 

26. Everything except the safety compliance as other rules and laws already cover everything 
else.  It should be like the landlord registration scheme. 
 

27. For the property to not have a shared front entrance.  This severely limits the number of 
properties that could be made available during periods of pressure such as Fringe by the 
Sea or annual regattas or golfing competitions and peak holiday periods. 
 

28. Condition 9 should be strengthened by including a requirement to enhance biodiversity 
wherever possible.  Applicants should be required to explain the steps they will take to 
contribute to promoting biodiversity.  Where this is not practical eg. because there is no 
outside space applicants should make this clear. 
Where STL businesses have covered over gardens with tarmac and removed all plants, the 
licensing scheme could play a valuable park in ensuring that these areas are ‘re-greened’ 
when licenses are renewed. 
 
Condition 11 should be amended to prioritise recycling.  Whereas it currently refers only 
to refuse bins, it should stress the Council’s commitment to recycling and its expectation 
that visitors will contribute to reducing waste.  STL businesses must provide recycling 
facilities and ensure that recycling and any residual waste is used and managed 
effectively. 

 
29. Additional requirements are needed as to waste and recycling so that the burden falls to 

the owner or operator and not upon the tenant. 
 

30. No conditions should be in place that allow temporary or permanent further STLS and 
second homes.  The emphasis should be on bringing formerly ‘affordable housing’ back 
into use to benefit the lower paid workers the town needs. 
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4 to 11 July 2026 ( 7  nights) 

Room 

Studio 

1 bed 

2bed 

3bed 

4bed 

Shed 

Gbed 

Caravan 

£287 

£1,079 

£687 

£811 

£2,500 

£1,790 

£1,124 

£2,581 

£1,486 

£1,597 

£1,669 

£9,005 

£9,849 

£974 

£1,521 

£1,295 

£361 

£536 

£730 

£802 

£3,684 

£1,065 

£910 

£1,988 

£807 

£3,034 

£2,197 

£10,892 

£1,024 

£2,234 

£672 

Airbnb (East Lothian) 20 October 2025) 

£506 

£590 

£811 

£544 

£1,447 

£831 

£750 

£4,834 

£1,679 

£1,945 

£2,247 

£11,513 

£844 

£721 

£1,053 

£696 

£1,548 

£936 

£468 

£1,352 

£1,638 

£1,342 

£1,869 

£2,456 

£1,024 

£1,351 

£2,103 

£811 

£1,540 

£527 

£1,540 

£2,082 

£2,012 

£7,910 

£13,536 

£911 

£2,390 

£1,137 

£655 

£429 

£918 

£983 

£3,116 

£566 

£2,814 

£4,627 

£779 

£2,413 

£1,295 

£1,310 £1,532 £1,380 £1,620 £1,032 £1,380 

£702 

£516 

£755 

£1,056 

£2,217 

£1,342 

£2,890 

£4,884 

£769 

£2,332 

£1,129 

£811 

£881 

£870 

£1,106 

£2,465 

£1,679 

£1,056 

£2,041 

£1,053 

£1,006 £755 

£1,053 £1,025 

£1,573 £957 

£2,315 £1,128 

£566 £3,435 

£672 £729 

£729 £2,332 

£1,137 , £2,776 

£3,161 

£766 

£1,474 

£2,465 

£2,790 

£1,310 

£1,696 

£1,401 

Average (having removed 

lowest & highest figures) 

£784 

£771 

£1,119 

£2,002 

£1,95 5 

£3,282 

£10,892 

£9,849 

£1,277 
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Consultation responses 
 
Antisocial Behaviour team – No ASB complaints 25/09/2025 
 
Parking team – No Objection 25/09/2025 
 
Planning Authority – Planning permission granted 25/09/2025 
 
Environmental Services - Inspection took place 14/10/2025 – no Objections 15/10/2025 
 
Police Scotland – No objection 25/09/2025 
 
SFRS –  No reply  
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