
Community Building and Affordable Housing, Lochaline 
Morvern Community Development Company 
                          
                                                                                                         

                                                                                    

Community Consultation Report

1. Overview

A community consultation event was held at Lochaline village hall from 1.30pm- 7.30pm on Wednesday 
28th October.  The event was advertised through the MCDC website and was well attended by over 35 
people.  Displays of the proposed outline masterplan design were presented along with site analysis 
drawings and draft building plans.  John Renshaw and Andrea Fox from John Renshaw Architects and 
MCDC board directors were in attendance to talk through the proposals.  Attendees were encouraged to 
fill out feedback forms and these were also made available to those unable to attend the event.

2. Feedback Forms

22 feedback forms were returned.  The forms were collated to provide useful data on each of the 
questions asked in the feedback forms as follows:

Do you like either of the masterplans proposed?

The results above show that there was good support for the housing proposed at the Forestry Site, but 
that a significant number of respondents did not like the masterplan for the Scout Hut site.
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A range of two and three bedroom houses are proposed for affordable homes.  What are your 
views on this?

The results above show that there was good support for the housing proposed.  However of these three 
respondents wanted larger units (a larger third bedroom or an extra bedroom).

2 self build plots are proposed on Forestry Commission land.  What are your views on this?

The results above show that there was good support for the housing proposed. 
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One bedroom units are proposed for sheltered Homes.  What are your views on this?

A significant number of respondents did not like the one bedroom housing proposed.  Most of those 
respondents who disliked the one bedroom housing did see a need for the one bedroom housing.  Six 
respondents said that the houses were too small (or not being true sheltered accommodation) and four 
of those who disliked the housing said that it was in the wrong location.

A community building is proposed to house various uses including heritage centre/ tourist 
information, gift shop, bunkhouse etc. What are your views on this?

The results above show that there was good support for the tourist information/ heritage space and 
small shop for crafts proposed, as part of the community building.
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A significant number of respondents did not like the bunkhouse proposed, as part of the community 
building.  Most of those respondents who disliked the bunkhouse saw the bunkhouse as competing with 
existing businesses.

3. Other Comments

- 11 respondents raised queries on how to keep all the housing affordable and in the community (ie not 
holiday homes).  Several of these respondents were also concerned about tenure and had a preference 
for rented accommodation.

- 6 respondents mentioned possible parking issues and not wanting the Scout Hut site to be too car 
dominated.

- 4 respondents were concerned that there was too much development on the small Scout Hut site.

- 3 respondents did not want a multi purpose community room, that they felt would be duplicating spaces 
in the village hall and school.

- 3 respondents wanted workshop/ rentable office space.

- Several respondents did not want so many trees on the sites.

- Other comments included adding public toilets to the community building, routes and walks should be 
developed, village need this as a signposting area to other places of interest.

- Many respondents had high praise for the project and wanted the community to be kept informed.

4. Neighbouring properties

Several of the neighbouring occupiers attended the community consultation and raised the following 
comments:

- Minibus garage owners were concerned that the garage would be blocked and that they had no space 
to wash the vehicle.  They said that they might prefer another location for the garage.  This needs to be 
explored further with MCDC.

- The owners of Dailrainich were concerned that their septic tank is within the forestry site.  They 
suggested a land swap so that they could gain control of their septic tank.  This needs to be explored 
further with MCDC.

Bunkhouse

R
es

po
nd

en
ts

0

2.5

5

7.5

10

Like Dislike



- Willie stated clearly the boundary of his land that he would like to form part of the sheltered housing 
area.  This needs to be explored further with MCDC.

5. Conclusion

There was very good community support for the 2 and 3 bed houses and the masterplan of the forestry 
site.  The size of the three bedroom houses could be looked at in conjunction with guidance from the 
HSCHT.

There was very good community support a community building containing a tourist information/ heritage 
area and also a small shop for local crafts.  

Local opinion was divided on the bunkhouse element, as many respondents thought that it would take 
away from local business.  However several 2 respondents wanted small business space, and there are 
other businesses that have contacted MCDC who may want business space (MCDC, Kirsty, workshop 
space for MCW, space for MCA, RSPB).  The bunkhouse element needs to be looked at carefully, 
perhaps small business units (about which the respondents were not asked) may be another viable use.

Opinion was also divided on the one bedroom homes.  Six respondents said that the houses were too 
small (or not being true sheltered accommodation) and four of those who disliked the housing said that it 
was in the wrong location.  Therefore the size of the one bedroom housing (one or two bedrooms) 
should be examined and also whether one unit should house a warden.  If there is no accommodation 
for a warden, then the term sheltered housing should not be used.  Those respondents that felt that the 
one bedroom housing was in the wrong location may have been influenced by seeing a previous 
proposal for housing near to the surgery.

The following measures should therefore be examined:

- Increase size of third bedroom on 3 bedroom properties
- Look at other uses instead of the bunkhouse, such as office/ workshop accommodation (although 

should be flexible to allow adaption over time).  This element is necessary to help fund the tourist 
information/ heritage/ small shop element.

- Look at increasing the size of the one bedroom homes to either a larger bedroom or two 
bedrooms.  Confirm with MCDC whether these homes should be sheltered and have a warden.

- Progress discussions with Dailrainich, minibus garage owners and Willie and revise site 
boundaries as required.


