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AMENDMENT 9 LODGED TO THE POW OF INCHAFFRAY DRAINAGE 
COMMISSION (SCOTLAND) BILL AT CONSIDERATION STAGE 
 
OBJECTION 2 - MR I AND MRS K MACGREGOR 

1. We, Mr I & Mrs K Macgregor, residing at ‘Centre Cottage, Nethermains of Gorthy, 
[exact address supplied], hereby object to amendment 9 of the ‘Pow of Inchaffray 
Drainage Commission (Scotland)’ Bill being promoted by The Pow of Inchaffray 
Drainage Commission (Scotland).  
 
2. Our interests would be adversely affected by the amendment to the Bill because it 
would impose an additional financial burden onto our household. 
 
3. Our grounds of objection are as follows.  
 

1. We do not believe that our property at Nethermains of Gorthy is situated on 
“benefited land.” Our property is dated circa 1852 (information obtained from 
the National records of Scotland who stated that there were no accurate 
records of construction dates from that period) and although not on the map 
dated 1846 it does appear on the map dated 1856 (Quote from ‘POW OF 
INCHAFFRAY DRAINAGE COMMISSION (SCOTLAND) BILL 
COMMITTEE 2nd Meeting 2017, Session 5’ at page 3/4, 10:15, para 2 
states:- 

   “In 1846, there were no buildings on the benefited area.” 

If our house was indeed built in or around 1846, after the survey for the map 
of that time, then it must surely have been built on land which was suitable 
and not named as benefited. 

2. Our property was an addition to the original farm layout shown on the map 
dated 1846 and lies approximately 10 metres to the south of the original 
farm buildings. All these buildings are built on an elevated piece of land with 
a noticeable drop into the agricultural land surrounding the property to the 
immediate south of the boundary. There has been a further two houses built 
on this elevated land around 1900 and 1930. 
  

3. The original farm buildings are now a residential home known as ‘The 
Steading’ and are owned by Mr and Mrs J Tait. Mr Tait who is a retired Civil 
Engineer has conducted a detailed survey of the land from Pow Water to 
the boundaries of the properties at Nethermains of Gorthy. Mr and Mrs Tait 
will be submitting a letter of concern with the findings of their survey and we 
ask that you refer to their findings to substantiate our objection.  
 

4. After receiving a letter from McCash & Hunter dated 07 June 2018 we were 
informed that our home had been added to a list of properties. This list 
shows properties which are ‘allegedly’ located within the land area which 
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benefits from the drainage provided by the Pow of Inchaffray (“benefited 
land”). This letter also invited interested parties to attend the public meeting 
to be held on 25 June 2018. At this meeting we asked the question “What 
is the formal definition of “benefited land”? No verbal or documented 
definition was given and the question has somehow been omitted from the 
formal minutes which were taken at the meeting. We therefore would like to 
ask again “What is the definition of “benefited land”? And why after some 
170 years have our properties been proposed to be added to this area? 

 
5. During the public meeting held on 25 June 2018, it was consistently 

emphasised that this bill was in relation to a ‘drainage scheme’ and did not 
cover flood prevention; however, the quote at page 19/20, 11:00, para 3 
from the ‘POW OF INCHAFFRAY DRAINAGE COMMISSION 
(SCOTLAND) BILL COMMITTEE 4th Meeting 2017, Session 5’ shown 
below, clearly mentions that this is also flood alleviation. 

“All residential properties benefit directly from the pow, which enables 
them to have surface water drainage and foul drainage, and which 
enables some to have flood alleviation.” 

6. We can find no justification as to why our property should be considered to 
be part of this drainage scheme when it drains directly into the Downie Burn, 
a natural watercourse, and not the Pow.  The water course we refer to as 
the Downie Burn has been named as such on maps dating back to before 
1863, however the Pow of Inchaffray Drainage Commission refer to this 
watercourse as the Carsehead Mile. 
 

7. We ask why maps dating back 170 years are being used to define the 
boundaries of “benefited land” and to their accuracy and why a survey has 
not been commissioned to see which properties indeed do benefit. These 
old maps show field boundaries, water courses, buildings and a very limited 
number of contours and therefore do not show that our property is built on 
an elevated piece of land, some 17 feet above the lower level of the Pow 
(this figure was obtained during Mr Tait’s survey). We therefore formally 
request that Mr Tait’s survey be taken into account to determine whether or 
not our property lies within the area referred to as “benefited land”. 

 


