
Dear Sirs, 

 

Aldi Supermarkets planning application  

Dock Street, Leith 

I am writing by way of formal response to the planning application by Aldi Supermarkets 

16/01771/FUL for the construction of a supermarket at Dock Street.  The purpose of this letter is to 

communicate the position of Leith Harbour and Newhaven Community Council (“LHNCC”), as 

statutory consultee, on the application. 

LHNCC, at its meeting on Wednesday 1 September 2015, considered the original proposals put 

forward by Aldi in relation to the Dock Street site.  By that stage a public consultation had been held 

and it was understood that no objections were known to have been raised, in principle, to the 

proposed development.  Such residents as were in attendance at the LHNCC meeting offered no 

objection to the proposal.  Accordingly, LHNCC decided not to object, in principle, to the proposed 

development. 

Subsequent to the above meeting, LHNCC received further representations on behalf of interested 

members of the community with a view to LHNCC revisiting its decision in principle taken at the 

September 2015 meeting.  As a result a meeting was arranged for further consideration of the Aldi 

proposals.  That meeting took place on 24 November 2015.  AIdi, and their professional 

representatives, were invited to attend, and they did so.  Local residents were also in attendance, 

and their questions were addressed by those representatives. 

It is appropriate to record that, at the time of the LHNCC meeting on 24 November 2015, it was 

envisaged by Aldi that it would be submitting a detailed application for planning permission by the 

turn of the year.  As matters transpired no such application was submitted in that timeframe.  

LHNCC was thereby encouraged that the concerns raised by interested residents at the November 

meeting were being engaged with, and addressed.  The position now reached is contained, in some 

detail, in the planning & retail statement, the design & access statement, and the transport 

assessment 

The detailed planning application, and supporting documents, became available only shortly prior to 

the meeting of LHNCC on 26 April 2016.  It is right to record that by force of circumstances since the 

turn of the year, LHNCC had, by then, undergone a process of interim election in order to secure that 

a quorate Council could competently address this, and other, matters.  LHNCC, as newly constituted 

by that process, then considered the documents, and the feedback received is such that LHNCC does 

not intend to object to the application submitted by Aldi.  Accordingly, the decision taken in 

principle by LHNCC in September still stands. 

It is, however, right to record that LHNCC, like any other Community Council, has a continuing 

statutory obligation to represent to the planning authority the views expressed by those who reside 

within its area of interest.  Accordingly, I must bring to your attention that at the meeting on 24 

November 2015, those residents who did attend the meeting expressed a variety of concerns about 

the development. Those concerns related specifically to (i) the consequent increase in traffic and 

effect on air pollution; (ii) the consequences for pedestrian safety of such an increase in traffic; (iii) 

the impact on on-street parking within Dock Street of a greater intensity of traffic using that street; 



(iv) the consistency of the design of the proposed supermarket relative to the surrounding area; (v) 

the potential for adverse social consequences in the potential sale of cheap alcohol, and (vi) the 

impact on local residents (particularly the flatted dwellings generally to the south and east of the 

development) of deliveries at antisocial times. 

I have only recently, and since the last meeting of LHNCC, received a further representation on 

behalf of a concerned resident of Sandport, Sophie Gerrard.  I understand her representation to 

replicate the concerns of other residents of Sandport in relation to (i) the entrance location to the 

development; (ii) the impact on the playpark in way of the proposed entrance; (iii) the lighting 

impact on Sandport; (iv) the reduction of privacy occasioned by the cutting down of trees opposite 

Sandport, and (v) (reflecting concerns expressed at the November meeting) the noise impact of the 

development.  I also understand these specific issues to have been raised in an objection on behalf 

of Ms Gerrard, the effect of which is to urge that the entrance to the development should be from 

Commercial Street itself, rather than by way of Sandport Street. 

LHNCC understands that Aldi have sought to address the concerns raised at the meeting on 24 

November 2015 in the planning application, and supporting documents, now submitted.  The extent 

to which they have done so will of course be a matter for the planning authority.  So also will be the 

merits of the concerns expressed by the residents of Sandport, and reflected in the objection 

submitted by Ms Gerrard.  LHNCC accordingly trusts that the planning authority will give due 

consideration to these concerns in its consideration of the planning application, and supporting 

materials, submitted by Aldi. 

Yours Faithfully 

 

Robert Weir 

Chairman 

 


