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From:

Sent: 30 April 2026 09:08

To: Planning

Subject: TP/ED/26/10104

I would like to Register my Objection to the above Planning Application for the building of a

replacement Lenzie Academy on Whitegates Park(WGP), which is a Protected Green space, and a

valuable Community Amenity in an otherwise heavily built up area.

One of the key justifications for selecting Whitegates Park site is that it has the space required for

"the size of school required".

EDC decision to select WGP, did not follow Best Practice and use a rigorous scoring matrix to

reach this decision. We must therefore believe that size of site was a key driver, although in fact

Lenzie Rugby Club was larger site than WGP !

The proposed Lenzie Academy build has been sized for a pupil roll of 1400.

My principal objection is that 1400 pupils is "over sized" with a number of negative consequences.

OBJECTION 1 At 1400 school is oversized, not "right sized".

From Freedom of Information Request in 2024

School Roll 1343

School Catchment Area 849 (note this includes Lennoxtown)

Elsewhere in EDC 210

Outside EDC 284

In EDC in total, there were 1202 places taken by pupils from outwith EDC.

Since then Chryston Academy in North Lanarkshire has added 500 spaces.

If Authorities around EDC build additional capacity, the number of placement requests will fall.

Demographics predict school rolls will fall, so why build an over size Lenzie Academy ?

The lack of Due Diligence and proper consideration of Relevant,Material Considerations is

in Tesco Stores Ltd v Dundee District Council 2012 UKSC13

OBJECTION 2

Excess cost to build and maintain school, and repay LEIP loan.

No marginal cost calculation was done as part of Replacement Lenzie Academy study, which

would have highlighted costs and risks of specific school roll sizes, and crucially would have

highlighted true land requirements for a right sized school.
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contrary to Audit Scotland /Scottish Futures/ Best Value guidelines, as has also formed judgement 

My contention is that EDC failed to take into account Relevant Material Considerations contrary to 

In Summary 

contrary to EDC own Carbon Reduction Goals and Draft Climate Action Plan. 

Dunbartonshire and other Local Authorities, with negative impact on EDC goals and being 

Traffic and pollution impact increased by number of pupils coming from rest of East 

OBJECTION 3 

Lack of proper review is contrary to Audit Scotland/Scottish Futures/Best Value Guidelines. 

WGP site. 
1 

Current cost estimates for remediating land at WGP have escalated rapidly and are specific to 

Ltd v Dundee District Council. 
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The decision to build on WGP was done without fully analysing the true requirement for school ,

and having selected WGP EDC has sought to highlight land requirement as the key factor in that

selection.

Doubling down on this argument rather than pausing and re-evaluating it not the response

expected from a Responsible Local Authority , seeking to work with the Community, and provide

Best Value.

NB (EDC refers East Dunbartonshire Council and any contractors or agents working on their

behalf)

Please confirm receipt of this E mail

Sent from my iPhone
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