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Section 1: Summary of responses resulting in change
Rep. Number
255

1

Subject

Presentation

Summary
Bancon applaud the effort to simplify the plan and slim it down to its key strategic elements. However, although it has been screened by the
‘Plain English Campaign’, it is still, in parts, difficult to understand - particularly from the layman’s perspective.
Acceptance:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Some parts of the plan will be looked at again to aid clarity.

Rep. Number
299

31

Subject

Presentation

Summary
Some parts of the plan are obscure in the extreme. In particular, the breakdown between City and Shire should be much clearer, and the
plan should show on every occasion the figures for City, Shire and Total.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
It is not accepted that the plan is, "obscure in the extreme", although the nature of a strategic plan is such that it may not provide all the
detail sought. The breakdown between Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire is clearly presented where this is appropriate. The table on p10
will be amended to emphasise the flexibility in the Local Growth and Development Areas.
Rep. Number
407

1

Subject

Presentation

Summary
There should be a clear text numbering system so that objectives, targets and individual paragraphs can be unambiguously identified in
reports, consultation responses etc.
Acceptance:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
This will be done for the finalised draft.

Rep. Number
440

2

Subject

Presentation

Summary
Abbreviations not listed.
Acceptance:

Agreed Response:

Accepted

Changes to be made

All abbreviations used will be included in the glossary. Considerable effort was made to minimise the use of acronyms in the draft plan.
Only five are currently used and we will attempt to reduce this further.
Rep. Number
441

13

Subject

Presentation

Summary
The plan is very readable and well presented. However, the table in Fig.1 cannot be read and there is no description for the pictures on p.426.
Acceptance:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The expression of support is welcome. Figure 1 will be amended to improve legibility and the photographs will be titled in the finalised draft.

Rep. Number
465

16

Subject

Presentation

Summary
May wish to consider whether the structure of the plan in terms of its vision, main aims, supporting aims, objectives, targets and actions
could be further simplified.
Acceptance:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Consideration will be given to this as the draft plan is amended.
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Rep. Number
297

4

Subject

Introduction

Summary
The grid reinforcement is mentioned as the only national development but it is then subsequently ignored in the text on proposals on page
20.
Surely if it is a development of national Importance it deserves more of an explanation in the Structure Plan.
Acceptance:
Accepted
Agreed Response:

Changes to be made

Grid reinforcememt is mentioned on p3 and in the glossary and on the Key Diagram. However it also deserves mention under the
"Sustainable Development and Cimate Change" objective (p11/12) and under "Putting the plan into practice" (p19/20)
Rep. Number
397

24

Subject

Introduction

Summary
Page 3 second paragraph. The word "towards" should be moved to the previous line, after "North East", to eliminate the awkward "towards
to".
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Accepted
Changes to be made
An amendment will be made to the plan to improve sentence construction.
Rep. Number
397

25

Subject

Introduction

Summary
Page 3, third paragraph, line 1 should read "different from" not "different to".
Acceptance:

Agreed Response:

Accepted

Changes to be made

An amendment will be made to the plan.
Rep. Number
397

26

Subject

Introduction

Summary
Page 3 second column, last line of first paragraph should read "phrases with which you may not be familiar" (rather than "phrases you may
not be familiar with") .
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Accepted
Changes to be made
This clarifies the meaning of the text and a amendment will be made to the Plan.
Rep. Number
397

27

Subject

Introduction

Summary
Page 3 second column, last sentence of second paragraph. Plans are not a "way in which decisions are made" - decisions are made by
people in their own ways. Rather, plans might "provide the main guidance in the making of decisions on planning applications".
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Accepted
Changes to be made
An amendment will be proposed to the plan.

Rep. Number
424

1

Subject

Introduction

Summary
It was mentioned the plan "does not aim to cover all planning issues but only those which can best be dealt with by Aberdeen City and
Aberdeenshire Councils working together". Clarification needed as to whether there will be two other separate Structure Plans for the City
and Shire respectively, to address the issues which only can be dealt with by the City and Shire on their own.
Acceptance:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Clarification will be added that both Councils will be preparing local development plans.
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Rep. Number
440

3

Subject

Introduction

Summary
What is the meaning of appropriate assessment and what impact does this have on the plan?
Acceptance:

Agreed Response:

Noted

Changes to be made

An Appropriate Assessment is required under the European Habitats Directive. The purpose of the assessment is to assess the impacts of
the plan on international environmental designations. This will be clarified in the plan.
Rep. Number
190

2

Subject

Vision

Summary
Generally supportive of the Vision but concern with how the progress towards the vision will be measured.
It is aspirational with no specific or tangible targets and not clear how the objectives will achieve the vision
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Agreed Response:

Changes to be made

Targets are included in the plan in relation to individual objectives but consideration will be given in the monitoring framework to whether
these need to be supplemented in relation to the vision.
Rep. Number
231

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Support the vision to create an exciting, modern and sustainable place to live and do business. However, reference to growth would better
reflect the plans overall tone. Would therefore suggest "a growing, robust and resilient economy".
Acceptance:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. However "robust and resililient" is appropriate in this context, with growth and
diversification the means to achieving it.
Rep. Number
237

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Support the vision to create an exciting, modern and sustainable place to live and do business. However, reference to growth would better
reflect the plans overall tone. Would therefore suggest "a growing, robust and resilient economy".
Acceptance:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. However "robust and resililient" is appropriate in this context, with growth and
diversification the means to achieving it.
Rep. Number
247

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
The plans vision is clear and sufficiently inspirational, however, whilst we could not propose significant change to it, the final sentence could
be reworded to read; "...dealing with climate change and creating a more inclusive society".
Acceptance:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
A rewording along these lines will be considered.

Rep. Number
248

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
The plans vision is clear and sufficiently inspirational, however, whilst we could not propose significant change to it, the final sentence could
be reworded to read; "...dealing with climate change and creating a more inclusive society".
Acceptance:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
A rewording along these lines will be considered.
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Rep. Number
249

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
The plans vision is clear and sufficiently inspirational, however, whilst we could not propose significant change to it, the final sentence could
be reworded to read; "...dealing with climate change and creating a more inclusive society".
Acceptance:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
A rewording along these lines will be considered.

Rep. Number
250

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
The plans vision is clear and sufficiently inspirational, however, whilst we could not propose significant change to it, the final sentence could
be reworded to read; "...dealing with climate change and creating a more inclusive society".
Acceptance:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
A rewording along these lines will be considered.

Rep. Number
251

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
The plans vision is clear and sufficiently inspirational, however, whilst we could not propose significant change to it, the final sentence could
be reworded to read; "...dealing with climate change and creating a more inclusive society".
Acceptance:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
A rewording along these lines will be considered.

Rep. Number
252

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
The plans vision is clear and sufficiently inspirational, however, whilst we could not propose significant change to it, the final sentence could
be reworded to read; "...dealing with climate change and creating a more inclusive society".
Acceptance:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
A rewording along these lines will be considered.

Rep. Number
333

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
We are comfortable with the vision as it is written, but find the plan behind it completely unacceptable. We find neither rational nor
justification for the corridors concept and indeed that of the City Region.
Acceptance:
Noted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
An attempt will be made to increase the level of justification without increasing the length of the plan.
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Rep. Number
425

10

Subject

Vision

Summary
Acknowledged that it is difficult to get a committee of diverse interests to share a common vision, however if this is the strategic view of the
next two or three decades it needs to be more inspirational than the sum of ticked boxes.
Suggested:
"In the twenty-first century, the most rewarding places to be will be the emerald shire and the granite city.
Our aim will be to nurture, stimulate and protect our heritage, people and their endeavours"
Acceptance:
Do not accept
Agreed Response:

Changes to be made

The draft vision is both aspirational and contains inspirational elements along the lines proposed. Consideration will be given to whether
elements can be used in a graphical context - an example might be "an excellent place to live, visit and do business!"
Rep. Number
451

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
No comment regarding the structure plan's vision except to suggest rewording the sentence on page 5 in the purple box on the left to,
"dealing with climate change and creating a more inclusive society"
Acceptance:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Such a change would improve the final line of the vision.

Rep. Number
458

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
The plan is aspirational. Suggest replacing the words, 'exciting' and 'modern' with 'attractive' and 'prosperous' e.g. 'By 2030, Aberdeen City
and Shire will be an even more attractive, prosperous and sustainable European city region and an excellent place to live, visit and do
business with'.
Acceptance:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Extensive work has gone into creating a coherent vision for the city region however it is agreed that the suggested rewording may be
appropriate.
Rep. Number
205

2

Subject

Aims

Summary
Welcome the vision. However, it is apparent that the two main aims do not acknowledge the importance of protecting and promoting the
health and well-being of the communities of Aberdeen City and Shire either at the present or in the future. It is suggested that a third aim is
introduced to ensure that development is accommodated in a sustainable manner, which promotes the health and wellbeing of the
community within which it affects.
The plan should also more readily address the issue of close partnership working between public agencies (police, health, education, SEG)
and private services to deliver the vision.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
Although it is not appropriate to raise the status of health to one of the main aims of the structure plan. It is already covered under the aim
for sustainable mixed communities.
Amendments to the plan will be proposed which emphasise the importance of partnership working, although this is likely to find more
detailed expression in the Action Programme.
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Rep. Number
253

2

Subject

Aims

Summary
The proposed development at Blackdog is wholly consistent with the aims and objectives as set out in the Draft Structure Plan (page 5),
through the provision of a tourist and specialist retail development at a key location on the future transport network. Overall sustainability is
increased further through the Park and Ride facilities.
Acceptance:
Noted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
This representation will be passed to the relevant Local Development Plan team.

Rep. Number
286

5

Subject

Aims

Summary
The aims are laudable, but lack clarity and ambition. They are too wordy and require to be more precise. Believe the aims are sufficiently
important to warrant the same status, there should be no separation between main aims and aims. The lack of policies and objectives are a
concern and do not believe these can be replaced with targets.
Acceptance:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The six aims are precise and the use of primary and supporting aims is seen as the best response to the challenges facing the area. While
all the aims are important, the first two are broader in scope. Whilst, there is a substantial amount of policy material that can be translated
into effective local development plan policies, the draft plan will be amended to include a general policy.
Rep. Number
286

7

Subject

Aims

Summary
Believe that the last aim should be focussed on providing an efficient transport network, rather than making efficient use of a network that is
currently inefficient. The emotive language used in the aims need to be replaced with a more balanced perspective.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Consideration will be given to how the issue of an efficient transport network can be captured in the plan. The aims do not use emotive
language.
Rep. Number
333

9

Subject

Aims

Summary
The aims are fine but the plan should clearly state how it is going to achieve the 6 aims and what they will mean to both City and Shire.
What is being proposed here will have a seriously detrimental effect on both sustainable economics and climate change. What is required is
the promotion of good jobs in local areas which will encourage less travelling and a buy local attitude. This approach will help reduce our
respective carbon footprints and help to minimise the miles that goods have to travel.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
An Action Programme will be prepared during 2009 which will set out the detailed action required by the Councils and their partners to
implement the plan.
The environmental impact of the plan is assessed in the Strategic Environmental Assessment. No such 'serious detrimental effects' have
been identified.
The suggested approach is fundamental to the plan but additional emphasis will be put on the message.
Rep. Number
199

4

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
The inclusion of Energetica as a proposal on p.20 is supported, but housing should be given equal importance in the first plan period and
housing allocations in this corridor increased to encourage growth in line with the plan's vision, particularly in relation to population increase.
Consider that the allocations should be front-loaded to balance the weight given to employment.
Acceptance:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. However, total front-loading of this corridor is not deemed appropriate until infrastructure
improvements are in place and an indication of the success of employment land promotion is better known. An additional 1400 units have
been allocated over the 3 periods in the Blackdog to Ellon corridor subject to appropriate infrastructure being in place.
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Rep. Number
199

5

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
The Blackdog to Ellon area is a popular location for development and the completion of the AWPR and dualling of the A90 will improve the
popularity of the area further. In addition to these transport proposals, there is a considerable amount of development planned for this
corridor, including a new prison and retail park at Peterhead, mixed use development at Buchan Braes and potentially Trump at Balmedie.
Therefore consider that not enough is being made of this area in terms of housing allocations and this does not meet the vision of the plan
to be courageous or the aim to ensure the area has enough people and homes.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
It is accepted that some significant developments are proposed in this area and this is acknowledged by designation of the corridor to
Peterhead. An increase of 1,400 units in the Blackdog to Ellon corridor is proposed, taking the total allocation to 3,800 units, plus 2,200
units from Hatton to Peterhead. The majority of these will be for the later periods of the plan, reflecting infrastructure constraints that exist
and expected delivery of committed transport projects.
Rep. Number
200

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Generally supportive of the spatial strategy and particularly welcome the identification of the Aberdeen to Peterhead corridor as a SGA.
Cruden Bay should be included within this SGA given its proximity to the A90. Proximity makes it a suitable location to absorb some of the
allocations to the Peterhead area.
Believe there should be a balance of housing and employment in the Peterhead SGA over the whole plan period. Therefore the focus in the
first plan period should not solely be on the diversification and development of the economy, although this is important; housing is equally
important in this corridor in all three plan periods.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The decision whether a settlement is in or out of an SGA and the allocation of specific sites
will be taken by Aberdeenshire Council as part of the local development plan process. A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the
relevant Team for their information.
The plan is clear that the Aberdeen to Peterhead corridor is based on an employment led rationale. However, an additional 1600 housing
allocations are proposed for this corridor over the 3 plan periods, but these are subject to appropriate infrastructure being in place.
Rep. Number
200

4

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
The inclusion of Energetica as a proposal on p.20 is supported, but housing should be given equal importance in the first plan period and
housing allocations in this corridor increased to encourage growth in line with the plan's vision, particularly in relation to population increase.
Consider that the allocations should be front-loaded to balance the weight given to employment.
Acceptance:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. However, total front-loading of this corridor is not deemed appropriate until infrastructure
improvements are in place and an indication of the success of employment land promotion is better known. An additional 1400 units have
been allocated over the 3 periods in the Blackdog to Ellon corridor subject to appropriate infrastructure being in place.
Rep. Number
200

5

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Completion of the AWPR and dualling of the A90 will improve the popularity of the area. In addition to these transport proposals, there is a
considerable amount of development planned for this corridor, including a new prison and retail park at Peterhead, mixed use development
at Buchan Braes and potentially Menie at Balmedie. Therefore consider that not enough is being made of this area in terms of housing
allocations and this does not meet the vision of the plan to be courageous or the aim to ensure the area has enough people and homes.
The housing allocations for the Peterhead SGA should be increased and Cruden Bay identified for residential development.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
It is accepted that some significant developments are proposed in this area and this is acknowledged by designation of the corridor to
Peterhead. For reasons previously given, housing is being restricted early in the plan. An increase of 1,400 houses in the Blackdog to Ellon
corridor is proposed, taking the total allocation to 3,600 units, plus 2,200 units from Hatton to Peterhead. The majority of these will be for the
later periods of the plan, reflecting infrastructure constraints that exist and expected delivery of committed transport projects.
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Rep. Number
202

1

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Generally support the spatial strategy and welcome the identification of the Aberdeen to Laurencekirk SGA and allocation of St Cyrus within
a RPA. However, concerned about the narrow focus for development in these areas, primarily on brownfield sites. Whilst this may work in
larger settlements such as Peterhead and Fraserburgh, St Cyrus has relatively little such land. In the absence of brownfield sites the
release of greenfield land is the only realistic approach.
Therefore suggest that the text on p.8 (column 2, paragraph 2) be amended to provide opportunities for well planned and sustainable
development of greenfield land in suitable locations.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The reuse of brownfield land is to be encouraged in RPAs and it is right that this
presumption is carried forward in the plan. However, the wording could be amended to highlight that the supply of brownfield land will vary
from location to location.
Rep. Number
206

2

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Support the principle of the spatial strategy with three SGA’s along the main transport and economic corridors. However, greater emphasis
is needed on the role of settlements (such as Turriff) that lie outwith the SGA’s.
Welcome that the plan recognises the need to improve the area's communities and the services they depend on, However, suggest it is
unrealistic to expect landowners to fund the majority of infrastructure improvements, especially in the current economic climate and the
effect this has had on land values.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. Few settlements get explicit mention in the plan, but it can be seen that significant
allocations are made to the LG&DA (RHMA) in which Turriff lies, thus opportunities for local need will be made through the local
development plan.
The current economic climate has little bearing on the medium to long-term prospects for development as developers have informed us.
The uplift in land values from allocation or granting of planning permission will remain very substantial and the public sector cannot be
expected to fund all the necessary services and facilities needed to bring about sustainable mixed communities. The wording on p.7 and
p.19 has been amended for greater clarity on this matter.
Rep. Number
207

2

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Support the principle of the spatial strategy with three SGA’s along the main transport and economic corridors, in particular Aberdeen to
Peterhead. Aware of work on Energetica and ask that it be more explicitly reflected in the final plan. Would suggest that the boundaries of
the SGA be extended eastwards on the diagram to include Newburgh and Cruden Bay, which logically fall within its sphere of influence.
Welcome that the plan recognises the need to improve the area's communities and the services they depend on, However, suggest it is
unrealistic to expect landowners to fund the majority of infrastructure improvements, especially in the current economic climate and the
effect this has had on land values.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The decision whether a settlement is in or out of an SGA and the allocation of specific sites
will be taken by Aberdeenshire Council as part of the local development plan process. A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the
relevant Team for their information,
Energetica is mentioned in three sections of the plan along with also being mentioned in the glossary. The glossary definfition is explicit
and refers to who is promoting the initiative should further information be required.
The current economic climate has little bearing on the medium to long-term prospects for development as developers have informed us.
The uplift in land values from allocation or granting of planning permission will remain very substantial and the public sector cannot be
expected to fund all the necessary services and facilities needed to bring about sustainable mixed communities. The wording on p.7 and
p.19 has been amended for greater clarity on this matter.
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Rep. Number
209

2

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Support the principle of the spatial strategy with three SGA’s along the main transport and economic corridors of the NE and that Aberdeen
City is the main focus for growth.
Welcome that the plan recognises the need to improve the area's communities and the services they depend on, However, suggest it is
unrealistic to expect landowners to fund the majority of infrastructure improvements, especially in the current economic climate and the
effect this has had on land values.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The current economic climate has little bearing on the medium to long-term prospects for
development as developers have informed us. The uplift in land values from allocation or granting of planning permission will remain very
substantial and the public sector cannot be expected to fund all the necessary services and facilities needed to bring about sustainable
mixed communities. The wording on p.7 and p.19 has been amended for greater clarity on this matter.
Rep. Number
217

2

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Support the principle of the spatial strategy with three SGA’s along the main transport and economic corridors, which is logical. However, it
is requested that the specific needs of Fraserburgh are recognised within the plan strategy given the fragility of the local economy and the
requirement for regeneration and new investment in the town to ensure its long term future as a service centre.
The concept of RPA's is supported, however, the statement on p.8 "developing on brownfield sites is a particular priority etc." is unduly
prescriptive. New development as an extension to existing settlements can provide social and economic benefits to a town or village and
development proposals should be addressed on a case-by-case basis.
Greater emphasis should be given to settlements outwith the SGA's, in particular market towns and major service centers like Fraserburgh.
Do not believe it necessary to extend the Aberdeen to Peterhead SGA to Fraserburgh if these issues are addressed.
The site is currently identified in ALP as fh1.
Acceptance:

Agreed Response:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. Whilst there may be some merit in providing some clarification on RPAs, there would
appear to be no justification for singling out Fraserburgh over any other town.
The reuse of brownfield land is to be encouraged in RPAs and it is right that this presumption is carried forward in the plan. However, the
wording could be amended to highlight that the supply of brownfield land will vary from location to location.
The allocations proposed give significant numbers of houses and an unlimited amount of business land in the LG&DA (RHMA).
For sites allocated within the local plan there is no further need for promotion; the principle of development is established.
Rep. Number
218

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Welcome recognition of need to improve the area's communities and the services they depend on. Greater emphasis should be given to
settlements outwith the SGA's, in particular market towns and major service centers like Turriff, Mintlaw, Oldmeldrum, Alford, Fraserburgh
etc. and achievement of the sustainable mixed communities objectives of the plan. However, suggest it is unrealistic for landowners to fund
the majority of infrastructure improvements required.
With regard to the Aberdeen City SGA, concerned aspirations are not achievable - sufficient land, particularly brownfield, will be difficult to
find. It will therefore be important to ensure sites allocated are released quickly and the plan making process becomes more streamlined.
Acceptance:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Greater emphasis on these settlements would not be beneficial, merely add to length of the plan. The local development plan will examine
issues and potential for each settlement in Aberdeenshire within the development framework this plan proposes. The uplift in land values
from allocation or granting of planning permission will remain very substantial and the public sector cannot be expected to fund all the
necessary services and facilities needed to bring about sustainable mixed communities. The wording on p.7 and p.19 has been amended
for greater clarity on this matter.
Aberdeen City Council is committed to delivery of their proportion of the allocations, both brownfield and greenfield. The structure plan will
make every effort to ensure that each Council has all the information required to progress local development plans timeously.
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Rep. Number
219

2

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Support the principle of the spatial strategy with three SGA’s along the main transport and economic corridors. Consider that Kintore is well
placed to accommodate future growth along the Aberdeen to Inverurie corridor and the recently approved Capacity Study identifies our
clients land to create an extension to Kintore.
Also welcome that the plan recognises the need to improve the area's communities and services they depend. However, suggest it is
unrealistic to expect landowners to fund the majority of infrastructure improvements that will be required.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. Kintore is clearly shown within the SGA, but decisions on the scale of any proposed
development and the allocation of specific sites will be taken by Aberdeenshire Council as part of the local development plan process. A
copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
The uplift in land values from allocation or granting of planning permission will remain very substantial and the public sector cannot be
expected to fund all the necessary services and facilities needed to bring about sustainable mixed communities. The wording on p.7 and
p.19 has been amended for greater clarity on this matter.
Rep. Number
220

2

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Support the principle of the spatial strategy with three SGA’s along the main transport and economic corridors. However, greater emphasis
should be given to settlements that lie outwith the SGA's, in particular Keithhall, which is within the sphere of influence of the SGA. Also a
requirement to satisfy the local need for housing in rural communities such as Keithhall over the period of the plan.
Also welcome that the plan recognises the need to improve the area's communities and services they depend. However, suggest it is
unrealistic to expect landowners to fund the majority of infrastructure improvements that will be required.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The decision whether a settlement is in or out of an SGA and the allocation of specific sites
will be taken by Aberdeenshire Council as part of the local development plan process. If not in the SGA, will fall within the LG&DA. A copy
of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
The uplift in land values from allocation or granting of planning permission will remain very substantial and the public sector cannot be
expected to fund all the necessary services and facilities needed to bring about sustainable mixed communities. The wording on p.7 and
p.19 has been amended for greater clarity on this matter.
Rep. Number
221

2

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Support the principle of the spatial strategy with three SGA’s along the main transport and economic corridors. However, greater emphasis
should be given to settlements that lie outwith the SGA's. Also a requirement to satisfy the local need for housing in rural communities such
as Craigdam over the period of the plan.
Welcome that the plan recognises the need to improve the area's communities and services they depend. However, suggest it is unrealistic
to expect landowners to fund the majority of infrastructure improvements that will be required.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. Locations such as Craigdam have no strategic significance and should not feature in the
plan. However, the plan makes provision for significant allocations outside the SGA, although the allocation of specific sites will be taken by
Aberdeenshire Council as part of the local development plan process. A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team
for their information.
The uplift in land values from allocation or granting of planning permission will remain very substantial and the public sector cannot be
expected to fund all the necessary services and facilities needed to bring about sustainable mixed communities. The wording on p.7 and
p.19 has been amended for greater clarity on this matter.
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Rep. Number
222

2

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Support the principle of the spatial strategy with three SGA’s along the main transport and economic corridors. Inverurie is the main service
centre for Garioch and is well placed to take a large proportion of the growth within this SGA over the plan period.
Welcome that the plan recognises the need to improve the area's communities and services they depend. However, suggest it is unrealistic
to expect landowners to fund the majority of infrastructure improvements that will be required.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. Inverurie is clearly shown within the SGA, but decisions on the scale of any proposed
development and the allocation of specific sites will be taken by Aberdeenshire Council as part of the local development plan process. A
copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
The uplift in land values from allocation or granting of planning permission will remain very substantial and the public sector cannot be
expected to fund all the necessary services and facilities needed to bring about sustainable mixed communities. The wording on p.7 and
p.19 has been amended for greater clarity on this matter.
Rep. Number
223

2

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Support the principle of the spatial strategy with three SGA’s along the main transport and economic corridors, in particular Aberdeen to
Peterhead. Aware of work on Energetica and ask that it be more explicitly reflected in the final plan.
Would ask that greater emphasis be placed on key settlements outwith the SGA's, such as Newmachar and Kingseat, which are likely to be
vital in meeting the local and strategic need for housing and the future economic prosperity of the region.
Welcome that the plan recognises the need to improve the area's communities and services they depend. However, suggest it is unrealistic
to expect landowners to fund the majority of infrastructure improvements that will be required.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. Energetica is mentioned in three sections of the plan along with also being mentioned in the
glossary. The glossary definfition is explicit and refers to who is promoting the initiative should further information be required.
Settlements such as those mentioned may have a role to play, but the allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local
Development Plan process.
The uplift in land values from allocation or granting of planning permission will remain very substantial and the public sector cannot be
expected to fund all the necessary services and facilities needed to bring about sustainable mixed communities. The wording on p.7 and
p.19 has been amended for greater clarity on this matter.
Rep. Number
224

2

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Support the principle of the spatial strategy with three SGA’s along the main transport and economic corridors, in particular Aberdeen to
Stonehaven. Aware of the master plan for Stonehaven South and believe this area and client's land is well placed to accommodate future
growth.
Welcome that the plan recognises the need to improve the area's communities and services they depend. However, suggest it is unrealistic
to expect landowners to fund the majority of infrastructure improvements that will be required.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. Stonehaven is clearly shown within the SGA, but decisions on the scale of any proposed
development and the allocation of specific sites will be taken by Aberdeenshire Council as part of the local development plan process. A
copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
The uplift in land values from allocation or granting of planning permission will remain very substantial and the public sector cannot be
expected to fund all the necessary services and facilities needed to bring about sustainable mixed communities. The wording on p.7 and
p.19 has been amended for greater clarity on this matter.
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Rep. Number
225

2

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Welcome the recognition that all parts of the NE are important to the future of the region. Also aware of work on Energetica and ask that it
be more explicitly reflected in the final plan. Achievement of the economic development and growth objectives of Energetica will create a
requirement for additional growth beyond Peterhead at the northern end of the SGA.
Recognise that development on brownfield sites in RPA's is important. However, the draft plan should also recognise that new development
in RPA's as extensions to existing can provide social and economic benefits.
Welcome that the plan recognises the need to improve the area's communities and services they depend. However, suggest it is unrealistic
to expect landowners to fund the majority of infrastructure improvements that will be required.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. Energetica is mentioned in three sections of the plan along with also being mentioned in the
glossary. The glossary definition is explicit and refers to who is promoting the initiative should further information be required. The success
of the Peterhead corridor will be closely monitored over time and subsequent plans reflect this.
The reuse of brownfield land is to be encouraged in RPAs and it is right that this presumption is carried forward in the plan. However, the
wording could be amended to highlight that the supply of brownfield land will vary from location to location.
The uplift in land values from allocation or granting of planning permission will remain very substantial and the public sector cannot be
expected to fund all the necessary services and facilities needed to bring about sustainable mixed communities.
Rep. Number
226

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Aware of work on Energetica and ask that it be more explicitly reflected in the final plan. Achievement of the economic development and
growth objectives of Energetica will create a requirement for additional growth beyond Peterhead at the northern end of the SGA.
The concept of RPA's is supported, however, the statement on p.8 "developing on brownfield sites is a particular priority etc." is unduly
prescriptive. New development as an extension to existing settlements can provide social and economic benefits to a town or village and
development proposals should be addressed on a case-by-case basis.
Welcome that the plan recognises the need to improve the area's communities and services they depend. However, suggest it is unrealistic
to expect landowners to fund the majority of infrastructure improvements that will be required.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Energetica is mentioned in three sections of the plan along with also being mentioned in the glossary. The glossary definition is explicit and
refers to who is promoting the initiative should further information be required. The success of the Peterhead corridor will be closely
monitored over time and subsequent plans reflect this.
The reuse of brownfield land is to be encouraged in RPAs and it is right that this presumption is carried forward in the plan. However, the
wording could be amended to highlight that the supply of brownfield land will vary from location to location.
The uplift in land values from allocation or granting of planning permission will remain very substantial and the public sector cannot be
expected to fund all the necessary services and facilities needed to bring about sustainable mixed communities.
Rep. Number
227

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Achievement of the economic development and growth objectives of Energetica will create a requirement for additional growth beyond
Peterhead at the northern end of the SGA.
The concept of RPA's is supported, however, the statement on p.8 "developing on brownfield sites is a particular priority etc." is unduly
prescriptive. New development as an extension to existing settlements can provide social and economic benefits to a town or village and
development proposals should be addressed on a case-by-case basis.
Welcome that the plan recognises the need to improve the area's communities and services they depend. However, suggest it is unrealistic
to expect landowners to fund the majority of infrastructure improvements that will be required.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Energetica is mentioned in three sections of the plan along with also being mentioned in the glossary. The glossary definition is explicit and
refers to who is promoting the initiative should further information be required. The success of the Peterhead corridor will be closely
monitored over time and subsequent plans reflect this.
The reuse of brownfield land is to be encouraged in RPAs and it is right that this presumption is carried forward in the plan. However, the
wording could be amended to highlight that the supply of brownfield land varies from location to location.
The uplift in land values from allocation or granting of planning permission will remain very substantial and the public sector cannot be
expected to fund all the necessary services and facilities needed to bring about sustainable mixed communities.
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Rep. Number
228

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Achievement of the economic development and growth objectives of Energetica will create a requirement for additional growth beyond
Peterhead at the northern end of the SGA.
The concept of RPA's is supported, however, the statement on p.8 "developing on brownfield sites is a particular priority etc." is unduly
prescriptive. New development as an extension to existing settlements can provide social and economic benefits to a town or village and
development proposals should be addressed on a case-by-case basis.
Welcome that the plan recognises the need to improve the area's communities and services they depend. However, suggest it is unrealistic
to expect landowners to fund the majority of infrastructure improvements that will be required.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Energetica is mentioned in three sections of the plan along with also being mentioned in the glossary. The glossary definition is explicit and
refers to who is promoting the initiative should further information be required. The success of the Peterhead corridor will be closely
monitored over time and subsequent plans reflect this.
The reuse of brownfield land is to be encouraged in RPA's and it is right that this presumption is carried forward in the plan. However, the
wording could be amended to highlight that the supply of brownfield land varies from location to location.
The uplift in land values from allocation or granting of planning permission will remain very substantial and the public sector cannot be
expected to fund all the necessary services and facilities needed to bring about sustainable mixed communities.
Rep. Number
229

2

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Support the principle of the spatial strategy with three SGA’s along the main transport and economic corridors and Aberdeen City as the
main focus for growth.
Welcome that the plan recognises the need to improve the area's communities and services they depend. However, suggest it is unrealistic
to expect landowners to fund the majority of infrastructure improvements that will be required, particularly in the current economic climate
and effect this has had on land values.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The current economic climate has little bearing on the medium to long-term prospects for development as developers have informed us.
The uplift in land values from allocation or granting of planning permission will remain very substantial and the public sector cannot be
expected to fund all the necessary services and facilities needed to bring about sustainable mixed communities. The wording on p.7 and
p.19 has been amended for greater clarity on this matter.
Rep. Number
235

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Support the principle of SGA's, particularly between Aberdeen and Peterhead, which offers the scope to redress the lack of investment in
this area over recent decades. However, the corridor should be extended to Fraserburgh and they should be less restrictive as they have
been drawn as well as in their justification and objectives.
Acceptance:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. However, the extension of the SGA is not appropriate and would do little to benefit
Fraserburgh. Instead the RPA designation should provide greater opportunities and focus on the sustainable use of brownfield sites.
However, equally, it does not prevent the local development plan from allocating levels of housing and employment land to meet local need.
Further clarification of RPAs could be made in the plan wording.
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Rep. Number
238

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Support the concept of designating SGA's that will accommodate the majority of new development in the area. Also support the frontloading element of the strategy, which refers to 500 houses in the Drumlithie to Laurencekirk corridor in 2007-2016. Would anticipate that
Fordoun has an important role to play given its ideal location on the A90 and close to the railway line.
Also suggest that this corridor has more potential to deliver than some other SGA's. In particular, have concerns about ability to deliver
10,000 homes on City brownfield land and concerns about the numbers proposed in the Aberdeen to Stonehaven corridor, there is simply
not capacity for this scale of development, as demonstrated by recent work on capacity studies.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan
process. A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information. The housing allocations are already
generous and based on a high growth scenario and no change is proposed to the housing allocations in this corridor.
Aberdeen City Council is committed to delivery of its proportion of the allocations, including those on brownfield land. However, it is
proposed to increase the housing allocations in the Blackdog to Ellon corridor by 1,400 units and to reduce the local growth (AHMA) by
1000 and the Portlethen to Stonehaven corridor by 400.
Rep. Number
241

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Support the concept of designating SGA's that will accommodate the majority of new development in the area. Also support the frontloading element of the strategy, which refers to 1,000 houses in the Blackburn-Kintore-Inverurie corridor in the period 2007-2016. Also
welcome that allowances increase in subsequent years as Blackburn has a key role to play in the delivery of housing as it has not
experienced the same recent development pressures as Kintore and Inverurie. Recognise that investment will be needed in Blackburn's
infrastructure, including education provision.
Would suggest that the Blackburn to Inverurie corridor has more potential to deliver required housing numbers than some other SGA's. In
particular have concerns about the 10,000 homes on brownfield City land and the numbers proposed for the Portlethen to Stonehaven
corridor where there simply is not capacity for this scale of housing as recent capacity studies have shown.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed. The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan
process. A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
The housing allocations are already generous and based on a high growth scenario and no change is proposed to the housing allocations in
this corridor. Aberdeen City Council is committed to delivery of its proportion of the allocations, including those on brownfield land. However,
it is proposed to increase the housing allocations in the Blackdog to Ellon corridor by 1,400 units and to reduce the local growth (AHMA) by
1000 and the Portlethen to Stonehaven corridor by 400. This because the number and size of settlements in this area would suggest that
growth on the scale identified in the draft structure plan would be excessive.
Rep. Number
243

5

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Have some concerns about the ability to deliver 10,000 homes on City brownfield land and the number of houses proposed for the Aberdeen
to Stonehaven corridor as there is simply not the capacity as shown by recent capacity studies. Should an additional SGA to the west not be
identified then housing allocations for the AHMA should be increased to provide additional choice for people to live. The area to the west of
Aberdeen has a strong demand for housing and employment and proposals can be suitably managed through LDP's
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The housing allocations are already significant and no change is proposed to the spatial strategy regarding an additional SGA.
Aberdeen City Council is committed to delivery of its proportion of the allocations, including those on brownfield land. However, it is
proposed to increase the housing allocations in the Blackdog to Ellon corridor by 1,400 units and to reduce the local growth (AHMA) by
1000 and the Portlethen to Stonehaven corridor by 400.
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Rep. Number
244

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Of more practical significance, perhaps is what we can only regard as the unfortunate omission of Oldmeldrum, left off the Spatial Strategy
and the Key Diagram, presumably because its population is less than 3000 at present, though it must soon exceed that figure. Irrespective
of the actual level of population however is the town’s real economic significance, where it is apparent that it punches well above its weight.
(Perhaps the Key Diagram should have referred to Towns of Economic Significance or some other, better phrase, that would not likely be
viewed as pejorative by settlements not designated in that way.) Oldmeldrum, (only 7 kilometers from Inverurie) because it is regarded as
alternative location to Inverurie - where the acknowledged shortfall in the supply of employment land continues to restrict development - has
experienced a high level of business growth in recent years with the result that the Colpy Road Business Park will soon be fully developed.
The town also benefits from a splendid, new secondary school that is being increasingly used by the local community. New housing within
the western bypass has also flourished in the last few years and the town’s location is clearly popular with house buyers. More housing land
should be allocated. Oldmeldrum is strategically located town on the cross-country route between Ellon on the Peterhead corridor and
Inverurie on the Huntly corridor and its significance should be acknowledged in the Draft Structure Plan by that cross-country route being
shown as a SGA corridor, in its own right. Not doing so could be very damaging to the future prospects for continuing business and
residential development in the town.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
The omission of Oldmeldrum should in no way be taken to suggest that it is not a locally important town, however towns over 1,500
population are now being included into the key diagram to provide better orientation around the diagram.
Rep. Number
247

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
We understand the merits and benefits in the identification of the Strategic Growth Areas and broadly support this approach.
However, we feel that there is an over reliance on development in Aberdeen City to the detriment of the local growth and diversification area.
We do not consider that the current distribution of development, between three strands, provides sufficient flexibility for the individual Local
Development Plans to respond to local circumstances to meet the needs of the Local Growth and Diversification areas, to maintain
population and services, and to deliver sustainable rural communities. This is something, which is supported by the recently published
SPP3 - Planning for Homes.
We recommend that the following changes are made:
For at least 70% of all homes built and employment land developed to be in the SGA’s by 2030;
For at least 40% of all homes to be in Aberdeen City by 2030;
For all strategic developments meeting the needs of the City Region to be in SGA’s
We strongly object to the direction of 50% of the growth to Aberdeen City over the plan period. While we have no objection to the
redevelopment of brownfield land and regeneration of depressed areas within the City, we have serious concerns about the ability of
Aberdeen City to deliver, or accommodate, 32,000 houses over the plan period, and that provision of such numbers in an areas with
significant congestion issues would only exacerbate these problems. This volume of development represents approximately 1,600 units per
annum – double the anticipated 2008 completions in the whole of the City Council area.
Out of the options available on page 22, we do not support the Total (v2) option. However, as set out above, we do not consider any of the
options put forward provides sufficient scope for the Rural Service Centers to grow and maintain the services present.
Therefore, whilst we do not propose to recalculate the whole table, we would seek an alteration to this strategy that would allow for a
distribution as follows:
Aberdeen City - 40% (28,800)
Huntly - Laurencekirk & Blackdog - 30% (21,600)
Local Growth (AHMA % RHMA) - 30% (21,600)
We would seek the local growth element to be split along proportions of the Total or Total (V1) column between the AHMA and RHMA.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
It is proposed to increase the housing allocations in the Blackdog to Ellon corridor by 1,400 units and to reduce the local growth (AHMA) by
1000 and the Portlethen to Stonehaven corridor by 400. No change to the City / Shire split is planned, although the regeneration area
numbers in the City will be re-phased. The alternatives presented in Schedule 1 of the draft plan were intended to stimulate debate, which
they have done. No alternatives will appear in the final plan.
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Rep. Number
248

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
We understand the merits and benefits in the identification of the Strategic Growth Areas and broadly support this approach.
However, we feel that there is an over reliance on development in Aberdeen City to the detriment of the local growth and diversification area.
We do not consider that the current distribution of development, between three strands, provides sufficient flexibility for the individual Local
Development Plans to respond to local circumstances to meet the needs of the Local Growth and Diversification areas, to maintain
population and services, and to deliver sustainable rural communities. This is something, which is supported by the recently published
SPP3 - Planning for Homes.
We recommend that the following changes are made:
For at least 70% of all homes built and employment land developed to be in the SGA’s by 2030;
For at least 40% of all homes to be in Aberdeen City by 2030;
For all strategic developments meeting the needs of the City Region to be in SGA’s
We strongly object to the direction of 50% of the growth to Aberdeen City over the plan period. While we have no objection to the
redevelopment of brownfield land and regeneration of depressed areas within the City, we have serious concerns about the ability of
Aberdeen City to deliver, or accommodate, 32,000 houses over the plan period, and that provision of such numbers in an areas with
significant congestion issues would only exacerbate these problems. This volume of development represents approximately 1,600 units per
annum – double the anticipated 2008 completions in the whole of the City Council area.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
It is proposed to increase the housing allocations in the Blackdog to Ellon corridor by 1,400 units and to reduce the local growth (AHMA) by
1000 and the Portlethen to Stonehaven corridor by 400. This because the number and size of settlements in this area would suggest that
growth on the scale identified in the draft structure plan would be excessive and be meeting more than local needs. No change to the City /
Shire split is planned, although the regeneration area numbers in the City will be re-phased. The alternatives presented in Schedule 1 of the
draft plan were intended to stimulate debate, which they have done. No alternatives will appear in the final plan.
Rep. Number
249

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
We understand the merits and benefits in the identification of the Strategic Growth Areas and broadly support this approach.
However, we feel that there is an over reliance on development in Aberdeen City to the detriment of the local growth and diversification area.
We do not consider that the current distribution of development, between three strands, provides sufficient flexibility for the individual Local
Development Plans to respond to local circumstances to meet the needs of the Local Growth and Diversification areas, to maintain
population and services, and to deliver sustainable rural communities. This is something, which is supported by the recently published
SPP3 - Planning for Homes.
We recommend that the following changes are made:
For at least 70% of all homes built and employment land developed to be in the SGA’s by 2030;
For at least 40% of all homes to be in Aberdeen City by 2030;
For all strategic developments meeting the needs of the City Region to be in SGA’s
We strongly object to the direction of 50% of the growth to Aberdeen City over the plan period. While we have no objection to the
redevelopment of brownfield land and regeneration of depressed areas within the City, we have serious concerns about the ability of
Aberdeen City to deliver, or accommodate, 32,000 houses over the plan period, and that provision of such numbers in an areas with
significant congestion issues would only exacerbate these problems. This volume of development represents approximately 1,600 units per
annum – double the anticipated 2008 completions in the whole of the City Council area.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
It is proposed to increase the housing allocations in the Blackdog to Ellon corridor by 1,400 units and to reduce the local growth (AHMA) by
1000 and the Portlethen to Stonehaven corridor by 400. This because the number and size of settlements in this area would suggest that
growth on the scale identified in the draft structure plan would be excessive and be meeting more than local needs. No change to the City /
Shire split is planned, although the regeneration area numbers in the City will be re-phased. The alternatives presented in Schedule 1 of the
draft plan were intended to stimulate debate, which they have done. No alternatives will appear in the final plan.
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Rep. Number
250

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
We understand the merits and benefits in the identification of the Strategic Growth Areas and broadly support this approach.
However, we feel that there is an over reliance on development in Aberdeen City to the detriment of the local growth and diversification area.
We do not consider that the current distribution of development, between three strands, provides sufficient flexibility for the individual Local
Development Plans to respond to local circumstances to meet the needs of the Local Growth and Diversification areas, to maintain
population and services, and to deliver sustainable rural communities. This is something, which is supported by the recently published
SPP3 - Planning for Homes.
We recommend that the following changes are made:
For at least 70% of all homes built and employment land developed to be in the SGA’s by 2030;
For at least 40% of all homes to be in Aberdeen City by 2030;
For all strategic developments meeting the needs of the City Region to be in SGA’s
We strongly object to the direction of 50% of the growth to Aberdeen City over the plan period. While we have no objection to the
redevelopment of brownfield land and regeneration of depressed areas within the City, we have serious concerns about the ability of
Aberdeen City to deliver, or accommodate, 32,000 houses over the plan period, and that provision of such numbers in an areas with
significant congestion issues would only exacerbate these problems. This volume of development represents approximately 1,600 units per
annum – double the anticipated 2008 completions in the whole of the City Council area.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
It is proposed to increase the housing allocations in the Blackdog to Ellon corridor by 1,400 units and to reduce the local growth (AHMA) by
1000 and the Portlethen to Stonehaven corridor by 400. This because the number and size of settlements in this area would suggest that
growth on the scale identified in the draft structure plan would be excessive and be meeting more than local needs. No change to the City /
Shire split is planned, although the regeneration area numbers in the City will be re-phased. The alternatives presented in Schedule 1 of the
draft plan were intended to stimulate debate, which they have done. No alternatives will appear in the final plan.
Rep. Number
251

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
We understand the merits and benefits in the identification of the Strategic Growth Areas and broadly support this approach.
However, we feel that there is an over reliance on development in Aberdeen City to the detriment of the local growth and diversification area.
We do not consider that the current distribution of development, between three strands, provides sufficient flexibility for the individual Local
Development Plans to respond to local circumstances to meet the needs of the Local Growth and Diversification areas, to maintain
population and services, and to deliver sustainable rural communities. This is something, which is supported by the recently published
SPP3 - Planning for Homes.
We recommend that the following changes are made:
For at least 70% of all homes built and employment land developed to be in the SGA’s by 2030;
For at least 40% of all homes to be in Aberdeen City by 2030;
For all strategic developments meeting the needs of the City Region to be in SGA’s
We strongly object to the direction of 50% of the growth to Aberdeen City over the plan period. While we have no objection to the
redevelopment of brownfield land and regeneration of depressed areas within the City, we have serious concerns about the ability of
Aberdeen City to deliver, or accommodate, 32,000 houses over the plan period, and that provision of such numbers in an areas with
significant congestion issues would only exacerbate these problems. This volume of development represents approximately 1,600 units per
annum – double the anticipated 2008 completions in the whole of the City Council area.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
It is proposed to increase the housing allocations in the Blackdog to Ellon corridor by 1,400 units and to reduce the local growth (AHMA) by
1000 and the Portlethen to Stonehaven corridor by 400. This because the number and size of settlements in this area would suggest that
growth on the scale identified in the draft structure plan would be excessive and be meeting more than local needs. No change to the City /
Shire split is planned, although the regeneration area numbers in the City will be re-phased. The alternatives presented in Schedule 1 of the
draft plan were intended to stimulate debate, which they have done. No alternatives will appear in the final plan.
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Rep. Number
252

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
We understand the merits and benefits in the identification of the Strategic Growth Areas and broadly support this approach.
However, we feel that there is an over reliance on development in Aberdeen City to the detriment of the local growth and diversification area.
We do not consider that the current distribution of development, between three strands, provides sufficient flexibility for the individual Local
Development Plans to respond to local circumstances to meet the needs of the Local Growth and Diversification areas, to maintain
population and services, and to deliver sustainable rural communities. This is something, which is supported by the recently published
SPP3 - Planning for Homes.
We recommend that the following changes are made:
For at least 70% of all homes built and employment land developed to be in the SGA’s by 2030;
For at least 40% of all homes to be in Aberdeen City by 2030;
For all strategic developments meeting the needs of the City Region to be in SGA’s
We strongly object to the direction of 50% of the growth to Aberdeen City over the plan period. While we have no objection to the
redevelopment of brownfield land and regeneration of depressed areas within the City, we have serious concerns about the ability of
Aberdeen City to deliver, or accommodate, 32,000 houses over the plan period, and that provision of such numbers in an areas with
significant congestion issues would only exacerbate these problems. This volume of development represents approximately 1,600 units per
annum – double the anticipated 2008 completions in the whole of the City Council area.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
It is proposed to increase the housing allocations in the Blackdog to Ellon corridor by 1,400 units and to reduce the local growth (AHMA) by
1000 and the Portlethen to Stonehaven corridor by 400. This because the number and size of settlements in this area would suggest that
growth on the scale identified in the draft structure plan would be excessive and be meeting more than local needs. No change to the City /
Shire split is planned, although the regeneration area numbers in the City will be re-phased. The alternatives presented in Schedule 1 of the
draft plan were intended to stimulate debate, which they have done. No alternatives will appear in the final plan.
Rep. Number
259

4

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
There should be a more positive emphasis included for the areas out-with the Strategic Growth Areas.
Acceptance:

Agreed Response:

Accepted

Changes to be made

Changes will be made to be more positive about these areas.

Rep. Number
267

10

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
If the strategic growth areas are to deliver the anticipated benefits to the economy, environment and society then care must be taken to
ensure that the development contributions are commercially realistic.
Acceptance:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The plan is explicit in its call for landowners and developers to recognise that to create sustainable mixed communities, a much higher level
of contribution will probably be required than in the past. Provided this is known up-front developers and their agents should be in a strong
position to negotiate accordingly. However, the last thing anyone wants is unviable projects. The wording on p.7 and p.19 has been
amended for greater clarity on this matter.
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Rep. Number
282

6

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
The land allocations strategy which has been developed for Aberdeenshire is neither sustainable, nor does it meet the needs of business in
the A90 corridor north of Aberdeen. The strategy overloads the A90 south of Aberdeen and the A96 and these are already the most
congested as a result of problems at the Haudagain and Bridge of Dee.
The Energetica project, AWPR and A90 improvements north of Aberdeen has already increased demand for business land. It is incredible
that none of this has been taken on board and the allocations are derisory and back-loaded. There would need to be in excess of 3,500 units
just in the first plan period alone.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The plan makes it clear that the resolution of transportation problems across the north-east must be a priority and it has attempted to devise
a strategy that does not impact negtively on these problems. Proposals to the north of Aberdeen are dependent on the AWPR and A90
upgrading at Balmedie / Tipperty as well as improvements at the Haudagain and the Third Don Crossing. Until these take place, more a
lower level of development is proposed for this corridor. The Haudagain and Bridge of Dee are to be explicitly mentioned as proposals in the
finalised plan.
The Energetica Project is about much more than housing and it is believed that an employment-led approach is the key justification. This is
reflected in the plan and the work of ACSEF will be closely followed.
A total of 400 housing units have been moved from the Portlethen - Stonehaven corridor to the Blackdog - Ellon corridor in the first phase of
the plan.
Rep. Number
282

8

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Overloading the Stonehaven to Portlethen and Blackburn to Inverurie corridors is completely irrational given the existence of a high number
of already constrained units. This will not deliver effective housing units, particularly in the first period. This is clearly demonstrated in the
2008 HLA. This may be due to the fact that the effective and constrained figures in Schedule 1 are incorrect, particularly in these two
corridors.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Acknowledge that the 2008 HLA details a number of constrained sites in these corridors, but these are due to ownership, physical or
infrastructure issues that can be resolved. In any event, the presence of constrained sites does not preclude the allocation of new sites,
particularly when the scales differ so much.
However, it is proposed to increase the housing allocations in the Blackdog to Ellon corridor by 1,400 units and to reduce the local growth
(AHMA) by 1000 and the Portlethen to Stonehaven corridor by 400. .
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Rep. Number
285

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Concerned that Fraserburgh has not been identified as within a strategic growth area. It is known that the town needs substantial
investment to ensure that it can once again prosper.
Acceptance:
Noted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Fraserburgh is the second largest town in Aberdeenshire and continues to be a major shellfish and white fish port. The dependence on the
fishing industry has resulted in a fragile local economy and its distance from Aberdeen (40 miles) and Peterhead (17 miles) means that it
faces a number of significant social and economic challenges.
A number of regeneration and ATP projects have been ongoing for some time and a whole package of measures will need to continue to be
pursued. The structure plan must be clear in the specific, strategic land use elements that it can directly influence. As such, the objectives
apply equally to all areas of the plan and encourage economic growth and mixed use developments that meet the needs of the whole
community. The plan also emphasises the need to develop better links within and to the north-east and improve public transport provision.
The spatial strategy recognises the circumstances in Fraserburgh (and other similar communities) through their dual designation as
regeneration priority areas and areas for local growth and diversification. These designations provide flexibility for the Aberdeenshire local
development plan (LDP) to respond accordingly, with relevant policies and proposals. Also importantly, the LDP will be able to promote the
reuse of brownfield land and to designate a proportion of the significant level of residential allocation made to the RHMA and an appropriate
amount of employment land.
The initial preparation for production of the LDP has begun and further work will be undertaken throughout 2009, this will involve community
council’s and other representatives, local businesses and individuals with an interest. Consultation will be key to ensuring the framework set
down by the structure plan is translated into realistic LDP policies and allocations and tangible proposals are delivered for Fraserburgh.
The three elements of the spatial strategy in the plan are in no way hierarchical, but enable an appropriate response to individual issues and
circumstances. Improving the economic, environmental and social future of Fraserburgh is very important for the future of Fraserburgh itself
and Aberdeenshire Council. The final paragraph on p.5 of the draft plan makes it clear that the importance given to each aim of the plan will
be critical in coming to decisions on development proposals. The status of Fraserburgh as a RPA will influence the balancing process in a
way that may not be appropriate in other areas.
The interests of Fraserburgh will not be well served by pretending that its challenges and opportunities are anything other than what they
are. However, the tone of the plan in relation to Fraserburgh in particular and regeneration in general will be examined to ensure they are
presented positively and its potential role in attracting public sector funding will be highlighted.
Rep. Number
286

24

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Need to define “strategic development” in relation to the target where all these are to be provided within SGA’s as this target (p.8) is
imprecise and unclear.
Acceptance:
Noted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Examples of "strategic developments" should be included in the glossary.
Rep. Number
286

25

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
In "How to meet the targets" (p.8) the second bullet needs to be improved as it is unclear how "planning applications should be assessed
against the spatial strategy" when this section of the plan does not provide the necessary guidance against which planning applications can
be assessed.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Accepted
Changes to be made
The spatial strategy is a fundamental component of the structure plan, but it is acknowledged that it is more of a framework for local
development plans to work with and a position statement than a development management tool. This bullet will be reworded.
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Rep. Number
287

12

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Flexibility should be allowed for in the plan for a mechanism to facilitate the release of land if supply is not being maintained without the need
for a complete review of the plan. With regard to the provision of infrastructure (in the City), it is essential that current infrastructure,
especially schools are being fully utilised before there is a need for new ones to be provided.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice (including timescales, masterplanning and funding of
required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Allocations are phased, in part, to account for the provision of key infrastructure to enable development to proceed. This particularly relates
to secondary school provision and the need to phase the provision of new schools across Aberdeenshire. Although the scale of allowances
mean that it should not be necessary, a mechanism to bring land forward will be introduced for use in exceptional circumstances.
Rep. Number
302

16

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Note that there is very little in the structure plan relating to regeneration along the north coast including Fraserburgh and south of
Stonehaven.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The plan could give more information on the implications of the RPA designation.

Rep. Number
314

5

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
We support the objective of landowners funding infrastructure costs from increased land values.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The wording on p.7 and p.19 has been amended for greater clarity on this matter.
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Rep. Number
333

2

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
It is staggering to find that Aberdeenshire’s second largest town and Europe’s largest Shellfish port with over 12500 of a population receives
little more than a token mention as a regeneration area within a strategic plan for Aberdeen City and Shire.
Acceptance:
Noted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Fraserburgh is the second largest town in Aberdeenshire and continues to be a major shellfish and white fish port. The dependence on the
fishing industry has resulted in a fragile local economy and its distance from Aberdeen (40 miles) and Peterhead (17 miles) means that it
faces a number of significant social and economic challenges.
A number of regeneration and ATP projects have been ongoing for some time and a whole package of measures will need to continue to be
pursued. The structure plan must be clear in the specific, strategic land use elements that it can directly influence. As such, the objectives
apply equally to all areas of the plan and encourage economic growth and mixed use developments that meet the needs of the whole
community. The plan also emphasises the need to develop better links within and to the north-east and improve public transport provision.
The spatial strategy recognises the circumstances in Fraserburgh (and other similar communities) through their dual designation as
regeneration priority areas and areas for local growth and diversification. These designations provide flexibility for the Aberdeenshire local
development plan (LDP) to respond accordingly, with relevant policies and proposals. Also importantly, the LDP will be able to promote the
reuse of brownfield land and to designate a proportion of the significant level of residential allocation made to the RHMA and an appropriate
amount of employment land.
The initial preparation for production of the LDP has begun and further work will be undertaken throughout 2009, this will involve community
council’s and other representatives, local businesses and individuals with an interest. Consultation will be key to ensuring the framework set
down by the structure plan is translated into realistic LDP policies and allocations and tangible proposals are delivered for Fraserburgh.
The three elements of the spatial strategy in the plan are in no way hierarchical, but enable an appropriate response to individual issues and
circumstances. Improving the economic, environmental and social future of Fraserburgh is very important for the future of Fraserburgh itself
and Aberdeenshire Council. The final paragraph on p.5 of the draft plan makes it clear that the importance given to each aim of the plan will
be critical in coming to decisions on development proposals. The status of Fraserburgh as a RPA will influence the balancing process in a
way that may not be appropriate in other areas.
The interests of Fraserburgh will not be well served by pretending that its challenges and opportunities are anything other than what they
are. However, the tone of the plan in relation to Fraserburgh in particular and regeneration in general will be examined to ensure they are
presented positively and its potential role in attracting public sector funding will be highlighted.
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Rep. Number
333

7

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
If we can suggest words of a constructive nature, it is that this plan be rewritten with a much more equitable approach to all areas of the City
and Shire. We would expect to see acknowledgement of Fraserburgh as Aberdeen’s second largest town (ahead of Huntly, Ellon, Inverurie,
Westhill and Stonehaven) to be given due prominence in terms of its fishing heritage and current capabilities and would look for improved
roads infrastructures to improve transport links [clearly specified please rather than an arrow on a map with no explanation]. In additional we
would like to see some commitment towards other infrastructure in and around the town to help boost the struggling town centre. We would
like to see an incentivisation scheme introduced which encourages the uptake of brown field sites and unused premises in the area and
where necessary investments in basic infrastructure which would increase the commercial and economic value of the area.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Fraserburgh is the second largest town in Aberdeenshire and continues to be a major shellfish and white fish port. The dependence on the
fishing industry has resulted in a fragile local economy and its distance from Aberdeen (40 miles) and Peterhead (17 miles) means that it
faces a number of significant social and economic challenges.
A number of regeneration and ATP projects have been ongoing for some time and a whole package of measures will need to continue to be
pursued. The structure plan must be clear in the specific, strategic land use elements that it can directly influence. As such, the objectives
apply equally to all areas of the plan and encourage economic growth and mixed use developments that meet the needs of the whole
community. The plan also emphasises the need to develop better links within and to the north-east and improve public transport provision.
The spatial strategy recognises the circumstances in Fraserburgh (and other similar communities) through their dual designation as
regeneration priority areas and areas for local growth and diversification. These designations provide flexibility for the Aberdeenshire local
development plan (LDP) to respond accordingly, with relevant policies and proposals. Also importantly, the LDP will be able to promote the
reuse of brownfield land and to designate a proportion of the significant level of residential allocation made to the RHMA and an appropriate
amount of employment land.
The initial preparation the LDP has begun and further work will be undertaken throughout 2009, this will involve community council’s and
other representatives, local businesses and individuals with an interest. Consultation will be key to ensuring the framework set down by the
structure plan is translated into realistic LDP policies and allocations and tangible proposals are delivered for Fraserburgh.
The three elements of the spatial strategy in the plan are in no way hierarchical, but enable an appropriate response to individual issues and
circumstances. Improving the economic, environmental and social future of Fraserburgh is very important for the future of Fraserburgh itself
and Aberdeenshire Council. The final paragraph on p.5 of the draft plan makes it clear that the importance given to each aim of the plan will
be critical in coming to decisions on development proposals. In this respect, RPA status for Fraserburgh can influence the weight given to
each aim, resulting in a positive impact that may not be appropriate in other areas.
The residents of Fraserburgh appear well aware of its challenges and opportunities and the structure plan can assist by saying more about
Fraserburgh in particular and regeneration in general. Presentation in a positive light and setting out the town’s potential role in attracting
public sector funding will be highlighted. An explanation of "better linkages" will be provided.
Rep. Number
334

1

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
The vision is from Aberdeen City outwards and does not recognise some of the major economic drivers in the region farming, fishing, food,
training, education, vehicles manufacture etc
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The plan is a strategy for land use development across the entire north-east for the next 20+ years. It aims to provide an appropriate
framework for development, with significant levels of growth in Aberdeenshire, but recognising the important role that Aberdeen plays as a
regional centre. The plan is not intended to be the same as NEST and does not aim to 'tell a story', instead it has to be a focused, concise
document in the spirit of the new planning act. However, references to farming and fishing have been added in recognition of the importance
of traditional industries.
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Rep. Number
334

2

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
As the introduction to the draft plan states " there are significant differences in wealth and opportunity between some of the region’s
communities" However the draft plan does not address these issues outwith the Strategic Growth Areas, increasing inequality in non SGAs
rather then reducing. In particular, Fraserburgh [the second largest town in Aberdeenshire] and its hinterland are in an isolated location,
have a strong fishing and farming dependent economy and face both community and economic challenges as identified through the
inclusion of part of the town in the Scottish Index for Multiple Deprivation, which recognises the need to take action to tackle disadvantage.
Fraserburgh, along with the costal area from Peterhead to Portsoy and parts of Aberdeen, is identified on the spatial strategy map as a
Regeneration Priory Area. Peterhead and these parts of Aberdeen also identified within the Strategic Growth areas. However, there is no
clarity given as to what strategy is being proposed for Regeneration Priority Areas and in particular for those RPAs which fall outwith the
SGAs. This must be addressed clearly within any plan.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Fraserburgh is the second largest town in Aberdeenshire and continues to be a major shellfish and white fish port. The dependence on the
fishing industry has resulted in a fragile local economy and its distance from Aberdeen (40 miles) and Peterhead (17 miles) means that it
faces a number of significant social and economic challenges.
A number of regeneration and ATP projects have been ongoing for some time and a whole package of measures will need to continue to be
pursued. The structure plan must be clear in the specific, strategic land use elements that it can directly influence. As such, the objectives
apply equally to all areas of the plan and encourage economic growth and mixed use developments that meet the needs of the whole
community. The plan also emphasises the need to develop better links within and to the north-east and improve public transport provision.
The spatial strategy recognises the circumstances in Fraserburgh (and other similar communities) through their dual designation as
regeneration priority areas and areas for local growth and diversification. These designations provide flexibility for the Aberdeenshire local
development plan (LDP) to respond accordingly, with relevant policies and proposals. Also importantly, the LDP will be able to promote the
reuse of brownfield land and to designate a proportion of the significant level of residential allocation made to the RHMA and an appropriate
amount of employment land.
The initial preparation for production of the LDP has begun and further work will be undertaken throughout 2009, this will involve community
council’s and other representatives, local businesses and individuals with an interest. Consultation will be key to ensuring the framework set
down by the structure plan is translated into realistic LDP policies and allocations and tangible proposals are delivered for Fraserburgh.
The three elements of the spatial strategy in the plan are in no way hierarchical, but enable an appropriate response to individual issues and
circumstances. Improving the economic, environmental and social future of Fraserburgh is very important for the future of Fraserburgh itself
and Aberdeenshire Council. The final paragraph on p.5 of the draft plan makes it clear that the importance given to each aim of the plan will
be critical in coming to decisions on development proposals. In this respect, RPA status for Fraserburgh can influence the weight given to
each aim, resulting in a positive impact that may not be appropriate in other areas.
The residents of Fraserburgh appear well aware of its challenges and opportunities and the structure plan can assist by saying more about
Fraserburgh in particular and regeneration in general. Presentation in a positive light and setting out the town’s potential role in attracting
public sector funding will be highlighted.
Rep. Number
334

6

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Serious consideration should be given to incentives to utilise brownfield sites available throughout Aberdeenshire instead of allowing
development on Aberdeen City’s Greenfield sites. The draft plan does not currently promote economic development in the coastal
(regeneration) areas of Aberdeenshire.
Town centres like Fraserburgh are currently in a very fragile state and continually under threat from edge of town retail applications. The
availability of Brownfield sites adjacent to the town centre of Fraserburgh gives a unique opportunity for a win win situation. This is only
likely to happen if a strategic long term plan is funded and out in place
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Brownfield sites have a vital role to play in regeneration and this is reflected in the plan. However, the level of growth anticipated cannot be
achieved on Shire brownfield sites alone; this would severely constrain the social and economic development of the north-east. Greater
information on regeneration will be given in the final version of the plan.
Accept that the town centre is in a fragile state and this is reflected in existing development plan policies and continued in this plan. The
local development plan is in a position to identify specific sites where appropriate and to devise suitable policies to meet national
requirements and local challenges.
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Rep. Number
392

1

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
The concept of corridors is misleading and gives the impression that industry and housing will be developed alongside these routes. This,
in practice, will not happen and expansion would still be developed in established settlements.
It may indeed be advantageous to develop where existing facilities are available ie Peterhead Bay, but the plan should concentrate on what
advantages each settlement has available. The current proposal is focused from Aberdeen outwards, based largely on a one horse industry
concept for the future. Aberdeenshire has a much wider economy in farming, fishing, training and tourism, and the corridor concept does
not in any way do this justice.
Acceptance:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The corridor concept has been devised for a number of reasons. One of those is to allocate a strategic level of development that can then
be broken down into specific proposals by the local development plan. Whilst it is expected that the majority of growth in SGA's will relate to
existing towns and villages, there is scope in the plan for alternative proposals to be considered - this will be done as part of the local
development plan process.
Allocations will be made on a site-by-site basis and this will involve extensive consultation and site selection will be based on a significant
number of criteria. Aberdeen is recognised as the core of the region and its geographic centre and the road and rail network passes through
it, in this respect corridors may be perceived to flow outward. But, each is inter-dependent on the other, so could be perceived either way.
References to farming and fishing have been added in recognition of the importance of traditional industries, although it must be recognised
that diversification is important as is growing tourism and our knowledge base.
Rep. Number
399

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
This is an awful strategy. Ribbon development.
- Maximises the amount of travelling required to get to work, to school and to the shops.
- Diminishes the quality of the environment by urbanising our arterial roads.
- No Vision is offered for addressing the needs of the Regeneration Priority Areas, yet if the ribbon development Spatial Strategy is
delivered, then it will encourage more people and more resources away from the these areas.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
The plan does not promote ribbon development and if read in its entirety can be seen to aim to reduce the need to travel, improve access to
services and facilities and protect the natural, built and cultural environment.
Greater information could be given on the RPAs.
Rep. Number
402

2

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
It is clear by focussing only on these specific corridors within Aberdeenshire that this is not a draft structure plan for the whole area, but
rather a plan for the city of Aberdeen alone and specific corridors leading to it.
Fraserburgh has been classed as an SPD however it will be condemned to be a backwater on the periphery of Aberdeenshire.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
The plan is a strategy for land use development across the entire north-east for the next 20+ years. It aims to provide an appropriate
framework for development, with significant levels of growth in Aberdeenshire, but recognising the important role that Aberdeen plays as a
regional centre.
The three elements of the spatial strategy in the plan are in no way hierarchical, but enable an appropriate response to individual issues and
circumstances. Improving the economic, environmental and social future of Fraserburgh is very important for the future of Fraserburgh itself
and Aberdeenshire Council. The final paragraph on p.5 of the draft plan makes it clear that the importance given to each aim of the plan will
be critical in coming to decisions on development proposals. In this respect, RPA status for Fraserburgh can influence the weight given to
each aim, resulting in a positive impact that may not be appropriate in other areas.
The residents of Fraserburgh appear well aware of its challenges and opportunities and the structure plan can assist by saying more about
Fraserburgh in particular and regeneration in general. Presentation in a positive light and setting out the town’s potential role in attracting
public sector funding will be highlighted.
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Rep. Number
412

6

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Are the houses in the right place? Reading the press it looks like there is a need for more housing and development at Ellon and
Fraserburgh, and with the new station in Laurencekirk there is scope for more development there - and land
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
There has been an increase in the plans allocations for the Blackdog to Ellon corridor by 1,400 units over the periods of the plan.
Fraserburgh has the potential to draw on significant allowances of new housing in the Rural housing market area already. There are already
significant allowances in the Laurencekirk area.
Rep. Number
448

1

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Object to the plan as it contains nothing to help Fraserburgh and makes no mention of what plans are forthcoming.
Acceptance:

Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Fraserburgh is the second largest town in Aberdeenshire and continues to be a major shellfish and white fish port. The dependence on the
fishing industry has resulted in a fragile local economy and its distance from Aberdeen (40 miles) and Peterhead (17 miles) means that it
faces a number of significant social and economic challenges.
A number of regeneration and ATP projects have been ongoing for some time and a whole package of measures will need to continue to be
pursued. The structure plan must be clear in the specific, strategic land use elements that it can directly influence. As such, the objectives
apply equally to all areas of the plan and encourage economic growth and mixed use developments that meet the needs of the whole
community. The plan also emphasises the need to develop better links within and to the north-east and improve public transport provision.
The spatial strategy recognises the circumstances in Fraserburgh (and other similar communities) through their dual designation as
regeneration priority areas and areas for local growth and diversification. These designations provide flexibility for the Aberdeenshire local
development plan (LDP) to respond accordingly, with relevant policies and proposals. Also importantly, the LDP will be able to promote the
reuse of brownfield land and to designate a proportion of the significant level of residential allocation made to the RHMA and an appropriate
amount of employment land.
The initial preparation for production of the LDP has begun and further work will be undertaken throughout 2009, this will involve community
council’s and other representatives, local businesses and individuals with an interest. Consultation will be key to ensuring the framework set
down by the structure plan is translated into realistic LDP policies and allocations and tangible proposals are delivered for Fraserburgh.
The three elements of the spatial strategy in the plan are in no way hierarchical, but enable an appropriate response to individual issues and
circumstances. Improving the economic, environmental and social future of Fraserburgh is very important for the future of Fraserburgh itself
and Aberdeenshire Council. The final paragraph on p.5 of the draft plan makes it clear that the importance given to each aim of the plan will
be critical in coming to decisions on development proposals. In this respect, RPA status for Fraserburgh can influence the weight given to
each aim, resulting in a positive impact that may not be appropriate in other areas.
The residents of Fraserburgh appear well aware of its challenges and opportunities and the structure plan can assist by saying more about
Fraserburgh in particular and regeneration in general. Presentation in a positive light and setting out the town’s potential role in attracting
public sector funding will be highlighted.
Rep. Number
454

2

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
The plan does not take into account the needs of minority ethnic communities, disabled people, elderly persons.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The plan has been subject to an Equalities and Human Rights Impact Assessment, this concluded that no negative impacts would be felt
by any target group and that some groups would experience a positive impact. It is proposed that wording is added to an appropriate
paragraph of the ‘Sustainable mixed communities’ section stating that "It is important that new development meets the needs of the whole
community, including the specific needs of Gypsies / Travellers."
The plan is explicit that new development must meet the needs of the whole community and this will also be pursued through local
development plans and supplementary planning guidance.
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Rep. Number
455

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
It is important to consider the Cairngorms National Park within the plan because the largest part of the park falls within the Aberdeenshire
local authority. Although the park has its own planning strategy the strategic plans for Aberdeen & Shire should fit with those of the park.
This will improve quality of life for residents and add an extra dimension to the visitor’s experience.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The SDPA area does not extend into the CNP and this has been accepted by the Scottish Government. However, it is acknowledged that
these artificial boundaries do not impede the passage of people, goods or environmental issues, in the same way that Angus and Moray
border the SDPA. The plan highlights River Basin Management Plans, possible effects of development on the Cairngorms National Park
and other strategic issues, but it will be for local development plans and supplementary planning guidance to consider renewable energy
developments or other potential impacts.
Rep. Number
190

5

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Further consideration needs to be given to the extent of the Strategic Growth Area and the scale of development within the AHMA outwith
the Strategic Growth Areas. The overall housing and employment numbers need to be increased to reflect the most optimistic forecasts to
encourage growth in the area.
Acceptance:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
It is proposed to reduce the allowances for locall growth in the AHMA by 1,000 units over the period of the plan to 3,700. The employment
figures will be for the LDP to decide but they will reflect local need.
Rep. Number
190

6

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Take exception to the assertion in this section (page 7, paragraph 3) where it states that landowners will need to provide several hundred
million pounds' to help to fund improvements to infrastructure and community facilities. This statement is unhelpful and has no basis in
terms of current or emerging legislation.
Government policy is to seek contributions that are in scale and kind to the development proposal and generally provide mitigation not to
address, retrospectively shortfalls in infrastructure and community facilities.
This requires further clarification in the plan and a more realistic approach adopted.
Acceptance:
Noted
Agreed Response:

Changes to be made

The uplift in land values from allocation or granting of planning permission will remain very substantial and the public sector cannot be
expected to fund all the necessary services and facilities needed to bring about sustainable mixed communities. However, the wording on
p.7 and p.19 has been amended for greater clarity on this matter.
Rep. Number
191

5

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Take exception to the assertion in this section (page 7, paragraph 3) where it states that landowners will need to provide 'several hundred
million pounds' to help to fund improvements to infrastructure and community facilities. This statement is unhelpful and has no basis in
terms of current or emerging legislation.
Government policy is to seek contributions that are in scale and kind to the development proposal and generally provide mitigation not to
address, retrospectively shortfalls in infrastructure and community facilities.
This requires further clarification in the plan and a more realistic approach adopted.
Acceptance:
Noted
Agreed Response:

Changes to be made

The uplift in land values from allocation or granting of planning permission will remain very substantial and the public sector cannot be
expected to fund all the necessary services and facilities needed to bring about sustainable mixed communities. However, the wording on
p.7 and p.19 has been amended for greater clarity on this matter.
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Rep. Number
192

5

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Take exception to the assertion in this section (page 7, paragraph 3) where it states that landowners will need to provide 'several hundred
million pounds' to help to fund improvements to infrastructure and community facilities. This statement is unhelpful and has no basis in
terms of current or emerging legislation.
Government policy is to seek contributions that are in scale and kind to the development proposal and generally provide mitigation not to
address, retrospectively shortfalls in infrastructure and community facilities.
This requires further clarification in the plan and a more realistic approach adopted.
Acceptance:
Do not accept
Agreed Response:

Changes to be made

The uplift in land values from allocation or granting of planning permission will remain very substantial and the public sector cannot be
expected to fund all the necessary services and facilities needed to bring about sustainable mixed communities. However, the wording on
p.7 and p.19 has been amended for greater clarity on this matter.
Rep. Number
195

6

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Housing is equally as important in the Peterhead corridor as employment is, in all three plan periods.
Acceptance:

Agreed Response:

Accepted

Changes to be made

It is acknowledged that housing and employment run in parallel with each other however there are infrastructure constraints in this corridor
that require to be addressed prior to houses being built.
An additional 1,600 homes are proposed in the finalised plan for the Aberdeen to Peterhead corridor.
Rep. Number
195

7

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Welcome the energetica initiative being included in the plan.
Energetica aims to attract and retain people but have concerns that there is insufficient housing allocated for this location.
More housing should be allocated particularly in the first period.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
It is acknowledged that housing and employment run in parallel with each other however there are infrastructure constraints in this corridor
that require to be addressed prior to houses being built. This is reflected in the lower numbers in the first plan period.
Currently there are 4,400 houses proposed in the Aberdeen to Peterhead corridor which is a substantial allocation. However, an increase of
1,400 units in the Blackdog to Ellon corridor and 200 units in the Hatton to Peterhead corridor are proposed, taking the total allocation to
6,000 units. The majority of these will be for the later periods of the plan, reflecting infrastructure constraints that exist and expected delivery
of committed transport projects.
Rep. Number
195

8

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Take up of employment land in Peterhead is best in RHMA. Therefore essential to ensure that a balance is made between people, housing
and jobs as failure to do so would be contrary to the aim to encourage sustainable mixed communities.
There are a number of important developments taking place in addition to Energetica; a new prison and retail park, mixed use development
at Buchan Braes and investment in new quayside infrastructure providing additional deepwater berthing and reclaimed land. Not enough is
being made of this area interms of housing allocations; this does not meet the vision of the plan to be courageous or to ensure enough
people and homes.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
The allocations will be more regularly reviewed than in the past and this will give opportunities for flexibility and increase in supply if
monitoring shows a shortfall in employment/housing land.
However, it is agreed that the plan should give a greater emphasis to the major developments taking place in the Peterhead area and as
such reference is to be added in the proposals to the deepberth potential.
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Rep. Number
195

10

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
The increase in housing allocations justified in 195.9 should be distributed between the larger settlements in the SGA's, such as Peterhead
which are already well served by community facilities and relatively well established road and public transport links with the City. These will
inevitably require improvement, but this can only be achieved by encouraging further development.
The inclusion of Peterhead in the SGA is welcomed as recognition of the potential to accommodate strategic growth and enhance
employment in the town, thus preventing the need for residents to travel further afield for employment.
Construction of the AWPR and A90 upgrade between Balmedie and Tipperty will improve accessibility of the Peterhead corridor. The
former should be a component part of the spatial strategy and the latter should be included with the range of proposals on p.20
Housing allocations should therefore be increased.
Acceptance:

Agreed Response:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Within SGAs development will be directed towards existing settlements, and where development takes place there will be a strong focus on
creating sustainable mixed communities with services and infrastructure required.
Currently there are 4,400 houses proposed in the Aberdeen to Peterhead corridor which is a substantial allocation. However, an increase of
1,400 units in the Blackdog to Ellon corridor and 200 units in the Hatton to Peterhead corridor are proposed, taking the total allocation to
6,000 units. The majority of these will be for the later periods of the plan, reflecting infrastructure constraints that exist and expected delivery
of committed transport projects.
Rep. Number
213

2

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Support the principle of the spatial strategy with three SGA’s along the main transport and economic corridors, in particular Aberdeen to
Peterhead. Aware of work on Energetica and ask that it be more explicitly reflected in the final plan. Achievement of economic development
and growth objectives in the spatial strategy will require additional growth at the northern end at Peterhead.
Acceptance:
Noted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Energetica is mentioned in three sections of the plan along with also being mentioned in the glossary. The glossary definfition is explicit
and refers to who is promoting the initiative should further information be required.
It is acknowledged that housing and employment run in parallel with each other however there are infrastructure constraints in this corridor
that require to be addressed prior to houses being built. This is reflected in the lower numbers in the first plan period.
Currently there are 4,400 houses proposed in the Aberdeen to Peterhead corridor which is a substantial allocation. However, an increase of
1,400 units in the Blackdog to Ellon corridor and 200 units in the Hatton to Peterhead corridor are proposed, taking the total allocation to
6,000 units. The majority of these will be for the later periods of the plan, reflecting infrastructure constraints that exist and expected delivery
of committed transport projects.
Rep. Number
253

3

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
With respect to the draft Plan’s Spatial Strategy, the subject land falls within he Aberdeen to Peterhead Strategic Growth Areas (SGA), one
of the three designated SGA’s where 75-80% of employment development is to be directed. The Aberdeen to Peterhead SGA is
recognised as a prime area for economic growth and diversification due to the important strategic assets in the area.
Acceptance:
Noted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. There are 6,000 houses proposed in the Aberdeen to Peterhead corridor which is a
substantial allocation. The majority of these will be for the later periods of the plan, reflecting infrastructure constraints that exist and
expected delivery of committed transport projects.
Rep. Number
264

9

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
The Aberdeen-Peterhead corridor requires to be fully front end supported with an adequate housing and employment land supply.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

There are 6,000 houses proposed in the Aberdeen to Peterhead corridor which is a substantial allocation. The majority of these will be for
the later periods of the plan, reflecting infrastructure constraints that exist and expected delivery of committed transport projects such as the
AWPR, Balmedie to Tipperty dualling and Third Don Crossing.
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Rep. Number
267

17

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Perhaps one matter that could be clarified is the anticipated width of the strategic growth corridors to save time at any local development
inquiry.
Acceptance:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
It is agreed that some additional guidance should be provided.

Rep. Number
286

19

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Development in the Aberdeen to Peterhead corridor is welcomed, particularly in the context of Energetica. Housing allocations should be
focussed on the Blackdog to Ellon part of the corridor as any allocations north of this require to be monitored against the performance of
Energetica. The allocations proposed up to 2030 risk non-delivery given the timeframes envisaged for infrastructure delivery and economic
growth.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Noted
Changes to be made
Site specific allocations will be determined through the Local Development Plan process.
The development proposed up to 2030 is largely dependant on constraints being lifted ie the AWPR being built. The allocations in the
Blackdog to Ellon corridors have been increased by 1,400 units over the plan periods. However these new style development plans ensure
review every 5 years so this will be considered closer to the time when there is more certainty.
Rep. Number
294

1

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Concerns that the Fraserburgh area is completely neglected by the draft Structure Plan.
Feel reconsideration of the corridors is required so that the communities and businesses of Fraserburgh do not feel excluded.
Acceptance:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Fraserburgh is the second largest town in Aberdeenshire and continues to be a major shellfish and white fish port. The dependence on the
fishing industry has resulted in a fragile local economy and its distance from Aberdeen (40 miles) and Peterhead (17 miles) means that it
faces a number of significant social and economic challenges.
A number of regeneration and ATP projects have been ongoing for some time and a whole package of measures will need to continue to be
pursued. The structure plan must be clear in the specific, strategic land use elements that it can directly influence. As such, the objectives
apply equally to all areas of the plan and encourage economic growth and mixed use developments that meet the needs of the whole
community. The plan also emphasises the need to develop better links within and to the north-east and improve public transport provision.
The spatial strategy recognises the circumstances in Fraserburgh (and other similar communities) through their dual designation as
regeneration priority areas and areas for local growth and diversification. These designations provide flexibility for the Aberdeenshire local
development plan (LDP) to respond accordingly, with relevant policies and proposals. Also importantly, the LDP will be able to promote the
reuse of brownfield land and to designate a proportion of the significant level of residential allocation made to the RHMA and an appropriate
amount of employment land.
The initial preparation for production of the LDP has begun and further work will be undertaken throughout 2009, this will involve community
council’s and other representatives, local businesses and individuals with an interest. Consultation will be key to ensuring the framework set
down by the structure plan is translated into realistic LDP policies and allocations and tangible proposals are delivered for Fraserburgh.
The three elements of the spatial strategy in the plan are in no way hierarchical, but enable an appropriate response to individual issues and
circumstances. Improving the economic, environmental and social future of Fraserburgh is very important for the future of Fraserburgh itself
and Aberdeenshire Council. The final paragraph on p.5 of the draft plan makes it clear that the importance given to each aim of the plan will
be critical in coming to decisions on development proposals. In this respect, RPA status for Fraserburgh can influence the weight given to
each aim, resulting in a positive impact that may not be appropriate in other areas.
The residents of Fraserburgh appear well aware of its challenges and opportunities and the structure plan can assist by saying more about
Fraserburgh in particular and regeneration in general. Presentation in a positive light and setting out the town’s potential role in attracting
public sector funding will be highlighted.
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Rep. Number
298

3

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Great concern with the SGA corridors.
Unacceptable for the corridor not to extend up to Fraserburgh.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Fraserburgh is the second largest town in Aberdeenshire and continues to be a major shellfish and white fish port. The dependence on the
fishing industry has resulted in a fragile local economy and its distance from Aberdeen (40 miles) and Peterhead (17 miles) means that it
faces a number of significant social and economic challenges.
A number of regeneration and ATP projects have been ongoing for some time and a whole package of measures will need to continue to be
pursued. The structure plan must be clear in the specific, strategic land use elements that it can directly influence. As such, the objectives
apply equally to all areas of the plan and encourage economic growth and mixed use developments that meet the needs of the whole
community. The plan also emphasises the need to develop better links within and to the north-east and improve public transport provision.
The spatial strategy recognises the circumstances in Fraserburgh (and other similar communities) through their dual designation as
regeneration priority areas and areas for local growth and diversification. These designations provide flexibility for the Aberdeenshire local
development plan (LDP) to respond accordingly, with relevant policies and proposals. Also importantly, the LDP will be able to promote the
reuse of brownfield land and to designate a proportion of the significant level of residential allocation made to the RHMA and an appropriate
amount of employment land.
The initial preparation for production of the LDP has begun and further work will be undertaken throughout 2009, this will involve community
council’s and other representatives, local businesses and individuals with an interest. Consultation will be key to ensuring the framework set
down by the structure plan is translated into realistic LDP policies and allocations and tangible proposals are delivered for Fraserburgh.
The three elements of the spatial strategy in the plan are in no way hierarchical, but enable an appropriate response to individual issues and
circumstances. Improving the economic, environmental and social future of Fraserburgh is very important for the future of Fraserburgh itself
and Aberdeenshire Council. The final paragraph on p.5 of the draft plan makes it clear that the importance given to each aim of the plan will
be critical in coming to decisions on development proposals. In this respect, RPA status for Fraserburgh can influence the weight given to
each aim, resulting in a positive impact that may not be appropriate in other areas.
The residents of Fraserburgh appear well aware of its challenges and opportunities and the structure plan can assist by saying more about
Fraserburgh in particular and regeneration in general. Presentation in a positive light and setting out the town’s potential role in attracting
public sector funding will be highlighted.
Rep. Number
298

4

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Fraserburgh should be mentioned as a port, it is extremely important for the fishing industry.
Acceptance:

Agreed Response:

Accepted

Changes to be made

The port will be shown at Fraserburgh on the Key Diagram.

Rep. Number
299

6

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
It is difficult to see where there is space for this very high level of house-building.
The draft calls on landowners to fund infrastructure, new schools etc, but no indication or guarantee that the landowners have the funds or
the willingness to undertake these large investments.
Acceptance:
Noted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The public sector cannot be expected to fund all the infrastructure and services required. The uplift in land values from allocation or
granting of planning permission will remain very substantial and will fund the necessary services and facilities needed to bring about
sustainable mixed communities. However, the wording on p.7 and p.19 has been amended for greater clarity on this matter.
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Rep. Number
313

1

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Concerns with expanding the growth area between Stonehaven and Laurencekirk.
Concerns that a long band of development right through the mearns.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The spatial strategy emerged after extensive consultation within the Council's and with communities and other stakeholders. It is not
intended to promote ribbon development along each SGA, but does give Aberdeenshire Council the flexibility to look at all opportunities and
scenarios when producing their local development plan. It is likely that the majority of development in SGAs will be as extensions to existing
settlements as this allows for the use of established services and facilities and maintains the sense of community.
The local development plan will ultimately make informed decisions on site specific allocations and it should be noted that significant
amounts of development are being made available for distribution outside the SGA's, in the AHMA and RHMA. Links between settlements
are recognised as important and whilst the plan can influence this to a degree, the Council's local transport strategy is the more appropriate
mechanism for pursuing any enhancements sought.
However, it is proposed to increase the housing allocations in the Blackdog to Ellon corridor by 1,400 units and to reduce the local growth
(AHMA) by 1000 and the Portlethen to Stonehaven corridor by 400. This because the number and size of settlements in this area would
suggest that growth on the scale identified in the draft structure plan would be excessive.
Rep. Number
316

2

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Concern that Fraserburgh does not feature in an SGA.
Fraserburgh has been specifically excluded and Peterhead included.
Acceptance:
Noted
Agreed Response:

Changes to be made

Fraserburgh is the second largest town in Aberdeenshire and continues to be a major shellfish and white fish port. The dependence on the
fishing industry has resulted in a fragile local economy and its distance from Aberdeen (40 miles) and Peterhead (17 miles) means that it
faces a number of significant social and economic challenges.
A number of regeneration and ATP projects have been ongoing for some time and a whole package of measures will need to continue to be
pursued. The structure plan must be clear in the specific, strategic land use elements that it can directly influence. As such, the objectives
apply equally to all areas of the plan and encourage economic growth and mixed use developments that meet the needs of the whole
community. The plan also emphasises the need to develop better links within and to the north-east and improve public transport provision.
The spatial strategy recognises the circumstances in Fraserburgh (and other similar communities) through their dual designation as
regeneration priority areas and areas for local growth and diversification. These designations provide flexibility for the Aberdeenshire local
development plan (LDP) to respond accordingly, with relevant policies and proposals. Also importantly, the LDP will be able to promote the
reuse of brownfield land and to designate a proportion of the significant level of residential allocation made to the RHMA and an appropriate
amount of employment land.
The initial preparation for production of the LDP has begun and further work will be undertaken throughout 2009, this will involve community
council’s and other representatives, local businesses and individuals with an interest. Consultation will be key to ensuring the framework set
down by the structure plan is translated into realistic LDP policies and allocations and tangible proposals are delivered for Fraserburgh.
The three elements of the spatial strategy in the plan are in no way hierarchical, but enable an appropriate response to individual issues and
circumstances. Improving the economic, environmental and social future of Fraserburgh is very important for the future of Fraserburgh itself
and Aberdeenshire Council. The final paragraph on p.5 of the draft plan makes it clear that the importance given to each aim of the plan will
be critical in coming to decisions on development proposals. In this respect, RPA status for Fraserburgh can influence the weight given to
each aim, resulting in a positive impact that may not be appropriate in other areas.
The residents of Fraserburgh appear well aware of its challenges and opportunities and the structure plan can assist by saying more about
Fraserburgh in particular and regeneration in general. Presentation in a positive light and setting out the town’s potential role in attracting
public sector funding will be highlighted.
Rep. Number
321

4

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
It is essential that there is good communication infrastructure and we would emphasise to this end that the road from Aberdeen to
Peterhead be dualled.
Acceptance:
Noted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The Transport Scotland / STPR published in December 2008 highlights the need to optimise the road network of the A90 between
Aberdeen and NE Scotland (Frserburgh) This project will therefore be reflected in the finalised structure plan, although the form any
improvements take will be a matter for Transport Scotland.
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Rep. Number
336

2

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
The plan fails to recognise that there is a major difference between the need for and benefits of regeneration and the benefit of being
included in a SGA.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Further details will be provided on the Regeneration Priority Areas within the plan.
Rep. Number
336

4

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Fraserburgh is one of the most modern and the biggest Nephrops (Prawns) port in Europe and Peterhead is the biggest white fish port
Europe. The absence from the plan of any real reference to fishing is almost unbelievable but this is consistent with the flawed SGA
proposal for the majority of future development of the Shire.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
There are six references to 'fishing' in the current Structure Plan (NEST). All these references are descriptive, as a consequence, although
the term 'fishing' wasn't used in the draft structure plan it is proposed to refer to farming and fishing in recognition of the importance of
traditional industries. The Structure Plan aims to be more focused and action orientated than previous plans.
The plan details diversification which is a key issue in some of the fishing communities. Indeed, most of the fishing communities are
identified as 'Regeneration Priority Areas' in recognition of the challenges they face.
There is scope however within the changes being made to the text on Regeneration Priority Areas to mention that Fraserburgh is a priority
for redevelopment.
Rep. Number
337

1

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
I must state my disappointment and bemusement that nowhere in the plan is mention made of the strategically vital port of Fraserburgh to
its entire community/catchment area. A rethink is needed.
Acceptance:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The port will be shown at Fraserburgh.
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Rep. Number
339

2

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
The Strategic Growth Area should be extended from Aberdeen to Fraserburgh via Peterhead. This is a major artery in the lifeblood of City
and Shire and the plan appear to marginalise this opportunity. It would seen inconceivable that the regeneration and industry at Fraserburgh
could not be linked in some way to the Aberdeen/Peterhead link even if it was only included as a ‘phase 2’ or subsequent development
promotional basis to give those in that area a chance to tap into this plan and have a meaningful contribution.
Acceptance:
Noted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Fraserburgh is the second largest town in Aberdeenshire and continues to be a major shellfish and white fish port. The dependence on the
fishing industry has resulted in a fragile local economy and its distance from Aberdeen (40 miles) and Peterhead (17 miles) means that it
faces a number of significant social and economic challenges.
A number of regeneration and ATP projects have been ongoing for some time and a whole package of measures will need to continue to be
pursued. The structure plan must be clear in the specific, strategic land use elements that it can directly influence. As such, the objectives
apply equally to all areas of the plan and encourage economic growth and mixed use developments that meet the needs of the whole
community. The plan also emphasises the need to develop better links within and to the north-east and improve public transport provision.
The spatial strategy recognises the circumstances in Fraserburgh (and other similar communities) through their dual designation as
regeneration priority areas and areas for local growth and diversification. These designations provide flexibility for the Aberdeenshire local
development plan (LDP) to respond accordingly, with relevant policies and proposals. Also importantly, the LDP will be able to promote the
reuse of brownfield land and to designate a proportion of the significant level of residential allocation made to the RHMA and an appropriate
amount of employment land.
The initial preparation for production of the LDP has begun and further work will be undertaken throughout 2009, this will involve community
council’s and other representatives, local businesses and individuals with an interest. Consultation will be key to ensuring the framework set
down by the structure plan is translated into realistic LDP policies and allocations and tangible proposals are delivered for Fraserburgh.
The three elements of the spatial strategy in the plan are in no way hierarchical, but enable an appropriate response to individual issues and
circumstances. Improving the economic, environmental and social future of Fraserburgh is very important for the future of Fraserburgh itself
and Aberdeenshire Council. The final paragraph on p.5 of the draft plan makes it clear that the importance given to each aim of the plan will
be critical in coming to decisions on development proposals. In this respect, RPA status for Fraserburgh can influence the weight given to
each aim, resulting in a positive impact that may not be appropriate in other areas.
The residents of Fraserburgh appear well aware of its challenges and opportunities and the structure plan can assist by saying more about
Fraserburgh in particular and regeneration in general. Presentation in a positive light and setting out the town’s potential role in attracting
public sector funding will be highlighted.
Rep. Number
340

1

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
There is concern that there was no specific mention of fishing and fish processing within the plan, despite their socioeconomic importance
to the region. With the plan proposing that 80 percent of development will be focused in designated strategic growth area that largely fall
outside of those dependent on the seafood sector there is concern that the industry will be completely excluded; even thought this sector is
fundamental to the overall economic prosperity of the region. The main fishing and processing areas do fall to some extent within the
proposed regeneration area, denying them far greater benefits that the SGAs will offer.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
It is not the role of the structure plan to tell a story about the importance of individual economic sectors but to guide future development at a
strategic level. However, references to farming and fishing have been added in recognition of the importance of traditional industries.
Economic growth and the diversification of the economic base are key for many coastal communities and this is what the plan seeks to
encourage, along with regeneration so that they can meet their potential.
Rep. Number
340

2

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
The Scottish Government recognises the significance of the seafood industry with support that extends to these fishing dependent
communities as part of its rural development policy. The results of a seminar hosted by the Scottish Government in March seem to be at
odds with your proposed plan as they came out in clear support of industry and its dependent communities. Surely you should be striving for
a joined up approach with Scottish Government.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The draft plan recognises the challenges in coastal communities but it is accepted that it should do this more explicitly . There is a
significant need for economic diversification in such communities. The seminar mentioned has been misrepresented as it was designed to
inform Scottish Government policy, not present it. The policy approach of the draft structure plan does not diverge from that of the Scottish
Government.
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Rep. Number
347

1

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Two corridors namely the Stonehaven one and Inverurie one are heavily built on already, resulting in severe congestion and schools already
bursting at the seams. I cannot support the view that simply because it is more convenient for stakeholders, that we must continue building
and in fact rapidly increase building on corridors with significant infrastructure issues.
Acceptance:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
It is not stakeholder convenience but a whole range of issues which influenced the strategy for the plan. This corridor has existing
infrastructure, has proposed infrastructure and new development can help to deliver solutions to these issues. However, it is proposed to
reduce the Portlethen to Stonehaven corridor by 400 during the first period in the plan.
Rep. Number
349

7

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
The Group accepts that significant development will take place along the Huntly to Laurencekirk corridor. However, it also recognised that a
great deal of development, especially housing, has already taken place along this corridor, and this has resulted in some element of
‘development fatigue’ in certain communities, most notably Stonehaven and Kintore. It might therefore be desirable for some areas within
this corridor to be given some opportunity to ‘bed in’ and integrate within the wider community, and target reallocated to the Ellon - Blackdog
area.
Also see Appendix attached to original letter.
Acceptance:

Agreed Response:

Noted

Changes to be made

Site specific allocations will be dealt with through the Local Development Plan process. Consideration will be given to the capacity for each
settlement to expand sustainably. In terms of Stonehaven the previous structure plan NEST only allocated 25 new units within the period
2000-2010. This was mainly due to the large number of effective allocations that were available, this was to allow the already approved
development to 'bed in'.
1000 houses from the Local Growth (Aberdeen Housing Market Area) between the period 2007-2016 have been reallocated to Ellon Blackdog between the period 2017 - 2023 and 400 units from the Portlethen to Stonehaven corridor have been relocated from the period
2007-2016 into the same period in the Blackdog to Ellon corridor.
Rep. Number
349

10

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
It is in the Aberdeen to Peterhead strategic growth area in which the Group still finds itself at greatest divergence with the draft plan - not in
the direction, but in the strength of commitment. It is here that the Plan fails to adhere to its premise that it should be confident, courageous
and robust, and departs from the understanding that it should be front loaded. The reasons for this are ‘lack of infrastructure’ and with
particular reference to the congestion at the Bridge of Don and the need for a new academy.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
It is widely accepted that four key elements of transport infrastructure are required to enable this area to meet its full potential. As such the
strategy proposed wishes to promote employment led development but increased opportunities once infrastructure is provided and certainly
in the post-2017 period.
Phasing of development in the Aberdeen to Peterhead corridor has been given careful consideration, hence the lower numbers allocated
until essential infrastructure projects are delivered around 2013-14. Whilst allocations in the first plan period are to be increased, the
provision of these projects is deemed essential before some of these can be considered for the granting of planning permission. The
possibility to continually review the plan must also be borne in mind. Allowances in the Aberdeen to Peterhead corridor have been
increased by 1,600 since the draft plan.
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Rep. Number
349

11

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Two most significant traffic bottlenecks in the city region are the Haudagain roundabout and the Bridge of Dee, both situated on the Huntly
to Laurencekirk corridor, yet apparently not thought sufficient reason for constraining development on that corridor. It is also worth noting
that the summary of Aberdeen City observes that ‘one or two secondary schools’ and ‘associated primary schools’ will require to be built in
order to secure the planned development for the City. The note on the Huntly to Laurencekirk corridor states that ’we will need to provide two
secondary schools and associated primary schools in this area’ yet only in the Aberdeen to Peterhead corridor is the needs for a new
academy apparently accepted as a deterrent to development. The Group does not share that view.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
The provision of infrastructure is an essential part of supporting the level of housing and economic development envisaged and is central to
the plan. The plan makes it clear that the resolution of transportation problems across the north-east must be a priority and it has devised a
strategy that does not impact negtively on these problems. In addition, the plan highlights several transport interventions that need to be
delivered, many of which are in the Strategic Transport Project Review (STPR) or Regional Transport Strategy. Wording is to be added to
the plan to make it clear that whilst allocations in the first plan period are to be increased, the provision of key infrastructure projects is
essential before some of these can be considered for the granting of planning permission - it is anticipated that these will be delivered
around 2013-14.
The need for a new academy has not been accepted as a deterrent to development in the Aberdeen to Peterhead corridor and a phrase is to
be added to the Aberdeen to Peterhead section to be consistent with the Aberdeen City wording. The new development plans will be
reviewed every five years. The numbers are seen to be reasonable, and at an appropriate level to ensure the vision is met, and the
aspirations for the North east achieved.
Rep. Number
349

12

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
The Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route and the dualling of the Balmedie to Tipperty of the A90 will create greater ease of access to
Formartine and Banff & Buchan, and with that, increase demand for development along that corridor. Also successful development of
Peterhead would not necessarily impact directly on peak flow traffic through the Bridge of Don, and may in fact lessen it as employees may
be drawn from north of Aberdeen and will avoid the daily commute through Aberdeen. Any increase in peak flow traffic between Aberdeen
and Peterhead will be in the opposite direction from the main flow and will optimise the use of exiting roads infrastructure.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Proposals to the north of Aberdeen are largely dependent on the Third Don Crossing, Haudagain, AWPR and A90 upgrading at Balmedie /
Tipperty. Phasing of development in the Aberdeen to Ellon corridor has been given careful consideration, hence the lower numbers
allocated until these projects are delivered around 2013-14. Whilst allocations in the first plan period are to be increased, the provision of
these projects is deemed essential before some of these can be considered for the granting of planning permission.
Rep. Number
349

13

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
While accepting that house building should be led by business and employment development, the following industrial and commercial
projects already require to be taken into account in terms of housing demand:
St Fergus Gas Terminal refurbishment
Super prison in Peterhead
Buchan Gateway
Extension to the Freshcatch factory in Peterhead.
The following major proposals also require due consideration:
Trump International Golf Links proposal
Cromleybank proposal
Energetica project
Proposed development of Smith Embankment by Peterhead Port Authority.
Proposed bulk liquid gas terminal by Peterhead Port Authority.
Proposed establishment of Peterhead port as a decommissioning base
Peterhead as a proposed feeder port to the Scapa Flow international container terminal
The possibility of a carbon capture plant
The Group therefore contends that the development potential of the Aberdeen to Peterhead corridor has been substantially underestimated,
and could to some extent be jeopardised should the plan fail to make adequate provision for it. Available land for business use is already in
short supply in Peterhead, and in Ellon and this needs to be addressed, and additional development land must be identified in the near
future.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
All of the projects and proposals identified have been taken into account in the preparation of the draft plan. The plan proposes significant
additional land for development in the corridor to Peterhead on top of existing allocations. Housing allowances in the Ellon area will be
increased in all 3 phases.
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Rep. Number
349

14

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
There are already sufficient industrial and commercial developments in the pipeline to require that adequate provision is made for additional
housing in the Ellon to Blackdog corridor, and that such provision be front loaded,
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Phasing within particular corridors is based on infrastructure constraints that will need to be resolved prior to significant levels of
development taking place.
Currently there are 4,400 houses proposed in the Aberdeen to Peterhead corridor which is a substantial allocation. However, an increase of
1,400 units in the Blackdog to Ellon corridor and 200 units in the Hatton to Peterhead corridor are proposed, taking the total allocation to
6,000 units. The majority of these will be for the later periods of the plan, reflecting infrastructure constraints that exist and expected delivery
of committed transport projects.
Rep. Number
350

1

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
I would wish to see the plan scrapped and replaced by one that this fair to all parts of Aberdeenshire, failing that I would wish to see the
Aberdeen/Peterhead Strategic Growth Areas (SGA) extended to include Fraserburgh..
Acceptance:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The draft structure plan is not not unfair to parts of Aberdeenshire. However, it does recognise that the challenges and opportunities in
different areas are not the same. Fraserburgh is the second largest town in Aberdeenshire and continues to be a major shellfish and white
fish port. The dependence on the fishing industry has resulted in a fragile local economy and its distance from Aberdeen (40 miles) and
Peterhead (17 miles) means that it faces a number of significant social and economic challenges.
A number of regeneration and ATP projects have been ongoing for some time and a whole package of measures will need to continue to be
pursued. The structure plan must be clear in the specific, strategic land use elements that it can directly influence. As such, the objectives
apply equally to all areas of the plan and encourage economic growth and mixed use developments that meet the needs of the whole
community. The plan also emphasises the need to develop better links within and to the north-east and improve public transport provision.
The spatial strategy recognises the circumstances in Fraserburgh (and other similar communities) through their dual designation as
regeneration priority areas and areas for local growth and diversification. These designations provide flexibility for the Aberdeenshire local
development plan (LDP) to respond accordingly, with relevant policies and proposals. Also importantly, the LDP will be able to promote the
reuse of brownfield land and to designate a proportion of the significant level of residential allocation made to the RHMA and an appropriate
amount of employment land.
The initial preparation for production of the LDP has begun and further work will be undertaken throughout 2009, this will involve community
council’s and other representatives, local businesses and individuals with an interest. Consultation will be key to ensuring the framework set
down by the structure plan is translated into realistic LDP policies and allocations and tangible proposals are delivered for Fraserburgh.
The three elements of the spatial strategy in the plan are in no way hierarchical, but enable an appropriate response to individual issues and
circumstances. Improving the economic, environmental and social future of Fraserburgh is very important for the future of Fraserburgh itself
and Aberdeenshire Council. The final paragraph on p.5 of the draft plan makes it clear that the importance given to each aim of the plan will
be critical in coming to decisions on development proposals. In this respect, RPA status for Fraserburgh can influence the weight given to
each aim, resulting in a positive impact that may not be appropriate in other areas.
The residents of Fraserburgh appear well aware of its challenges and opportunities and the structure plan can assist by saying more about
Fraserburgh in particular and regeneration in general. Presentation in a positive light and setting out the town’s potential role in attracting
public sector funding will be highlighted.
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Rep. Number
356

2

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Portlethen to Stonehaven strip overly targeted for development within the plan, neither town is ready for further expansion and doubts exist
whether sufficient infrastructure would be forthcoming.
Portlethen is already experiencing completion of a development of 800 houses and any further development above this would put a strain on
the towns existing limited facilities.
Development within the corridor would result in a continuous built up area and is contrary to the trend to maintain green space between and
around settlements.
Acceptance:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The Portlethen capacity study has identified a number of different growth scenarios to inform future local development plans; this is in no
way a definite statement of how the town will grow. The allocation on the Portlethen to Stonehaven corridor takes in a number of
settlements. However, it will be for the local development plan to determine exactly where development takes place and on what scale taking
into consideration a range of factors, including infrastructure constraints.
It is proposed to reduce the Portlethen to Stonehaven corridor by 400. However, the plan still promotes a significant number of homes in the
Portlethen to Stonehaven corridor over a 23 year period. The provision of appropriate infrastructure is critical to the delivery of sustainable
mixed communities as envisaged by the plan.
Rep. Number
365

4

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Concern is raised as to how any significant percentage of the housing growth (6000 homes within the Stonehaven - Portlethen corridor)
could be accommodated within the immediate area of Stonehaven without causing significant damage to its setting of outstanding natural
beauty, the views that are associated with it and inevitably the quality of life of its residents.
The need to protect Stonehaven’s natural setting, its braes and surrounding fields from overdevelopment cannot be overstated.
Development in this area would undermine an identified aim of the plan in damaging the quality of the environment. Strongly oppose the
scale of housing growth suggested by the draft structure plan for the Stonehaven area and ask that it be reconsidered.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
The allocation on the Portlethen to Stonehaven corridor takes in a number of settlements. However, it will be for the local development plan
to determine exactly where development takes place and on what scale taking into consideration a range of factors, including infrastructure
and environmental constraints.
It is proposed to reduce the Portlethen to Stonehaven corridor by 400. However, the plan still promotes a significant number of homes in the
Portlethen to Stonehaven corridor over a 23 year period.. The plan recognises that the built, natural and cultural environment is a valuable
resource. Both councils (through local development plans, supplementary guidance, master plans and in the assessment of development
proposals) will take account of landscape and sensitive areas in identifying land for development.
Rep. Number
395

1

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Pitcaple ought to be removed from any proposed Growth Area:
- while it does lie on the railway line it has no station and therefore residents have no means to use the train.
- there is also only a very limited bus service in Pitcaple and it's environs this effectively means that there is no meaningful public transport
option open to people living there.
- foolish to encourage development where additional residents would have to use their cars to commute to Inverurie for shopping, doctors! ,
etc or Aberdeen for work reasons or leisure purposes.
- Would only result in many more cars joining the already busy A96 at the point where it is reduced to one lane at the Inveramsay Bridge
which is already a bottleneck and would exacerbate the situation.
I would hope that any Growth Area being considered would take into account access to public transport for environmental reasons as well
as to ensure that new developments do not create traffic problems which then require unforeseen and costly remedial action.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
Just because Pitcaple is located within a SGA it does not mean that it will take a Strategic level of growth. It may even be the case that no
development is appropriate here. The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan process.
As stated, access to public transport is a key consideration for environmental reasons as well as congestion.
The Inveramsay Bridge replacement is to be highlighted as a proposal within the plan following its inclusion within the Strategic Transport
Project Review (STPR) and in recognition of the role it can play in delivering the plan's strategy.
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Rep. Number
401

1

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Fraserburgh has been excluded from the Energy Corridor. As Fraserburgh is the end point for the A90 the logical thing would be to extend
the corridor from Aberdeen and include Fraserburgh.
Inclusion in this corridor would attract more companies to the Fraserburgh area as a considerable amount of people currently have to
commute to Aberdeen to work because of the current lack of opportunities locally.
Any investment into the North East is welcome but to exclude Fraserburgh sends a message that it was not worthy of inclusion and may
have an adverse effect on businesses from other sectors deciding not to locate in Fraserburgh.
Acceptance:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Fraserburgh is the second largest town in Aberdeenshire and continues to be a major shellfish and white fish port. The dependence on the
fishing industry has resulted in a fragile local economy and its distance from Aberdeen (40 miles) and Peterhead (17 miles) means that it
faces a number of significant social and economic challenges.
A number of regeneration and ATP projects have been ongoing for some time and a whole package of measures will need to continue to be
pursued. The structure plan must be clear in the specific, strategic land use elements that it can directly influence. As such, the objectives
apply equally to all areas of the plan and encourage economic growth and mixed use developments that meet the needs of the whole
community. The plan also emphasises the need to develop better links within and to the north-east and improve public transport provision.
The spatial strategy recognises the circumstances in Fraserburgh (and other similar communities) through their dual designation as
regeneration priority areas and areas for local growth and diversification. These designations provide flexibility for the Aberdeenshire local
development plan (LDP) to respond accordingly, with relevant policies and proposals. Also importantly, the LDP will be able to promote the
reuse of brownfield land and to designate a proportion of the significant level of residential allocation made to the RHMA and an appropriate
amount of employment land.
The initial preparation for production of the LDP has begun and further work will be undertaken throughout 2009, this will involve community
council’s and other representatives, local businesses and individuals with an interest. Consultation will be key to ensuring the framework set
down by the structure plan is translated into realistic LDP policies and allocations and tangible proposals are delivered for Fraserburgh.
The three elements of the spatial strategy in the plan are in no way hierarchical, but enable an appropriate response to individual issues and
circumstances. Improving the economic, environmental and social future of Fraserburgh is very important for the future of Fraserburgh itself
and Aberdeenshire Council. The final paragraph on p.5 of the draft plan makes it clear that the importance given to each aim of the plan will
be critical in coming to decisions on development proposals. In this respect, RPA status for Fraserburgh can influence the weight given to
each aim, resulting in a positive impact that may not be appropriate in other areas.
The residents of Fraserburgh appear well aware of its challenges and opportunities and the structure plan can assist by saying more about
Fraserburgh in particular and regeneration in general. Presentation in a positive light and setting out the town’s potential role in attracting
public sector funding will be highlighted.
Rep. Number
422

8

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Infrastructure "cost is likely to be several hundred million pounds and landowners will need to fund much of this (through the increase in
land values as a result of the new development)". Landowners sell land to developers - how will they be made to fund infrastructure?
Acceptance:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The value of land will need to take into account the cost of infrastructure required for a particular development. It is accepted that this
wording should be clarified.
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Rep. Number
424

4

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
For the Aberdeen to Peterhead corridor, the statement (Page 7 of the Plan) seems not quite certain about the future growth of the area.
Does that mean Peterhead corridor would only be a second option, depending on future economic growth, compared with the Huntly to
Laurencekirk?
What kind of identity would be tailored for Peterhead Port, containers, passengers? I hope it is not going to be limited only to the fishing
industry!
How about the potential for Fraserburgh Port? Any thoughts given to link the region by the sea with Scandinavian region? Why does the
corridor stop in Peterhead and not to extend to Fraserburgh? Any justification for the decision to exclude Fraserburgh? Why Ellon and
Peterhead areas future housing figures are so low compared with Inverurie? Surely, if Peterhead Port is on the map, it naturally needs more
housing.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
The Peterhead corridor contains a number of challenges for future growth which need to be addressed including its transport
infrastructure. The final bullet on page 7 will be phrased more positively. References to Peterhead port will be expanded along the lines set
out in the National Planning Framework and a proposal has also been added to the plan to reflect the ports deep water potential. The
challenges and opportunities in Fraserburgh are different from Peterhead and require different solutions.
Currently there are 4,400 houses proposed in the Aberdeen to Peterhead corridor which is a substantial allocation. However, an increase of
1,400 units in the Blackdog to Ellon corridor and 200 units in the Hatton to Peterhead corridor are proposed, taking the total allocation to
6,000 units. The majority of these will be for the later periods of the plan, reflecting infrastructure constraints that exist and expected delivery
of committed transport projects.
Rep. Number
452

3

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
It states on page 7 under, 'Aberdeen to Peterhead' there will be less growth in this area than the other 2 SGAs this appears to contradict
other views on how the area will development following Trump proposals.
If approved, the numbers from Menie estate would need to be included in the plan.
Acceptance:
Do not accept
Agreed Response:

Changes to be made

There are 6,000 houses proposed in the Aberdeen to Peterhead corridor which is a substantial allocation, compared to what has been
proposed in the past for development in this corridor.
The decision was made on 16 December 2008 by Scottish Ministers to grant outline planning permission subject to conditions and
conclusion of a planning agreement for this proposal. The conditions include phasing conditions which preclude new homes until Phase 1
is complete and limits new housing development until the Balmedie to Tipperty dualling is complete.
This means that 500 new homes are now likely to be built in this corridor. These new homes were not accounted for in the effective land
supply on the base date of the plan, so will need to be set against the allowance for the first two plan periods. This phasing between the first
and second plan period should reflect the progress expected to be made on site and will allow the allocation of other sites through the local
development plan.
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Rep. Number
459

2

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Ignores Fraserburgh. Labeled a regeneration (promotes negative image) area rather than outline specific projects which will implement
sustainable economic growth must promote specific economic activity not a flexible approach.
The biggest concern is that the strategic growth areas have already been set.
The plan has been written with an Aberdeen City bias, should be withdrawn and rewritten with a fair approach to city and shire.
Page 22 - Define all acronyms, page lacks clarity and explanation.
Page 27 - Towns on the strategic corridors are shown in bold upper case font. Non-corridor towns such as Fraserburgh are not despite
being considerably larger than some corridor towns.
The 'Better Linkages' Arrow is in the middle of Aberdeenshire with not definition and no indication of intent regarding future development.
75-80% of strategic growth areas are broadly in the same proportion to those councilors who are being asked to recommend it.
Too much emphasis on city development rather than Aberdeenshire town centres which need greater regeneration. More ambitious
proposals required for Aberdeenshire.
Unacceptable targets only set for SGAs and Aberdeen City (targets for the remainder of the city region are vague or unstated). Only
exception is 'to increase the range and quality of housing..' lack of ambition to solely focus on housing does little for economic growth.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Fraserburgh is the second largest town in Aberdeenshire and continues to be a major shellfish and white fish port. The dependence on the
fishing industry has resulted in a fragile local economy and its distance from Aberdeen (40 miles) and Peterhead (17 miles) means that it
faces a number of significant social and economic challenges.
A number of regeneration and ATP projects have been ongoing for some time and a whole package of measures will need to continue to be
pursued. The structure plan must be clear in the specific, strategic land use elements that it can directly influence. As such, the objectives
apply equally to all areas of the plan and encourage economic growth and mixed use developments that meet the needs of the whole
community. The plan also emphasises the need to develop better links within and to the north-east and improve public transport provision.
The spatial strategy recognises the circumstances in Fraserburgh (and other similar communities) through their dual designation as
regeneration priority areas and areas for local growth and diversification. These designations provide flexibility for the Aberdeenshire local
development plan (LDP) to respond accordingly, with relevant policies and proposals. Also importantly, the LDP will be able to promote the
reuse of brownfield land and to designate a proportion of the significant level of residential allocation made to the RHMA and an appropriate
amount of employment land.
The initial preparation for production of the LDP has begun and further work will be undertaken throughout 2009, this will involve community
council’s and other representatives, local businesses and individuals with an interest. Consultation will be key to ensuring the framework set
down by the structure plan is translated into realistic LDP policies and allocations and tangible proposals are delivered for Fraserburgh.
The three elements of the spatial strategy in the plan are in no way hierarchical, but enable an appropriate response to individual issues and
circumstances. Improving the economic, environmental and social future of Fraserburgh is very important for the future of Fraserburgh itself
and Aberdeenshire Council. The final paragraph on p.5 of the draft plan makes it clear that the importance given to each aim of the plan will
be critical in coming to decisions on development proposals. In this respect, RPA status for Fraserburgh can influence the weight given to
each aim, resulting in a positive impact that may not be appropriate in other areas.
The residents of Fraserburgh appear well aware of its challenges and opportunities and the structure plan can assist by saying more about
Fraserburgh in particular and regeneration in general. Presentation in a positive light and setting out the town’s potential role in attracting
public sector funding will be highlighted.
Changes to the key diagram should alleviate some concerns, whilst the local development plan for Aberdeenshire is the correct vehicle for
taking forward detailed concerns on the town that relate to land use planning. Amendments to the text will be proposed, to enhance clarity
and 'better linkages' will be more fully explained.
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Rep. Number
188

2

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Object to the limited allocation of housing within the Aberdeen Housing Market Area outwith the main SGAs.
There are a number of significant and sustainable settlements within the area, but under the draft plan these would only be capable of
accommodating local growth.
In the past places like Banchory and Westhill have accommodated Strategic Growth and this has played an important part in the economy
of the North East. In Westhill there has been business and industrial land too. Demand continues in the area with 25% of the population
actually living and working in Westhill.
Acceptance:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
It is proposed to reduce the allocation to the LG&DA (AHMA) to 3,700 units over the plan period. This because the number and size of
settlements in this area would suggest that growth on the scale identified in the draft structure plan would be excessive and be meeting
more than local needs.
The level of growth appropriate will be determined through the Local Development Plan process.
Rep. Number
188

8

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
An analysis of housing completions over the past 7 years in the Aberdeenshire part of the AHMA highlights approximately 900 units per
annum on average, it demonstrates there will only be a 22 year supply. Currently 520 completions per annum in the RHMA equates to the
equivalent of 31.5 years. This is an anomaly which requires to be addressed; the allocation does not reflect recent demand nor completion
rates.
Other than the main settlements in the RHMA the main focus needs to be in the AHMA. This is where the existing settlements are already
served by community facilities and relatively well established road and public transport links.
Acceptance:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
It is proposed to reduce the allocation to the LG&DA (AHMA) to 3,700 units over the plan period. This because the number and size of
settlements in this area would suggest that growth on the scale identified in the draft structure plan would be excessive and be meeting
more than local needs.
Rep. Number
189

8

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
An analysis of housing completions over the past 7 years in the Aberdeenshire part of the AHMA highlights approximately 900 units per
annum on average, it demonstrates there will only be a 22 year supply. Currently 520 completions per annum in the RHMA equates to the
equivalent of 31.5 years. This is an anomaly which requires to be addressed; the allocation does not reflect recent demand nor completion
rates.
Other than the main settlements in the RHMA the main focus needs to be in the AHMA. This is where the existing settlements are already
served by community facilities and relatively well established road and public transport links.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
It is proposed to reduce the allocation to the LG&DA (AHMA) to 3,700 units over the plan period. This because the number and size of
settlements in this area would suggest that growth on the scale identified in the draft structure plan would be excessive and be meeting
more than local needs.
Rep. Number
190

8

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
An analysis of housing completions over the past 7 years in the Aberdeenshire part of the AHMA highlights approximately 900 units per
annum on average, it demonstrates there will only be a 22 year supply. Currently 520 completions per annum in the RHMA equates to the
equivalent of 31.5 years. This is an anomaly which requires to be addressed; the allocation does not reflect recent demand nor completion
rates.
Other than the main settlements in the RHMA the main focus needs to be in the AHMA. This is where the existing settlements are already
served by community facilities and relatively well established road and public transport links.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
It is proposed to reduce the allocation to the LG&DA (AHMA) to 3,700 units over the plan period. This because the number and size of
settlements in this area would suggest that growth on the scale identified in the draft structure plan would be excessive and be meeting
more than local needs.
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Rep. Number
191

7

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Additional housing should be allocated to the AHMA, settlements within this area are already well serviced by community facilities and
relatively well established road and public transport.
An analysis of housing completions over the past 7 years in the Aberdeenshire part of the AHMA highlights approximately 900 units per
annum on average, it demonstrates there will only be a 22 year supply. Currently 520 completions per annum in the RHMA equates to the
equivalent of 31.5 years. This is an anomaly which requires to be addressed; the allocation does not reflect recent demand nor completion
rates.
Acceptance:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
It is proposed to reduce the allocation to the LG&DA (AHMA) to 3,700 units over the plan period. This because the number and size of
settlements in this area would suggest that growth on the scale identified in the draft structure plan would be excessive and be meeting
more than local needs.
Rep. Number
192

7

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Additional housing should be allocated to the AHMA, settlements within this area are already well serviced by community facilities and
relatively well established road and public transport.
An analysis of housing completions over the past 7 years in the Aberdeenshire part of the AHMA highlights approximately 900 units per
annum on average, it demonstrates there will only be a 22 year supply. Currently 520 completions per annum in the RHMA equates to the
equivalent of 31.5 years. This is an anomaly which requires to be addressed; the allocation does not reflect recent demand nor completion
rates.
Acceptance:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
It is proposed to reduce the allocation to the LG&DA (AHMA) to 3,700 units over the plan period. This because the number and size of
settlements in this area would suggest that growth on the scale identified in the draft structure plan would be excessive and be meeting
more than local needs.
Rep. Number
208

2

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Support the principle of the spatial strategy with three SGA’s along the main transport and economic corridors. However, greater emphasis
is needed on the role of settlements (such as Alford) that lie outwith the SGA’s.
Welcome that the plan recognises the need to improve the area's communities and the services they depend on, However, suggest it is
unrealistic to expect landowners to fund the majority of infrastructure improvements, especially in the current economic climate and the
effect this has had on land values.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. Few settlements get explicit mention in the plan, but it can be seen that significant
allocations are made to the LG&DA (RHMA) in which Alford lies, thus opportunities for local need will be made through the local
development plan.
The current economic climate has little bearing on the medium to long-term prospects for development as developers have informed us.
The uplift in land values from allocation or granting of planning permission will remain very substantial and the public sector cannot be
expected to fund all the necessary services and facilities needed to bring about sustainable mixed communities. The wording on p.7 and
p.19 has been amended for greater clarity on this matter.
Rep. Number
216

2

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Support the principle of the spatial strategy with three SGA’s along the main transport and economic corridors, in particular Aberdeen to
Peterhead. Aware of work on Energetica and ask that it be more explicitly reflected in the final plan. Achievement of the desired objectives
will create a requirement for growth beyond Peterhead at the northern end of the corridor.
Acceptance:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Energetica is mentioned in three sections of the plan along with also being mentioned in the glossary. The glossary definfition is explicit
and refers to who is promoting the initiative should further information be required.
Currently there are 4,400 houses proposed in the Aberdeen to Peterhead corridor which is a substantial allocation. However, an increase of
1,400 units in the Blackdog to Ellon corridor and 200 units in the Hatton to Peterhead corridor are proposed, taking the total allocation to
6,000 units. The majority of these will be for the later periods of the plan, reflecting infrastructure constraints that exist and expected delivery
of committed transport projects.
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Rep. Number
247

8

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Broadly speaking we feel that an appropriate balance has been struck between clarity and flexibility. However, as set out before we do not
believe that the balance between the housing needs and numbers has been struck, particularly in terms of provision for the Local Growth
and Diversification Area.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
It is proposed to reduce the allocation to the LG&DA (AHMA) to 3,700 units over the plan period. This because the number and size of
settlements in this area would suggest that growth on the scale identified in the draft structure plan would be excessive and be meeting
more than local needs.
Rep. Number
248

8

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Broadly speaking we feel that an appropriate balance has been struck between clarity and flexibility. However, as set out before we do not
believe that the balance between the housing needs and numbers has been struck, particularly in terms of provision for the Local Growth
and Diversification Area.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
It is proposed to reduce the allocation to the LG&DA (AHMA) to 3,700 units over the plan period. This because the number and size of
settlements in this area would suggest that growth on the scale identified in the draft structure plan would be excessive and be meeting
more than local needs.
Rep. Number
249

8

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Broadly speaking we feel that an appropriate balance has been struck between clarity and flexibility. However, as set out before we do not
believe that the balance between the housing needs and numbers has been struck, particularly in terms of provision for the Local Growth
and Diversification Area.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
It is proposed to reduce the allocation to the LG&DA (AHMA) to 3,700 units over the plan period. This because the number and size of
settlements in this area would suggest that growth on the scale identified in the draft structure plan would be excessive and be meeting
more than local needs.
Rep. Number
250

8

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Broadly speaking we feel that an appropriate balance has been struck between clarity and flexibility. However, as set out before we do not
believe that the balance between the housing needs and numbers has been struck, particularly in terms of provision for the Local Growth
and Diversification Area.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
It is proposed to reduce the allocation to the LG&DA (AHMA) to 3,700 units over the plan period. This because the number and size of
settlements in this area would suggest that growth on the scale identified in the draft structure plan would be excessive and be meeting
more than local needs.
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Rep. Number
251

8

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Broadly speaking we feel that an appropriate balance has been struck between clarity and flexibility. However, as set out before we do not
believe that the balance between the housing needs and numbers has been struck, particularly in terms of provision for the Local Growth
and Diversification Area.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
It is proposed to reduce the allocation to the LG&DA (AHMA) to 3,700 units over the plan period. This because the number and size of
settlements in this area would suggest that growth on the scale identified in the draft structure plan would be excessive and be meeting
more than local needs.
Rep. Number
252

8

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Broadly speaking we feel that an appropriate balance has been struck between clarity and flexibility. However, as set out before we do not
believe that the balance between the housing needs and numbers has been struck, particularly in terms of provision for the Local Growth
and Diversification Area.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
It is proposed to reduce the allocation to the LG&DA (AHMA) to 3,700 units over the plan period. This because the number and size of
settlements in this area would suggest that growth on the scale identified in the draft structure plan would be excessive and be meeting
more than local needs.
Rep. Number
286

20

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
It should be made clearer that local growth areas relate to areas outwith SGA’s and this should be made explicit in the text. Legislation
makes it clear that written statements take precedence over any diagram.
Acceptance:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Agree that the plan could be clearer in stating that local growth and diversification areas (in which regeneration priority areas are within) are
distinct from strategic growth areas.
Suggest inserting text in the Local Growth and Diversification Areas section to emphasise this.
Rep. Number
286

22

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Allocations within the local growth areas in the AHMA need to be significantly increased. There is an imbalance between the AHMA (6.5%
of the total allocation) and RHMA (17.4% of the total allocation). Previous plans have over-allocated land in the rural areas and site remain
undeveloped. Some of the RHMA allocation should go to the AHMA.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
It is proposed to reduce the allocation to the LG&DA (AHMA) to 3,700 units over the plan period. This because the number and size of
settlements in this area would suggest that growth on the scale identified in the draft structure plan would be excessive and be meeting
more than local needs.
Rep. Number
299

24

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Community and tourist facilities are given weak status, if we are to develop tourism planning decisions must strongly support growth.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan addresses the land use implications of economic growth. The plan makes reference to a number of sectors that have the
ability to maintain and enhance the economy, including tourism. This is consistent with the ACSEF strategy.
Tourism is recognised as part of the local economy and an industry that could be more prominent in some areas of Aberdeenshire. The
extent to which the structure plan can influence this is limited. Business tourism has an important role to play and will be mentioned. Local
plans may have a greater role to play, but attempts to use these land use plans should not be over-emphasised when other plans and
strategies are better placed.
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Rep. Number
361

6

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Paragraphs related to 'local growth and diversification areas' appears to be at odds with the paragraph headed 'outside strategic growth
area' which says that additional justification for development in these areas will be required.
Emphasis on sustainability of development is required to balance economic, social and environmental objectives.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Agreed Response:

Changes to be made

The section of text which is referred to describes specific developments which are strategic, in terms of serving the needs of the city region,
but would require to be located outwith strategic growth areas. It does not mean that additional justification for all developments will be
needed for developments within Local Growth and Diversification Areas.
Acknowledge that this section of text may read as ambiguous and rewording may be appropriate to provide clarity.
Rep. Number
197

8

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
Support the principle of RPA's. However, the plan should be more specific in terms of these areas. Also, the economic opportunities
associated with these areas should be emphasised and reference should be made to providing unemployed residents with the skills
attributes and confidence to access employment opportunities.
The University can contribute to the wider regeneration of the City; the new library and sports village will help regenerate the immediate
areas, thus attracting people and investment. Further to this, the University has now embarked upon the regeneration of the Hillhead area
and additional work is due to take place in the future.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The RPAs are aimed at improving the economy and competitiveness of business,
improving infrastructure and the development of tourism these aspects will contribute to the regeneration of the identified areas. Further
information on RPAs and the benefits and procedure will be provided in the final plan.
Rep. Number
217

13

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
The draft plan does not articulate how RPA status will positively affect the identified communities and it is essential that further certainty is
provided as to whether public sector investment in infrastructure in these communities will be brought forward to stimulate the market.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The RPAs are aimed at improving the economy and competitiveness of business, improving infrastructure and the development of tourism
these aspects will contribute to the regeneration of the identified areas. Further information on RPAs and the benefits and procedure will be
provided in the final plan. The issue of public sector investment is highlighted but will be emphasised further.
Rep. Number
235

8

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
The plan cannot influence and will not achieve the regeneration of RPAs as the almost exclusive brownfield priority set out in the final
paragraph on p.8 would not encourage private sector investment, placing these areas at the bottom of the pile for investors. Neither SGA's
or RPA's are restricted in the same manner. Although this may not be the aim, this will be the result.
RPAs should therefore be removed from the plan as brownfield development will remain a national priority as set out in various SPP's and
local settlements can expand appropriately.
For example, Peterhead is in a SGA and RPA, how do these two interact as one promotes growth and the other promotes brownfield
development over greenfield.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
The priority given to the RPAs is important because these areas tend to have more vacant and derelict land than is desirable.
Redevelopment by its very nature is brownfield development. The priority for brownfield development does not preclude development on
greenfield land.
Even though brownfield development will remain a national policy it is important to show commitment to it and recognise the areas in the
North East that require this issue to be addressed, rather than just ignore the issue.
Further information on RPAs will be provided in the final plan. However, it is appropriate for both designations for the Peterhead due the
challenges and opportunities present. No conflict is anticipated.
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Rep. Number
237

3

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
Support the designation of RPAs in principle, to allow settlements to reach their potential and support much needed local services. It would
be helpful to set out what benefits this designation brings to the allocated areas. For example, will opportunities to create economic growth
or social improvements through a better quality and mix of housing be looked at more favourably?
Housing allowances in the RPAs should make it clear that account has been taken of potential demolitions. Schedule 1 is misleading
because replacement of 5,000 existing units will only maintain the status quo.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Further information on RPAs will be provided in the final plan.
The forecasts on which the housing numbers are based took account of a significant level (4,800) of demolitions in the Community
Regeneration Areas in Aberdeen. These units do not represent double counting because the forecast required for housing would have been
4,800 lower if they had not been included.
However, changing expectations of the nature and speed of delivery of the Community Regeneration Strategy mean that these figures will
need to be revised. Due to the status of these units however (as outlined above), they do not require to be replaced. Progress and future
expectations, however, will be kept under review and this plan would encourage faster progress than the plan may suggest.
Rep. Number
239

3

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
Support the designation of RPAs in principle, to allow settlements to reach their potential and support much needed local services. It would
be helpful to set out what benefits this designation brings to the allocated areas. For example, will opportunities to create economic growth
or social improvements through a better quality and mix of housing be looked at more favourably?
Reference is made to a range of actions, but these seem to add little benefit to RPAs over SGAs and LG&D areas. Although generally a
benefit, redevelopment of brownfield sites is complex, time consuming and costly due to a number of factors. Would therefore suggest it is
recognised that greenfield sites can be just as important in RPAs.
What weight will the aims suggested for RPAs be given over other land use planning objectives, such as the provision of housing and
environmental protection? Reference is made to forming partnerships across the public, private and voluntary sectors. Will the public sector
be taking a lead delivery role in this process, or be guiding the private sector?
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Further information on RPAs will be provided in the final plan.
The priority given to the RPAs is important because these areas tend to have more vacant and derelict land than is desirable.
Redevelopment by its very nature is brownfield development. The priority for brownfield development does not preclude development on
greenfield land however the reason that it is complicated and costly is by no means a justification for not using the brownfield land as a
priority. The quantity of brownfield land varies from location to location and greenfield sites will also be important to meet development needs.
Rep. Number
255

8

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
Bancon consider that the next most significant areas where development should be promoted should be the regeneration areas. At the
moment, these are very loosely identified, but there is no policy position differentiating them (in terms of the direction of investment) from the
rest of the RHMA.
In relation to the balance of the Region, the local growth areas of the RHMA, Bancon believe that strategically there should be more of a
focus on sustaining the towns in this area if sustainable development is truly a primary aim of the plan.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
The three elements of the spatial strategy in the plan are in no way hierarchical, but enable an appropriate response to individual issues and
circumstances. The RPAs are aimed at improving the economy and competitiveness of business, improving infrastructure and the
development of tourism these aspects will contribute to the regeneration of the identified areas. Further information on RPA's and the
benefits and procedure will be provided in the final plan.
It will be for the local development plan to determine exactly where development takes place and on what scale.

23 February 2009

Page 47 of 318

Rep. Number
285

2

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
Regeneration Priority Areas are a concern as the requirement to develop on brownfield sites will restrict future development and cause
deterioration of the areas that the plan is trying to support. There will be difficulties in assembling brownfield sites and it would be hoped the
Council would assist in delivering these; it would be helpful to know how CPO powers might be used.
Acceptance:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The RPAs are aimed at improving the economy and competitiveness of business, improving infrastructure and the development of tourism
these aspects will contribute to the regeneration of the identified areas. Further information on RPA's and the benefits and procedure will be
provided in the final plan. The priority given to the RPAs is important because these areas tend to have more vacant and derelict land than
is desirable. Redevelopment by its very nature is brownfield development. The priority for brownfield development does not preclude
development on greenfield land.
Assembling sites is not an issue for the structure plan, CPO powers may have a role in unlocking the potential of sites in a limited number
of cases.
Rep. Number
286

23

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
The regeneration priority aspect of the spatial strategy is laudable, but there is no justification for the south eastern area, assume this is an
oversight? Within Aberdeen, 5,000 houses are proposed as replacement units; these should not be included as overall housing allowances
and a further 5,000 units should be added to Schedule 1 to achieve 72,000 houses.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Further information on RPAs will be provided in the final plan, including a recognition that there are significant differences between
Aberdeen, the north coast and the south eastern area.
The forecasts on which the housing numbers are based took account of a significant level (4,800) of demolitions in the Community
Regeneration Areas in Aberdeen. These units do not represent double counting because the forecast required for housing would have been
4,800 lower if they had not been included.
However, changing expectations of the nature and speed of delivery of the Community Regeneration Strategy mean that these figures will
need to be revised. Due to the status of these units however (as outlined above), they do not require to be replaced. Progress and future
expectations, however, will be kept under review and this plan would encourage faster progress than the plan may suggest.
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Rep. Number
293

1

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
Fraserburgh is identified as a Regeneration Priority Area, this fact cannot be disputed.
Eight areas in Aberdeenshire feature on the Scottish Index of multiple deprivation, three of these are in Fraserburgh.
A breakdown of the Multiple depivation statistics for Fraserburgh has been added.
It appears that the proposals in the plan do not accept these issues.
The plan states that 80% of monies will be spent in the Strategic Growth Areas and this means that the remaining 20% will be spent in the
other areas.
Fraserburgh are concerned and requrie a justification for why they are being sidelined and how the ration is 8 to 2 in terms of investment.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
Fraserburgh is the second largest town in Aberdeenshire and continues to be a major shellfish and white fish port. The dependence on the
fishing industry has resulted in a fragile local economy and its distance from Aberdeen (40 miles) and Peterhead (17 miles) means that it
faces a number of significant social and economic challenges.
A number of regeneration and ATP projects have been ongoing for some time and a whole package of measures will need to continue to be
pursued. The structure plan must be clear in the specific, strategic land use elements that it can directly influence. As such, the objectives
apply equally to all areas of the plan and encourage economic growth and mixed use developments that meet the needs of the whole
community. The plan also emphasises the need to develop better links within and to the north-east and improve public transport provision.
The spatial strategy recognises the circumstances in Fraserburgh (and other similar communities) through their dual designation as
regeneration priority areas and areas for local growth and diversification. These designations provide flexibility for the Aberdeenshire local
development plan (LDP) to respond accordingly, with relevant policies and proposals. Also importantly, the LDP will be able to promote the
reuse of brownfield land and to designate a proportion of the significant level of residential allocation made to the RHMA and an appropriate
amount of employment land.
The initial preparation for production of the LDP has begun and further work will be undertaken throughout 2009, this will involve community
council’s and other representatives, local businesses and individuals with an interest. Consultation will be key to ensuring the framework set
down by the structure plan is translated into realistic LDP policies and allocations and tangible proposals are delivered for Fraserburgh.
The three elements of the spatial strategy in the plan are in no way hierarchical, but enable an appropriate response to individual issues and
circumstances. Improving the economic, environmental and social future of Fraserburgh is very important for the future of Fraserburgh itself
and Aberdeenshire Council. The final paragraph on p.5 of the draft plan makes it clear that the importance given to each aim of the plan will
be critical in coming to decisions on development proposals. In this respect, RPA status for Fraserburgh can influence the weight given to
each aim, resulting in a positive impact that may not be appropriate in other areas.
The residents of Fraserburgh appear well aware of its challenges and opportunities and the structure plan can assist by saying more about
Fraserburgh in particular and regeneration in general. Presentation in a positive light and setting out the town’s potential role in attracting
public sector funding will be highlighted.
The draft plan does not indicate that "80% of monies will be spent in the SGAs". Considerable public sector money is already being
invested in Fraserburgh and the regeneration strategy of the plan will encourage this further.
Rep. Number
299

8

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
No details on how the regeneration will occur, and in particular no information on what will drive the regeneration.
There is no mention of employment land in these areas which will almost certainly be required.
Acceptance:
Accepted
Agreed Response:

Changes to be made

Further information on RPA's will be provided in the final plan.
The plan states "There is a need for diversification and growth in the economy in this area to meet local needs, with tourist-related
developments having a role to play." This shows that economic growth is very important however this point could be made clearer and
stronger.
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Rep. Number
301

1

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
Concerned that Fraserburgh is excluded from the Areas of Strategic Growth.
Fraserburgh is the second largest town in Aberdeenshire and has a port of major European significance to the fishing industry.
Concern that the RPA will not achieve the same results as the SGA.
Concern that the plan will weaken development and employment opportunities in the area and wish Fraserburghs status to be reconsidered.
Acceptance:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Fraserburgh is the second largest town in Aberdeenshire and continues to be a major shellfish and white fish port. The dependence on the
fishing industry has resulted in a fragile local economy and its distance from Aberdeen (40 miles) and Peterhead (17 miles) means that it
faces a number of significant social and economic challenges.
A number of regeneration and ATP projects have been ongoing for some time and a whole package of measures will need to continue to be
pursued. The structure plan must be clear in the specific, strategic land use elements that it can directly influence. As such, the objectives
apply equally to all areas of the plan and encourage economic growth and mixed use developments that meet the needs of the whole
community. The plan also emphasises the need to develop better links within and to the north-east and improve public transport provision.
The spatial strategy recognises the circumstances in Fraserburgh (and other similar communities) through their dual designation as
regeneration priority areas and areas for local growth and diversification. These designations provide flexibility for the Aberdeenshire local
development plan (LDP) to respond accordingly, with relevant policies and proposals. Also importantly, the LDP will be able to promote the
reuse of brownfield land and to designate a proportion of the significant level of residential allocation made to the RHMA and an appropriate
amount of employment land.
The initial preparation for production of the LDP has begun and further work will be undertaken throughout 2009, this will involve community
council’s and other representatives, local businesses and individuals with an interest. Consultation will be key to ensuring the framework set
down by the structure plan is translated into realistic LDP policies and allocations and tangible proposals are delivered for Fraserburgh.
The three elements of the spatial strategy in the plan are in no way hierarchical, but enable an appropriate response to individual issues and
circumstances. Improving the economic, environmental and social future of Fraserburgh is very important for the future of Fraserburgh itself
and Aberdeenshire Council. The final paragraph on p.5 of the draft plan makes it clear that the importance given to each aim of the plan will
be critical in coming to decisions on development proposals. In this respect, RPA status for Fraserburgh can influence the weight given to
each aim, resulting in a positive impact that may not be appropriate in other areas.
The residents of Fraserburgh appear well aware of its challenges and opportunities and the structure plan can assist by saying more about
Fraserburgh in particular and regeneration in general. Presentation in a positive light and setting out the town’s potential role in attracting
public sector funding will be highlighted.
Rep. Number
303

1

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
It is clear that action is required to address the needs of the areas, which we believe have been properly identified as most in need.
The document does not however provide sufficient detail as to how this will be achieved.
Concern that developers will not invest.
Acceptance:

Agreed Response:

Accepted

Changes to be made

Further information on RPA's will be provided in the final plan.

Rep. Number
310

3

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
There is nothing in the plan to indicate proposals for the RPAs.
These areas should have a higher priority in the plan instead of the bulk investment being made in the SGAs.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Agreed Response:

Changes to be made

The RPAs are aimed at improving the economy and competitiveness of business, improving infrastructure and the development of tourism
these aspects will contribute to the regeneration of the identified areas. Further information on RPA's and the benefits and procedure will be
provided in the final plan.
The designations in the plan and proportion of development allocated have no link to investment decisions.
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Rep. Number
316

5

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
Plan implies Fraserburgh will miss out on all benefits of an SGA ie high speed telecomunications.
Acceptance:

Agreed Response:

Accepted

Changes to be made

The text will be amended to make it clear that high speed telecommunications are vital across the area, but particularly in the areas
identified for regeneration.
Rep. Number
330

11

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
While supporting the designation of the regeneration priority areas, SCDI believes that the Structure Plan should be more positive about
their prospects. It does recognize the need to improve the economy, the competitiveness of business and transport infrastructure, and to
develop tourism in some coastal locations. But it should also highlight the continuing importance of traditional industries, particularity fishing
and the potential for modern, up to date, high speed telecommunications to support start ups or attract new businesses
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The RPAs are aimed at improving the economy and competitiveness of business, improving infrastructure and the development of tourism
these aspects will contribute to the regeneration of the identified areas. Further information on RPAs and the benefits and procedure will be
provided in the final plan. Traditional industries must continue to be an important part of the north east economy, but the structure plan must
be clear in the specific, strategic land use elements that it can directly influence. However, references to farming and fishing have been
added in recognition of the importance of these industries.
The objectives apply equally to all areas of the plan and encourage economic growth and mixed use developments that meet the needs of
the whole community. The plan also emphasises the need to develop better links within and to the north-east and improve public transport
provision.
Rep. Number
333

16

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
The aims, objectives and vision of the plan are not the issue; it is the evidence and supporting information that concerns us. It is disturbing
that we are being asked to wait for the detail in local economic plans when this plan essentially fails to acknowledge the contribution and/or
potential contribution of a town of Fraserburgh's size.
Acceptance:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The plan does recognise the importance of Fraseburgh and other towns in Aberdeenshire. However, amendments will be made to make this
more explicit.
The structure plan can only provide a strategic overview while it will be the local development plan that will provide the detail sought.
Aberdeenshire Council will be consulting on this during 2009 and 2010.
Rep. Number
334

9

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
Fraserburgh, along with the coastal area from Peterhead to Portsoy, parts of Aberdeen, and the coastal area south of Stonehaven, is
identified on the spatial strategy map as a Regeneration Priority Areas. Peterhead and the parts of the Aberdeen are also identified within
the Strategic Growth Areas. However, there is no clarify given as to what strategy is being proposed for Regeneration Priory Areas and in
particular for those RPAs which fall outwith the SGAs. This musts be addressed clearly within any plan.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
The RPAs are aimed at improving the economy and competitiveness of business, improving infrastructure and the development of tourism
these aspects will contribute to the regeneration of the identified areas. Further information on RPAs and the benefits and procedure will be
provided in the final plan.

23 February 2009

Page 51 of 318

Rep. Number
349

18

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
The Group would like to see increased emphasis on the ongoing development of rural ports as both a tourist destination, and for marine
leisure pursuits. It would seek to capitalise on the success of the Banff and Peterhead marinas and identify other small coastal
communities which will be suitable for such development. The use of Peterhead as a cruise ship destination should also be encouraged as
a source of day trip tourism to the area
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The plan already identifies tourism potential in many coastal communities. The development of rural ports themselves are not a strategic
issue however, references to Peterhead Harbour will be expanded in line with the national planning framework recognition of it as a deep
water opportunity.
Rep. Number
397

6

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
Agree with the objectives and strategy on page 8, but disagree with the inclusion of the coastal strip south of Stonehaven.
The settlements in that area have not suffered from the loss of their major industry in the way that Fraserburgh and Peterhead have lost
theirs (i.e. fishing).
The former fishing villages of Gourdon and Johnshaven have re-invented themselves as attractive locations from which to commute, either
north to Aberdeen or south into Angus. Inverbervie and St Cyrus also appear to be popular with commuters. There is little if any brownfield
land in those villages. Except for development of tourism, which can equally happen in a local growth and diversification area, there seems
to be no requirement for development that justifies treatment of that coastal strip as a regeneration priority area.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
The support for the objectives and strategy of the plan is welcome.
The spatial strategy recognises the circumstances in communities across Aberdeenshire through their dual designation as regeneration
priority areas and areas for local growth and diversification. These designations provide flexibility for the Aberdeenshire local development
plan (LDP) to respond accordingly, with relevant policies and proposals.
It is recognised that the issues in Tillydrone, Fraserburgh and St Cyrus are different and this will be emphasised in the text of the plan
because responses will need to be different as well.
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Rep. Number
402

1

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
Note with dismay that Fraserburgh is yet again on the periphery of any future development although recognises that growth is proposed in
Regeneration Priorities Areas (RPAs).
The Draft Structure Plan is short sighted, waste of time and money as it does not cover strategic forward thinking goals and objectives. It is
inward thinking with regards to the city of Aberdeen to the detriment of the outlying communities. This is not inclusive of the whole
Aberdeenshire area and is an insult to the communities who live outwith the preferential corridors.
Plan should be rewritten by people with real vision and forward strategic thinking to develop a plan which would serve the whole community
for the future.
Invest in the people of the north east as a whole, not just in Aberdeen. Investment attracts business and tourism, reverse population decline
and enable towns to redevelop providing jobs for young people who do not wish to travel to Aberdeen or further afield to find employment.
This will strengthen the towns and the City.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
Fraserburgh is the second largest town in Aberdeenshire and continues to be a major shellfish and white fish port. The dependence on the
fishing industry has resulted in a fragile local economy and its distance from Aberdeen (40 miles) and Peterhead (17 miles) means that it
faces a number of significant social and economic challenges.
A number of regeneration and ATP projects have been ongoing for some time and a whole package of measures will need to continue to be
pursued. The structure plan must be clear in the specific, strategic land use elements that it can directly influence. As such, the objectives
apply equally to all areas of the plan and encourage economic growth and mixed use developments that meet the needs of the whole
community. The plan also emphasises the need to develop better links within and to the north-east and improve public transport provision.
The spatial strategy recognises the circumstances in Fraserburgh (and other similar communities) through their dual designation as
regeneration priority areas and areas for local growth and diversification. These designations provide flexibility for the Aberdeenshire local
development plan (LDP) to respond accordingly, with relevant policies and proposals. Also importantly, the LDP will be able to promote the
reuse of brownfield land and to designate a proportion of the significant level of residential allocation made to the RHMA and an appropriate
amount of employment land.
The initial preparation for production of the LDP has begun and further work will be undertaken throughout 2009, this will involve community
council’s and other representatives, local businesses and individuals with an interest. Consultation will be key to ensuring the framework set
down by the structure plan is translated into realistic LDP policies and allocations and tangible proposals are delivered for Fraserburgh.
The three elements of the spatial strategy in the plan are in no way hierarchical, but enable an appropriate response to individual issues and
circumstances. Improving the economic, environmental and social future of Fraserburgh is very important for the future of Fraserburgh itself
and Aberdeenshire Council. The final paragraph on p.5 of the draft plan makes it clear that the importance given to each aim of the plan will
be critical in coming to decisions on development proposals. In this respect, RPA status for Fraserburgh can influence the weight given to
each aim, resulting in a positive impact that may not be appropriate in other areas.
The residents of Fraserburgh appear well aware of its challenges and opportunities and the structure plan can assist by saying more about
Fraserburgh in particular and regeneration in general. Presentation in a positive light and setting out the town’s potential role in attracting
public sector funding will be highlighted.
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Rep. Number
446

1

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
Concerned that aims of regeneration, improving quality of life, upgrading infrastructure and pursuit of economic diversity do not feature in
relation to Fraserburgh. The use of the three development corridors leaves the town neglected and no justification for stopping at Peterhead
has been presented. Fraserburgh and Peterhead have had a healthy rivalry, based on fishing ports, for many years, but the focus on
Peterhead will only exacerbate problems in securing investment and development for Fraserburgh.
Nowhere does the plan make it clear what improvements the plan will bring, even the map minimises the town by using lower case, not
highlighting the port and the use of grey cross-hatching. Regeneration is painfully slow and many outside interests do not seem to be
pursued with vigour or financial incentive.
The downgrading of the A953, lack of railway and poor communications all threaten the livelihood of Fraserburgh, the plan fails to address
this and the town and area deserves better.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
Fraserburgh is the second largest town in Aberdeenshire and continues to be a major shellfish and white fish port. The dependence on the
fishing industry has resulted in a fragile local economy and its distance from Aberdeen (40 miles) and Peterhead (17 miles) means that it
faces a number of significant social and economic challenges.
A number of regeneration and ATP projects have been ongoing for some time and a whole package of measures will need to continue to be
pursued. The structure plan must be clear in the specific, strategic land use elements that it can directly influence. As such, the objectives
apply equally to all areas of the plan and encourage economic growth and mixed use developments that meet the needs of the whole
community. The plan also emphasises the need to develop better links within and to the north-east and improve public transport provision.
The spatial strategy recognises the circumstances in Fraserburgh (and other similar communities) through their dual designation as
regeneration priority areas and areas for local growth and diversification. These designations provide flexibility for the Aberdeenshire local
development plan (LDP) to respond accordingly, with relevant policies and proposals. Also importantly, the LDP will be able to promote the
reuse of brownfield land and to designate a proportion of the significant level of residential allocation made to the RHMA and an appropriate
amount of employment land.
The initial preparation for production of the LDP has begun and further work will be undertaken throughout 2009, this will involve community
council’s and other representatives, local businesses and individuals with an interest. Consultation will be key to ensuring the framework set
down by the structure plan is translated into realistic LDP policies and allocations and tangible proposals are delivered for Fraserburgh.
The three elements of the spatial strategy in the plan are in no way hierarchical, but enable an appropriate response to individual issues and
circumstances. Improving the economic, environmental and social future of Fraserburgh is very important for the future of Fraserburgh itself
and Aberdeenshire Council. The final paragraph on p.5 of the draft plan makes it clear that the importance given to each aim of the plan will
be critical in coming to decisions on development proposals. . In this respect, RPA status for Fraserburgh can influence the weight given to
each aim, resulting in a positive impact that may not be appropriate in other areas.
The residents of Fraserburgh appear well aware of its challenges and opportunities and the structure plan can assist by saying more about
Fraserburgh in particular and regeneration in general. Presentation in a positive light and setting out the town’s potential role in attracting
public sector funding will be highlighted.
The transport challenges experienced by Fraserburgh are reflected in the plan.
Rep. Number
482

3

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
Concerning regeneration, it should be clear that redevelopment in City regeneration areas are subject to specific conditions and
agreements, such as consultation and agreement with communities, development of development briefs in consultation with communities,
rights to stay within areas of communities, which could mean specific types of housing etc. These and other constraints make the allocation
of these sites more complicated than other areas and should not be taken for granted. In certain circumstances, redevelopment plans may
be scaled back and the plan should recognise this. Text on p.7 (Aberdeen City para.) should change to "(some of these could be in
community regeneration areas)". It may also be necessary to add a footnote to other parts like the allocation table, e.g. *Development
dependent on certain factors OR *Redevelopment dependent on certain conditions.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
The Community Reneration Areas in Aberdeen raise a number of challenges and these will be more fully reflected in the final plan.
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Rep. Number
333

15

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
The draft plan is far from clear unless it is with regard to SGAs or Aberdeen City. We would encourage those drafting the plan to write it
from the perspective of those living outwith these vibrant areas. Perhaps it will result in a more digestible offering.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The plan represents a vision of the future shared across the whole of the city and shire area. The spatial strategy emphasises that all parts
of the plan area are important and sets out how development will be focused across the region. In addition to the SGAs it introduced both
Local growth and diversification areas and regeneration areas to promote development in the right places, that meets the needs of both
people and business while maintaining sustainble development principles.
However, this issue will be taken into account in the redrafting process.
Rep. Number
365

6

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
Document needs to include a stronger emphasis on, and commitment to, the delivery of more affordable and social housing in all growth
areas for sustainable mixed communities to be achieved.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
There is a strong commitment to provide affordable and social housing in the plan. This can be observed in the Sustainable mixed
communities chapter where a target is for new housing to provide 25% of affordable housing to meet the needs of the whole community.
However, the importance of affordable housing will be further emphasised and additional information will emerge via the housing need and
demand assessment as stated on p.17.
Rep. Number
426

27

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
Though largely a rural area the plan makes no reference to agriculture, fishing or forestry. There is a need to develop towns within a rural
environment and economy.
Acceptance:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The plan tries not to involve itself with issues that are neither strategic, nor cross-boundary. This in no way is a reflection on the importance
of any particular industry or environmental benefit, but an attempt to keep this new-style plan as concise as possible. However, references
to forestry, farming and fishing have been added in recognition of the importance of traditional industries and local development plans may
refer to specific strategies.
There is provision to develop rural towns in the spatial plan via either Local Growth and Diversifiction Areas or Regeneration Priority Areas.
The extent to which individual settlements are developed is a matter to be decided during the local development plan process.
Rep. Number
449

7

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
Too much emphasis on the SGAs.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The growth senario selected has been subject to early consultation and the decision to focus growth on SGAs was agreed as the most
sustainable approach. However this issue will be taken into account as the plan is redrafted.
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Rep. Number
451

9

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
The objectives should include a target for local food production and local energy for heat production rather than only electricity. Also clearer
explanation or what "mixed communities" is required and how these communities will be created and supported.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The structure plan represents a more focused vision of development with strategic objectives and targets set out. Local level targets for
sustainable development therefore will be better placed in the local development plan process. Concerns regarding the use of renewable
energy are noted. Amendments to the plan will emphasise the importance of heat.
The point regarding an explanation of mixed communities is noted; however the plan gives some detail communities must be mixed in terms
of the type and size of homes, as well as their tenure and cost. We also need to make sure that new homes are designed to a high standard
and that they respect and improve the existing qualities of the area. If we want to allow people to have a choice of where they want to live,
developments must provide a wide range of options, from starter homes to large detached houses."
Additionally there is also specific targets and monitoring to enable the achievement of the objective to be met.
Rep. Number
187

1

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Support the policies relating to retail, however it is important to clarify that the sequential approach applies to smaller town centers as well as
the City, and that expansion should be appropriate and proportionate to the town centers and their catchments.
Acceptance:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The wording should make it clear that the sequential approach applies to the whole Structure Plan area, not just Aberdeen City.

Rep. Number
205

7

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Broadly support the objectives. However, in relation to economic growth a target of 255ha of land and minimum supply of 120ha is stated;
this should explicitly incorporate land for public service provision. It is unclear whether the Government agenda for co-location has been
considered in the spatial strategy.
The fourth bullet on p.10 should also refer to the contribution the facilities of NHS Grampian, such as at Foresterhill, make. Through the
Foresterhill Development Framework the regeneration of this 56ha site will further integrate healthcare, education and research facilities.
This will improve Aberdeen's reputation, which is essential to attract and retain high quality staff.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
In most cases, land for public services would not be taken from the employment land supply, but would be incorporated in mixed use
developments. Co-location of public services, such as education, healthcare and policing are supported throughout the area and the
implications for land use at a strategic level would be small. However, a reference to co-locating services may be made in the sustainable
mixed communities text.
The wording of the fourth bullet could be amended to state "universities, Grampian NHS and other.."
The first bullet on p20 will be amended to explicitly mention Foresterhill as an example.
Rep. Number
254

3

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Off-grid district energy networks will also be an important means of achieving the structure plan’s targets and Bancon Developments are
presently leading on such initiatives
Acceptance:
Noted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The plan supports the use of such networks and would like to see their more widespread adoption in developments. This is covered by the
phrase "all new development must be designed and built to use resources more efficiently.." on p.11, but a more explicit reference could be
made here, or under sustainable mixed communities, particularly in relation to heat.

23 February 2009

Page 56 of 318

Rep. Number
255

11

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
While Bancon agree that the principal aim of the plan should be to secure the economic growth of the region, they are apprehensive that as
set out in the objective, there will be an element of direction of industry to favored areas. Bancon would be particularly concerned that their
business land in Banchory, and similar towns out with the SGAs, would be disadvantaged by this approach.
In relation to the targets suggested:
Bancon support the suggestion that at least 60ha of business land should be available in both the City and the SGAs in Aberdeenshire.
Bancon also support the proposal that 20ha of 'high quality' business land should be available in SGAs, but would suggest that this should
be in addition to the 120ha identified above.
Bancon strongly object to the fact that the potential absence of business land elsewhere in Aberdeenshire is not seen as strategic issue.
There are no strategic targets set for either the main Aberdeenshire towns (outwith the SGAs) or indeed the regeneration areas. How can
the regeneration areas be a 'priority' in the absence of economic growth targets? It is arguable that the targets and ambitions for
sustainability and mixed-use communities could not be achieved without some strategic insistence on employment land targets across the
region.
The goal for Aberdeen to be one of the top 25 retail areas in the UK is supported. Similarly the desire to maximize hi-speed broadband use
is applauded, but it is suggested that this ambition should apply to all development - not just in the SGAs.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
There will be an element of direction of business to the SGAs as this is the chosen spatial strategy. However, although not included in a
SGA, towns like Banchory will continue to be able to benefit from an appropriate scale of development determined as local need
commensurate with their size. Being out of the SGA also gives complete flexibility as to the amount of such land and does not put it in direct
competition with other settlements for a proportion of a finite amount of the allocation.
It is not clear from the targets and table on p.10 if the 20ha is part of or in addition to the 60+60ha stated. This will be clarified and if
appropriate should be over and above the 120ha shown.
Outside the SGAs no upper limit is given for the provision of business land, this is not a strategic issue for this plan, but is better addressed
in the Aberdeenshire LDP. Its exclusion from this plan gives maximum flexibility and opportunity for local need in individual settlements, but
may also promote a more innovative approach.
Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
284

5

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Strongly support the references to mixed use, but feel these are lost in places. In particular, the section on economic growth goes on to
specify allocations (likely to be zones) for business land. It should be a priority to get mixed-use development everywhere, including
industrial, commercial, residential, leisure and retail.
Acceptance:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The plan is intended to be read as a whole, rather than under separate thematic headings. The references to integrated land uses should
therefore be enough to translate through into use in a local development plan. However, it may be appropriate to make explicit reference on
p.9 also.
Rep. Number
330

16

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
With its closer proximity to the shipping route from the Barents Sea, the Peterhead power station and the National Grid network, Peterhead
port would be well placed to attract investment for such on important facility [LNGsite/base] in the UK should the necessary infrastructure
improvements be implemented. Representations are being made to include such an opportunity in the final NPF2 and the Structure Plan.
Acceptance:
Noted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The Proposed NPF2 was laid before the Scottish Parliament in December 2008. It does mention Peterhead Harbour and identifies three
national developments that are highlighted in the finalised plan; Peterhead Harbour is not one of these. However, it is recognised that the
port has an important role to play and the recent investment announcement will enhance this further. As a result, the deepwater
opportunities are mentioned in several sections of the plan and also as a proposal.
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Rep. Number
330

18

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
The diversification of the economy is widely recognised as a priority for the region. The universities and research organisations have a key
role. There is also significant potential to grow the tourism offering, and, for example, take advantage of the high-value opportunities in food
and drink and golf tourism. Improving tourism infrastructure is essential and SCDI, along with all business and tourism groups, has strongly
backed the Menie development. While the Trump is a once in a generation opportunity for the region, the Structure Plan should encourage
further investments in tourism infrastructure.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The plan does make some reference to tourism, but this is somewhat limited and could be strengthened.

Rep. Number
334

12

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
In regard to Economic Growth, it’s good to see a plan for Aberdeen City’s town centre but this should equally apply to town centres
throughout Aberdeenshire. Fraserburgh is identified as a Regeneration Priority Area: its town centre and other town centres require a
strategic approach for town centre development.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The regeneration of Fraserburgh should be aided by its designation in the structure plan, but more detailed information will be provided in
relation to the RPA element of the strategy. It will be for the local development plan to identify specific sites or highlight policies, but a coordinated approach with other Council Services will also be necessary.
Rep. Number
335

1

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Tourism only gets two brief mentions in the draft Structure Plan on page 8 in relation to Local Growth and Diversification Areas where it
states that ‘there is a need for diversification and growth in the economy in this area to meet local needs, with tourist related developments
having a role to play’ and in relation to the Regeneration Priority Areas where it states’ although it should be possible to develop tourism in
come coastal locations. These statements are not supported by any targets or any monitoring processes.
PBTI assumes that these references are to leisure tourism which means that there is no recognition that business tourism plays a vital role
in the region’s economy.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Tourism is recognised as part of the local economy and an industry that could be more prominent in some areas of Aberdeenshire. The
extent to which the structure plan can influence this is limited. Business tourism has an important role to play and will be mentioned.
Rep. Number
286

39

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
The target related to flood risk requires to be amended to reflect the principles of SPP7. The use of water saving technology in all
developments is not a strategic issue and should not be included in the plan. How to meet the targets section would also have to be
amended to reflect the above changes.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
No details have been provided on what aspects of SPP7 should be included in the target. However a mention of an appropriate Flood Risk
Assessment could be added. The supply of pottable water is a strategic issue in the area given reliance on the environmentally sensitive
River Dee for a significant proportion of its supply.
Rep. Number
297

20

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
A strategy to address the Biodegradable Municipal Waste (BMW) issue, this needs to be addressed to provide guidance for the Local Plans.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

It is agreed that more detailed guidance would be appropriate. However, with the absence of a waste management strategy this will need to
follow in supplementary guidance when such a strategy is in place (as noted in the plan).
However, the importance of the proximity principle and dealing with all waste streams will be emphasised in the text.
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Rep. Number
297

20

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
More definite guidance should be provided on BMW
Acceptance:

Agreed Response:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

It is agreed that more detailed guidance would be appropriate. However, with the absence of a waste management strategy this will need to
follow in supplementary guidance when such a strategy is in place (as noted in the plan).
However, the importance of the proximity principle and dealing with all waste streams will be emphasised in the text.
Rep. Number
330

25

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
The final Structure Plan should refer to Combined Heat and Power schemes…There is the potential for more biomass and, where it would
otherwise be landfilled, SCDI believe that waste incineration for heat energy is preferable, providing it is ensured that the waste is pretreated and emissions are tightly controlled.
Acceptance:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Specific reference will be made to combined heat and power.
Rep. Number
330

27

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Towards the end of the next decade, offshore wind will expand dramatically and in the following decade marine renewable should come on
stream. The offshore resources will have to come ashore at appropriate locations and it may be the case that connections with grid are
established in the North East. Any options should be indicated in the final Structure Plan. It is surprising that offshore developments and the
offshore environment are not more fully referred to in the draft, given their importance to the regional economy. The intention is that the new
National Marine Plan will be integrated with NPF2. This should be reflected in the Structure Plan.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
The area covered by the Aberdeen City and Shire structure plan is limited to the low water mark around the coast, so any off-shore energy
production will not be the subject of the plan.
Grid reinforcement to support renewable energy development has been set out in the NPF2 and will be critical to both future onshore and
offshore renewable generation.
Rep. Number
330

28

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
SCDI supports the intention to manage waste in an environmentally friendly way, but it does not believe that sufficient attention is being paid
to the provision of more accessible and affordable commercial waste recycling, treatment and disposal infrastructure.
Acceptance:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The plan will be amended to deal with the waste issue in a more holistic way, recognising
the importance of commercial and industrial waste.
Rep. Number
397

22

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Page 11 third paragraph. There is a mismatch in the sentence "development .. where they have ..". Change either to "developments" or
alternatively to "it has".
Acceptance:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
A change to improve clarity will be proposed.
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Rep. Number
397

30

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Additionally there is no mention of non-biodegradable waste: page 11 as far as I can see refers only to "biodegradable municipal waste".
The objective should not just be to "limit the amount of non-renewable resources it uses" but also to ensure that those resources that are
used are re-used or re-cycled wherever possible. The monitoring proposed on page 12 should also cover this aspect.
Acceptance:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The plan will be amended to make it clear that all waste streams are important.
The efficient and effective use of resources is covered in the first main aim of the plan (p5).
The re-use and recyclling of resources serves to limit the quantity of non-renewable resources used.
Recycling and composting are already covered by the monitoring arrangements.
Rep. Number
426

22

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
The targets are inadequate to address anything seriously.
The use of only the biodegradeable municipal waste fraction indicates a failure to grasp the situation, or perhaps worse. This is only the
waste the Councils have a responsibility to collect and dispose.
As the planning function, there is a wider responsibility to oversee, and if necessary approve in conjunction with SEPA, infrastructure for the
treatment and/or disposal of all the waste generated in the Councils’ areas, which at a conservative estimate is at least 600,000 tonnes, the
majority of which is commercial or industrial and includes non-biodegradable wastes. This continues the historic approach to waste - to
ignore it, rather than working to see it as a resource. Pretending it is an even partial solution to have an aim to address a fraction of the
area’s waste is not courageous or confident.
Given that Aberdeenshire’s waste disposal costs are approximately double the national average, there is clearly room for better planning for
this major by-product of our unsustainable lifestyle. There will have to be sites identified for one or more waste treatment plants including
several incinerators, or if you prefer, energy from waste plants.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Disagree that the targets for climate change fail to meet the Objective.
However, agree that although the plan sets out a target for reduction of BMW, there is an omission with regards to other Municipal Solid
Waste that accounts for double the level of BMW landfilled yearly (p.23 Aberdeen City and Shire Structure Plan: Report of Survey), plus
commercial waste.
Amendments to deal with the issue more holisticaly will be proposed. However, a waste management strategy is required before its full
spatial implications can be addressed.
Rep. Number
458

8

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Heat generation and reduction in heat loss not mentioned. One stated measure is, 'measuring the amount of technology that creates
renewable energy in the area' technological solutions may not always be the solution. Reducing heat and energy requirements require
mention in this section as well as reference to the principles of durability and adaptability.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Improving energy efficiency in new buildings is one of the targets in the Sustainability section, "For all new buildings to be carbon
neutral by 2016."
Although not explicitly mentioned heat generation is expected to play a role in delivery of sustainability targets. Measuring the level of use of
different modes of renewable energy generators will cover technologies such as biomass heating, additionally the local heat systems
generated by non-renewable sources represent one potential method developers could use to reduce the CO2 emissions from new
developments. An amendment to the plan will be proposed which highlights the importance of heat.
Rep. Number
478

2

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Believe that specific reference should be made to the opportunities renewable energy provides to reduce the current high energy use for
heating in the NE. Further encouragement of district heating schemes would be particularly welcome.
Acceptance:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
There is already a target for the regions electricity needs to be solely met by renewable sources by 2020. An amendments to the plan will
be proposed to deal with the heat issue.
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Rep. Number
480

1

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
The text does not recognise that there are areas within the city region which are at risk at present of coastal and/or watercourse flooding as
defined in the Risk Framework set out in Scottish Planning Policy 7: Planning and Flooding (SPP 7) and as shown on the ‘Indicative River
and Coastal Flood Map (Scotland)’ or confirmed by detailed Flood Risk Assessment.
Therefore, SEPA objects to the draft Structure Plan and considers that the text should include reference to the existing areas identified as
at risk when considering what new developments should be built and where they should be located as set out below.
Acceptance:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The text will be amended to reflect the fact that parts of the structure plan area are already at risk of flooding.
Rep. Number
480

2

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Targets
Whilst SEPA is pleased to note that the draft Structure Plan recognises the need to avoid developments on land which is at risk from
coastal or river flooding (as identified by SEPA), SEPA considers that the targets on flood risk should be expanded and clarified to read:
To avoid development on land which is at ‘medium to high risk’ (see Risk Framework SPP 7) of coastal or river flooding as defined by the
‘Indicative River and Coastal Flood Map (Scotland)’ or confirmed by detailed Flood Risk Assessment;
To avoid essential infrastructure on land which is at ‘low, medium or high risk’ (see Risk Framework SPP 7) as defined by the ‘Indicative
River and Coastal Flood Map (Scotland)’ or confirmed by detailed Flood Risk Assessment;
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Given the ongoing work of the Scottish Government to replace all SPPs with a single simplified policy statement, references to specific
SPPs is not appropriate. However, a plain English approach to revised targets will be taken forward.
Rep. Number
480

3

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
How to meet the targets
In this section, the Draft Structure Plan makes no reference to how flood risk should be addressed. SEPA requests that the following
should be inserted:
Local development plans should not identify development sites on land in medium to high risk areas or greater, except for brownfield sites
with flood prevention measures which are to an appropriate design standard in accordance with the Risk Framework set out in Scottish
Planning Policy 7: Planning and Flooding and essential civil infrastructure should only be developed on land with little or no risk in
accordance with the Risk Framework set out in Scottish Planning Policy 7: Planning and Flooding.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
The 'How to meet the targets' section will be amended to bring it into line with the amended target.
Rep. Number
480

4

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Monitoring
In accordance with the suggested changes set out in 480.1-3, the text on monitoring requires to be amended as follows:
Monitoring development built on land which is at medium or high risk of flooding and monitoring essential civil infrastructure built on land at
low, medium or high risk of flooding.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The monitoring section will be amended to bring it into line with the amended targets.
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Rep. Number
480

6

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Welcome the inclusion of waste matters in the plan, however, object to the plan as it does not provide guidance on how sustainable waste
management will be achieved; this is specifically required by SPP10. The plan also does not set out what LDP's are required to achieve and
changes to the text are required as outlined below.
Allocations for waste management facilities are generally appropriate on the existing or planned supply of employment land and industrial
land and should be identified in Structure Plans as set out in SPP 10 paragraph 25 and 26. Planning Advice Note 63 Waste Management
Planning paragraph 21 and SPP 10 paragraph 8 highlights that development policies can also be used to safeguard against inappropriate
development that could compromise a current waste management facilities’ potential; by identifying and safeguarding sites it provides a
degree of certainty for the community and for the waste management industry. Polices should also support the key principles of the National
Waste Strategy which are:
The waste hierarchy
The proximity principle and self-sufficiency and,
Best Practicable Environmental Option.
SEPA expects the Structure Plan to clearly identify ‘issues’, ‘targets’ and ‘how to meet the targets’ to give the framework for Local Plans to
allocate sites and develop policies as required by national planning policy.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
It is not the role of the structure plan to identify or safeguard sites. The plan already refers to the waste hierarchy but it is not the role of the
plan to replicate national policy. However, as amendment to the plan will be propoesd in relation to the proximity principle.
Rep. Number
480

7

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Issues
General objective to tackle climate change is welcomed, however, the plan does not recognise that there is much more waste generated in
the north east than the 136,000 tonnes of biodegradable municipal waste referred to. A total of 284,639 tonnes (Aberdeenshire 143,342
tonnes and Aberdeen City 141,297 tonnes) of municipal waste was produced in the Structure Plan area in 2006/07. Municipal waste
comprises only a small part of the total waste arising. The bulk of waste produced is commercial and industrial and this also requires to be
managed sustainably. SEPA’s records show that there was a total of 963,011 tonnes of commercial and industrial waste produced in the
area in 2007.
It should also be recognised that whilst managing this waste is necessary for environmental reasons, it also represents a significant
economic opportunity due to the need for new treatment facilities to be provided to replace the reliance on landfill. This is an important point
given the spirit of this plan which places much emphasis on sustainable economic growth.
SEPA objects to the above aspect of the Plan on the basis that it should be amended to reflect the need to address municipal, commercial
and industrial waste management needs and, accordingly, to provide factual information on the current situation.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
The Plan should be amended to reflect the need to address waste management needs in totality.
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Rep. Number
480

9

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Targets
SEPA notes the target to reduce biodegradable municipal waste to 54,000 tonnes to landfill by 2020. SEPA is unclear where this figure
originates and recommends that it should be verified against the parliamentary announcement of the Cabinet Secretary for Rural Affairs and
the Environment in January 2008 where he set out Government targets on waste management. This announcement included aspirational
targets of reducing municipal waste to landfill to 5% by 2025, increasing recycling and composting to 70% and treating no more than 25% of
municipal waste in energy from waste plants. It also emphasised the need for high efficiency energy from waste plants. The announcement
represents the most up to date statement of Government waste policy until such time as the National Waste Plan is reviewed by
Government.
Consequently SEPA objects until the Structure Plan clearly sets out targets in line with Government expectations as set out above.
SEPA would support an approach similar to that of the Glasgow and Clyde Valley Structure Plan which Ministers amended (see
representation for wording).
Acceptance:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The Directive imposes environmental and standards for landfills across Europe, the amount of BMW allowed to landfill will be 35% the
baseline level of 1995. The 54,000 tonnes is 35% of the 1995 level that the area is aiming for (see 3.5.7 Aberdeen City and Shire Structure
Plan: Report of Survey) .
These figures will be checked with SEPA and amended if necessary.
It would not be appropriate to reflect the figures set out in the parliamentary announcement until such a time as they form part of the
National Waste Plan.
Rep. Number
480

10

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
How to meet the targets
In this section, the word 'should' should be replaced with 'will' as a more positive position. In addition, the plan should set out a framework
for how to achieve these residual waste management solutions and explain to the public what is meant by "residual solution". Accordingly
SEPA considers it essential that the Plan sets out the site selection or site search criteria for the location of waste management facilities
and, until this is done, SEPA objects to this aspect of the Plan. Work already undertaken by the three north east Councils together with
Highland Council on the residual waste treatment options and site selection/site search criteria could be used as the basis for this.
SEPA supports the commitment to produce supplementary planning guidance to provide a context for making decisions on future waste
planning applications selection. SEPA notes that this guidance was referred to within the Aberdeenshire Local Plan but was never
developed. Given that applications are already forthcoming for major waste infrastructure, SEPA considers that this guidance is required as
a matter of urgency and SEPA recommends that the text be revised to address this. SEPA would welcome separate consultation on this
guidance.
SEPA also recommends that the Structure Plan commit to seeking public views on the waste management solutions as part of developing
the supplementary planning guidance. The approach of the Glasgow and Clyde Valley Structure Plan committee, who consulted on a waste
topic paper, may be helpful.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
It is not the role of the development plan to set waste management strategy but to deal with the spatial implications of it. There are ongoing disucssions with SEPA on this issue. Residual waste is explained in the glossary.
The support for the commitment to produce supplementary planning guidance for making decisions on future waste planning is welcomed.
This will be clarified to make it clear that it is strategic guidence.
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Rep. Number
480

11

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Monitoring
The monitoring measures set out for waste are welcomed. However, these do not address all waste streams. SEPA considers that the
Structure Plan should commit the Councils to monitoring how much waste (not just biodegradable municipal waste) is sent to landfill
annually to establish if an overall shift from landfill is being achieved. It should also monitor how many new waste management facilities are
being provided and, in consultation with SEPA, monitor the amount of waste produced, amount of treatment capacity being provided and the
shortfall in capacity projected. SEPA therefore objects to this aspect of the Plan until additional monitoring is included to SEPA’s
satisfaction. SEPA is carrying out ongoing work on the capacity of all waste management infrastructure on a national and regional basis and
this work could be used to help inform the Structure Plan and ongoing monitoring.
SEPA would be happy to discuss potential wording further. It may be helpful to consider how other Planning Authorities have approached
this issue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
The text will be amended to make it clear that waste issues extend beyond biodegradable municipal waste, including appropriate monitoring
arrangements.
However, it is not the role of the structure plan to replace the need for an effective waste strategy.
Rep. Number
216

6

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Support this objective to increase the population. For this to happen the number of houses built each year will have to increase. However,
sufficient land will have to be released and planning permissions granted more quickly.
Research undertaken in completing the local development plan bid for Mintlaw has indicated a major issue with housing need and demand
in the Central Buchan area focused on Mintlaw, where waiting lists are only second to Inverurie. A long term/phased approach is required.
Acceptance:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. It is a key aim of the recent planning
reforms (2006) to facilitate a swifter planning process, however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date
development plans. An annual target of 2,500 new houses by 2014 is outlined in the plan, with this increasing to 3,000 by 2020.
SPG will undoubtedly have a more significant role to play and this is recognised in the draft plan.
It is agreed that the issue of phasing should be raised more explicitly, but the plan does present a long-term approach.
Rep. Number
219

5

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Support this objective to increase the population. For this to happen the number of houses built each year will have to increase. However,
sufficient land will have to be released and planning permissions granted more quickly.
Recognise that the timing of housing land release in the Huntly to Laurencekirk corridor will be connected to the potential for a new
secondary school(s) and the plan should provide greater certainty in relation to where these are likely to be, when they will be built and how
they will be paid for. Suggest that Kintore is the most appropriate settlement for a new secondary school.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Noted
Changes to be made
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. It is a key aim of the recent planning
reforms (2006) to facilitate a swifter planning process, however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date
development plans. An annual target of 2,500 new houses by 2014 is outlined in the plan, with this increasing to 3,000 by 2020.
SPG will undoubtedly have a more significant role to play and this is recognised in the draft plan.
Greater clarity will be provided around the provision of new educational facilities.
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Rep. Number
229

5

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Support this objective to increase the population. For this to happen, sufficient land will have to be released and planning permissions
granted more quickly than at present. Believe that greater use of SPG to release land will be required; this is particularly relevant if delivery
of new employment and commercial uses is to be realised.
Acceptance:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. It is a key aim of the recent planning
reforms (2006) to facilitate a swifter planning process, however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date
development plans.
SPG will undoubtedly have a more significant role to play and this is recognised in the draft plan.
It is agreed that greater clarity should be provided around the importance of mixed use proposals, although it is covered under the
'sustainable mixed communities' in the current draft.
Rep. Number
254

20

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Bancon share the concern expressed by Homes for Scotland that it is unhelpful for the Plan to have two separate targets. They therefore
concur in the view that the reference to a 2500 unit target should be deleted. It is clear for the reasons set out by Homes for Scotland, that it
will be necessary to out-perform a target of 2500 units if the population growth anticipated in the plan is to be achieved. Bancon believe that
for the reasons that follow, a more ambitious target which the latest GRO projections suggest would be appropriate should be adopted
which would, in turn, support an even higher target.
To achieve a target of 40,000 population growth, and taking account of demographic changes, the plan currently suggests a requirement for
72,000 new houses. However, bearing in mind that this includes 5,000 replacement homes in the City regeneration areas, the net increase
in new homes proposed is 67,000 houses. Accepting the basis of calculation of this figure, and extrapolating it (i.e. adopting the projected
household sizes for the City and Shire and taking the suggested 40/60 City/Shire split into account) for a population increase of 66,000 (a
rise from the current 440,000 to 506,000 population) 85,000 new homes would be required.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
The targets suggested in the Population Growth section (Pg13) are to ensure that there is an increase from the current house building total
(of 2200) to supply the extra housing that will be required for the city region to achieve the plan vision. The two targets (2500 till 2014 and
3000 by 2020) reflect the need to stage the target to allow the house building industry to adjust to the new rate of residential development.
The Background Paper has further details, but changes will be made to the plan itself to provide increased clarity on this issue. For
example, the plan provides for 40% increase in housebuilding sought by the Scottish Government as set out in Firm Foundations.
The structure plan provides significant opportunities for development early in the plan period. This will be able to accommodate a range of
growth scenarios prepared by the councils. Although the GRO(S) high migration scenarios is higher than the most optimistic of the three
forecast scenario prepared by the councils, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic Planning Committee, in January 2008, agreed that the
GRO(S) projection did not invalidate the AC & S forecasts.
The plan will be replaced with a strategic development plan within five years and the opportunity will be taken at that point to re-access
progress
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Rep. Number
255

20

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Bancon share the concern expressed by Homes for Scotland that it is unhelpful for the Plan to have two separate targets. They therefore
concur in the view that the reference to a 2500 unit target should be deleted. It is clear for the reasons set out by Homes for Scotland, that it
will be necessary to out-perform a target of 2500 units if the population growth anticipated in the plan is to be achieved. Bancon believe that
for the reasons that follow, a more ambitious target which the latest GRO projections suggest would be appropriate and should be adopted
which would, in turn, support an even higher target.
To achieve a target of 40,000 population growth, and taking account of demographic changes, the plan currently suggests a requirement for
72,000 new houses. However, bearing in mind that this includes 5,000 replacement homes in the City regeneration areas, the net increase
in new homes proposed is 67,000 houses. Accepting the basis of calculation of this figure, and extrapolating it (i.e. adopting the projected
household sizes for the City and Shire and taking the suggested 40/60 City/Shire split into account) for a population increase of 66,000F (a
rise from the current 440,000 to 506,000 population) 85,000 new homes would be required.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
The targets suggested in the Population Growth section (Pg13) are to ensure that there is an increase from the current house building total
(of 2200) to supply the extra housing that will be require for the city region to achieve the plan vision. The two targets (2500 till 2014 and
3000 by 2020) reflect the need to stage the target to allow the house building industry to adjust to the new rate of residential development.
The Background Paper has further details, but changes will be made to the plan itself to provide increased clarity on this issue. For
example, the plan provides for 40% increase in housebuilding sought by the Scottish Government as set out in Firm Foundations.
The structure plan provides significant opportunities for development early in the plan period. This will be able to accommodate a range of
growth scenarios prepared by the councils. Although the GRO(S) high migration scenarios is higher than the most optimistic of the three
forecast scenario prepared by the councils, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic Planning Committee, in January 2008, agreed that the
GRO(S) projection did not invalidate the AC & S forecasts.
The plan will be replaced with a strategic development plan within five years and the opportunity will be taken at that point to re-access
progress
Rep. Number
314

8

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
We note the intention to encourage a population increase of 40,000 over 24 years which would mean another 2,500 to 3,000 houses per
year by the year 2020.
These figures are very confusing and somewhat ambiguous and it is unclear how you arrive at these specific calculations.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The Background Paper has further details but it is accepted that further clarification should be provided in the text. Forecasts range from
33,000 to 59,000 new homes required over the period depending on the scenario used. The process of calculating housing requirement
also has to take into account historical supply issues and account for housing land that will not be built upon, in addition future regeneration
of current housing stock. An additional factor is the Scottish Government's goal to see a 40% increase in housebuilding across Scotland.
The targets suggested in the Population Growth section (Pg13) are to facilitate an increase from the current house building total (of 2200)
to supply the extra housing that will be require for the city region to achieve the plan vision. The two targets (2500 till 2014 and 3000 by
2020) reflect the need to stage the target to allow the house building industry to adjust to the new rate of residential development.
Rep. Number
365

1

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
The case for using the high scenario population growth figure is not made in the plan. Therefore the case must be made or the forecast
number should be set at a more credible level with corresponding adjustments to other key figures such as those relating to housing
provision.
Acceptance:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The clarity of the plan will be improved in relation to this issue.
The 9% comes from the Strategic Forecasts for Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire (2006-2031) high forecast for population growth. The
population target of 480,000 by 2030 set out in the draft structure plan is higher than both the ‘Principal Projection’ of the GROS and the
Probable-case forecast prepared by the two councils. However, the target is within the range established by both publications, and is lower
than the GROS high projection (2006 based) of over 500,000.
The level of population growth is vital to allow the economy to fulfill its potential. The level of housing growth is also consistent with the
Scottish Government's national goal.
Additionally a higher growth prediction is preferred in order that the lack of housing supply does not limit economy growth.
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Rep. Number
369

2

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
The plan is not explicit enough in describing how the population will be increased by 40,000 people in the plan period.
The document gives the impression that the population growth will simply be achieved by building houses and having land available for
industrial development. It should explicity state that people will move to this area if there are lots of employment opportunities.
The plan should also explicity state that Aberdeen (shire) council is proactively attracting new companies into the area in an effort to
diversify the economy.
It should state what has been achieved so far and what achievements are anticipated in the future and should demonstrate that the increase
in population is an achievable scenario. Translate the popuation increase of 40,000 into an equivalent number of jobs to be created. It is the
number of new jobs that underpins the future prosperity of the area.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
The main detail will be determined through the Local Development Plan process, however it is important to set the strategic targets in the
structure plan.
Population growth will be facilitated by working towards the aims of the plan as a whole. Availability of housing and employment land is one
facet, other objectives focus on the quality of development, and will enable the region to become 'an even more attractive place to live, visit
and do business' (pg14).
While it could be argued that 'it is the number of new jobs that underpins the future prosperity of the area', the quality of life provided by the
region underpins attracting new jobs and people, it is an inter-related process.
Both councils, ACSEF and Scottish Enterprise are all working to grow and diversify the economy. This will be further emphasised in the
plan.
An action programme will be prepared during 2009 setting out the actions partners are required to take to deliver the plan.
Rep. Number
388

2

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
The Plan's target for an increase in population growth of 9% is unrealistic. It is based on the high growth scenario in 'Strategic Forecasts for
Aberdeen
City and Aberdeenshire 2006-2031'. The same document offers a 3.1% increase in population as the most likely level of growth. The
statement on Page 13 'The latest forecasts (see fig 3) suggest that this (increasing the population by 40,000) is a reasonable target' is a
misrepresentation of the facts. Examination of the criteria applied in making the forecasts in the Strategic Forecasts for Aberdeen City and
Shire suggests the 'High' growth scenario is extremely unlikely. Indeed, even the 'Probable' scenario now comes with considerable
uncertainty in the light of the current economic downturn. The Draft Structure Plan must be revised to incorporate a more realistic set of
growth scenarios.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
The population target of 480,000 by 2030 set out in the draft structure plan is higher than both the ‘Principal Projection’ of the GROS and
the Probable-case forecast prepared by the two councils. However, the target is within the range established by both publications, and is
lower than the GROS high projection (2006 based) of over 500,000. More detail is set out in the 'Background Paper' published with the draft
plan.
Changes will to be made to the plan itself to provide increased clarity on this issue, explicitly recognising the aspirational nature of the
targets.
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Rep. Number
397

14

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Would like to see the Objective on page 13 become:
"To encourage a level of population in the city region which matches the demand for employment and optimises people’s quality of life".
The first two Targets should then be replaced by:
- "To facilitate and encourage movement of population into the region at a rate concomitant with the development of opportunities for
employment and the ability of the public and private sectors to provide the facilities and services necessary for a high quality of life".
- "To provide services and facilities appropriate for the population of the region and fully consistent with its age profile."
The suggested revised objective makes it inappropriate to set precise targets for the number of new houses (present Targets 3 and 4 on
page 13).
In any case, it is noted that the number of houses presently proposed in the draft seems grossly excessive. The top right of page 13 refers
to "increasing the population by 40,000", whereas the table on page 22 envisages a total of 72,000 houses. That equates to 1.8 new houses
per extra inhabitant; it is acknowledged that it is an over-simplification to point out that 1 house would be enough for most people, but the
reasoning behind such a large number of proposed houses certainly needs examination.
Acceptance:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The suggested objective has almost the same meaning as that already in the Plan. However the current plan objective has been prepared
to the standard of the Crystal Mark: Plain English Campaign. The targets set must be SMART (Specific, Measureable, Achievable,
Realistic and Time-bound), while those proposed aren't.
The plan aims to increase the population of the region by approx. 40,000 people through both natural increase and migration. Additionally
changes in family structures, increasing life expectancy and lifestyle changes has resulted in an increase in household numbers and a
requirement for more housing even if the population was stable. For example, average household size is due to fall from 2.18 in 2006 to
1.89 by 2031.
The targets are part of an integrated strategy - homes won't be built unless there are people to buy them and there won't be people to buy
them unless the area is attractive and there are jobs to be filled. The Background Paper has further details but is accepted that further
clarification should be provided in the text.
Rep. Number
407

3

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
The draft plan gives the 2006 City Region Population but not 2008 population.
Clarification needed as to whether the 9 percent increase applies to the current or 2006 population.
Acceptance:
Accepted
Agreed Response:

Changes to be made

The 2006 population was the most up-to-date available at the time of publication. The mid-2007 population estimate wasn't published until
24 July 2008 and represented a 1.2% increase on the year before (+5.280). The 2008 population estimate isn't due to be published until
April 2009.
The 9% target applies to the 2006 population - a 40,000 increase to a populaiton of 480,000.
Further clarifacation will be included in the text.
Rep. Number
422

12

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Targets:
"To build at least 2,500 new homes each year by 2014 through the development plan." What does "though the development plan" mean?
Houses are not built through a plan.
"To build at least 3,000 new homes each year by 2020." The number of houses to be built in each period should NOT be set as targets.
Population growth may be a target, but if it is not achieved, the housing will not be required.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
The Local Development Plans will make land available for homes in line with the spatial strategy and schedule 1 of this plan. The reference
to 'through the development plan' refers to this process, but it is agreed that clarification on this point would be useful.
Targets for house building must be set to ensure that the number of homes built can increase from the current level (yearly 2200) to
accommodate the increase in households resulting from demographic change and migration expected. The population projections
demonstrate an increase so this must be planned for. Regular monitoring of demographics and house building will ensure that appropriate
provision is made. It is recognised that these targets are dependent, but it is important that the planning system doesn't preclude them being
achieved in the context of the other targets in the plan.
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Rep. Number
465

3

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Strongly supportive of the proposed increase in housing provision, we would welcome further explanation of how both population and housebuilding figures have been arrived at. Believe the plan makes provision for a real increase in housing, but it would be helpful if this was set
out explicitly, preferably without compromising the draft plan's readability and conciseness.
Acceptance:
Noted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The 9% target for population growth comes from the high forecast for population contained in the Strategic Forecasts for Aberdeen City and
Aberdeenshire (2006-2031). The population target of 480,000 by 2030 set out in the draft structure plan is higher than both the ‘Principal
Projection’ of the GROS and the Probable-case forecast prepared by the two councils. However, the target is within the range established
by both publications, and is lower than the GROS high projection (2006 based) of over 500,000. More detail is set out in the 'Background
Paper' published with the draft plan.
Changes will be made to the plan itself to provide increased clarity on this issue. For example, the plan provides for 40% increase in
househuilding sought by the Scottish Government as set out in the Firm Foundations.
Rep. Number
482

1

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Ambitious targets for housebuilding and population are welcome and necessary for the sustainable future of the city and region. However,
they need to bear in mind constraints such as construction capacity, current completions and other strategic documents and targets therein,
such as the Single Outcome Agreement. If these targets are too high, over allocation in local plans and 'cherry-picking by developers may
occur. There is also a problem with front-loading allocations in the City as the increase in capacity needed to deliver these will need to be
built up.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Current market conditions should be temporary in nature, with more stability following behind it. Issues of phasing will be given more
prominence in the plan to enhance delivery. The strategic Developemnt Plan Team will be engaging with both councils over coming months
in relation to the submission of revised Single Outcome Agreements.
Rep. Number
285

8

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
The quality of the environment target "to make sure that development improves and does not lead to the loss of, or damage to, built, natural
or cultural heritage assets" is too wide and can be used by objectors as a reason to prevent all development.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The objective on the quality of the environment will be amended to address some concerns raised.

Rep. Number
339

1

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
I note that amongst the aims of the plan there is a strong emphasis on protecting and improving our ‘valued assets and resources, including
the built and natural environment and our cultural heritage’. Does this translate into protecting and improving fishing, farming and the oil and
gas industries? They are specifically responsible for a great part of our cultural and heritage and I feel that it would be a positive step to
indicate this aim more specifically.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Noted
Changes to be made
The objective translates into protecting the important assets of the North East in terms of landscape value, built heritage, woodlands etc.
The plan also encourages diversification and growth in the economy.
However there is scope to add a sentence that the plan will support traditional industries within the North East within the Economic growth
objective or the spatial strategy.
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Rep. Number
425

7

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Recognition of climate change and environmental concerns are admirable however the draft structure plan fails to repeat or highlight the real
concerns found in the environmental report's negative findings which are significant.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The respondant fails to highlight the findings he is concerned about. However, it is proposed to amend the structure plan in light of some of
the findings of the SEA undertaken.
Rep. Number
444

2

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Horrified to hear about reviewing the whole green belt at the same time as discussing people's quality of life and creating a city region which
takes the lead in reducing the amount of carbon dioxide released into the air. There is no mention of agriculture or food production in the
plan.
The plan must safeguard each and every designated area (SSSI, SAC and SPA) for tourism, the economy and biodiversity.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
It is important to review the green belt to identify areas to continue to be protected as well as the areas that may be suitable for development.
Although a substantial amount of development may be proposed on City greenfield sites, this continues to represent a very small
percentage of the actual land available. The plan could make more reference to traditional industries, such as farming and fishing, not just
the diversification of the local economy.
This is implicit in the plan, but as with many complex planning situations a balance must be struck between the needs of the environment,
economy and society.
Rep. Number
469

10

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
While laudable as an aspiration, it is difficult to see how new development can maintain AND improve natural assets in the region. Instead,
clear reference should be made as well to the need to avoid damage, which is a far more likely effect. In this context, the first bullet of
'targets' is more realistic. Welcome the reference that development must not lead to a "decline of natural assets" (para.1 of issues), but
these should also be reference to the need to improve and restore natural assets.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Maintaining the regions assets is ensuring that no further decline will occur.
Rewording of this objective is required. The issues will include wording that mentions not leading to loss or damage.
Rep. Number
478

3

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
This objective should cross-refer to the importance of planning and maintaining green networks, as these improve accessibility and provide
wildlife corridors. Much can be done to build on the existing green networks within the growth areas, but it is important to recognise these at
a strategic level.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
The importance of accessible greenspace will be recognised in the finalised plan.
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Rep. Number
479

18

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
There is no mention of the importance of accessible greenspace to achieving a high quality environment. This is a significant omission
given the high profile given to greenspace in SPP11 and the forthcoming SPP14. Would suggest the text could be modified as follows:
"Biodiversity, wildlife habitats greenspace and landscape character can be vulnerable to the impacts of new development"
"Greenspace within Aberdeen and the greenbelt around, and also within the strategic growth areas will continue to play a vital role in
protecting the character and landscape setting of the City and other major settlements.."
In order to meet the above suggestion, the 'How to meet the targets' section needs to be amended, suggest "Both Councils will take account
of biodiversity, greenspace, landscape and other sensitive areas in identifying land for development, preparing masterplans and assessing
development proposals."
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
The fourth paragraph of the issues on page 15 could be amended slightly to include a version of the following suggested wording. "Green
space within Aberdeen and the greenbelt around, and within the strategic growth areas will continue to play a vital role in protecting the
character and landscape setting of the City and other major settlements.." This would further explain the role of green space.
Rep. Number
480

12

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
SEPA suggests that paragraph 3 should be re-worded to state "Not all water bodies in the area meet the quality standards required by the
Water Framework Directive", as the current text could imply that all water courses (sic) in the region do not meet the standards, which is not
the case.
Acceptance:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
This wording reads better and an amendment will be made.
Rep. Number
480

13

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Targets
SEPA notes that the target for all watercourses (this should correctly refer to water bodies) to be at ‘good ecological status’ by 2015 is very
ambitious and more ambitious than the target which will be in the River Basin Management Plan. SEPA would welcome the opportunity to
discuss this with the Councils.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The target will be amended to refer specifically to the role of new development.
Rep. Number
480

15

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Monitoring
SEPA notes that the text should refer to water bodies and not watercourses.
Acceptance:
Accepted
Agreed Response:

Changes to be made

A change will be made accordingly.
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Rep. Number
483

1

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
This section is far too weak. It does not refer to the wonderful built heritage of Aberdeen and the surrounding towns. The target to merely
require that development improves and does not lead to the loss of or damage to the built, natural or cultural assets needs to be much
stronger. The 'how to meet the targets' section states that historic sites and buildings continue to be protected and improved, this is not
happening under the current regime.
Incremental destruction is taking place and there should be a strong conservation policy and clear policies about the reuse of buildings in
the City as well as the towns and villages of the surrounding area. Proper protection of the built heritage will benefit business, tourism and
the general population.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Strengthening of the wording of this objective to better protect the built environment will be carried out.

Rep. Number
197

14

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
The target to increase the range and quality of housing and the residential environment should be a target for all areas and not just in the
community regeneration areas. This is needed to meet all sectors and ensure that affordability is maintained; this is particularly appropriate
for the City area.
Acceptance:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The issues under Sustainable Mixed Communities highlight that there is a requirement to make sure that new homes are designed to a high
standard and that they respect and improve the existing qualities of the area.
The target specifically raises the community regeneration areas because of serious concerns and the urgent requirement to improve these
areas, to ensure a higher quality of life.
Amend first target to read: "To increase the range and quality of housing and the residential environment across the north east and in
particular within the ‘community regeneration areas'".
Rep. Number
205

10

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Propose that the first sentence of para.6 on p.16 be amended to read "..integrated (well related to each other and to public health facilities)
to improve.." in recognition of the requirement for places of work to be accessible to healthcare facilities.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The suggested focus on healthcare facilities is too narrow. An amendment will be proposed which emphasises integration with community
facilities.
Rep. Number
236

11

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
The target of increasing the range and quality of housing and the residential environment in the 'community regeneration areas' should be
clarified. Assume this relates to these areas in Aberdeen, but many plan users would assume this refers to RPAs.
The target of "the quality and design of new developments..to be nationally recognised" is unclear. Does this mean all new developments
have to be flagship standard, or should all new development comply with the latest Government guidance on design? The design review
process referred to under 'how to meet the targets' would seem to point to this - this requires clarification.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Issues of clarity will be dealt with under both of these issues.
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Rep. Number
237

11

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
The target of increasing the range and quality of housing and the residential environment in the 'community regeneration areas' should be
clarified. Assume this relates to these areas in Aberdeen, but many plan users would assume this refers to RPAs.
The target of "the quality and design of new developments..to be nationally recognised" is unclear. Does this mean all new developments
have to be flagship standard, or should all new development comply with the latest Government guidance on design? The design review
process referred to under 'how to meet the targets' would seem to point to this - this requires clarification.
Acceptance:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Issues of clarity will be dealt with under both of these issues.

Rep. Number
238

8

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Generally support this objective. The target of "the quality and design of new developments..to be nationally recognised" is unclear. Does
this mean all new developments have to be flagship standard, or should all new development comply with the latest Government guidance
on design? The design review process referred to under 'how to meet the targets' would seem to point to this - this requires clarification.
Acceptance:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
This issue of clarity will be dealt with in the final plan.

Rep. Number
239

10

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Generally support this objective. The target of increasing the range and quality of housing and residential environment in the 'community
regeneration areas' should be clarified; assume this relates to such areas in Aberdeen. This is confusing as most plan users would
probably assume this refers to RPAs.
The target of "the quality and design of new developments..to be nationally recognised" is unrealistic. Does this mean all new developments
have to be flagship standard, if so this is unfeasible, a hierarchy of developments must exist. Or does it mean that all new development must
comply with the latest Government guidance on design? The design review process referred to under 'how to meet the targets' would seem
to point to this - this requires clarification.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Issues of clarity will be dealt with under both of these issues.

Rep. Number
240

8

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Generally support this objective. The target of "the quality and design of new developments..to be nationally recognised" is unrealistic. Does
this mean all new developments have to be flagship standard, if so this is unfeasible, a hierarchy of developments must exist. Or does it
mean that all new development must comply with the latest Government guidance on design? The design review process referred to under
'how to meet the targets' would seem to point to this - this requires clarification.
Acceptance:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
This issue of clarity will be dealt with in the final plan.

Rep. Number
241

8

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Generally support this objective. The target of "the quality and design of new developments..to be nationally recognised" is unrealistic. Does
this mean all new developments have to be flagship standard, if so this is unfeasible, a hierarchy of developments must exist. Or does it
mean that all new development must comply with the latest Government guidance on design? The design review process referred to under
'how to meet the targets' would seem to point to this - this requires clarification.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Accepted
Changes to be made
This issue of clarity will be dealt with in the final plan.
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Rep. Number
255

21

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Quality and range of housing should be increased in all areas - not just regeneration areas.
Acceptance:

Agreed Response:

Accepted

Changes to be made

This is supported by the Plan.

Rep. Number
284

6

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
The emphasis on mixed-use is lost in the sustainable mixed communities section. Main targets are all related to housing, where has mixeduse gone?
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
There is mention of the quality of design of new developments but there is scope to reconsider the targets to ensure more mixed use within
them.
All aspects are mentioned within the issues section to ensure that mixed use is implemented.
Rep. Number
286

53

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
In relation to the first target on p.17, have to question how the range of residential environments can be increased. Also need more clarity on
whether this bullet applies to the entire structure plan area or just community regeneration areas; should be re-worded to be more precise.
Acceptance:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
This will be more clearly worded. The target to 'increase the range and quality of housing' applies to development across the whole area.
The issue of the residential environment in community regeneration areas is a separate one. Range refers to the mix of housing in terms of
size, style, tenure and cost.
Rep. Number
286

56

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
In the first bullet of "how to meet the targets" on p.17 the phrase "set aside" land for development should be removed. This is not the
purpose of a local plan, which must identify land for development and ensure its delivery.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
"set aside" is a term coined by plain english. Agree that it may not give a true indication of the purpose of the development plan and will
amend.
Rep. Number
286

59

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
In the third monitoring bullet on p.17 "recording and monitoring progress in redeveloping the community regeneration areas" is not a
competent measure of a target.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Further detail will be provided on how this will be measured successfully.

Rep. Number
320

4

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
The Civic Forum would like to see the need for affordable and social housing underlined again within this section as being essential to the
delivery of successful sustainable mixed communities.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
This objective mentions starter homes, mixed house types and smaller households along with mentioning affordable housing within the
Local Growth and Diversification Areas section however under SMCs the term affordable housing is only mentioned under targets. Agree
that it could be included further under the issues section.

23 February 2009

Page 74 of 318

Rep. Number
462

2

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Concerns about the use of the phrase, 'will not be supported by the plan'. Under 'how to meet the targets', notice the absence of '..will
conform to these targets..' in the first bullet.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
This phrase has been used twice and only in relation to housing. This shows the resolve of each Council to ensure the spatial strategy is
adhered to and higher standards are achieved. The phrase "will take account of these targets" in the first bullet could be strengthened to
ensure conformity between the structure plan and local development plans.
Rep. Number
479

14

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
The scale of growth presented in the plan could have a major impact on the natural and built environment of many existing settlements and
their landscape settings. Recommend that masterplans should be prepared for local plan allocations. These would need to be produced at
various levels of detail to ensure that the right developments are located in the right places and with the right design standards to meet the
plan's vision. These should also demonstrate how valuable natural and cultural heritage features will be protected, enhanced and used as a
positive asset.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The local development plan process is the correct mechanism for ensuring allocations are made in the 'right places'. Below that,
masterplans are proposed for sites over 1ha in the SGAs and this will ensure valuable features are protected and enhanced and design and
layout are given early consideration. It would however, be worth clarifying that masterplans are needed for all sites of over 1ha and not just
those in SGAs
Rep. Number
218

9

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Support this objective in principle, but emphasise that there is a long way to go to deliver cheap and frequent public transport. The plan is
largely silent on the importance of the region's strategic transport connections, in particular the impact of growth on key trunk roads (A90
and A96) which should be appraised at this stage. Also suggest more emphasis on connections between different parts of the region, the
UK and the world, e.g. Aberdeen Airport, Aberdeen and Peterhead Harbour, the AWPR and Crossrail.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The cost and frequency of public transport is outwith the control of land use planning however Action Programming will identify the
necessary requirements to ensure that developments can be accessed by walking, cycling and public transport.
Trunk roads are outwith the control of Local Authorities however the plan acknowledges and takes into account relevant regional strategies
and plans which have an important influence on this plan (Nestrans, ACSEF, Scottish Government etc).
The plan already details a range of proposals including the Aberdeen Airport masterplan, road and rail improvements (such as crossrail)
and the AWPR which will improve connections between different parts of the region, the UK and the rest of the world. An additional
proposal has also been added to the plan to reflect the deep water potential of Peterhead Harbour.
Rep. Number
230

10

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Generally support this objective. However, the plan misses an important section relating to infrastructure. To provide sustainable
communities a great deal of infrastructure is required; the AWPR and Third Don Crossing are crucial. There are also other requirements
that will be needed for large scale growth; e.g. proposed water if no more abstraction from the Dee and capacity of AWPR junctions, which
are only for existing allocations.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The plan acknowledges the need for infrastructure improvements. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan
into practice (including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements).
A variety of proposals are detailed within the plan in relation to infrastructure improvements and requirements (including the AWPR and
Third Don Crossing).
Water abstraction is recognised as an issue, although the scale and nature of the issue is currently not fully established. An additional
monitoring point will be added under the "sustainable development and climate change" objective.
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Rep. Number
231

10

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Generally support this objective. However, the plan misses an important section relating to infrastructure. To provide sustainable
communities a great deal of infrastructure is required; the AWPR and Third Don Crossing are crucial. There are also other requirements
that will be needed for large scale growth; e.g. proposed water if no more abstraction from the Dee and capacity of AWPR junctions, which
are only for existing allocations.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The plan acknowledges the need for infrastructure improvements. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan
into practice (including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements).
A variety of proposals are detailed within the plan in relation to infrastructure improvements and requirements (including the AWPR and
Third Don Crossing).
Water abstraction is recognised as an issue, although the scale and nature of the issue is currently not fully established. An additional
monitoring point will be added under the "sustainable development and climate change" objective.
Rep. Number
242

6

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
The proximity principle of sustainable development should be most influential in guiding new development.
Acceptance:

Agreed Response:

Accepted

Changes to be made

The strategy of the plan is significantly influenced by the proximity principle. Outwith the SGAs, the plan supports development in, or
adjacent to, existing settlements within LGDAs. The level of appropriate growth will be determined through the Local Development Plan
process.
Changes will be made to the plan to emphasise the proximity principle further, particularly in relation to waste.
Rep. Number
266

5

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Should it not be the Council's policy to expand a network of paths and cycle tracks throughout the existing areas of the region?
Acceptance:

Agreed Response:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Aberdeen City Council and Aberdeenshire Council are currently working on developing Core Path Plans for each council area.
The Councils are developing a basic network of 'core paths'. The network of 'core paths' will be identified and agreed through the
preparation of a Core Paths Plan, which all local authorities are required to produce under the Land Reform (Scotland) Act 2003. The Act
states that the Core Paths Plan should "provide the basic framework of routes sufficient for the purpose of giving the public reasonable
access throughout their area. The basic framework of routes will link into, and support, wider networks of other paths".
Suggest that a new bullet point is inserted within the "How to meet the targets" setting out this requirement and the need for development to
feed into or enhance the network as appropriate.
Rep. Number
286

60

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Concerned that the accessibility section makes no reference to targets for Crossrail and the provision of this essential infrastructure; this is
crucial for the spatial strategy.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Crossrail is a strategic issue to assist with delivery of the spatial strategy however it is a proposal not a target and is refered to on page 20.
Additional text will be added to the plan to emphasise the critical importance of removing infrastructure constraints to the delivery of the plan.
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Rep. Number
288

3

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Need to improve linkages to Banff and Fraserburgh
Acceptance:

Agreed Response:

Noted

Changes to be made

The structure plan acknowledges the need to improve linkages throughout the region and the Key Diagram illustrates better linkages
between Aberdeen, Banff and Fraserburgh. Further emphasis to the importance of improved linkages will be included within the plan.
Rep. Number
304

7

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Existing road infrastructure requires upgrading ie A90 and A96 and the Haudagin roundabout.
Acceptance:

Agreed Response:

Noted

Changes to be made

Although these issues are highlighted in the plan, it will be amended to give greater emphasis.
Rep. Number
304

10

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Carriage of freight by rail and sea should be promoted.
Acceptance:

Agreed Response:

Accepted

Changes to be made

Although these issues are highlighted in the plan, it will be amended to give greater emphasis. However, this is more an issue for the
Regional Transport Strategy than the structure plan.
Rep. Number
316

4

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
No noted improvement for accessibility to the Fraserburgh area.
Acceptance:

Agreed Response:

Accepted

Changes to be made

The structure plan acknowledges the need to improve linkages throughout the region and the Key Diagram illustrates better linkages
between Aberdeen and Fraserburgh.
Further emphasis on this will be included within the plan. However, this is more an issue for the Regional Transport Strategy than the
structure plan.
Rep. Number
320

11

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Need for affordable, reliable and high quality public transport if people are to make the modal shift aimed at under the accessibility targets
of this Plan. Although such issues are beyond the detailed scope of the Structure Plan, their relevance needs to be identified within it as
they are essential to the delivery of the targets.
The delivery of Crossrail is critical to the Huntly to Laurencekirk Strategic Growth Area. The funding for this initiative and the re-opening of
old halts along this line must be delivered if major development along this route is to be justifiable.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Accepted
Changes to be made
The aim recognises that public transport needs to be an attractive choice which encompasses issues of cost, reliability and quality.
The implementation of the structure plan will need to mesh with that of the Regional Transport Strategy and this should be referenced under
"how to meet the targets" and more fully addressed in the Action Programme.
Crossrail is outlined as a proposal within the plan as one of the important improvements to the rail network. Progress is being made in the
delivery of its component parts.
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Rep. Number
329

1

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
There is no specific mention in the draft plan of any proposed road improvements to the A947, the principal road route to Turriff from
Aberdeen. Good communications and transport links are vital to the economic prosperity of an area. The board of Turriff & District would
like to see proposals for improvements to this important transport route. For example a series of 5 or 6 half to three quarter mile long
passing lanes between Turriff and Dyce could significantly improve travel from Aberdeen along this route.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The structure plan acknowledges the need to improve linkages throughout the region and the Key Diagram illustrates better linkages
between Aberdeen, Turriff northwards. Further emphasis on this will be included within the plan, although the kind of detail proposed is not
appropriate for a structure plan.
Rep. Number
330

35

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Accessibility is not just about people, it is also about goods. Rail freight facilities have been developed at Craiginches and Raiths Farm. But
it is disappointing that there are few references to freight within the draft Structure Plan, SCDI would expect to see this addressed in the
final document and that it will take proper account of the challenges facing the freight industry and address the reality that the vast majority
of freight movement will continue to be by road. There is considerable potential to distribute more goods by Short Sea Shipping. This should
be reflected in the final Structure Plan
Acceptance:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Although these issues are highlighted in the plan, it will be amended to give greater emphasis. However, this is more an issue for the
Regional Transport Strategy than the structure plan.
Rep. Number
331

4

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
The nature of the SGA’s, essentially forming a spine along the two rail corridors and the A90 to Peterhead, is logical and key to the structure
plan. However, without full implementation of the rail and road improvements the entire structure plan will fail to deliver its full potential.
We believe the rail network should be developed to address three markets.
1. high speed connectivity to the south. A faster and more efficient express service is needed,
2. development of commuter services
a. up from Angus would extend the TTW zone and increase the labour pool
b. to Huntly would facilitate housing growth along the Inverurie - Huntly corridor
3. increased use of rail freight by promoting modal shift and making more use of the new gauge enhancement.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept

Changes to be made

The first two suggestions are covered in the draft plan although further emphasis should be put on rail freight.
These are all matters being taken forward by NESTRANS.
Rep. Number
336

5

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
It is recognised that the plan provides for improved road links between Fraserburgh and Aberdeen but falls short of stating what these
improvements would be
Acceptance:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Further clarity on this will be included within the plan.

Rep. Number
364

1

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Delivery of a fully integrated transport network is critical to sustain the economic growth of Aberdeen City and Shire.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

A reference will be added which further emphasises the importance of working with Nestrans and others to implement the plan.
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Rep. Number
465

7

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
TSC3 / 4 / 5 - Transport Scotland (TS) is currently carrying out a Strategic Transport Review and the Aberdeen urban network is being
considered. The new station at Kintore and Crossrail are included as interventions in the plan. It is a requirement of any such intervention
for which funding / consent is sought, that it must have emerged from an appropriate STAG appraisal.
TS acknowledges City and Shire aspirations for a range of transport interventions. However, it should be made clear in the plan (for
interventions affecting the trunk road or rail network) whether it emerged through an appropriate appraisal process and whether consent has
been granted. Any references to interventions (e.g. rail halts / stations) for which there is no clear rationale provided through appropriate
appraisal should be removed from the plan and associated maps.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Greater clarity will be provided in the plan.

Rep. Number
479

20

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
There is no mention in this chapter of the Core Path Network as the basis for planning sustainable transport networks, some of the existing
bullets could be modified as follows:
"Local development plans will identify and protect land from development to make sure that transport proposals identified in the local and
regional transport strategies can be developed and that the core path network is maintained and enhanced."
"The spatial strategy will direct development to areas that can be accessed by a greater choice of more environmentally friendly forms of
transport and where there is easy access to the core path network"
"The action programme will, at an early stage, identify the necessary requirements to make sure that developments can be accessed by
walking, cycling and public transport and are located near to the core path network."
In terms of monitoring these targets, it would be straightforward to measure the distance from new development to the nearest core path.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Suggest that a new bullet point is inserted within the "How to meet the targets" stating that: Both councils will prepare Core Path Plans to
satisfy the basic needs of local people and visitors to deliver benefits in quality of life; healthy, active lifestyles; economic development; the
environment and social inclusion.
Further detail will be provided within the Local Development Plan process.
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Rep. Number
1

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time - late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to the
RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
2

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
3

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
4

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
5

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.

23 February 2009

Page 84 of 318

Rep. Number
6

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
7

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
8

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
9

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
10

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
11

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
12

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
13

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.

23 February 2009

Page 92 of 318

Rep. Number
14

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
15

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
16

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
17

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
18

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
19

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
20

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
21

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
22

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
23

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
24

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
25

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
26

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
27

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
28

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
29

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
30

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
31

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
32

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
33

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
34

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
35

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
36

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
37

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
38

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
39

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
40

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
41

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
42

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
43

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
44

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
45

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
46

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
47

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
48

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
49

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
50

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
51

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
52

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
53

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
54

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
55

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
56

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.

23 February 2009

Page 135 of 318

Rep. Number
57

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
58

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
59

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
60

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
61

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
62

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
63

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
64

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
65

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
66

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.

23 February 2009

Page 145 of 318

Rep. Number
67

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
68

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
69

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
70

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
71

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
72

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
73

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
74

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
75

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
76

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
77

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.

23 February 2009

Page 156 of 318

Rep. Number
78

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
79

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
80

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
81

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
82

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.

23 February 2009

Page 161 of 318

Rep. Number
83

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
84

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
85

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
86

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
87

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
88

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
89

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
90

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
91

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
92

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
93

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
94

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
95

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
96

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
97

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
98

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
99

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
100

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
101

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
102

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
103

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
104

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
105

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
106

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
107

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
108

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
109

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
110

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
111

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
112

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
113

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
114

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
115

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
116

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.

23 February 2009

Page 195 of 318

Rep. Number
117

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
118

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
119

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
120

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
121

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
122

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
123

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
124

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
125

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
126

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
127

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
128

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
129

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
130

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
131

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
132

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
133

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
134

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.

23 February 2009

Page 213 of 318

Rep. Number
135

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
136

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
137

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
138

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
139

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
140

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
141

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
142

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
143

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
144

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
145

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
146

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
147

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
148

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
149

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
150

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
151

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
152

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
153

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
154

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
155

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
156

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
157

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
158

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
159

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
160

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
161

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
162

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
163

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
164

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
165

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
166

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
167

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
168

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
169

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
170

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
171

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.

23 February 2009

Page 250 of 318

Rep. Number
172

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
173

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
174

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
175

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
176

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
177

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
178

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
179

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
180

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
181

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns.
Reduced air quality.
Destruction of beautiful river banks and trees.
Loss of green space.
Increased congestion queuing along Tillydrone Avenue.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to the
RTS and LTS this situation has been altered and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
Rep. Number
199

9

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
The proposed dualling of the A90 Balmedie to Tipperty should be included as a proposal on p.20.
Acceptance:

Agreed Response:

Accepted

Changes to be made

Agreed that this scheme should be included within the proposals list as it is a Transport Scotland committed scheme which will have
significant impact on releasing constraints, in combination with the AWPR and 3rd Don Crossing (and associated measures), to the North
of Aberdeen. It is expected that the dualling will take place within the first phase of the Structure Plan, with completion currently
programmed for 2012/2013 (as at June 2007).
Rep. Number
200

8

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
The proposed dualling of the A90 Balmedie to Tipperty should be included as a proposal on p.20.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

Agreed that this scheme should be included within the proposals list as it is a Transport Scotland committed scheme which will have
significant impact on releasing constraints, in combination with the AWPR and 3rd Don Crossing (and associated measures), to the North
of Aberdeen. It is expected that the dualling will take place within the first phase of the Structure Plan, with completion currently
programmed for 2012/2013 (as at June 2007).
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Rep. Number
205

13

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Suggest a further proposal is added to the list on p.20 referring to the NHS Grampian Health Plan 'Tomorrow's Health Today' which is
updated on an annual basis and takes account of national and regional NHS policies, including the Foresterhill Development Framework.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The structure plan is a statutory land use planning document and aims to reflect the modernising planning agenda by removal of
superfluous information and duplication of other plans and strategies.
The first bullet on p20 will be amended to explicitly mention Foresterhill as an example of a project which will assist in strengthening the
regions knowledge economy.
Rep. Number
206

10

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Welcome the need to prepare masterplans and SPG to help development take place. Will be times when SPG should be used to help
proposals be brought forward in advance of the finalised development plan. Also believe that SPG will have to be used to combat delays in
local development plan preparation. Encouraged by commitment in ACSEF manifesto to improve efficiency of planning decisions and the
range of actions therein. This should be more clearly reflected in the final plan.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
A mechanism has been introduced for use in exceptional circumstances to bring forward land from phase II sites.
The structure plan is closely aligned with ACSEFs Economic Action Plan and is one of the regional strategies and plans which have had an
important influence on this plan. Facilitating a more efficient planning process is one of the key aims of the ongoing planning reforms,
however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date development plans. An Action Programme will be prepared during
2009 which will set out the detailed actions required by the Councils and their partners to implement the plan.
It is agreed that Supplementary Planning Guidance will undoubtedly have a more significant role to play and this is recognised in the draft
plan.
Rep. Number
207

10

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Welcome the need to prepare masterplans and SPG to help development take place. Will be times when SPG should be used to help
proposals be brought forward in advance of the finalised development plan. Also believe that SPG will have to be used to combat delays in
local development plan preparation. Encouraged by commitment in ACSEF manifesto to improve efficiency of planning decisions and the
range of actions therein. This should be more clearly reflected in the final plan.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
A mechanism has been introduced for use in exceptional circumstances to bring forward land from phase II sites.
The structure plan is closely aligned with ACSEFs Economic Action Plan and is one of the regional strategies and plans which have had an
important influence on this plan. Facilitating a more efficient planning process is one of the key aims of the ongoing planning reforms,
however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date development plans. An Action Programme will be prepared during
2009 which will set out the detailed actions required by the Councils and their partners to implement the plan.
It is agreed that Supplementary Planning Guidance will undoubtedly have a more significant role to play and this is recognised in the draft
plan.
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Rep. Number
208

10

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Welcome the need to prepare masterplans and SPG to help development take place. Will be times when SPG should be used to help
proposals be brought forward in advance of the finalised development plan. Also believe that SPG will have to be used to combat delays in
local development plan preparation. Encouraged by commitment in ACSEF manifesto to improve efficiency of planning decisions and the
range of actions therein. This should be more clearly reflected in the final plan.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
A mechanism has been introduced for use in exceptional circumstances to bring forward land from phase II sites.
The structure plan is closely aligned with ACSEFs Economic Action Plan and is one of the regional strategies and plans which have had an
important influence on this plan. Facilitating a more efficient planning process is one of the key aims of the ongoing planning reforms,
however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date development plans. An Action Programme will be prepared during
2009 which will set out the detailed actions required by the Councils and their partners to implement the plan.
It is agreed that Supplementary Planning Guidance will undoubtedly have a more significant role to play and this is recognised in the draft
plan.
Rep. Number
209

10

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Welcome the need to prepare masterplans and SPG to help development take place. Will be times when SPG should be used to help
proposals be brought forward in advance of the finalised development plan. Also believe that SPG will have to be used to combat delays in
local development plan preparation. Encouraged by commitment in ACSEF manifesto to improve efficiency of planning decisions and the
range of actions therein. This should be more clearly reflected in the final plan.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
A mechanism has been introduced for use in exceptional circumstances to bring forward land from phase II sites.
The structure plan is closely aligned with ACSEFs Economic Action Plan and is one of the regional strategies and plans which have had an
important influence on this plan. Facilitating a more efficient planning process is one of the key aims of the ongoing planning reforms,
however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date development plans. An Action Programme will be prepared during
2009 which will set out the detailed actions required by the Councils and their partners to implement the plan.
It is agreed that Supplementary Planning Guidance will undoubtedly have a more significant role to play and this is recognised in the draft
plan.
Rep. Number
210

10

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Welcome the need to prepare masterplans and SPG to help development take place. Will be times when SPG should be used to help
proposals be brought forward in advance of the finalised development plan. Also believe that SPG will have to be used to combat delays in
local development plan preparation. Encouraged by commitment in ACSEF manifesto to improve efficiency of planning decisions and the
range of actions therein. This should be more clearly reflected in the final plan.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
A mechanism has been introduced for use in exceptional circumstances to bring forward land from phase II sites.
The structure plan is closely aligned with ACSEFs Economic Action Plan and is one of the regional strategies and plans which have had an
important influence on this plan. Facilitating a more efficient planning process is one of the key aims of the ongoing planning reforms,
however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date development plans. An Action Programme will be prepared during
2009 which will set out the detailed actions required by the Councils and their partners to implement the plan.
It is agreed that Supplementary Planning Guidance will undoubtedly have a more significant role to play and this is recognised in the draft
plan.
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Rep. Number
211

10

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Welcome the need to prepare masterplans and SPG to help development take place. Will be times when SPG should be used to help
proposals be brought forward in advance of the finalised development plan. Also believe that SPG will have to be used to combat delays in
local development plan preparation. Encouraged by commitment in ACSEF manifesto to improve efficiency of planning decisions and the
range of actions therein. This should be more clearly reflected in the final plan.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
A mechanism has been introduced for use in exceptional circumstances to bring forward land from phase II sites.
The structure plan is closely aligned with ACSEFs Economic Action Plan and is one of the regional strategies and plans which have had an
important influence on this plan. Facilitating a more efficient planning process is one of the key aims of the ongoing planning reforms,
however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date development plans. An Action Programme will be prepared during
2009 which will set out the detailed actions required by the Councils and their partners to implement the plan.
It is agreed that Supplementary Planning Guidance will undoubtedly have a more significant role to play and this is recognised in the draft
plan.
Rep. Number
212

10

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Welcome the need to prepare masterplans and SPG to help development take place. Will be times when SPG should be used to help
proposals be brought forward in advance of the finalised development plan. Also believe that SPG will have to be used to combat delays in
local development plan preparation. Encouraged by commitment in ACSEF manifesto to improve efficiency of planning decisions and the
range of actions therein. This should be more clearly reflected in the final plan.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
A mechanism has been introduced for use in exceptional circumstances to bring forward land from phase II sites.
The structure plan is closely aligned with ACSEFs Economic Action Plan and is one of the regional strategies and plans which have had an
important influence on this plan. Facilitating a more efficient planning process is one of the key aims of the ongoing planning reforms,
however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date development plans. An Action Programme will be prepared during
2009 which will set out the detailed actions required by the Councils and their partners to implement the plan.
It is agreed that Supplementary Planning Guidance will undoubtedly have a more significant role to play and this is recognised in the draft
plan.
Rep. Number
213

11

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Welcome the need to prepare masterplans and SPG to help development take place. Will be times when SPG should be used to help
proposals be brought forward in advance of the finalised development plan. Also believe that SPG will have to be used to combat delays in
local development plan preparation. Encouraged by commitment in ACSEF manifesto to improve efficiency of planning decisions and the
range of actions therein. This should be more clearly reflected in the final plan.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
A mechanism has been introduced for use in exceptional circumstances to bring forward land from phase II sites.
The structure plan is closely aligned with ACSEFs Economic Action Plan and is one of the regional strategies and plans which have had an
important influence on this plan. Facilitating a more efficient planning process is one of the key aims of the ongoing planning reforms,
however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date development plans. An Action Programme will be prepared during
2009 which will set out the detailed actions required by the Councils and their partners to implement the plan.
It is agreed that Supplementary Planning Guidance will undoubtedly have a more significant role to play and this is recognised in the draft
plan.
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Rep. Number
214

10

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Welcome the need to prepare masterplans and SPG to help development take place. Will be times when SPG should be used to help
proposals be brought forward in advance of the finalised development plan. Also believe that SPG will have to be used to combat delays in
local development plan preparation. Encouraged by commitment in ACSEF manifesto to improve efficiency of planning decisions and the
range of actions therein. This should be more clearly reflected in the final plan.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
A mechanism has been introduced for use in exceptional circumstances to bring forward land from phase II sites.
The structure plan is closely aligned with ACSEFs Economic Action Plan and is one of the regional strategies and plans which have had an
important influence on this plan. Facilitating a more efficient planning process is one of the key aims of the ongoing planning reforms,
however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date development plans. An Action Programme will be prepared during
2009 which will set out the detailed actions required by the Councils and their partners to implement the plan.
It is agreed that Supplementary Planning Guidance will undoubtedly have a more significant role to play and this is recognised in the draft
plan.
Rep. Number
215

11

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Welcome the need to prepare masterplans and SPG to help development take place. Will be times when SPG should be used to help
proposals be brought forward in advance of the finalised development plan. Also believe that SPG will have to be used to combat delays in
local development plan preparation. Encouraged by commitment in ACSEF manifesto to improve efficiency of planning decisions and the
range of actions therein. This should be more clearly reflected in the final plan.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
A mechanism has been introduced for use in exceptional circumstances to bring forward land from phase II sites.
The structure plan is closely aligned with ACSEFs Economic Action Plan and is one of the regional strategies and plans which have had an
important influence on this plan. Facilitating a more efficient planning process is one of the key aims of the ongoing planning reforms,
however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date development plans. An Action Programme will be prepared during
2009 which will set out the detailed actions required by the Councils and their partners to implement the plan.
It is agreed that Supplementary Planning Guidance will undoubtedly have a more significant role to play and this is recognised in the draft
plan.
Rep. Number
216

11

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Welcome the need to prepare masterplans and SPG to help development take place. Will be times when SPG should be used to help
proposals be brought forward in advance of the finalised development plan. Also believe that SPG will have to be used to combat delays in
local development plan preparation. Encouraged by commitment in ACSEF manifesto to improve efficiency of planning decisions and the
range of actions therein. This should be more clearly reflected in the final plan.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
A mechanism has been introduced for use in exceptional circumstances to bring forward land from phase II sites.
The structure plan is closely aligned with ACSEFs Economic Action Plan and is one of the regional strategies and plans which have had an
important influence on this plan. Facilitating a more efficient planning process is one of the key aims of the ongoing planning reforms,
however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date development plans. An Action Programme will be prepared during
2009 which will set out the detailed actions required by the Councils and their partners to implement the plan.
It is agreed that Supplementary Planning Guidance will undoubtedly have a more significant role to play and this is recognised in the draft
plan.
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Rep. Number
217

3

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Welcome the recognition that there will be a need to improve the area's communities and the services they depend on, but suggest it is
unrealistic to expect landowners to fund the majority of infrastructure improvements that will be required.
Acceptance:
Noted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Circular 12/1996 is currently under review, with a draft replacement published for consultation in December 2008. It is anticipated that the
final document will be published before the Structure Plan is approved by Scottish Ministers. Due to current economic conditions the
Scottish Government have put their wider review of developer contributions on hold. However, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic
Development Planning Authority have made representations to Ministers on this issue.
In reference to developer contributions in scale and kind, it must be noted that large scale developments will require large scale
contributions. The wording on p.7 and p.19 has been amended for greater clarity on this matter.
Rep. Number
217

11

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Welcome the need to prepare masterplans and SPG to help development take place. Will be times when SPG should be used to help
proposals be brought forward in advance of the finalised development plan. Also believe that SPG will have to be used to combat delays in
local development plan preparation. Encouraged by commitment in ACSEF manifesto to improve efficiency of planning decisions and the
range of actions therein. This should be more clearly reflected in the final plan.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
A mechanism has been introduced for use in exceptional circumstances to bring forward land from phase II sites.
The structure plan is closely aligned with ACSEFs Economic Action Plan and is one of the regional strategies and plans which have had an
important influence on this plan. Facilitating a more efficient planning process is one of the key aims of the ongoing planning reforms,
however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date development plans. An Action Programme will be prepared during
2009 which will set out the detailed actions required by the Councils and their partners to implement the plan.
Rep. Number
218

11

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Welcome the need to prepare masterplans and SPG to help development take place. Will be times when SPG should be used to help
proposals be brought forward in advance of the finalised development plan. Also believe that SPG will have to be used to combat delays in
local development plan preparation. Encouraged by commitment in ACSEF manifesto to improve efficiency of planning decisions and the
range of actions therein. This should be more clearly reflected in the final plan.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
A mechanism has been introduced for use in exceptional circumstances to bring forward land from phase II sites.
The structure plan is closely aligned with ACSEFs Economic Action Plan and is one of the regional strategies and plans which have had an
important influence on this plan. Facilitating a more efficient planning process is one of the key aims of the ongoing planning reforms,
however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date development plans. An Action Programme will be prepared during
2009 which will set out the detailed actions required by the Councils and their partners to implement the plan.
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Rep. Number
219

10

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Welcome the need to prepare masterplans and SPG to help development take place. Will be times when SPG should be used to help
proposals be brought forward in advance of the finalised development plan. Also believe that SPG will have to be used to combat delays in
local development plan preparation. Encouraged by commitment in ACSEF manifesto to improve efficiency of planning decisions and the
range of actions therein. This should be more clearly reflected in the final plan.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
A mechanism has been introduced for use in exceptional circumstances to bring forward land from phase II sites.
The structure plan is closely aligned with ACSEFs Economic Action Plan and is one of the regional strategies and plans which have had an
important influence on this plan. Facilitating a more efficient planning process is one of the key aims of the ongoing planning reforms,
however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date development plans. An Action Programme will be prepared during
2009 which will set out the detailed actions required by the Councils and their partners to implement the plan.
Rep. Number
220

10

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Welcome the need to prepare masterplans and SPG to help development take place. Will be times when SPG should be used to help
proposals be brought forward in advance of the finalised development plan. Also believe that SPG will have to be used to combat delays in
local development plan preparation. Encouraged by commitment in ACSEF manifesto to improve efficiency of planning decisions and the
range of actions therein. This should be more clearly reflected in the final plan.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
A mechanism has been introduced for use in exceptional circumstances to bring forward land from phase II sites.
The structure plan is closely aligned with ACSEFs Economic Action Plan and is one of the regional strategies and plans which have had an
important influence on this plan. Facilitating a more efficient planning process is one of the key aims of the ongoing planning reforms,
however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date development plans. An Action Programme will be prepared during
2009 which will set out the detailed actions required by the Councils and their partners to implement the plan.
Rep. Number
221

10

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Welcome the need to prepare masterplans and SPG to help development take place. Will be times when SPG should be used to help
proposals be brought forward in advance of the finalised development plan. Also believe that SPG will have to be used to combat delays in
local development plan preparation. Encouraged by commitment in ACSEF manifesto to improve efficiency of planning decisions and the
range of actions therein. This should be more clearly reflected in the final plan.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
A mechanism has been introduced for use in exceptional circumstances to bring forward land from phase II sites.
The structure plan is closely aligned with ACSEFs Economic Action Plan and is one of the regional strategies and plans which have had an
important influence on this plan. Facilitating a more efficient planning process is one of the key aims of the ongoing planning reforms,
however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date development plans. An Action Programme will be prepared during
2009 which will set out the detailed actions required by the Councils and their partners to implement the plan.
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Rep. Number
222

10

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Welcome the need to prepare masterplans and SPG to help development take place. Will be times when SPG should be used to help
proposals be brought forward in advance of the finalised development plan. Also believe that SPG will have to be used to combat delays in
local development plan preparation. Encouraged by commitment in ACSEF manifesto to improve efficiency of planning decisions and the
range of actions therein. This should be more clearly reflected in the final plan.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
A mechanism has been introduced for use in exceptional circumstances to bring forward land from phase II sites.
The structure plan is closely aligned with ACSEFs Economic Action Plan and is one of the regional strategies and plans which have had an
important influence on this plan. Facilitating a more efficient planning process is one of the key aims of the ongoing planning reforms,
however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date development plans. An Action Programme will be prepared during
2009 which will set out the detailed actions required by the Councils and their partners to implement the plan.
Rep. Number
223

10

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Welcome the need to prepare masterplans and SPG to help development take place. Will be times when SPG should be used to help
proposals be brought forward in advance of the finalised development plan. Also believe that SPG will have to be used to combat delays in
local development plan preparation. Encouraged by commitment in ACSEF manifesto to improve efficiency of planning decisions and the
range of actions therein. This should be more clearly reflected in the final plan.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
A mechanism has been introduced for use in exceptional circumstances to bring forward land from phase II sites.
The structure plan is closely aligned with ACSEFs Economic Action Plan and is one of the regional strategies and plans which have had an
important influence on this plan. Facilitating a more efficient planning process is one of the key aims of the ongoing planning reforms,
however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date development plans. An Action Programme will be prepared during
2009 which will set out the detailed actions required by the Councils and their partners to implement the plan.
Rep. Number
224

10

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Welcome the need to prepare masterplans and SPG to help development take place. Will be times when SPG should be used to help
proposals be brought forward in advance of the finalised development plan. Also believe that SPG will have to be used to combat delays in
local development plan preparation. Encouraged by commitment in ACSEF manifesto to improve efficiency of planning decisions and the
range of actions therein. This should be more clearly reflected in the final plan.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
A mechanism has been introduced for use in exceptional circumstances to bring forward land from phase II sites.
The structure plan is closely aligned with ACSEFs Economic Action Plan and is one of the regional strategies and plans which have had an
important influence on this plan. Facilitating a more efficient planning process is one of the key aims of the ongoing planning reforms,
however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date development plans. An Action Programme will be prepared during
2009 which will set out the detailed actions required by the Councils and their partners to implement the plan.
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Rep. Number
225

10

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Welcome the need to prepare masterplans and SPG to help development take place. Will be times when SPG should be used to help
proposals be brought forward in advance of the finalised development plan. Also believe that SPG will have to be used to combat delays in
local development plan preparation. Encouraged by commitment in ACSEF manifesto to improve efficiency of planning decisions and the
range of actions therein. This should be more clearly reflected in the final plan.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
A mechanism has been introduced for use in exceptional circumstances to bring forward land from phase II sites.
The structure plan is closely aligned with ACSEFs Economic Action Plan and is one of the regional strategies and plans which have had an
important influence on this plan. Facilitating a more efficient planning process is one of the key aims of the ongoing planning reforms,
however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date development plans. An Action Programme will be prepared during
2009 which will set out the detailed actions required by the Councils and their partners to implement the plan.
Rep. Number
226

11

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Welcome the need to prepare masterplans and SPG to help development take place. Will be times when SPG should be used to help
proposals be brought forward in advance of the finalised development plan. Also believe that SPG will have to be used to combat delays in
local development plan preparation. Encouraged by commitment in ACSEF manifesto to improve efficiency of planning decisions and the
range of actions therein. This should be more clearly reflected in the final plan.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
A mechanism has been introduced for use in exceptional circumstances to bring forward land from phase II sites.
The structure plan is closely aligned with ACSEFs Economic Action Plan and is one of the regional strategies and plans which have had an
important influence on this plan. Facilitating a more efficient planning process is one of the key aims of the ongoing planning reforms,
however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date development plans. An Action Programme will be prepared during
2009 which will set out the detailed actions required by the Councils and their partners to implement the plan.
Rep. Number
227

11

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Welcome the need to prepare masterplans and SPG to help development take place. Will be times when SPG should be used to help
proposals be brought forward in advance of the finalised development plan. Also believe that SPG will have to be used to combat delays in
local development plan preparation. Encouraged by commitment in ACSEF manifesto to improve efficiency of planning decisions and the
range of actions therein. This should be more clearly reflected in the final plan.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
A mechanism has been introduced for use in exceptional circumstances to bring forward land from phase II sites.
The structure plan is closely aligned with ACSEFs Economic Action Plan and is one of the regional strategies and plans which have had an
important influence on this plan. Facilitating a more efficient planning process is one of the key aims of the ongoing planning reforms,
however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date development plans. An Action Programme will be prepared during
2009 which will set out the detailed actions required by the Councils and their partners to implement the plan.
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Rep. Number
228

11

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Welcome the need to prepare masterplans and SPG to help development take place. Will be times when SPG should be used to help
proposals be brought forward in advance of the finalised development plan. Also believe that SPG will have to be used to combat delays in
local development plan preparation. Encouraged by commitment in ACSEF manifesto to improve efficiency of planning decisions and the
range of actions therein. This should be more clearly reflected in the final plan.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
A mechanism has been introduced for use in exceptional circumstances to bring forward land from phase II sites.
The structure plan is closely aligned with ACSEFs Economic Action Plan and is one of the regional strategies and plans which have had an
important influence on this plan. Facilitating a more efficient planning process is one of the key aims of the ongoing planning reforms,
however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date development plans. An Action Programme will be prepared during
2009 which will set out the detailed actions required by the Councils and their partners to implement the plan.
Rep. Number
229

10

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Welcome the need to prepare masterplans and SPG to help development take place. Will be times when SPG should be used to help
proposals be brought forward in advance of the finalised development plan. Also believe that SPG will have to be used to combat delays in
local development plan preparation. Encouraged by commitment in ACSEF manifesto to improve efficiency of planning decisions and the
range of actions therein. This should be more clearly reflected in the final plan.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
A mechanism has been introduced for use in exceptional circumstances to bring forward land from phase II sites.
The structure plan is closely aligned with ACSEFs Economic Action Plan and is one of the regional strategies and plans which have had an
important influence on this plan. Facilitating a more efficient planning process is one of the key aims of the ongoing planning reforms,
however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date development plans. An Action Programme will be prepared during
2009 which will set out the detailed actions required by the Councils and their partners to implement the plan.
Rep. Number
247

6

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
We feel that in order to assist in achieving the stated aim of reducing the use of the private car (particularly in rural areas) more must be
done to subsidise and enhance rural public transport services, which play an essential role in maintaining the viability of many rural
communities. This will ensure that, with rising fuel prices, essential services in rural areas are not lost.
In addition to this, the potential to re-open some of the suburban rail lines should be investigated as a priority and where possible
implemented in the near future. This would assist in taking freight off the roads and increase the public transport options available in rural
areas. This should be added to the list of proposals, as it is essential to the maintenance of sustainable rural communities.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Aberdeenshire Council funds and supports a large number of bus services as well as developing demand-response bus services.
Since the adoption of Aberdeenshire Council’s first Local Transport Strategy (LTS) significant investment in transportation has seen
improvements made across the network. These range from major infrastructure projects through investment in walking and cycling to the
introduction of innovative passenger transport services, such as A2B Dial-A-Bus. 'A2B' dial-a-bus is a Demand Responsive door to door
transport service introduced by Aberdeenshire Council in 2004 with assistance from the Scottish Executive.
Although there may be merit in the suggested improvements, the structure plan is a high level strategic land use planning document and
improvements to the rail network are best dealt within regional and/or local transport strategies working in partnership with NESTRANS,
Network Rail etc. It is accepted that further emphasis should be put on rail freight within the Accessibility objective however this is a matter
being taken forward by NESTRANS.
It is agreed that a number of Park and Ride proposals should be included within this section and shown on the key diagram. Future
proposals are for the completion of a ring of Park & Ride services around Aberdeen, linked to the AWPR, enabling easy access to the City.
Further details are provided within the Regional Transport Strategy.
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Rep. Number
248

6

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
We feel that in order to assist in achieving the stated aim of reducing the use of the private car (particularly in rural areas) more must be
done to subsidise and enhance rural public transport services, which play an essential role in maintaining the viability of many rural
communities. This will ensure that, with rising fuel prices, essential services in rural areas are not lost.
In addition to this, the potential to re-open some of the suburban rail lines should be investigated as a priority and where possible
implemented in the near future. This would assist in taking freight off the roads and increase the public transport options available in rural
areas. This should be added to the list of proposals, as it is essential to the maintenance of sustainable rural communities.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Aberdeenshire Council funds and supports a large number of bus services as well as developing demand-response bus services.
Since the adoption of Aberdeenshire Council’s first Local Transport Strategy (LTS) significant investment in transportation has seen
improvements made across the network. These range from major infrastructure projects through investment in walking and cycling to the
introduction of innovative passenger transport services, such as A2B Dial-A-Bus. 'A2B' dial-a-bus is a Demand Responsive door to door
transport service introduced by Aberdeenshire Council in 2004 with assistance from the Scottish Executive.
Although there may be merit in the suggested improvements, the structure plan is a high level strategic land use planning document and
improvements to the rail network are best dealt within regional and/or local transport strategies working in partnership with NESTRANS,
Network Rail etc. It is accepted that further emphasis should be put on rail freight within the Accessibility objective however this is a matter
being taken forward by NESTRANS.
It is agreed that a number of Park and Ride proposals should be included within this section and shown on the key diagram. Future
proposals are for the completion of a ring of Park & Ride services around Aberdeen, linked to the AWPR, enabling easy access to the City.
Further details are provided within the Regional Transport Strategy.
Rep. Number
249

6

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
We feel that in order to assist in achieving the stated aim of reducing the use of the private car (particularly in rural areas) more must be
done to subsidise and enhance rural public transport services, which play an essential role in maintaining the viability of many rural
communities. This will ensure that, with rising fuel prices, essential services in rural areas are not lost.
In addition to this, the potential to re-open some of the suburban rail lines should be investigated as a priority and where possible
implemented in the near future. This would assist in taking freight off the roads and increase the public transport options available in rural
areas. This should be added to the list of proposals, as it is essential to the maintenance of sustainable rural communities.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Aberdeenshire Council funds and supports a large number of bus services as well as developing demand-response bus services.
Since the adoption of Aberdeenshire Council’s first Local Transport Strategy (LTS) significant investment in transportation has seen
improvements made across the network. These range from major infrastructure projects through investment in walking and cycling to the
introduction of innovative passenger transport services, such as A2B Dial-A-Bus. 'A2B' dial-a-bus is a Demand Responsive door to door
transport service introduced by Aberdeenshire Council in 2004 with assistance from the Scottish Executive.
Although there may be merit in the suggested improvements, the structure plan is a high level strategic land use planning document and
improvements to the rail network are best dealt within regional and/or local transport strategies working in partnership with NESTRANS,
Network Rail etc. It is accepted that further emphasis should be put on rail freight within the Accessibility objective however this is a matter
being taken forward by NESTRANS.
It is agreed that a number of Park and Ride proposals should be included within this section and shown on the key diagram. Future
proposals are for the completion of a ring of Park & Ride services around Aberdeen, linked to the AWPR, enabling easy access to the City.
Further details are provided within the Regional Transport Strategy.
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Rep. Number
250

6

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
We feel that in order to assist in achieving the stated aim of reducing the use of the private car (particularly in rural areas) more must be
done to subsidise and enhance rural public transport services, which play an essential role in maintaining the viability of many rural
communities. This will ensure that, with rising fuel prices, essential services in rural areas are not lost.
In addition to this, the potential to re-open some of the suburban rail lines should be investigated as a priority and where possible
implemented in the near future. This would assist in taking freight off the roads and increase the public transport options available in rural
areas. This should be added to the list of proposals, as it is essential to the maintenance of sustainable rural communities.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Aberdeenshire Council funds and supports a large number of bus services as well as developing demand-response bus services.
Since the adoption of Aberdeenshire Council’s first Local Transport Strategy (LTS) significant investment in transportation has seen
improvements made across the network. These range from major infrastructure projects through investment in walking and cycling to the
introduction of innovative passenger transport services, such as A2B Dial-A-Bus. 'A2B' dial-a-bus is a Demand Responsive door to door
transport service introduced by Aberdeenshire Council in 2004 with assistance from the Scottish Executive.
Although there may be merit in the suggested improvements, the structure plan is a high level strategic land use planning document and
improvements to the rail network are best dealt within regional and/or local transport strategies working in partnership with NESTRANS,
Network Rail etc. It is accepted that further emphasis should be put on rail freight within the Accessibility objective however this is a matter
being taken forward by NESTRANS.
It is agreed that a number of Park and Ride proposals should be included within this section and shown on the key diagram. Future
proposals are for the completion of a ring of Park & Ride services around Aberdeen, linked to the AWPR, enabling easy access to the City.
Further details are provided within the Regional Transport Strategy.
Rep. Number
251

6

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
We feel that in order to assist in achieving the stated aim of reducing the use of the private car (particularly in rural areas) more must be
done to subsidise and enhance rural public transport services, which play an essential role in maintaining the viability of many rural
communities. This will ensure that, with rising fuel prices, essential services in rural areas are not lost.
In addition to this, the potential to re-open some of the suburban rail lines should be investigated as a priority and where possible
implemented in the near future. This would assist in taking freight off the roads and increase the public transport options available in rural
areas. This should be added to the list of proposals, as it is essential to the maintenance of sustainable rural communities.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Aberdeenshire Council funds and supports a large number of bus services as well as developing demand-response bus services.
Since the adoption of Aberdeenshire Council’s first Local Transport Strategy (LTS) significant investment in transportation has seen
improvements made across the network. These range from major infrastructure projects through investment in walking and cycling to the
introduction of innovative passenger transport services, such as A2B Dial-A-Bus. 'A2B' dial-a-bus is a Demand Responsive door to door
transport service introduced by Aberdeenshire Council in 2004 with assistance from the Scottish Executive.
Although there may be merit in the suggested improvements, the structure plan is a high level strategic land use planning document and
improvements to the rail network are best dealt within regional and/or local transport strategies working in partnership with NESTRANS,
Network Rail etc. It is accepted that further emphasis should be put on rail freight within the Accessibility objective however this is a matter
being taken forward by NESTRANS.
It is agreed that a number of Park and Ride proposals should be included within this section and shown on the key diagram. Future
proposals are for the completion of a ring of Park & Ride services around Aberdeen, linked to the AWPR, enabling easy access to the City.
Further details are provided within the Regional Transport Strategy.
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Rep. Number
252

6

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
We feel that in order to assist in achieving the stated aim of reducing the use of the private car (particularly in rural areas) more must be
done to subsidise and enhance rural public transport services, which play an essential role in maintaining the viability of many rural
communities. This will ensure that, with rising fuel prices, essential services in rural areas are not lost.
In addition to this, the potential to re-open some of the suburban rail lines should be investigated as a priority and where possible
implemented in the near future. This would assist in taking freight off the roads and increase the public transport options available in rural
areas. This should be added to the list of proposals, as it is essential to the maintenance of sustainable rural communities.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Aberdeenshire Council funds and supports a large number of bus services as well as developing demand-response bus services.
Since the adoption of Aberdeenshire Council’s first Local Transport Strategy (LTS) significant investment in transportation has seen
improvements made across the network. These range from major infrastructure projects through investment in walking and cycling to the
introduction of innovative passenger transport services, such as A2B Dial-A-Bus. 'A2B' dial-a-bus is a Demand Responsive door to door
transport service introduced by Aberdeenshire Council in 2004 with assistance from the Scottish Executive.
Although there may be merit in the suggested improvements, the structure plan is a high level strategic land use planning document and
improvements to the rail network are best dealt within regional and/or local transport strategies working in partnership with NESTRANS,
Network Rail etc. It is accepted that further emphasis should be put on rail freight within the Accessibility objective however this is a matter
being taken forward by NESTRANS.
It is agreed that a number of Park and Ride proposals should be included within this section and shown on the key diagram. Future
proposals are for the completion of a ring of Park & Ride services around Aberdeen, linked to the AWPR, enabling easy access to the City.
Further details are provided within the Regional Transport Strategy.
Rep. Number
291

6

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
More emphasis must be put on the requirement for developers to contribute towards the necessary infrastructure.
Well planned services and infrastructure must be planned at the planning stage.
Acceptance:
Noted
Agreed Response:

Changes to be made

The support, and provision, of infrastructure play a key role in assisting to deliver the plans vision and spatial strategy. The plan
acknowledges that there is a need to invest in the infrastructure of the region, particularly if we want to maintain and improve people’s quality
of life. The need for new infrastructure will ‘have to be carefully considered very early in the land-development process, even before land is
identified in local development plans’ (pg19). It is expected that much of the investment will come from developers, through the need to
make contributions towards necessary infrastructure and services, although the public sector will also contribute. The wording on p.7 and
p.19 has been amended for greater clarity on this matter.
It is not the place of the structure plan to provide financial information. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the
plan into practice (including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements).
Rep. Number
291

7

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Does not appear to be enough emphasis on the development of tourism .
Aberdeen city in comparison to the other principle Scottish Cities has very little in the way of tourist attractions with very poor tourist
accommodation.
Development of tourist attractions and facilities should have a higher priority in the proposals on page 20.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Agreed Response:

Changes to be made

The structure plan addresses the land use implications of economic growth. The plan makes reference to a number of sectors that have the
ability to maintain and enhance the economy, including tourism. This is consistent with the ACSEF strategy.
Tourism is recognised as part of the local economy and an industry that could be more prominent in both Aberdeen and some of
Aberdeenshire. The extent to which the structure plan can influence this is limited. Local plans may have a greater role to play, but attempts
to use these land use plans should not be over-emphasised when other plans and strategies are better placed.
The plan does make some reference to tourism, but this is somewhat limited and could be strengthened within the Spatial Strategy section,
including relence to business tourism.
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Rep. Number
292

3

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Daily issues with the mounting traffic on King Street and St Machar Drive and now further development is proposed to the north along with a
Third Don Crossing.
Accept that the proposal is in the Local Transport Strategy but wish to see it removed from the list of proposals to allow further debate
before the various local plans are drafted.
Acceptance:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
296

7

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
The Third Don Crossing will not help to achieve the objective of reducing the need to travel or encourage other modes and will not help the
traffic to the south.
A park and ride to the south of the city should be added as a proposal.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Agreed Response:

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
Park and Ride facilities are to be highlighted as a proposal within the plan (and on the key diagram) following their inclusion within the
Strategic Transport Project Review (STPR) and in recognition of the role they can play in delivering the plan's strategy.
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Rep. Number
304

8

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
The third don crossing was rejected in the Local plan so not sure why it is included here.
Acceptance:

Agreed Response:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to the
RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
Rep. Number
304

12

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
The current problems of travelling people should be addressed on a Region wide basis.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

It is proposed that wording is added to an appropriate paragraph of the ‘Sustainable mixed communities’ section stating that "It is important
that new development meets the needs of the whole community, including the specific needs of Gypsies / Travellers."
At the settlement level, the allocation of specific sites and detailed policies will be undertaken by the relevant council as part of the local
development plan process.
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Rep. Number
305

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Objective to inclusion of proposal for Third Don Crossing on grounds of:
- Detrimental to amenity of area
- Large volumes of additional traffic at peak times resulting in increased noise levels and air pollution, reduced pedestrian access and
reduced access to road network, hazardous for school pupils and senior citizens.
- Proposal would undermine Aberdeen’s existing sustainable development and green belt policies.
- Proposal would encourage car journeys into the city, would not promote greater use of bus or cycles and would reduce safety of local
residents.
- Proposal would not resolve issues around access from the north to the city centre but would divert traffic into built-up areas.
Request that the proposal be removed from the structure plan.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
Rep. Number
306

5

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Crossrail should be implemented sooner rather than later.
This will result in lower carbon emissions and fewer car journeys.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The aim recognises that public transport needs to be an attractive choice which encompasses issues of cost, reliability and quality.
The implementation of the structure plan will need to mesh with that of the Regional Transport Strategy and this should be referenced under
"how to meet the targets" and more fully addressed in the Action Programme.
Crossrail is outlined as a proposal within the plan as one of the important improvements to the rail network. Progress is being made in the
delivery of its component parts.
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Rep. Number
306

6

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Feel Craiginches should be retained as well as the new prison in Peterhead.
Acceptance:

Agreed Response:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

A new prison in the Peterhead area has been identified in the structure plan for a range of reasons. The Scottish Government announced
on 24/08/2007 that it would be replacing prisons in Aberdeen and Peterhead with a new prison in the Peterhead area. The announcement
made it clear that the Scottish Prison Service would seek to build the new prison as quickly as possible. The new prison will be of regional
and national importance and retain vital local employment and economic spin-offs for the area. The Scottish Government’s announcement
in August 2007 effectively ended the possibility that replacement prisons could be built in both Aberdeen and Peterhead.
The advantages of retaining a prison in Aberdeen are recognised in terms of facilitating prison visits and reducing transport costs and
emissions (social, economic and environmental factors). Consideration will therefore be given as to how support can be given for a new
facility in Aberdeen as well.
Rep. Number
320

16

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Objects to the inclusion of the Third Don Crossing as an identified proposal as it understands that, following the recent Local Plan Inquiry,
the Scottish Government Reporter recommended against pursuing the Third Don Crossing on no less than fourteen different grounds.
Acceptance:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
323

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the Third Don Crossing for the following reasons:
- Proposal would see the increase of 9,000 vehicles.
- Rat running through the heart of the community.
- Increase in CO2.
Acceptance:

Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
Rep. Number
332

8

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
The potential for economic growth could be deterred by the excessive demands for developer contributions and the councils must find a fair
deal to offer to investors as well as meet public infrastructure requirements. The draft structure plan currently suggests that the strategic
growth areas will account for 75 to 80 percent of future growth in the region and this will require major investments in transport, schools and
water systems etc. the structure plan goes on to argue that landowners will need to fund much of this p7.
We recommend early consultation on this with landowners and the development community in order to avoid any uncertainty over the level
of contribution that will be required. Landowners may deem the costs too high and developers may be deterred from assembling sites for
commercial development should they feel than an unsustainable burden may come via contribution requirements and we would wish to
avoid the perception of a retrospective development land tax. These points are more important in the current financial climate where
achieving funding for development is more challenging than it has been in recent years.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Noted
Changes to be made
The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Circular 12/1996 is currently under review, with a draft replacement published for consultation in December 2008. It is anticipated that the
final document will be published before the Structure Plan is approved by Scottish Ministers. Due to current economic conditions the
Scottish Government have put their wider review of developer contributions on hold. However, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic
Development Planning Authority have made representations to Ministers on this issue.
In reference to developer contributions in scale and kind, it must be noted that large scale developments will require large scale
contributions. The wording on p.7 and p.19 has been amended for greater clarity on this matter.
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Rep. Number
333

17

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
10 proposals can hardly be described as a wide range and it is hard to see more than one vague one which benefits Fraserburgh and its
businesses. Again we would encourage those drafting the plan to look at it from a Fraserburgh perspective.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The proposals listed are important in terms of strategic cross boundary land use planning in the North East. The proposals will lock in
benefits for the entire region. However, by its very nature, the majority of proposals are likely to be within or close to Aberdeen.
Further proposals will be added within this section which are likely to show a more even spread of proposals between Aberdeen City and
Aberdeenshire.
Rep. Number
333

18

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
We are happy in terms in the language and grammar, but would reiterate the comments above in terms in the plan being too vague and
uninspiring.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The plan represents a vision of the future shared across the whole of the city and shire area. The spatial strategy emphasises that all parts
of the plan area are important and sets out how development will be focused across the region. In addition to the SGAs it introduced both
Local growth and Diversification Areas and Regeneration Priority Areas to promote development in the right places, that meets the needs of
both people and business while maintaining sustainable development principles.
However, this issue will be taken into account in the redrafting process.
Rep. Number
334

15

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Of the ten proposals listed, only one of these " a new prison in the Peterhead Area " refers to a specific project based outwith Aberdeen
City.
The lack of clarity as to the meaning of major proposals to regenerate some of the city region’s most disadvantaged areas is disturbing.
What is the strategy that aims to regenerate our coastal communities?
A range of projects that will help us achieve our vision for the North East must surely include specific projects throughout Aberdeenshire the
local of evidence of them is a major concern which must be addressed prior to the plan being concluded.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
The proposals listed are important in terms of strategic cross boundary land use planning in the North East. The proposals will lock in
benefits for the entire region. However, by its very nature, the majority of proposals are likely to be within or close to Aberdeen.
Further proposals will be added within this section which are likely to show a more even spread of proposals between Aberdeen City and
Aberdeenshire.
Coastal communities have been included within Regeneration Priority Areas offering opportunities for redeveloping brownfield sites,
improving the economy and transport infrastructure. Tourism is recognised as part of the local economy and an industry that could be more
prominent in some areas of Aberdeenshire. The extent to which the structure plan can influence this is limited. Local plans may have a
greater role to play, but attempts to use these land use plans should not be over-emphasised when other plans and strategies are better
placed.
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Rep. Number
342

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
I object to the proposal in the Draft Structure Plan for Aberdeen City and Shire to build a third crossing of the River Don, and to take
associated measures.
The proposal has already been considered in length at the Pubic Inquiry for the Aberdeen Local Plan where it was rejected. The Reporter’s
concluded that a third crossing would stimulate commuting by car rather than by sustainable modes of transport, however it would offer
negligible benefits in journey time savings fro motorists compared to its negative impact on local residents and the natural environment, and
that it was inconsistent with existing policies in a number of area.
It would impact severely disrupt many areas of Aberdeen, impacting on air quality, noise level, road safety, traffic flow, increase traffic
volumes, congestion and pollution.
Existing policies to promote walking, cycling and public transport and to support sustainable development and green space would also be
set back. For all these reasons the proposal for the third crossing of the River Don should be removed from the Draft Structure Plan for
Aberdeen City and Shire
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.

23 February 2009

Page 280 of 318

Rep. Number
346

6

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Plan does not adequately deal with how congestion will be addressed at key pinchpoints, either in Aberdeenshire or particularly in
Aberdeen. I also do not agree with the proposals for the Third Don Crossing, which has already been rejected by Reporters, and I am
surprised I can find no mention of tackling congestion at the Haudagain roundabout in the plan. The Haudagain roundabout continues to be
a point of chronic traffic congestion in the North East. Firstly, while I acknowledge that the fundamental issue is to have expeditious
progress in tackling that acute congestion at the Haudagain, I hold serious concerns that the options for improvement which have been
consulted on are too narrow.
During the consultation I was concerned that all the options presented all make as assumption that the Third Don Crossing will go ahead
given the fact that the proposal was rejected by the Reporters to the Local Plan, there is scepticism among many on what a new bridge will
actually achieve in easing congestion. I was disappointed to see that during the consultation that there was no reference made to the
possibility of constructing a grade separated junction at the Haudagain roundabout. This a option which has been discussed previously
locally and is an option which I believe people would have liked to have seen propels for its construction and what impact it would have on
easing congestion.
In this context I find myself unable to support the options as they stand and would seek that new options are urgently brought forward for
public consultation. It is imperative that the final Structure Plan takes account of these concerns and seek to address the issues at
Haudagain as expediently as possible, while balancing also the need for proper consultation to ensure the best course of action is out in
place for the people of North East. I believe all these issues must be considered if the plan is to achieve its goals for sustainable and
successful future for City and Shire.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The structure plan is a high level strategic document and is not the appropriate medium to detail individual developments. The proposals
section details a range of proposals which will help to achieve the vision and includes a Third Don Crossing (and other associated
measures) to deal with congestion and allow growth in and to the north of the city. The principle of the Third Don Crossing was not rejected
by Reporters. The currently approved NEST Structure Plan did not include a proposal for a crossing therefore the Reporter deemed it
inappropriate to include the proposal within a Local Plan which was not supported by a higher level strategic document such as a Structure
Plan.
It is accepted that it may be appropriate to give further details as to what "associated measures" could entail and improvements to the
Haudagain Roundabout would fall within this.
The structure plan takes account of numerous regional strategies and plans (prepared by Scottish Government, Nestrans, Transport
Scotland, ACSEF etc) which have an important influence on the delivery of the plan.The structure plan sets the framework for local and
regional transport strategies which will provide higher levels of guidance. In terms of commitment to any improvements, this is an issue for
the relevant Council and Transport Scotland.
The consultation period referred to was not the draft structure plan public consultation period and therefore no comment can be made with
regards to this.
Rep. Number
350

9

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Fraserburgh Harbour needs to be mentioned as it is an invaluable resource for the area and must be supported; supporting infrastructure
also needs to be mentioned. Focussing solely on Peterhead Harbour will draw business away from Fraserburgh Harbour.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The port will be shown at Fraserburgh on the Key Diagram.
The support, and provision, of infrastructure (including road and rail improvements) play a key role in assisting to deliver the plans vision
and spatial strategy and is sufficiently mentioned throughout the document.
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Rep. Number
351

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
I am writing to object to the inclusion of the proposal for a third bridge over the River Don. A third crossing will not resolve the current
problems of traffic from the North, it will exacerbate traffic pressure in St Machar drive and there has been no satisfactory explanation as to
where traffic will be decreased, or why anyone would want to encourage more traffic into the city centre.
Specific objection include:
Increased traffic volumes leading to noise and air pollution this will be particularly serious for residents at the new housing proposed on the
former Donside Paper Mill site.
Road Safety for young people and pensioners will be worse
There will be a loss of habitat for certain species.
There will be a loss of valuable greenspace.
There will be a serious impact on quality of life for all residents in Tillydrone.
Local people will find it hard to access the route and there will be increased rat running.
The proposals do nothing to provide jobs for local people and it will not add to economic opportunity for unemployed in the area.
The recent changes to schools in the area means that there will be increased risk for children travelling to school.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
352

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Objective to inclusion of proposal for third Don crossing on grounds of:
- Detrimental to amenity of area
- Large volumes of additional traffic at peak times resulting in increased noise levels and air pollution, reduced pedestrian access and
reduced access to road network, hazardous for school pupils and senior citizens.
- Proposal would undermine Aberdeen’s existing sustainable development and green belt policies.
- Proposal would encourage car journeys into the city, would not promote greater use of bus or cycles and would reduce safety of local
residents.
- Proposal would not resolve issues around access from the north to the city centre but would divert traffic into built-up areas.
Request that the proposal be removed from the structure plan.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
357

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to inclusion of proposal for third Don crossing from Danestone to Tillydrone on grounds of:
- Road Safety
- Air Quality
- Environmental Destruction
- Haudagain Roundabout
Acceptance:
Do not accept
Agreed Response:

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
Rep. Number
364

4

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
A number of specific inner city road and rail improvement suggestions are detailed including new stations in both the City and Shire, cross
rail, reopening former railway lines/services.
There should be continued support of BAA Aberdeen Airport Master Plan for further runway extensions to the north and south to bring the
airport within direct link range of North America, Middle East and West Africa due to their importance to ‘centres of excellence’ within the
region.
NESTRANS should be supported in the delivery of a branch railway line to the Airport via the Raiths Farm rail freight transfer facility.
Capacity and journey times must be improved on the Aberdeen to Peterhead SGA. In addition to the AWPR and Balmedie-Tipperty dualling
schemes the dual carriageway should be extended to Peterhead.
Capacity and journey times must be improved on the Huntly to Laurencekirk SGA.
Increasing the use of rail transport to deliver shipments to-and-from ports is an efficient and environmentally friendly alternative to road
transport.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
The airport masterplan is highlighted as one of the proposals which will assist in achieving the draft plans vision for the North East.
The structure plan takes account of numerous regional strategies and plans (prepared by Scottish Government, NESTRANS, Transport
Scotland, ACSEF etc) which have an important influence on the delivery of the plan. The structure plan sets the framework for local and
regional transport strategies which will provide higher levels of guidance. NESTRANS will work with both Councils in support of their Local
Transport Strategies. In terms of commitment to any improvements, this is an issue for the relevant Council.
It is accepted that further emphasis should be put on rail freight within the Accessibility objective however this is a matter being taken
forward by NESTRANS.
References to a number of additional transport proposals will be included. These include the dualling of the A90 between Belmedie and
Tippety, the replacement of the Invernsay bridge on the A96 and further improvements to the A90 North of Aberdeen.
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Rep. Number
378

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Is aware of the proposed bridge on the Don at Tillydrone and alternative suggestions are detailed:
- There are already 3 bridges suitable for cycles and pedestrians on the Don therefore please encourage the use of these and perhaps build
some more.
- Building more roads and bridges will induce more motoring
- Build extra footbridges and paths in a number of locations (details given)
- Footbridges and paths would be inexpensive and could possibly get assistance from Sustrans
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
399

5

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Instead of a forward thinking transport strategy, we have a proposal to funnel more cars into Aberdeen.
Object to inclusion of the third Don crossing on grounds of:
- The Scottish Government Reporter recommended against this development
- The third Don crossing is typical of the piecemeal, elastoplast road planning mentality experienced for many years. No explanation has
been provided which explains how the traffic will converge and disperse at the bridge.
- Greatly diminishing the quality of life for the area by cutting the residents off from Donside
- Will almost certainly require the closing off of small roads into Woodside (like Don St), to stop what will otherwise be inevitable rat running.
- Will shut off by the new road on the east and with all westward roads closed, this already hard pressed community will become further
isolated.
-The St Machar junction, will inevitably become grid locked.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
Rep. Number
406

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Suggested inclusion of the following infrastructure improvements:
Re-installing the Peterhead to Aberdeen railway as a priority.
Upgrade the A90 between Balmedie to Tipperty.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The support, and provision, of infrastructure (including road and rail improvements) play a key role in assisting to deliver the plans vision
and spatial strategy.
Agree that dualling of the A90 between Belmedie and Tipperty should be included within the proposals list as it is a Transport Scotland
committed scheme which will have significant impact on releasing constraints, in combination with the AWPR and 3rd Don Crossing (and
associated measures), to the North of Aberdeen. It is expected that the dualling will take place within the first phase of the Structure Plan,
with completion currently programmed for 2012/2013 (as at June 2007).
The structure plan is a high level strategic land use planning document and is not the appropriate medium to detail re-installing the
Peterhead to Aberdeen railway. The Regional Transport Strategy would be the appropriate document.
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Rep. Number
413

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposal in the draft structure plan for Aberdeen and Shire to build a third crossing of the River Don.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
414

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposal in the draft structure plan for Aberdeen City and Shire to build a third crossing of the River Don.
Raised concerns:
- pedestrians will find it difficult to cross the road for public transport into town.
- a road which is currently virtually accident free will dramatically change if the crossing were to go ahead.
- Bedford Road already needs improvement and the bridge would cause difficulty for buses on this road.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
417

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposal to build a new bridge and road from Danestone to Tillydrone on grounds of:
Road safety in the area
Impact on walkers
Increased traffic leading to increased pollution in a residential area
Increased noise day and night
Destruction of one of the City's few beauty spots and the impact on the natural environment
Destruction of an area of historical importance - with possibility of extra expense to the tax payer if archaeologists become involved
Illogical and self defeating nature of road that will direct traffic into already congested areas which will not be able to withstand further traffic
Limited benefit for such a large investment
Proposed bridge and road is not in the best interests of the city as a whole, it will benefit very few people and will cause no end of grief in the
form of further congestion and social and natural impact.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
418

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Oppose the Third Don Crossing proposal in the draft structure plan.
Acceptance:

Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
Rep. Number
425

3

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
All of the proposals except the Peterhead Prison are within Aberdeen City boundaries which emphasises the city centred approach to the
draft plan.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The proposals listed are important in terms of strategic cross boundary land use planning in the North East. The proposals will lock in
benefits for the entire region. However, by its very nature, the majority of proposals are likely to be within or close to Aberdeen.
Further proposals will be added within this section which are likely to show a more even spread of proposals between Aberdeen City and
Aberdeenshire.
Rep. Number
426

13

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
We will do well to achieve half of these proposals in the timeframe, and we do need to start using the word incinerator, or ‘energy from
waste’ if that is considered more palatable. Be even more courageous and confident about tackling obvious problems and undertake less
displacement behaviour.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The draft structure plan did not set out how the waste target would be achieved because those decisions have yet to be taken. Until that
time the structure plan can only provide general guidance. However, amendments will be proposed which provide more guidance and clarify
that the supplementary planning guidance would be issued in association with the structure plan. Sections of the plan relating to the
generation of electricity will emphasise the importance of heat usage in the context of combined heat and power plants, whatever their
source of fuel.
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Rep. Number
431

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the proposed bridge and new road from Danestone into Tillydrone for the following reasons:
Road safety concerns (crossing of Hayton Road and Gordon's Mill Road);
Reduced air quality from 9,000 extra cars and queuing traffic; and
Destruction of the river bank, walkways, park area and removal of perhaps several hundred mature trees.
Acceptance:
Do not accept
Agreed Response:

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
433

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Object to the inclusion of the proposal for the Third Don Crossing in the plan. The proposed route would site a flyover within feet of my
window, which at the moment has undisturbed views. To control traffic there is a need to complete the AWPR as quickly as possible.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
The plan also supports delivery of the AWPR as soon as possible as part of a package of measures to improve access to and from the
north of the City.
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Rep. Number
438

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Objecting the third Don crossing. Why subsidise car travel by building this rather than using the money to improve public transport or
cycling and walking routes like examples in Europe.
Objection regarding the bridge between Danestone and Tillydrone. This will negatively effect the community of Tillydrone as their 'tight-knit'
community will be subjected to dense commuter traffic. This raises a serious concern as the people of Tillydrone will witness higher traffic
levels, noise and pollution and more dangerous streets.
Acceptance:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
447

6

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Oppose the construction of the Third Don Crossing, which was rejected by the Reporter at the 2006 LPI. The Council's persistence is trying
to implement this is a waste of money and an act of environmental vandalism.
Objection regarding the bridge between Danestone and Tillydrone. This will negatively effect the community of Tillydrone as their 'tight-knit'
community will be subjected to dense commuter traffic. This raises a serious concern as the people of Tillydrone will witness higher traffic
levels, noise and pollution and more dangerous streets.
Acceptance:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
Rep. Number
459

7

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Not a wide range of proposals. More high profile proposals needed for the Shire. Proposal implied e.g. roads infrastructure between Toll of
Birness and Fraserburgh should be clearly specified.
Energetica corridor does not include St Fergus - suggest extend this corridor north to include the facility and provide houses for the area.
Need specific projects for promotion of quality jobs in deprived areas and infrastructure that will support economic growth.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The proposals listed are important in terms of strategic cross boundary land use planning in the North East. The proposals will lock in
benefits for the entire region. However, by its very nature, the majority of proposals are likely to be within or close to Aberdeen.
At the time the draft structure plan was prepared, the Energetica concept was not well developed. However, a ‘strategic framework’ has
since been published which sets out more clearly what it might mean. Although the detail of the framework is not something that can be
supported through the structure plan, the concept of supporting economic growth in the corridor is. The Action Programme will need to set
out how the concept can be further developed and implemented. It is important to note that Energetica is an initiative being promoted by
ACSEF, not Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire Councils. Proposals to the north of Aberdeen are dependent on the AWPR and A90
upgrading at Balmedie / Tipperty. Until these take place, only limited development is proposed for this corridor.
The structure plan is a landuse strategy for growth, and is not specifically about economic growth, however, it makes reference to a number
of sectors that have the ability to maintain and enhance the economy, including oil & gas, knowledge, R&D, tourism etc. However, clearly
success is dependent on a number of external factors outwith the control of planning or Council's in general. It is the role of ACSEF,
Scottish Enterprise, Council Economic Development Services and other agencies to pursue such leads, and ensure strategies are in place
to help achieve this growth and the planning system has a role to play in helping to deliver them.
Further proposals will be added within this section which are likely to show a more even spread of proposals between Aberdeen City and
Aberdeenshire.
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Rep. Number
459

10

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Education ignored in the plan. No reference to Banff and Buchan or Aberdeen College. Emphasis on Higher education - elitist and
discriminatory.
Acceptance:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The draft structure plan places a high emphasis on the knowledge economy. However, it is recognised that the draft plan only identified
higher education establishments as key to its implementation. It is proposed to amend the draft plan to make it more inclusive.
Rep. Number
460

3

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Objects to the inclusion of the AWPR in the plan as a transport proposal, AWPR viewed as corridor of development for unsightly building
and retail parks which detract from the city centre. More emphasis needed on Park & Ride Schemes and Crossrail.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
It is agreed that a number of Park and Ride proposals should be included within this section and shown on the key diagram. Future
proposals are for the completion of a ring of Park & Ride services around Aberdeen, linked to the AWPR, enabling easy access to the City.
Further details are provided within the Regional Transport Strategy. Crossrail is outlined as a proposal within the plan as one of the
important improvements to the rail network. Progress is being made in the delivery of its component parts.
The AWPR is a Scottish Government supported project and the principle has been agreed by Scottish Ministers. The AWPR will release
significant infrastructure constraints, in combination with 3rd Don Crossing (and associated measures) and dualling of A90, to the North of
Aberdeen.
The Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route is the most important infrastructure project taking place in the North East and will facilitate
development in line with the Structure Plan whilst bringing in a range of substantial benefits to the region.
Its impact will be felt in the economy by relieving the currently constrained infrastructure. It will improve the air quality for over 55,000
properties. It will improve road safety through a reduction of thousands of vehicles passing through Aberdeen (including the city centre) and
access to the North East. It will also enable many improvements to, and integration of, private and public transport schemes (such as Park
and Ride). Plans to pedestrianise Union Street will also be assisted by the route.
The route will remove thousands of vehicles from the area’s rural roads which are unsuitable for high volumes of traffic.
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Rep. Number
461

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Objective to inclusion of proposal for third Don crossing from Danestone to Tillydrone on grounds of:
- Road Safety
- Air Quality
- Environmental Destruction
- Haudegain Roundabout
Acceptance:

Agreed Response:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies.
The crossing was removed from the finalised Aberdeen City Local Plan prior to adoption at the recommendation of the reporters since the
proposal is not found in the current structure plan and (at that time – late 2007) did not feature in the RTS or LTS. However, in relation to
the RTS and LTS this situation has been rectified and inclusion in the structure plan will make its consideration in the new Aberdeen Local
Development Plan a possibility.
The Third Don Crossing is a key element of a package of integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from
the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T)
Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north
west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses
significant aims of the structure plan.
It is proposed to expand the text to make it clearer that developer contributions will be sought to contribute towards the cost of the bridge,
although it can be anticipated that Aberdeen City Council will make a significant financial contribution towards its cost. Development sites in
both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire can be expected to make a contribution.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail is rightly a matter for the
Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
Rep. Number
397

23

Subject

Monitoring and reviewing this plan

Summary
Page 21 second column. There is a conflict between the two paragraphs: the first speaks of "the five-yearly review of the plan" whereas the
second says that "the first review of this plan will involve replacing it". It is pointless to propose a five-yearly review of something which will
have been replaced.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
This structure plan is being prepared under the 1997 Planning Act, although it embraces the Scottish Governement's apirations for
strategic development plans under the 2006 Planmning Act. However this will be the last structure plan and the first reviw of the plan will
include converting it into a strategic development plan. Although the statements in the draft plan are not contradictory, the text will be
clarified on this point.
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Rep. Number
199

6

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
As many as 500 dwellings are proposed as part of the Menie development, these would take up more than the first plan period allocation.
This does not take account of the potential of Cromleybank, Ellon which could take the entire 2007-2016 allocation. There is therefore a real
danger that the allocations for this corridor could be taken up in one settlement alone, providing no scope for development elsewhere. This
is not ideal given the capacity of some of the larger settlements, like Newburgh, to absorb some allocations.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The decision was made on 16 December 2008 by Scottish Ministers to grant outline planning permission subject to conditions and a
planning agreement for this proposal. The conditions include phasing conditions which preclude new homes until Phase 1 is complete and
limits new housing development until the Balmedie to Tipperty dualling is complete.
This means that 500 new homes are now likely to be built in this corridor. These new homes were not accounted for in the effective land
supply on the base date of the plan, so will need to be set against the allowance for the first two plan periods. This phasing between the first
and second plan period should reflect the progress expected to be made on site and will allow the allocation of other sites through the local
development plan.
There are other factors which may suggest an increased allocation for this SGA beyond 2016.
Rep. Number
199

8

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Other than the main settlements in the RHMA, the focus should be on the AHMA with a proportionate increase in the Ellon area of the SGA.
Analysis of housing completions highlights there is a 21.8 year supply in the Aberdeenshire part of the AHMA and a 31.5 year supply in the
RHMA; this justifies why any increase should go to this area.
The RHMA has the largest amount of constrained sites, adding 4,400 in the first plan period will exacerbate this. Reallocating housing to the
Ellon area, where only 25 units are constrained would be more appropriate and settlements within the Blackdog to Ellon corridor are already
well served by community facilities and relatively well established road and public transport links to the City. These will require improvement,
but this can only be done by encouraging further development.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
It is important that housing land is provided in both HMAs completions do not determine the scale of future allocations. An increase of 1,400
units in the Blackdog to Ellon corridor is proposed, taking the total allocation to 3,800 units. The majority of these will be for the later periods
of the plan, reflecting infrastructure constraints that exist and expected delivery of committed transport projects.
Rep. Number
213

3

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Allowances in schedule 1 need to be increased to reflect the shift expected as the strategy is implemented, 2,000 units should be viewed as
a lower limit for the Aberdeen to Ellon corridor. Should the appeal at Menie House be approved, these numbers should be additional to any
in the structure plan.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The allocation of 2,000 units to the Hatton - Peterhead corridor is already generous, but an additional 200 houses are proposed for the first
plan period.
The decision was made on 16 December 2008 by Scottish Ministers to grant outline planning permission subject to conditions and
conclusion of a planning agreement for this proposal. The conditions include phasing conditions which preclude new homes until Phase 1
is complete and limits new housing development until the Balmedie to Tipperty dualling is complete.
This means that 500 new homes are now likely to be built in this corridor. These new homes were not accounted for in the effective land
supply on the base date of the plan, so will need to be set against the allowance for the first two plan periods. This phasing between the first
and second plan period should reflect the progress expected to be made on site and will allow the allocation of other sites through the local
development plan.
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Rep. Number
215

3

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Allowances in schedule 1 need to be increased to reflect the shift expected as the strategy is implemented. With regard to the Ellon –
Blackdog corridor the 2,400 units is insufficient and consideration should be given to increasing this to allow for a proper long term
expansion (in line with the Council’s Capacity Study) as well as growth in settlements such as Balmedie and Newburgh.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
An increase of 1,400 units in the Blackdog to Ellon corridor is proposed, taking the total allocation to 3,800 units. The majority of these will
be for the later periods of the plan, reflecting infrastructure constraints that exist and expected delivery of committed transport projects. It
will be for the local development plan to consider the scale of growth in Balmedie and Newburgh.
Aberdeenshire councils capacity studies were just that, not necessarily a reflection of of the desirability of such growth.
Rep. Number
218

13

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Future housing development will be required in the right locations to deliver the Energetica vision. It is therefore suggested that numbers for
the Aberdeen to Peterhead corridor be increased to reflect the shift in demand expected to occur as the strategy is implemented.
Would seek a more detailed justification for the alternatives detailed in Schedule 1 or that they are deleted from the plan. Additionally, would
strongly advocate that a percentage of the overall allowances be specified for the main settlements outwith the SGA's, for example Westhill,
Turriff, Oldmeldrum, Newmachar, Fraserburgh, Banchory etc.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
An increase of 1,400 units in the Blackdog to Ellon corridor is proposed, taking the total allocation to 3,800 units. An additional 200 units are
proposed for the Hatton to Peterhead corridor. All allocations will be subject to review in due course and the implementation of Energetica
will be one element of this.
The alternatives were provided to demonstrate that a number of options and combinations exist and to stimulate debate. The alternatives will
not feature in the final published plan. The allocation of specific numbers to the named settlements is a matter for Aberdeenshire Council,
not for a strategic plan.
Rep. Number
239

4

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Housing allowances in the RPA's should make it clear that account has been taken of potential demolitions. Schedule 1 is misleading
because replacement of 5,000 existing units will only maintain the status quo. Suggest that the plan clarify this, as this reduces the levels of
growth originally anticipated in the plan.
Understand from Schedule 1 that Marykirk lies within the Laurencekirk SGA and support this.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Agreed Response:

Changes to be made

The forecasts on which the housing numbers are based took account of a significant level (4,800) of demolitions in the Community
Regeneration Areas in Aberdeen. These units do not represent double counting because the forecast required for housing would have been
4,800 lower if they had not been included.
However, changing expectations of the nature and speed of delivery of the Community Regeneration Strategy mean that these figures will
need to be revised. Due to the status of these units however (as outlined above), they do not require to be replaced. Progress and future
expectations, however, will be kept under review and this plan would encourage faster progress than the plan may suggest.
Headings in Schedule 1 are to be revised, but the decision whether a settlement is in or out of an SGA and the allocation of specific sites
will be taken by Aberdeenshire Council as part of the local development plan process.
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Rep. Number
242

4

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Also have some concerns about the ability of the plan to deliver 10,000 homes on City brownfield land and capacity within the Aberdeen to
Stonehaven corridor to accommodate the level of housing proposed.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Over the plan period, 10,000 homes (almost 28%) are proposed for brownfield sites in Aberdeen. This level is substantially lower than in
previous years, when brownfield development represented between 60-90%. The Background Report published goes into this subject in
more detail and concludes that, despite Aberdeen not having a legacy of industrial decline, it should be possible for the City to continue to
accommodate significant levels of brownfield housing development. The sustainable mixed communities objective acknowledges that
monitoring of this will be required through the housing land audit and flexibility will be built into the future strategic development plan as a
result.
The Urban Capacity Study contained in the Background Paper provides the justification for the brownfield allowances until 2016. The
allowances beyond 2016 will be reviewed in future strategic development plans in light of updated urban capacity information.
It is proposed to reduce the growth in Portlethen to Stonehaven corridor by 400 in recognition of the concerns that it may have been given
more that it could comfortably accomodate.
However, the allocations for each corridor have been given substantial consideration and been subject to technical assessment to ensure
they are deliverable. In addition, bids submitted to Aberdeenshire Council demonstrate that there is demand for development here and a
number of different scenarios for how this could be delivered can be explored through the local development plan process.
Rep. Number
264

10

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
The Formartine part of the AHMA requires a minimum 5000-5500 houses spread throughout the area in large and small settlements if the
Energetica project is to be successful and the impact of the Trump development is to be accommodated.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
There is no justification provided for the comments made. However, an increase of 1,400 units in the Blackdog to Ellon corridor is proposed,
taking the total allocation to 3,800 units. The majority of these will be for the later periods of the plan, reflecting infrastructure constraints
that exist and expected delivery of committed transport projects. Allocations will be subject to regular review.
Rep. Number
264

23

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
The housing allowances shown in Schedule 1 require to be represented after adjustments to account for the Housing Needs Assessment,
SPP3, the front end loading of Blackdog-Ellon SGA and the mathematical errors.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Schedule 1 has been subject to some amendment, primarily as a result of changes determined through the consultation process and
discussions with Aberdeenshire Council. Some changes to the City regeneration areas are also shown.
Rep. Number
278

6

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Figure of 4,700 units over 25 years is too low for local growth in the AHMA, comparing poorly with the 12,400 houses in the RHMA for the
same period.
DSP has adopted an approach which is based on broad 'almost theoretical' principles. Although having the advantage of clarity it has the
effect of over-simplifying the geographical reality of the area.
Acceptance:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
1,000 units of the Local Growth (AHMA) figure along with 400 from the Portlethen to Stonehaven Corridor have been redistributed into the
Aberdeen to Ellon SGA. The remaining figure of 3,700 in the AHMA must be spread amongst a small number of settlements, although this
is a task for the local development plan to undertake. The plan will be subject to regular review.
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Rep. Number
278

16

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
The figure for Ellon-Blackdog is suitable for at least 4,500 dwellings [excluding the Trump proposal at Menie Estate] .
This recognises the scope for early development and overall development potential set out in the Ellon Capacity Study and the Ellon: Inquiry
by Design Process.
The concentration of significant development allocations upon the larger settlements [which should include Westhill] is to be welcomed.
Realism should prevail concerning the level of developer contributions sought.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
An increase of 1,400 units in the Blackdog to Ellon corridor is proposed, taking the total allocation to 3,800 units. The majority of these will
be for the later periods of the plan, reflecting infrastructure constraints that exist and expected delivery of committed transport projects.
The decision was made on 16 December 2008 by Scottish Ministers to grant outline planning permission subject to conditions and
conclusion of a planning agreement for this proposal. The conditions include phasing conditions which preclude new homes until Phase 1
is complete and limits new housing development until the Balmedie to Tipperty dualling is complete.
This means that 500 new homes are now likely to be built in this corridor. These new homes were not accounted for in the effective land
supply on the base date of the plan, so will need to be set against the allowance for the first two plan periods. This phasing between the first
and second plan period should reflect the progress expected to be made on site and will allow the allocation of other sites through the local
development plan.
The level of infrastructure required to deliver the plan is high. Without significant developer contribution it is undeliverable.
Rep. Number
282

9

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
The figures do not match the 2007 HLA and it is not clear why figures for the City are missing altogether.
Acceptance:

Agreed Response:

Noted

Changes to be made

The effective and constrained figures in Schedule 1 are drawn from the 2007 HLA, but must be interpreted alongside the 'best guess' at
which settlements are within the Aberdeenshire SGAs and which are not. A total constrained figure for the City is included, but not split into
brownfield and greenfield.
Rep. Number
284

14

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
The Ellon to Blackdog allocation should be at least 1,500 units in each period, with a total of 4,500 units overall. This would take account of
the Princes Foundation work at Ellon. Should the Trump proposal be given approval these figures will need to be increased further.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
An increase of 1,400 units in the Blackdog to Ellon corridor is proposed, taking the total allocation to 3,800 units. The majority of these will
be for the later periods of the plan, reflecting infrastructure constraints that exist and expected delivery of committed transport projects.
The decision was made on 16 December 2008 by Scottish Ministers to grant outline planning permission subject to conditions and a
planning agreement for this proposal. The conditions include phasing conditions which preclude new homes until Phase 1 is complete and
limits new housing development until the Balmedie to Tipperty dualling is complete.
This means that 500 new homes are now likely to be built in this corridor. These new homes were not accounted for in the effective land
supply on the base date of the plan, so will need to be set against the allowance for the first two plan periods. This phasing between the first
and second plan period should reflect the progress expected to be made on site and will allow the allocation of other sites through the local
development plan.
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Rep. Number
284

15

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Reductions should take place in the Inverurie to Blackburn and Portlethen to Stonehaven corridors to allow for the increases elsewhere.
Acceptance:

Agreed Response:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

No justification is given for this statement. The cornerstone of the spatial strategy is to better utilise the existing A96 and A90 transport
corridor and to develop in the most accessible locations where there is demand and capacity.
It is proposed to reduce the growth in Portlethen to Stonehaven corridor by 400 in recognition of the concerns that it may have been given
more that it could comfortably accomodate.
However, the allocations for each corridor have been given substantial consideration and been subject to technical assessment to ensure
they are deliverable. In addition, bids submitted to Aberdeenshire Council demonstrate that there is demand for development here and a
number of different scenarios for how this could be delivered can be explored through the local development plan process.
Rep. Number
286

11

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
The early release of land in advance of the local development plan will be required through SPG, this should be recognised in the structure
plan. This applies to Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire. Flexibility should be allowed for in the plan for a mechanism to facilitate the release
of land if supply is not being maintained without the need for a wholesale review of the plan. This would be in the City where brownfield
obligations are not being met, then greenfield should be provided within the relevant plan period instead. Also, if the City fails to meet
greenfield targets, further releases in other SGA’s could compensate.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The draft plan already highlights the fact that land needs to be made available as quickly as possible at the start of the plan period.
However, this should be through the LDP process rather than in advance of it. Although the scale of allowances mean that it should not be
necessary, a mechanism to bring land forward will be introduced for use in exceptional circumstances.
Rep. Number
291

3

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Housing allocation V2 would be preferred.
Concerns that the Portlethen to Stonehaven corridor could be overdeveloped when taking into consideration the present and furture
infrastructure.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The alternatives presented in Schedule 1 of the draft plan were intended to stimulate debate, which they have done. No alternatives will
appear in the final plan.
The allocations for each corridor have been given substantial consideration and been subject to technical assessment to ensure they are
deliverable. In addition, bids submitted to Aberdeenshire Council demonstrate that there is demand for development here and a number of
different scenarios for how this could be delivered can be explored through the local development plan process. (The provision of new
infrastructure will be critical to the delivery of development in the Aberdeen to Stonehaven corridor).
However, it is proposed to reduce the housing allocations in the Portlethen to Stonehaven corridor by 400. In recognition of the concern that
it may have been given more than it would comfortably accommodate.
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Rep. Number
296

1

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
The capacity study carried out for the Portlethen corridor stated that it was not possible to accommodate 6,000 houses within the corridor.
Development would be opposed without significant improvements to infrastructure, including better rail links, crossing of the Dee, education
provision etc.
Completion of the AWPR and fast link are essential.
Acceptance:

Agreed Response:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The Portlethen capacity study has identified a number of different growth scenarios to inform future local development plans; this is in no
way a definite statement of how the town will grow. The Portlethen - Stonehaven corridor extends from the boundary of Aberdeen City to
Drumlithie. The allocation of specific sites to meet the requirements of the structure plan is a matter for the local development plans.
However, it is proposed to reduce the housing allocations in the Portlethen to Stonehaven corridor by 400. In recognition of the concern that
it may have been given more than it would comfortably accommodate.
A number of "new settlement" proposals were submitted in response to the draft structure plan, some of which were in line with the plan's
spatial strategy and some were not. These vary considerably in size from small villages, through major extensions to existing villages to
stand alone communities of many thousands. However, none were at a stage where they could be given support through the structure plan.
If local development plan processes were to show that a new settlement(s) is the best way of meeting the structure plan's requirements and
would be consistent with the plan as a whole, the strategic development plan team would seek to assist its delivery.
In terms of infrastructure, this strategic growth area is expected to benefit from completion of the AWPR and Fastlink, which is included as
a proposal in the structure plan. A further proposal is to abe added to refer to the Bridge of Dee.
Rep. Number
299

11

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
It should be pointed out that the 67000 houses in the Portlethen/Stonehaven corridor is equivalent to building 1½ times the size of
Stonehaven at present.
This is not just an extension, but a radical revision of the geography of the area.
Acceptance:
Do not accept
Agreed Response:

Changes to be made

This is a gross exaggeration of what is proposed. The 1st phase of the corridor has been reduced by 400 units and the plan promotes
5,600 homes in the Portlethen to Stonehaven corridor over a 23 year period, this is subject to regular review through the development plan
process.
It will be for the local development plan to determine exactly where development takes place and on what scale.
Rep. Number
302

19

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Note that the Council's have sought to identify the maximum number of homes that should be built based on the optimistic view of
economic growth.
Recognise the need to meet the housing demand but despite the uncertainty it is concerning that the concentration of housebuilding is in
the earlier part of the plan.
Acceptance:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
A justification for the overall figure the plan promotes is to be found in the Background Paper. Specific allocations are phased, in part, to
account for the provision of key infrastructure to enable development to proceed. This particularly relates to secondary school provision and
the need to phase provision of new schools across Aberdeenshire.
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Rep. Number
321

7

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
The allocation of 400 units in the period 2007-2016 is constraining any real development and that this position is exacerbated by the
planning applications in the pipeline at both Menie and Ellon.
Lack of numbers would stifle any potential growth of infrastructure, new education facilities and economic development.
Feel that allocations should be: 2007-2016 - 1400 / 2017-2023 - 1400 / 2024 -2030 - 1400.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Agreed Response:

Changes to be made

An increase of 1,400 units in the Blackdog to Ellon corridor is proposed, taking the total allocation to 3,800 units. The majority of these will
be for the later periods of the plan, reflecting infrastructure constraints that exist and expected delivery of committed transport projects.
The 500 new homes proposed as part of the Trump development were not accounted for in the effective land supply on the base date of the
plan, so will need to be set against the allowance for the first two plan periods. This phasing between the first and second plan period
should reflect the progress expected to be made on site and will allow the allocation of other sites through the local development plan.
Rep. Number
321

8

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
It should be emphasised that should the Menie development be given the go-ahead, the current allocation up to 2016 will be used up by that
application alone, thus ensuring that no other developments will take place during the period to 2016.
This would have an extremely detrimental effect on the economic growth of Ellon and the surrounding area and would not reflect the
aspirations of the Aberdeen City and Shire Plan.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
The decision was made on 16 December 2008 by Scottish Ministers to grant outline planning permission subject to conditions and a
planning agreement for this proposal. The conditions include phasing conditions which preclude new homes until Phase 1 is complete and
limits new housing development until the Balmedie to Tipperty dualling is complete.
This means that 500 new homes are now likely to be built in this corridor. These new homes were not accounted for in the effective land
supply on the base date of the plan, so will need to be set against the allowance for the first two plan periods. This phasing between the first
and second plan period should reflect the progress expected to be made on site and will allow the allocation of other sites through the local
development plan.
As a result of this decision and other factors, an increase of 1,400 units in the Blackdog to Ellon corridor is proposed, taking the total
allocation to 3,800 units. The majority of these will be for the later periods of the plan, reflecting infrastructure constraints that exist and
expected delivery of committed transport projects.
Rep. Number
327

1

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
The Housing Allowances for Stonehaven/Portlethen as outlined in Schedule 1 and illustrated on the Key Diagram seem excessive.
Particular concerned at any possible large housing allocation for Stonehaven which in our opinion would have an adverse effect on the
town. Despite the reassurances of this Plan that development would be controlled by phased infrastructure provision, we fear that this
simply will just not happen.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
The allocation on the Portlethen to Stonehaven corridor takes in a number of settlements. However, it is proposed to reduce the housing
allocations in the Portlethen to Stonehaven corridor by 400 in recognition of the concerns that it may have been given more that it could
comfortably accomodate.
However, it will be for the local development plan to determine exactly where development takes place and on what scale taking into
consideration a range of factors, including landscape setting, infrastructure constraints etc.
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Rep. Number
344

2

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
There has been criticism of the projected population figures for Stonehaven and I appreciate that with a mobile population in this area and
the influx [and sometimes loss] of migrant workers this can never be an exact science. Communities need growth but the general opinion in
Stonehaven is that with the houses built at Glenury and those planned for the Ury estate the town needs a break from large scale
development. The total of 6000 houses by 2030 in the Portlethen - Stonehaven corridor is seen as excessive. A new town has been
mentioned but the consensus seems to be that Stonehaven [and the views from it] can be easily spoiled by over development. Views have
also been expressed that housing should be targeted on communities where it is welcome e.g. Ellon and the Buchan area.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
The allocations for each corridor have been given substantial consideration and been subject to technical assessment to ensure they are
deliverable. In addition, bids submitted to Aberdeenshire Council demonstrate that there is demand for development here and a number of
different scenarios for how this could be delivered can be explored through the local development plan process.
The structure plan does not commit Stonehaven to any development as it is the task of the local development plan (LDP) to consider the
location and scale of proposals in specific towns. The LDP will be subject to significant consultation throughout 2009.
An amendment has also been made to remove 400 units from the Portlethen to Stonehaven corridor in the 2007-2016 period into the
Blackdog to Ellon 2007-2016 period.
Rep. Number
349

8

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
It is felt that the realignment of the Inveramsay Bridge will eliminate a pinch point which has previously constrained development in Huntlly
which, having a well established traditional town centre and significant business sector, will very likely become an eminently suitable
candidate for increased development.
Acceptance:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The replacement of Inveramsay Bridge is to be highlighted as a proposal within the plan following its inclusion within the Strategic Transport
Project Review (STPR) and in recognition of the role this can play in delivering the plan's strategy. A significant allocation has been made to
the A96 corridor beyond Pitcaple, but it will be for the local development plan to determine exactly where development takes place and on
what scale.
Rep. Number
377

6

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Discrepancy within Schedule 1 Ellon - Blackdog 2007 - 2016 as 400 houses is too low considering this is the future Energetica Corridor and
land supply and housing needs are already tightly restrained.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
An increase of 1,400 units in the Blackdog to Ellon corridor is proposed, taking the total allocation to 3,800 units. The majority of these will
be for the later periods of the plan, reflecting infrastructure constraints that exist and expected delivery of committed transport projects. The
progress of Energetica will be carefully monitored.
Rep. Number
382

7

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Particular concern was raised about the target of 6,000 new houses in the 'Portlethen-Stonehaven' area.
Portlethen and Stonehaven are separate communities with Newtonhill and Muchalls as equally separate communities located between
them.
Any numbers reflecting the anticipated need of new houses should therefore be specified for Portlethen, Newtonhill, Muchalls and
Stonehaven separately. In addition, a low and probable population growth forecast should be taken into account.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The allocations for each corridor have been given substantial consideration and been subject to technical assessment to ensure they are
deliverable. In addition, bids submitted to Aberdeenshire Council demonstrate that there is demand for development here and a number of
different scenarios for how this could be delivered can be explored through the local development plan process.However, it is proposed to
reduce the housing allocations in the Portlethen to Stonehaven corridor by 400.
Specific allocations are phased, in part, to account for the provision of key infrastructure to enable development to proceed. This particularly
relates to secondary school provision and the need to phase provision of new schools across Aberdeenshire.
The plan does not make allocations to specific settlements, this is a task for the Aberdeenshire local development plan.
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Rep. Number
387

4

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Queried why the Portlethen/Stonehaven area requires such a high proportion of housing?
Queried whether the proportion of housing fits in with the quote on page 6 "The strategy also recognises the need to maintain and improve
the area's communities and the services they depend on". Expressed fear that Stonehaven will become a dormatory town with no heart and
no community.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The allocations for each corridor have been given substantial consideration and been subject to technical assessment to ensure they are
deliverable. In addition, bids submitted to Aberdeenshire Council demonstrate that there is demand for development and a number of
different scenarios for how this could be delivered can be explored through the local development plan process. However, it is proposed to
reduce the housing allocations in the Portlethen to Stonehaven corridor by 400.
Specific allocations are phased, in part, to account for the provision of key infrastructure to enable development to proceed. This particularly
relates to secondary school provision and the need to phase provision of new schools across Aberdeenshire. The plan seeks the delivery of
sustainable mixed communities, not housing estates.
The plan does not make allocations to specific settlements, this is a task for the Aberdeenshire local development plan.
Rep. Number
388

3

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Portlethen-Stonehaven, Given the unrealistic 9% growth scenario, the growth of 6,000 houses proposed for the corridor up to 2030 is also
unrealistic.
There is no indication of how the 'Alternatives' of 13,500 and 8,000 were reached, but these numbers are extremely alarming, and way
beyond the capacity of these Coastal communities to grow without having a very adverse effect on the Quality of the Environment (Page 15).
Acceptance:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The allocations for each corridor have been given substantial consideration and been subject to technical assessment to ensure they are
deliverable. In addition, bids submitted to Aberdeenshire Council demonstrate that there is demand for development here and a number of
different scenarios for how this could be delivered can be explored through the local development plan process. However, it is proposed to
reduce the structure plan housing allocations in the Portlethen to Stonehaven corridor by 400.
Specific allocations are phased, in part, to account for the provision of key infrastructure to enable development to proceed. This particularly
relates to secondary school provision and the need to phase provision of new schools across Aberdeenshire.
The plan does not make allocations to specific settlements, this is a task for the Aberdeenshire local development plan.
The alternatives presented in Schedule 1 of the draft plan were intended to stimulate debate, which they have done. No alternatives will
appear in the final plan.
Rep. Number
389

3

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
How was 6000 houses for the Portlethen to Stonehaven corridor arrived at? Are any of the proposed house expansions for that area
included?
There is no visible explanation of over how many years this will take. Very important to confirm how long.
Acceptance:
Do not accept
Agreed Response:

Changes to be made

The allocations for each corridor have been given substantial consideration and been subject to technical assessment to ensure they are
deliverable.
Specific allocations are phased, in part, to account for the provision of key infrastructure to enable development to proceed. This particularly
relates to secondary school provision and the need to phase provision of new schools across Aberdeenshire.
Existing allocations are not a part of this plan and these numbers are over and above any current sites. The plan is concerned with the
allocation of numbers to corridors, which the local development plan will take forward to sites in the defined periods. The speed with which
these sites are developed will be largely determined by the private sector.
It is proposed to reduce the housing allocations in the Portlethen to Stonehaven corridor by 400, thus reducing the level of homes planned
to a figure of 5,600 is over the period to 2030.
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Rep. Number
391

1

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
6000 houses suggested for Stonehaven does not compute with recent population forecasts for Scotland or this area. If 6000 houses were
to be built then additional public services would be required ie primary schools and additional secondary schools and where are they on the
plan?
Acceptance:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The allocations for each corridor have been given substantial consideration and been subject to technical assessment to ensure they are
deliverable. Specific allocations are phased, in part, to account for the provision of key infrastructure to enable development to proceed. This
particularly relates to secondary school provision and the need to phase provision of new schools across Aberdeenshire.
The plan makes it very clear that new schools will be required; the location of these will depend on the sites chosen through the local
development plan process.
It is proposed to reduce the housing allocations in the Portlethen to Stonehaven corridor by 400 in the first period of the plan, thus reducing
the level of homes planned to a figure of 5,600 is over the period to 2030.
Rep. Number
408

1

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Housing allowance of 6000 houses for the Stonehaven/Portlethen area is unrealistic considering the constraints imposed by the topography
and scenic landscape quality.
Should be separate allowances for Stonehaven and Portlethen in order to judge the impact of the 6000 allowance and enable debate of
issues such as topographical constraints, education capacity and other key issues. Uncertainty of between 1000 to 5000 houses denies the
community the opportunity to argue its case.
No account appears to have been taken with regards to various Public Inquiry conclusions between 1996 and 2006 regarding areas of
Stonehaven that should not have large-scale housing.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
The allocations for each corridor have been given substantial consideration and been subject to technical assessment to ensure they are
deliverable. In addition, bids submitted to Aberdeenshire Council demonstrate that there is demand for development here and a number of
different scenarios for how this could be delivered can be explored through the local development plan process. This will provide the
opportunity for wide public debate as desired.
It is proposed to reduce the housing allocations in the Portlethen to Stonehaven corridor by 400, thus reducing the level of homes planned
to a figure of 5,600 is over the period to 2030.
The plan operates at the strategic level, where the role of individual settlements is not explored and level of growth is not imposed. This
leaves Aberdeenshire Council the flexibility to determine allocations on a case-by-case basis through the local development plan process.
This plan and the local development plan, which will allocate specific sites is an opportunity to revisit settlements and reconsider if they
should grow and how best this may happen in light of the most recent information. For Stonehaven, this may be publication of the Capacity
Study, improved accessibility by rail or as a result of the AWPR, the desire for some development to bring about new infrastructure or
consideration of developer bids that the Council will have to respond to.
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Rep. Number
422

17

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
The housing allowances for Portlethen - Stonehaven in the periods 2007-2016 and 2017-2023 are higher than for any other single area
outside Aberdeen City.
This corridor has suffered considerable growth in recent years, with very little infrastructure improvement. The A90 is already extremely
busy at rush hour times and the trains often have standing room only. Stonehaven's leisure facilities and schools have scarcely changed in
the last 10 years, and the unique character and setting of the town will be destroyed by any significant growth. The clear solution, IF the
population growth forecasts are correct, is to build a new town, rather than destroy existing communities. How was the allowance of 2,600
houses over the next eight years determined?
Acceptance:
Noted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The allocation of specific sites to meet the requirements of the structure plan is a matter for the local development plans. A number of "new
settlement" proposals were submitted in response to the draft structure plan, some of which were in line with the plan's spatial strategy and
some were not. These vary considerably in size from small villages, through major extensions to existing villages to stand alone
communities of many thousands. However, none were at a stage where they could be given support through the structure plan. If local
development plan processes were to show that a new settlement(s) is the best way of meeting the structure plan's requirements and would
be consistent with the plan as a whole, the strategic development plan team would seek to assist its delivery.
Specific allocations are phased, in part, to account for the provision of key infrastructure to enable development to proceed. This particularly
relates to secondary school provision and the need to phase provision of new schools across Aberdeenshire.
It is proposed to reduce the housing allocations in the Portlethen to Stonehaven corridor by 400, thus reducing the level of homes planned
to a figure of 2,200 is over the first period.
Rep. Number
423

2

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Housing requirement is massive and the housing allocation of 6,000 for the 'corridor' between Aberdeen and Stonehaven is almost
impossible to conceive.
Acceptance:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
This plan covers a significanly longer period than previous plans and consequently the scale of change is greater. In addition the plan also
aspires to growth.
The allocations for each corridor have been given substantial consideration and been subject to technical assessment to ensure they are
deliverable. In addition, bids submitted to Aberdeenshire Council demonstrate that there is demand for development here and a number of
different scenarios for how this could be delivered can be explored through the local development plan process.
It is proposed to reduce the housing allocations in the Portlethen to Stonehaven corridor by 400, thus reducing the level of homes planned
to a figure of 5,600 is over the period to 2030.
The plan does not make allocations to specific settlements, this is a task for the Aberdeenshire local development plan.
Rep. Number
430

1

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Unable to comprehend how it is suggested that 6,000 new houses can go in the Stonehaven / Portlethen corridor when the infrastructure
cannot cope at present with the current level of population. Also, there seems to be a 6% difference in the projected growth figures and
given the credit crunch, will the plan be revised?
Acceptance:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The allocations for each corridor have been given substantial consideration and been subject to technical assessment to ensure they are
deliverable. In addition, bids submitted to Aberdeenshire Council demonstrate that there is demand for development here and a number of
different scenarios for how this could be delivered can be explored through the local development plan process.
Specific allocations are phased, in part, to account for the provision of key infrastructure to enable development to proceed. This particularly
relates to secondary school provision and the need to phase provision of new schools across Aberdeenshire.
It is proposed to reduce the housing allocations in the Portlethen to Stonehaven corridor by 400, thus reducing the level of homes planned
to a figure of 5,600 is over the period to 2030.
It is not just a plan for the next few years but a plan to 2030. It will be reviewed at least every five yearsr.
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Rep. Number
437

7

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Stonehaven will not sustain with 6,000 more houses. Will become overcrowded.
Acceptance:

Agreed Response:

This is not a Structure Plan issue

Changes to be made

The structure plan does not promote development at Stonehaven, or any other specific settlement. At the level it operates, only designations
for 'corridors' are made. It is proposed to reduce the housing allocations in the Portlethen to Stonehaven corridor by 400, thus reducing the
level of homes planned for the A90 corridor in which Stonehaven lies to 5,600 units up to 2030, however it will be for the local development
plan to determine exactly where development takes place and on what scale.
Rep. Number
458

18

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
In the draft structure plan under 'alternatives' columns, the first suggests 0 houses for Ellon to Blackdog but 2,000 for Peterhead to Hatton.
Yet there is greater demand for housing between Ellon and Blackdog.
Road infrastructure is greatly under pressure and would welcome the reinstatement of the railway to benefit the area.
Mixed-use growth from Blackdog to Ellon should be based on greater employment, improved quality of life and development of knowledge
economy therefore easing pressure on the congestion problems surrounding Aberdeen.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
An increase of 1,400 units in the Blackdog to Ellon corridor is proposed, taking the total allocation to 3,800 units. The majority of these will
be for the later periods of the plan, reflecting infrastructure constraints that exist and expected delivery of committed transport projects.
It is recognised that there is an important issue with regard to road access around Aberdeen, that is why phasing within particular corridors
will need to be resolved prior to significant levels of development taking place. An example of this is the limited numbers in the A90 (north)
corridor until the AWPR, Balmedie to Tipperty dualling, Haudagain improvements and Third Don Crossing are in place. Whilst the
reinstatement of the rail line may have significant benefits, there is no viable project to deliver this at present and as such can be no more
than an 'aspiration' as defined in the Regional Transport Strategy 2008.
The concept of mixed use is supported throughout the plan and is reflected in the Energetica initiative. Although the detail of the framework
is not something that can be supported through the structure plan, the concept of supporting economic growth in the corridor is. The Action
Programme will need to set out how the concept can be further developed and implemented.
Rep. Number
458

18

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Study has been conducted by the foundation, 'Imagine Ellon' plan for the sustainable growth and restructuring of the town - new academy,
additional employment and retail space and more than 400 homes by 2016.
Acceptance:
Noted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
An increase of 1,400 units in the Blackdog to Ellon corridor is proposed, taking the total allocation to 3,800 units. The majority of these will
be for the later periods of the plan, reflecting infrastructure constraints that exist and expected delivery of committed transport projects.
However, it will be for the local development plan to consider the scale of growth in Ellon.
Rep. Number
476

9

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Support the housing allowance for north of Aberdeen, but see this as the minimum which will attract housebuilders to focus here, rather
than on the traditionally preferred locations to the south and west of the City. Should be flexibility to increase the housing allowance within
the lifetime of the plan if Energetica is to become a successful catalyst for building up a sustained momentum for growth.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Accepted
Changes to be made
An increase of 1,400 units in the Blackdog to Ellon corridor is proposed, taking the total allocation to 3,800 units. The majority of these will
be for the later periods of the plan, reflecting infrastructure constraints that exist and expected delivery of committed transport projects.
The progress of Energetica will be closely monitored and the required reviews of the plan will provide opportunities to reconsider the
allocations in this area.
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Rep. Number
205

14

Subject

Glossary

Summary
Definition of 'infrastructure' should be amended from 'medical centers' to 'healthcare facilities' or 'healthcare services'.
Acceptance:

Agreed Response:

Accepted

Changes to be made

Healthcare facilities is a broader term and more appropriate in this context.

Rep. Number
259

9

Subject

Glossary

Summary
In the 'Glossary', page 24, under the meaning of 'Infrastructure', the final wording states " and so on". This statement is infinite and
therefore requires to be deleted or amended.
Acceptance:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The text already makes it clear that the list is not exhaustive and the plan will be amended accordingly.

Rep. Number
397

28

Subject

Glossary

Summary
A list of abbreviations would be a desirable addition: for example, readers are hardly likely to remember the definition of ACSEF on page 4
by the time they see it again on page 7.
Acceptance:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
All aberviations used will be included in the glossary. Considerable effort was made to minimise the use of acronyms in the draft plan. Only
five are currently used and we will attempt to reduce this further or remove their use completely.
Rep. Number
480

8

Subject

Glossary

Summary
SEPA recommends that the definition of the Waste Hierarchy in the Glossary corresponds with that given in the National Waste Plan which
states that "The Waste Hierarchy seeks to capture the desirability of different waste management options in descending order of preference
from avoidance to landfill."
Acceptance:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The substance of the two definitions are the same and the proposed alternative is not plain english. However, the waste hierachy diagram
from the National Waste Plan will be included within the plan.
Rep. Number
260

1

Subject

Key Diagram

Summary
The Key Diagram indicates a brown dash line and states that this line indicates 'Housing Market Area'. Clarification is required as to this
line being the extent of the 'Aberdeen Housing Market Area' mentioned in Schedule 1 and all land between the line and Aberdeen City being
the mentioned area.
Acceptance:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Whilst the boxes indicating housing figures mention the AHMA and RHMA, this could be made clearer on the diagram to prevent any
ambiguity.
Rep. Number
260

3

Subject

Key Diagram

Summary
The Key Diagram indicates grey arrows as 'Better Linkages'. It is unclear what these arrows and the identification of these as better
linkages mean and therefore if included in the key diagram this requires clarification prior to any further comment.
Acceptance:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The 'better linkages' could relate to a number of improvements and further clarification could be given within the plan as to what form this
could take.
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Rep. Number
298

5

Subject

Key Diagram

Summary
Need for commitment to improve the infrastructure up to Fraserburgh, the upgrading of this road should be of the utmost importance.
Acceptance:

Agreed Response:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The 'better linkages' could relate to a number of improvements and further clarification could be given within the plan as to what form this
could take. In terms of commitment to any improvements, this is an issue for the Transportation & Infrastructure Service of Aberdeenshire
Council and in terms of the A90, Transport Scotland. Improvements to the A90 identified in the Strategic Transport Projects review will be
highlighted in the plan.
Rep. Number
183

2

Subject

General

Summary
The draft Structure Plan does not contain policies or proposals which are distinguished from the other contents of the plan, merely targets
and suggestions as to how those targets may be met. In these circumstances as well as being contrary to the statutory guidance, will make
it difficult for Authorities, landowners and developers to ascertain whether or not planning applications in due course will conform. It will also
make it difficult for authorities to produce Local Plans. It would appear that he Authority are trying to bring forward a Strategic Development
Plan through the existing guidance and legislation and it is submitted that this is not possible. Either a new Structure Plan needs to be
brought forward, complying with the structure plan legislation or, like many other authorities should have deferred matters and waited to
prepare a Strategic Development Plan pursuant of the new legislation. Main concern is that the Structure and Local plan process will be
delayed.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The draft structure plan contains clear policy material, a spatial strategy and a set of proposals which will allow subsequent local
development plans to respond with allocations and policies. It sets a clear direction for both local development plans and development
proposals. The text of the plan will be changed to avoid the impression that it might not comply with the legislation. However, it is recognised
that this will be used in a different way compared with previous structure plans.
Rep. Number
218

14

Subject

General

Summary
Welcome the brevity of the draft plan, it is clear and easy to read. We would suggest that the plan should contain greater policy content.
There seems to be a lack of prescription under many of the targets and an overly large degree of flexibility given to LDP's.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
The draft structure plan contains clear policy materials, a spatial strategy and a set of proposals which will allow subsequent local
development plans to respond with allocations and policies. It sets a clear direction for both local development plans and development
proposals. The text will be amended to improve the clarity of the policy material.
This flexibility is appropriate as it gives each Council latitude to implement the plan without us being overly prescriptive when many
decisions are not strategic or cross-boundary.
Rep. Number
230

11

Subject

General

Summary
It is odd that the plan does not include any policies as previously conformity of local plans to structure plan policy has been tested at inquiry.
The draft legislation also seems to require policies as well as justification for these. The lack of policies provides no certainty for the
development industry to invest confidently. Suggest that targets and allocations are therefore set out as appropriately justified policies in
order that the plan can be used effectively.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
The draft structure plan contains clear policy materials and a spatial strategy, which will allow subsequent local development plans to
respond with allocations and policies. It sets a clear direction for both local development plans and development proposals. The text of the
plan will be amended to avoid the impression that it might not comply with the secondary legislation. However the way the plan can be used
will be different from previous structure plans.
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Rep. Number
231

11

Subject

General

Summary
It is odd that the plan does not include any policies as previously conformity of local plans to structure plan policy has been tested at inquiry.
The draft legislation also seems to require policies as well as justification for these. The lack of policies provides no certainty for the
development industry to invest confidently. Suggest that targets and allocations are therefore set out as appropriately justified policies in
order that the plan can be used effectively.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The draft structure plan contains clear policy materials and a spatial strategy, which will allow subsequent local development plans to
respond with allocations and policies. It sets a clear direction for both local development plans and development proposals. The text of the
plan will be amended to avoid the impression that it might not comply with the secondary legislation. However the way the plan can be used
will be different from previous structure plans.
Rep. Number
232

12

Subject

General

Summary
It is odd that the plan does not include any policies as previously conformity of local plans to structure plan policy has been tested at inquiry.
The draft legislation also seems to require policies as well as justification for these. The lack of policies provides no certainty for the
development industry to invest confidently. Suggest that targets and allocations are therefore set out as appropriately justified policies in
order that the plan can be used effectively.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The draft structure plan contains clear policy materials and a spatial strategy, which will allow subsequent local development plans to
respond with allocations and policies. It sets a clear direction for both local development plans and development proposals. The text of the
plan will be amended to avoid the impression that it might not comply with the secondary legislation. However the way the plan can be used
will be different from previous structure plans.
Rep. Number
234

9

Subject

General

Summary
It is odd that the plan does not include any policies as previously conformity of local plans to structure plan policy has been tested at inquiry.
The draft legislation also seems to require policies as well as justification for these. The lack of policies provides no certainty for the
development industry to invest confidently. Suggest that targets and allocations are therefore set out as appropriately justified policies in
order that the plan can be used effectively.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
The draft structure plan contains clear policy materials and a spatial strategy, which will allow subsequent local development plans to
respond with allocations and policies. It sets a clear direction for both local development plans and development proposals. The text of the
plan will be amended to avoid the impression that it might not comply with the secondary legislation. However the way the plan can be used
will be different from previous structure plans.
Rep. Number
235

4

Subject

General

Summary
The lack of policies does not help in the interpretation of the various elements of the plan.
Acceptance:

Agreed Response:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The draft structure plan contains clear policy materials and a spatial strategy, which will allow subsequent local development plans to
respond with allocations and policies. It sets a clear direction for both local development plans and development proposals. The text of the
plan will be amended to avoid the impression that it might not comply with the secondary legislation. However the way the plan can be used
will be different from previous structure plans.
Rep. Number
236

13

Subject

General

Summary
It is odd that the plan does not include any policies as previously conformity of local plans to structure plan policy has been tested at inquiry.
The draft legislation also seems to require policies as well as justification for these. The lack of policies provides no certainty for the
development industry to invest confidently. Suggest that targets and allocations are therefore set out as appropriately justified policies in
order that the plan can be used effectively.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
The draft structure plan contains clear policy materials and a spatial strategy, which will allow subsequent local development plans to
respond with allocations and policies. It sets a clear direction for both local development plans and development proposals. The text of the
plan will be amended to avoid the impression that it might not comply with the secondary legislation. However the way the plan can be used
will be different from previous structure plans.
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Rep. Number
237

13

Subject

General

Summary
It is odd that the plan does not include any policies as previously conformity of local plans to structure plan policy has been tested at inquiry.
The draft legislation also seems to require policies as well as justification for these. The lack of policies provides no certainty for the
development industry to invest confidently. Suggest that targets and allocations are therefore set out as appropriately justified policies in
order that the plan can be used effectively.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The draft structure plan contains clear policy materials and a spatial strategy, which will allow subsequent local development plans to
respond with allocations and policies. It sets a clear direction for both local development plans and development proposals. The text of the
plan will be amended to avoid the impression that it might not comply with the secondary legislation. However the way the plan can be used
will be different from previous structure plans.
Rep. Number
238

11

Subject

General

Summary
Concerned that the plan does not include any policies as previously conformity of local plans to structure plan policy has been tested at
inquiry. The draft legislation also seems to require policies as well as justification for these. The lack of policies provides no certainty for the
development industry to invest confidently. Suggest that targets and allocations are therefore set out as appropriately justified policies in
order that the plan can be used effectively.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
The draft structure plan contains clear policy materials and a spatial strategy, which will allow subsequent local development plans to
respond with allocations and policies. It sets a clear direction for both local development plans and development proposals. The text of the
plan will be amended to avoid the impression that it might not comply with the secondary legislation. However the way the plan can be used
will be different from previous structure plans.
Rep. Number
239

13

Subject

General

Summary
Concerned that the plan does not include any policies as previously conformity of local plans to structure plan policy has been tested at
inquiry. The draft legislation also seems to require policies as well as justification for these. The lack of policies provides no certainty for the
development industry to invest confidently. Suggest that targets and allocations are therefore set out as appropriately justified policies in
order that the plan can be used effectively.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
The draft structure plan contains clear policy materials and a spatial strategy, which will allow subsequent local development plans to
respond with allocations and policies. It sets a clear direction for both local development plans and development proposals. The text of the
plan will be amended to avoid the impression that it might not comply with the secondary legislation. However the way the plan can be used
will be different from previous structure plans.
Rep. Number
240

11

Subject

General

Summary
Concerned that the plan does not include any policies as previously conformity of local plans to structure plan policy has been tested at
inquiry. The draft legislation also seems to require policies as well as justification for these. The lack of policies provides no certainty for the
development industry to invest confidently. Suggest that targets and allocations are therefore set out as appropriately justified policies in
order that the plan can be used effectively.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
The draft structure plan contains clear policy materials and a spatial strategy, which will allow subsequent local development plans to
respond with allocations and policies. It sets a clear direction for both local development plans and development proposals. The text of the
plan will be amended to avoid the impression that it might not comply with the secondary legislation. However the way the plan can be used
will be different from previous structure plans.
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Rep. Number
241

11

Subject

General

Summary
It is odd that the plan does not include any policies as previously conformity of local plans to structure plan policy has been tested at inquiry.
The draft legislation also seems to require policies as well as justification for these. The lack of policies provides no certainty for the
development industry to invest confidently. Suggest that targets and allocations are therefore set out as appropriately justified policies in
order that the plan can be used effectively.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The draft structure plan contains clear policy materials and a spatial strategy, which will allow subsequent local development plans to
respond with allocations and policies. It sets a clear direction for both local development plans and development proposals. The text of the
plan will be amended to avoid the impression that it might not comply with the secondary legislation. However the way the plan can be used
will be different from previous structure plans.
Rep. Number
242

7

Subject

General

Summary
It is odd that the plan does not include any policies as previously conformity of local plans to structure plan policy has been tested at inquiry.
The draft legislation also seems to require policies as well as justification for these. The lack of policies provides no certainty for the
development industry to invest confidently. Suggest that targets and allocations are therefore set out as appropriately justified policies in
order that the plan can be used effectively.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The draft structure plan contains clear policy materials and a spatial strategy, which will allow subsequent local development plans to
respond with allocations and policies. It sets a clear direction for both local development plans and development proposals. The text of the
plan will be amended to avoid the impression that it might not comply with the secondary legislation. However the way the plan can be used
will be different from previous structure plans.
Rep. Number
243

13

Subject

General

Summary
Concerned that the plan does not include any policies as previously conformity of local plans to structure plan policy has been tested at
inquiry. The draft legislation also seems to require policies as well as justification for these. The lack of policies provides no certainty for the
development industry to invest confidently. Suggest that targets and allocations are therefore set out as appropriately justified policies in
order that the plan can be used effectively.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
The draft structure plan contains clear policy materials and a spatial strategy, which will allow subsequent local development plans to
respond with allocations and policies. It sets a clear direction for both local development plans and development proposals. The text of the
plan will be amended to avoid the impression that it might not comply with the secondary legislation. However the way the plan can be used
will be different from previous structure plans.
Rep. Number
259

3

Subject

General

Summary
In the introduction, page 3, in paragraph 6 of the section ‘influence on the plan,’ there is reference to the plan going through various
assessments. Surely these assessments will require to be completed prior to the plan being finalised and therefore should have been
complete prior to the Draft Structure Plan being produced in such a form.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Both the SEA and Equalities & Human Rights Impact Assessment were completed and consulted on alongside the draft structure plan.
These will be updated reflecting changes to the plan as appropriate. Additionally the screening for the Appropriate Assessment was carried
out for the draft plan through the SEA; however this will be completed for the submission of the finalised plan.
Accordingly, the wording of paragraph 4 on page 4 should be changed to clarify that the plan has completed the required assessments.
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Rep. Number
264

26

Subject

General

Summary
The hybrid nature of the structure plan pretending as it does to be a strategic development plan suggests that it will not survive an EIP.
Rather than waste time on the document it should be abandoned and work should commence on a competent strategic development plan
early in 2009.
Acceptance:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The draft structure plan contains clear policy materials and a spatial strategy, which will allow subsequent local development plans to
respond with allocations and policies. It sets a clear direction for both local development plans and development proposals. The text of the
plan will be amended to avoid the impression that it might not comply with the secondary legislation.
The Town and Country Planning (Development Planning) (Scotland) Regulations 2008 set out the detailed requirements for Strategic
Development Plans. The emerging structure plan, whilst conforming to current legislation has been prepared in the context of the Scottish
Government’s modernising agenda and The Planning etc (Scotland) Act 2006.
The Planning etc. (Scotland) Act 2006 (Development Planning) (Savings, Transitional and Consequential Provisions) Order 2008 sets out
the detail for the transitionary arrangements applicable to structure plans currently in preparation. The order provides that the plan will be
processed in the ‘normal’ way as if the new legislation had not come into force when the plan is submitted on 27 February 2009. If the
emerging structure plan was, for whatever reason, to be submitted to the Scottish Ministers on or after 28 February 2009, the order provides
that the finalised structure plan would go through a process more akin to the approval of a strategic development plan.
It would not be in the interest of the North East to delay the preparation of the next round of development plans for the area.
Rep. Number
266

2

Subject

General

Summary
The document makes little or no reference to the major industries of the North east, oil, agriculture, fishing and tourism. Planning policy
should be broadened to allow greater leeway for introducing diversity of industry in the countryside.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The Plan makes frequent reference to the need to diversify the economy. However, the importance of existing and traditional idustries will be
emphasised.
Furthermore, the Plan acknowledges that for the economy to grow the region must overcome factors such as changes in the Oil and Gas
sectors. These could have a major impact, so the plan has a strong emphasis on support and diversification of the regional economy, this
involves working with partners to help diversify the economy and build upon areas of expertise that already exist. This is set out in various
parts of the plan, such as the spatial strategy.
Rep. Number
266

4

Subject

General

Summary
I believe it would be worthwhile if the Council's future strategy for tourism was better defined in this plan.
Acceptance:

Agreed Response:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Tourism is recognised as part of the local economy and an industry that could be more prominent in some areas of Aberdeenshire and
Aberdeen City. The plan does make some reference to tourism, but this is somewhat limited and should be strengthened.
It should be noted that the structure plan is a strategic planning document and strategies for tourism promotion will fall to other agencies
and documents.
Rep. Number
282

1

Subject

General

Summary
Concerned about the form and content of the draft plan and its ability to conform with structure plan legislation. This is a risky and illogical
approach and makes it virtually impossible for a local plan to conform with such a document.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The current structure plan is prescriptive in nature whereas the emerging Structure Plan "aims to be more focused, strategic" and only aims
to cover those issues that "can be best dealt with by Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire Councils working together". The draft structure plan
contains clear policy material, a spatial strategy and a set of proposals which will allow subsequent local development plans to respond with
allocations and policies. It sets a clear direction for both local development plans and development proposals. The text of the plan will be
changed to avoid the impression that it might not comply with the legislation.
The secondary legislation published in December 2008 allows for local development plans to be prepared in strategic development plan
areas in advance of the strategic development plan. In such cases the local development plan must be consistent with the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
286

2

Subject

General

Summary
Concerned that the structure plan does not meet legislative requirements of the 1997 or the 2006 Act and could be subject to a legal
challenge. It does not meet the provisions of PAN37 due to the lack of policies and reference to other policy documents. A structure plan
should be clear, concise and robust to inform future local plans and to take planning decisions generally.
Acceptance:
Do not accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The draft structure plan contains clear policy material, spatial strategy and a set of proposals which will allow subsequent local development
plans to respond with allocations and policies. It sets a clear direction for both local development plans and development proposals. The
text of the plan will be amended to avoid the impression that it might not comply with the secondary legislation. However, the way the plan
can be used will be different from previous structure plans.
The Town and Country Planning (Development Planning) (Scotland) Regulations 2008 set out the detailed requirements for Strategic
Development Plans. The emerging structure plan, whilst conforming to current legislation has been prepared in the context of the Scottish
Government’s modernising agenda and The Planning etc (Scotland) Act 2006.
The Planning etc. (Scotland) Act 2006 (Development Planning) (Savings, Transitional and Consequential Provisions) Order 2008 sets out
the detail for the transitionary arrangements applicable to structure plans currently in preparation. The order provides that the plan will be
processed in the ‘normal’ way as if the new legislation had not come into force when the plan is submitted on 27 February 2009. If the
emerging structure plan was, for whatever reason, to be submitted to the Scottish Ministers on or after 28 February 2009, the order provides
that the finalised structure plan would go through a process more akin to the approval of a strategic development plan.
The secondary legislation published in December 2008 allows for local development plans to be prepared in strategic development plan
areas in advance of the strategic development plan. In such cases the local development plan must be consistent with the structure plan.
Rep. Number
313

4

Subject

General

Summary
Concerns with further traffic using the A92, there are several junctions that will require upgrading if the plan is to be adopted.
Acceptance:

Agreed Response:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Regional Transport Strategy and two Local Transport Strategies are the main documents covering transport issues in Aberdeen City
and Shire. However, the plan does identify the critical importance of infrastructure and this will be highlighted even more in the finalised plan.
Rep. Number
323

2

Subject

General

Summary
Need to upgrade the Haudagain Roundabout and proceed with the WPR.
Acceptance:

Agreed Response:

Accepted

Changes to be made

Transport infrastructure and transport issues are not the responsibility of the Structure Plan and any transport changes and proposals will
be part of the Regional Transport Strategy.
The AWPR is a Scottish Government supported project and the principle has been agreed by Scottish Ministers. The AWPR will release
significant infrastructure constraints, in combination with 3rd Don Crossing (and associated measures) and dualling of A90, to the North of
Aberdeen. Explicit mention will be made of the Haudagain Roundabout.
The Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route is the most important infrastructure project taking place in the North East and will facilitate
development in line with the Structure Plan whilst bringing in a range of substantial benefits to the region.
The route will remove thousands of vehicles from the area’s rural roads which are unsuitable for high volumes of traffic.
Rep. Number
325

4

Subject

General

Summary
The fishing and farming expertise should be nurtured and promoted.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

The plan could make more reference to traditional industries, such as farming and fishing, not just the diversification of the local economy.
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Rep. Number
384

1

Subject

General

Summary
Proposed Development at Whiteford & Pitcaple Aberdeenshire - Drawing No. 2976/01
- Register opposition to the above development.
- A scheme of this density, 500 houses, imposed on a quiet rural village and on roads built for the horse and cart shows little thought has
been given to this development by Aberdeenshire Council planners.
- Given this town will be a feeder for Inverurie or Aberdeen, this will result in a minimum of 500 and possibly approaching 1,000 additional
cars trying to get onto the notorious A 96 and put further pressure onto the world famous bottleneck at the Inveramsay traffic lights. Will
these trafic lights be by-passed as part of this scheme? If not then this proposed development should be given short shift into the waste bin.
- Phase 1 This phase encroaches on the local playing field, which I'm led to believe is owned by the community, not the council? Can
houses be built on this land?
- Phases 3, 5 & 8. 123 houses accessed through "Old" Whiteford where the road entering the village is only 10 feet wide. The road in the
village is only 12 feet wide, when cars are parked in front of the cottages. I understand that these parking areas are owned by the property
owners?
- Whiteford Road is not suitable for any additional through traffic. How far are planners prepared to allow urban sprawl to spread from
Aberdeen into green field sites? I'm sure with perusal of more detailed drawings further comments will come to light.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Noted
Changes to be made
The structure plan does not promote development at Whiteford, or any other specific settlement. At the level it operates, only designations
for 'corridors' are made. The A96 corridor in which Whiteford lies (from Pitcaple to Huntly) is allocated 1,000 units up to 2030, but it will be
for the local development plan to determine exactly where development takes place and on what scale.
The Inveramsay Bridge replacement is to be highlighted as a proposal within the plan following its inclusion within the Strategic Transport
Project Review (STPR) and in recognition of the role it can play in delivering the plan's strategy.
Rep. Number
412

7

Subject

General

Summary
This is not a well thought out, visionary plan. It is full of mistakes and overstates the contribution of and case for housing at the expense of
the real infrastructure needs such as roads, public transport the needs of the 6000 people on the area’s housing list.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
Mistakes have not been identified.
The Regional Transport Strategy is the main document covering transport issues in Aberdeen City and Shire. However, the plan does
identify the critical importance of infrastructure and this will be highlighted even more in the finalised plan. The draft plan recognises the
need for affordable housing and seeks to meet the needs of the whole community.
Rep. Number
427

1

Subject

General

Summary
Object to any further development at Stonehaven as it will ruin one of the most beautiful spots on the east coast. The town is already
overstretched.
Acceptance:
Noted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The structure plan does not promote development at Stonehaven, or any other specific settlement. At the level it operates, only designations
for 'corridors' are made. It is proposed to reduce the housing allocations in the Portlethen to Stonehaven corridor by 400, thus reducing the
level of homes planned in the A90 corridor (in which Stonehaven lies) to a figure of 5,600 over the period to 2030.However, it will be for the
local development plan to determine exactly where development takes place and on what scale.
Rep. Number
453

1

Subject

General

Summary
Concerned that there is no provision for Gypsy/Traveller Transit (also known as halting sites) and permanent sites within the structure plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

It is proposed that wording is added to an appropriate paragraph of the ‘Sustainable mixed communities’ section stating that "It is important
that new development meets the needs of the whole community, including the specific needs of Gypsies / Travellers."
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process.
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Rep. Number
455

6

Subject

General

Summary
The plan must show how the population forecast/ambition has been reached.
The plan must be flexible to planned development cut back if the population fails to grow as forecasted.
Examine exactly which industries are to be encouraged and supported to develop and grow the areas employment opportunities. Tourism
should be viewed as an important industry.
Acceptance:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
It is accepted that some brief explanation of growth targets would be helpful.
The plan is phased in such a way that account can be taken at each 5 yearly review of progress and future prospects. The ACSEF
Economic Manifesto provides more detail in relation to areas of economic potential over the period of the plan.
Rep. Number
462

1

Subject

General

Summary
No mention of agriculture, forestry or fishing development.
Acceptance:

Agreed Response:

Accepted

Changes to be made

The plan tries not to involve itself with issues that are neither strategic, nor cross-boundary. This in no way is a reflection on the importance
of any particular industry or environmental benefit, but an attempt to keep this new-style plan as concise as possible. However, references
to forestry, farming and fishing have been added in recognition of the importance of traditional industries and local development plans may
refer to specific strategies.
There is provision to develop rural towns in the spatial plan via either Local Growth and Diversification Areas or Regeneration Priority Areas.
The extent to which individual settlements are developed is a matter to be decided during the local development plan process.
Rep. Number
476

14

Subject

General

Summary
Wish to see a clear presentation of the Energetica Strategy Framework embedded in the plan to allow a clear and concise message to
developers and investors to be articulated and set in policy terms. The housing allocations in the plan should mirror the residential land use
allocations identified in the forthcoming Energetica Strategic Framework.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
At the time the draft structure plan was prepared, the Energetica concept was not well developed. However, a ‘strategic framework’ has
since been published which sets out more clearly what it might mean. Although the detail of the framework is not something that can be
supported through the structure plan, the concept of supporting economic growth in the corridor is. The Action Programme will need to set
out how the concept can be further developed and implemented.
An increase of 1,400 housing units in the Blackdog to Ellon corridor is proposed, taking the total allocation to 3,800 units. The majority of
these will be for the later periods of the plan, reflecting infrastructure constraints that exist and expected delivery of committed transport
projects. The housing allowances in the Peterhead corridor have been increased by 200 units.
Rep. Number
478

6

Subject

General

Summary
Understand that strategic forestry issues as set out in the 2006 Forest and Woodland Strategy for Aberdeenshire and Aberdeen City will be
covered in SPG to LDP's. Would be grateful if it could be confirmed if this is the intention. However, the reference to quality of the
environment should be extended to recognise the role forestry and agriculture play in maintaining attractive, bio-diverse and economically
active rural areas.
Acceptance:
Agreed Response:
Accepted
Changes to be made
Questions over the role of supplementary guidence to the LDPs should be decided to the relevant Council.
Reference to the role forestry and agriculture play in maintaining attractive, bio-diverse and economically active rural areas should receive
further emphasis.
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Rep. Number
479

9

Subject

General

Summary
Recognise that the form and content of the plan is in line with the new Planning Act and seeks to reflect a modernised approach. Would
therefore not expect to see numerous or detailed natural heritage policies in this plan. However, would recommend that model policies are
included in the plan to safeguard designated nature conservation sites as such policies are a key part of the strategy to secure a high quality
environment.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
The use of model policies as suggested is more appropriate for the local development plans in the implementation of the structure plan
strategy. The plan does give considerable weight to the protection of the environment and the importance of international designations will
be further highlighted.
Rep. Number
479

10

Subject

General

Summary
The plan should recognise the need to safeguard the setting of the Cairngorms National Park from the impacts of large scale developments
outside its boundary (i.e. for renewable energy). NPF2 identifies the CNP as a National Designation and the CNP Plan identifies the need to
safeguard the landscape character and visual amenity of the Park.
Acceptance:
Partially accept
Changes to be made
Agreed Response:
This is a matter that Aberdeenshire will need to consider in their local development plan. Although fairly marginal to the stated purpose of
this structure plan, a releference will be added to the 'Quality of the environment section' which emphasises the need to take into account
sites which may lie outwith the structure plan area. This will cover the National Park as well as the designations.
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Section 2: Summary of responses resulting in no change
Rep. Number
197

17

Subject

Presentation

Summary
The plan is both clear and easy to read.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
Rep. Number
247

7

Subject

Presentation

Summary
The draft structure plan is clear and easy to read.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
248

7

Subject

Presentation

Summary
The draft structure plan is clear and easy to read.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
249

7

Subject

Presentation

Summary
The draft structure plan is clear and easy to read.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
250

7

Subject

Presentation

Summary
The draft structure plan is clear and easy to read.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
251

7

Subject

Presentation

Summary
The draft structure plan is clear and easy to read.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This expression of support is welcome.
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Rep. Number
252

7

Subject

Presentation

Summary
The draft structure plan is clear and easy to read.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
255

19

Subject

Presentation

Summary
Most individuals are concerned about the housing component of the plan, and how it affects their community. However, because this
aspect of the plan is subsumed in various other issues (deliberately as you point out) it is not easy for the layman to ascertain the
implications for his town or village.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Communities are interested in the impact of development not just the housing element . As a strategic document the Draft Structure Plan is
not designed to go down to the level of detail of individual towns, villages or communites. That will be addressed through local development
plans.
Rep. Number
267

1

Subject

Presentation

Summary
The draft plan is clearly a departure from previous plans in Scotland, embraces the forthcoming planning legislation and adopts a positive
and ambitious stance. This is to be applauded.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
267

22

Subject

Presentation

Summary
In general terms the structure plan is commendably concise and to the point.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcomed.
Rep. Number
278

27

Subject

Presentation

Summary
Aberdeen City Council and Aberdeenshire Council are to be greatly commended in their attempts to provide a clear and easy to read
document. It is felt that subject to earlier comments this has been achieved.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
278

28

Subject

Presentation

Summary
The draft structure plan addresses many different audiences. It is considered that in an attempt to prepare a clear, easy to read document
the complex and technical issues in planning for the development of the City Region until 2030 have been over-simplified.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Any concise document designed to address a complex reality requires a level of simplification. However, it is not thought that the draft
structure plan is an over-simplification.
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Rep. Number
291

13

Subject

Presentation

Summary
The draft plan is well laid out, easy to read and understandable by making easy reference to identified issues, targets and monitoring
methods.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
299

30

Subject

Presentation

Summary
Some parts of the text are clear and contain very worthwhile statements of intent.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
306

1

Subject

Presentation

Summary
Very well presented and easy to understand.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
307

19

Subject

Presentation

Summary
The DSP is, with any aforementioned caveats, reasonably clear and easy to read.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is noted.
Rep. Number
309

1

Subject

Presentation

Summary
Easy to read.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This experssion of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
328

1

Subject

Presentation

Summary
We found the document clear and easy to follow.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
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Rep. Number
382

4

Subject

Presentation

Summary
In a document that is supposed to deliver matter-of-fact information the use of 'we' has no place, neither declarations of will or commitment.
While irrelevance of phrasing is a feature of the whole document page 5 contains a few graphic examples.
'By 2030, Aberdeen City and Shire will be an even more exciting, modern and sustainable European city region '
The phrasing could be found in any sales promotion (exciting and modern cars, mobile phones, computers, package holidays ... ) - I would
like to think that no-one would wish the region to be dull, backwards and environmentally irresponsible.
'We will have acted confidently and taken the courageous decisions necessary '
And again on the same page:
'We will do this in a confident and courageous way.' (Not inconfidently and cowardly?) Who is going to implement this plan - Braveheart?
Rob Roy? President Bush?
'We are committed to all the aims as a whole. This is the only way we will be able to achieve our vision.' This addresses the reader on a Bobthe-Builder level (Can we fix it? Yes!).
Sentences like these are of no information value. They are supposed to win people, not to inform them, and are nothing else but a smoke
screen to conceal an underlying agenda.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

A structure plan has a number of roles and audiences. The delivery of "matter of fact" information is only one of them. The use of the plural
personal pronoun "we" is a feature of the plain English review of the document. Its use is not inappropriate in the context of this plan. The
expression of commitment and intention on the part of the two Councils is a vital element of the plan.
Rep. Number
397

20

Subject

Presentation

Summary
The plan is generally easy to read.
.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcomed.
Rep. Number
426

14

Subject

Presentation

Summary
It is clear and easy, which makes its shortcomings more apparent. But sadly, there is little more here than put the houses near the transport
links and the available spare money to the failing areas.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan presents a clear and rounded view of future development in the area.
Rep. Number
451

13

Subject

Presentation

Summary
The plan is clear and easy to read.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
452

16

Subject

Presentation

Summary
Presentation is clear.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This expression of support is welcome.
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Rep. Number
459

8

Subject

Presentation

Summary
Most of the plan is clear and easy to read.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Do not accept

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
459

9

Subject

Presentation

Summary
However, it lacks substance and leaves many concerns.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

As a strategic document it is not the role of the structure plan to provide answers to all the detailed questions that communities may have,
these will be addressed through local development plans.
Rep. Number
465

1

Subject

Presentation

Summary
The clarity of format and concise nature of the plan is welcomed, as is the aim of preparing a short visionary document embracing the spirit
of the new system under modernisation of the planning system.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
476

13

Subject

Presentation

Summary
This document is welcomed as a clear and concise articulation of strategic development proposals. However, a further level of detail is
required to convert these strategic proposals into specific development proposals which can be identified by developers, it is hoped this will
be incorporated in LDP's.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome. LDPs will indeed have an important role in providing detail to implement this plan.
Rep. Number
259

2

Subject

Introduction

Summary
There is a sentence stating ‘both councils will use the it (the structure plan) in appropriate cases to help decide whether a planning
application would take the area in the right direction.’ Surely the Councils should use it in all cases not only in appropriate cases. Should
the Council only use it in appropriate cases then these cases need to be identified in the Structure Plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Many planning application, such as householder applications, are of a nature and scale which mean that the content of the structure plan is
unlikely to be critical to their determination. The Paragraph already highlights the importance of the development plan in the decision making
process and future detail is not required.
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Rep. Number
382

3

Subject

Introduction

Summary
The Aberdeen City and Shire Draft Structure Plan does not supply any reference list at the end of the document which would give evidence
of the sources, expertise, studies or research projects linked to structural change in the north-east of Scotland.
Accordingly, there are no references to the universities or research institutes which have been approached or involved in research and/or
monitoring of the various and complex processes associated with the structural change in the region.
Particularly the exact nature of the mentioned 'international influences' remains unclear.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

It is accepted that the draft plan does not present the references sought. However, the Report of Survey and the Strategic Environmental
Assessment do provide the required information.
International influences range from European Directives (relating to waste, for example) to European natural heritage designations and
global imperatives of climate change.
Rep. Number
397

21

Subject

Introduction

Summary
It is very disappointing that a document awarded the Crystal Mark contains a serious grammatical error in line 1 of its Introduction:
"Aberdeen City and Shire is recognised..". They is, is they?!
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

"Aberdeen City and Shire" is being used as a single entity, not a combination of two.
Rep. Number
426

15

Subject

Introduction

Summary
There does seem to be an unresolved element as to whether the priority for development comes from local / regional economic pressures,
or from someone’s national needs perspective, or even worse, a compromise - ?
It may also be worth noting, in economic terms, that spending public money on infrastructure is a public necessity, not an investment.
Businesses may derive a competitive advantage from the created assets which may return a financial benefit to them, but it requires a much
more complex fiscal structure before that benefit may be seen to have any return to the public purse or the local community.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The structure plan is part of a hierarchy of planning documents, with the Proposed National Planning Framework 2 (NPF2) above and the
local development plans for Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire below this plan. As such, this plan must reflect the requirements from the
national to the local level.
The provision of infrastructure is mentioned a number of times in the plan and it is acknowledged that a combination of public and private
investment will be required. Spending money on infrastructure is an investment in the area's future.
Rep. Number
450

1

Subject

Introduction

Summary
Coastal shipping connections are an excellent idea but one which will only work as part of a national strategy.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

The draft plan mentions coastal shipping on page 4 in the context of the NPF and the STPR, both national strategies.
Rep. Number
465

9

Subject

Introduction

Summary
TSC7 - Regarding the statement about "coastal shipping" on p.4, the STPR is currently being concluded to be considered by Ministers.
Depending on the outcome of this, there will be an announcement later in 2008.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This has been recognised in the text of the plan. The section on p 4 is explaining a number of elements in the draft NPF2.
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Rep. Number
469

1

Subject

Introduction

Summary
The issue of environmental quality should underpin all land use decisions and the plan should develop this as a fundamental first principle if
it wishes to break the traditional development plan mould and address the very significant challenges ahead.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Environmental quality is vital to the future of the area but the plan recognises both economic growth and diversification as well as
sustainable development and climate change as the main aims of the plan. The plan seeks to take significant action on both of these.
Rep. Number
188

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Generally supportive of the vision.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
193

2

Subject

Vision

Summary
Generally supportive of the Vision but concern with how the progress towards the vision will be measured.
It is aspirational with no specific or tangible targets and not clear how the objectives will achieve the vision.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Targets are included in the plan in relation to individual objectives but consideration will be given in the monitoring framework to whether
these need to be supplemented in relation to the vision.
Rep. Number
194

2

Subject

Vision

Summary
Generally supportive of the vision set out in the draft plan, particularly in respect of the intention to act confidentially to further develop a
robust and resilient economy.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
194

3

Subject

Vision

Summary
It is considered that there may be difficulty in ascertaining whether or not the plan achieves its vision without specific targets against which
monitoring could take place.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Targets are included in the plan in relation to individual objectives but consideration will be given in the monitoring framework to whether
these need to be supplemented in relation to the vision. However, this need not be included in the plan itself.
Rep. Number
195

2

Subject

Vision

Summary
Generally supportive of the Vision but concern with how the progress towards the vision will be measured.
It is aspirational with no specific or tangible targets and not clear how the objectives will achieve the vision.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Targets are included in the plan in relation to individual objectives but consideration will be given in the monitoring framework to whether
these need to be supplemented in relation to the vision.
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Rep. Number
196

2

Subject

Vision

Summary
Generally supportive of the Vision but concern with how the progress towards the vision will be measured. It is aspirational with no specific
or tangible targets and not clear how the objectives will achieve the vision.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Targets are included in the plan in relation to individual objectives but consideration will be given in the monitoring framework to whether
these need to be supplemented in relation to the vision.
Rep. Number
197

2

Subject

Vision

Summary
Support the vision and in particular the recognition given to the knowledge economy. However, both Council's will have to put these words
into actions and ensure they act confidently and courageously. The vision is sufficiently clear and aspirational.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome. The Action Programme will go into greater detail.
Rep. Number
198

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Generally support the vision.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
199

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Generally support the plan's vision.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
200

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Generally supportive of the vision.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
201

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Generally supportive of the vision.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This expression of support is welcome.
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Rep. Number
206

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Strong support for the vision and aims and agree it is vital to provide enough people, homes and jobs. Welcome that the plan is aspirational
in its approach rather than just based on forecasts.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
207

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Strong support for the vision and aims and agree it is vital to provide enough people, homes and jobs. Welcome that the plan is aspirational
in its approach rather than just based on forecasts.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
208

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Strong support for the vision and aims and agree it is vital to provide enough people, homes and jobs. Welcome that the plan is aspirational
in its approach rather than just based on forecasts.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
209

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Strong support for the vision and aims and agree it is vital to provide enough people, homes and jobs. Welcome that the plan is aspirational
in its approach rather than just based on forecasts.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
210

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Strong support for the vision and aims and agree it is vital to provide enough people, homes and jobs. Welcome that the plan is aspirational
in its approach rather than just based on forecasts.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
211

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Strong support for the vision and aims and agree it is vital to provide enough people, homes and jobs. Welcome that the plan is aspirational
in its approach rather than just based on forecasts.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
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Rep. Number
212

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Strong support for the vision and aims and agree it is vital to provide enough people, homes and jobs. Welcome that the plan is aspirational
in its approach rather than just based on forecasts.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
213

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Support for the vision and aims and agree it is vital to provide enough people, homes and jobs. Welcome that the plan is aspirational in its
approach rather than just based on forecasts.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
214

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Strong support for the vision and aims and agree it is vital to provide enough people, homes and jobs. Welcome that the plan is aspirational
in its approach rather than just based on forecasts.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
215

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Strong support for the vision and aims and agree it is vital to provide enough people, homes and jobs. Welcome that the plan is aspirational
in its approach rather than just based on forecasts.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
216

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Strong support for the vision and aims and agree it is vital to provide enough people, homes and jobs. Welcome that the plan is aspirational
in its approach rather than just based on forecasts.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
217

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Strong support for the vision and aims and agree it is vital to provide enough people, homes and jobs. Welcome that the plan is aspirational
in its approach rather than just based on forecasts.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
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Rep. Number
218

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Strong support for the vision and aims and agree it is vital to provide enough people, homes and jobs. Welcome that the plan is aspirational
in its approach rather than just based on forecasts.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
219

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Support the vision and aims and agree it is vital to provide enough people, homes and jobs. Welcome that the plan is aspirational in its
approach rather than just based on forecasts.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
220

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Support the vision and aims and agree it is vital to provide enough people, homes and jobs. Welcome that the plan is aspirational in its
approach rather than just based on forecasts.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
221

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Support the vision and aims and agree it is vital to provide enough people, homes and jobs. Welcome that the plan is aspirational in its
approach rather than just based on forecasts.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
222

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Support the vision and aims and agree it is vital to provide enough people, homes and jobs. Welcome that the plan is aspirational in its
approach rather than just based on forecasts.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
223

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Support the vision and aims and agree it is vital to provide enough people, homes and jobs. Welcome that the plan is aspirational in its
approach rather than just based on forecasts.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
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Rep. Number
224

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Support the vision and aims and agree it is vital to provide enough people, homes and jobs. Welcome that the plan is aspirational in its
approach rather than just based on forecasts.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
225

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Support the vision and aims and agree it is vital to provide enough people, homes and jobs. Welcome that the plan is aspirational in its
approach rather than just based on forecasts.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
226

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Support the vision and aims and agree it is vital to provide enough people, homes and jobs. Welcome that the plan is aspirational in its
approach rather than just based on forecasts.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
227

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Support the vision and aims and agree it is vital to provide enough people, homes and jobs. Welcome that the plan is aspirational in its
approach rather than just based on forecasts.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
228

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Support the vision and aims and agree it is vital to provide enough people, homes and jobs. Welcome that the plan is aspirational in its
approach rather than just based on forecasts.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
229

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Support the vision and aims and agree it is vital to provide enough people, homes and jobs. Welcome that the plan is aspirational in its
approach rather than just based on forecasts.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
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Rep. Number
230

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Support the vision to create an exciting, modern and sustainable place to live and do business. However, reference to growth would better
reflect the plans overall tone. Would therefore suggest "a growing, robust and resilient economy".
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. However "robust and resililient" is appropriate in this context, with growth and
diversification the means to achieving it.
Rep. Number
232

2

Subject

Vision

Summary
Support the vision to create an exciting, modern and sustainable place to live and do business. However, reference to growth would better
reflect the plans overall tone. Would therefore suggest "a growing, robust and resilient economy".
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. However "robust and resililient" is appropriate in this context, with growth and
diversification the means to achieving it.
Rep. Number
234

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Support the vision to create an exciting, modern and sustainable place to live and do business. However, reference to growth would better
reflect the plans overall tone. Would therefore suggest "a growing, robust and resilient economy".
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. However "robust and resililient" is appropriate in this context, with growth and
diversification the means to achieving it.
Rep. Number
236

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Support the vision to create an exciting, modern and sustainable place to live and do business. However, reference to growth would better
reflect the plans overall tone. Would therefore suggest "a growing, robust and resilient economy".
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. However "robust and resililient" is appropriate in this context, with growth and
diversification the means to achieving it.
Rep. Number
238

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Support the vision to create an exciting, modern and sustainable place to live and do business. However, reference to growth would better
reflect the plans overall tone. Would therefore suggest "a growing, robust and resilient economy".
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. However "robust and resililient" is appropriate in this context, with growth and
diversification the means to achieving it.
Rep. Number
239

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Support the vision to create an exciting, modern and sustainable place to live and do business. However, reference to growth would better
reflect the plans overall tone. Would therefore suggest "a growing, robust and resilient economy".
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. However "robust and resililient" is appropriate in this context, with growth and
diversification the means to achieving it.
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Rep. Number
240

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Support the vision to create an exciting, modern and sustainable place to live and do business. However, reference to growth would better
reflect the plans overall tone. Would therefore suggest "a growing, robust and resilient economy".
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. However "robust and resililient" is appropriate in this context, with growth and
diversification the means to achieving it.
Rep. Number
241

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Support the vision to create an exciting, modern and sustainable place to live and do business. However, reference to growth would better
reflect the plans overall tone. Would therefore suggest "a growing, robust and resilient economy".
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. However "robust and resililient" is appropriate in this context, with growth and
diversification the means to achieving it.
Rep. Number
242

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Support the vision to create an exciting, modern and sustainable place to live and do business. Growth is a key message in the plan, but is
an obvious exclusion from the vision; suggest this is altered.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The use of the wording ‘further develop’ implies growing and changes. However the specific mention of growth would add to the vision and
better relate it to the plan as a whole.
Rep. Number
243

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Generally support the vision, although lengthy it does reflect the objectives and aims of the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
255

4

Subject

Vision

Summary
The vision reads well as a political statement. However it is difficult to see the merit of it in a spatial planning context, as it has no
measurable targets against which one might test whether the vision has been realized. There is no obvious correlation between the vision
and the aims of the plan which follow.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Targets are included in the plan in relation to individual objectives but consideration will be given in the monitoring framework to whether
these need to be supplemented in relation to the vision.
Rep. Number
261

2

Subject

Vision

Summary
We commend the plan's vision but would also place emphasis on a robust and resilient economy which is "diverse" in nature. The vision
should allow for the area to be recognised for proactive economic development to allow for this to happen.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Diversity is recognised withing the plan as fundamental to achieving a robust and resilient economy. However this does not require mention
in the vision.
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Rep. Number
264

3

Subject

Vision

Summary
The content of the structure plan with particular regard to the housing section will preclude any possibility of achieving the vision. In
particular the preferred strategic option will unduly constrain development options.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The draft plan proposes significant housing development in a range of locations to help deliver the vision.
Rep. Number
267

2

Subject

Vision

Summary
The vision does seem to be more economy focused than the previous draft version which is appropriate as the economy of the region will be
the driver for growth.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
267

3

Subject

Vision

Summary
It is critical that the structure plan recognises that the current economic downturn is a temporary situation.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

It is not necessary or appropriate for the Structure Plan to mention the economic downturn. This plan considers development up till 2030
and the current economic situation will not have bearing on this. Changes can also be made to the plan every five years to allow for
changes such as this, if necessary.
Rep. Number
271

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Support the vision of the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
272

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Support the vision.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
273

2

Subject

Vision

Summary
Supports the vision.
Must be realised that this can only be achieved if there is supporting development in appropriate locations which can meet the needs of the
current and future population and business requirements, in the most sustainable fashion, to address potential concerns about adverse
impacts on the local environment.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
Site specific allocations will be dealt with through the Local Development Plan process.
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Rep. Number
276

2

Subject

Vision

Summary
Welcome high aspirations and in particular:
-The objective to aim high, combining the knowledge economy and a high quality of life
-The recognition that a significant scale of growth and infrastructure investment is required
-The emphasis placed on retaining and indeed growing population, homes and services
-The need to address differences in wealth and opportunity
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
Rep. Number
278

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Although the Vision is aspirational in nature there should be clear means by which its attainment or otherwise can be measured.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Targets are included in the plan in relation to individual objectives but consideration will be given in the monitoring framework to whether
these need to be supplemented in relation to the vision.
Rep. Number
281

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Support the aspirations of the structure plan and the level of development proposed, which will release the major constraint on land supply
that has adversely affected and constrained the region in recent years. Fully endorse the response from Homes for Scotland.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
282

4

Subject

Vision

Summary
The vision is meaningless if not translated into action in the rest of the plan. Large sections have failed to act courageously to further
develop a robust and resilient economy. The same mistakes have been made as in NEST and its predecessor to deliver an adequate level
of land to support economic growth.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan proposes significant additional land to support economic growth.
Rep. Number
284

4

Subject

Vision

Summary
Propose amendments to the vision; replace modern with vibrant and end it after sustainable. An additional bullet should be added to the
aims stating that "ensure that existing communities are able to thrive and grow into settlements that are both sustainable and an efficient
use of resources".
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The suggested deletion is not supported as the meaning of the vision would be lost.
The additional aim suggested to adequately dealt with under the other aims.
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Rep. Number
286

4

Subject

Vision

Summary
Further consideration has to be given to the proposed vision and aims; similar visions in NEST and the GSP have failed to be recognised.
The vision is vague and difficult to measure, it should take account of other visions, such as ACSEF’s.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The vision is designed to set a general direction which is fleshed out in the rest of the plan.
Extensive work has gone into creating a coherent vision for the city region which is consistent with the regional economic strategy.
An Action Programme will be prepared which will provide more detail in relation to what the two councils and partners need to do to
implement the plan. In addition monitoring has been embedded in the content of the plan.
Rep. Number
287

4

Subject

Vision

Summary
Feel the vision could be even stronger; previous structure plans had similar visions which have failed. Important that wording is not vague or
difficult to measure. The vision should, where appropriate, refer to the ACSEF Action Plan .
Vision should plan for the future, provide a clear definition of economic development, with the region promoted as the energy capital and
economic development and a diverse local economy as the focus.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The vision is designed to set a general direction which is fleshed out in the rest of the plan.
Referring to the ACSEF Action Plan would not be appropriate. Extensive work has gone into creating a coherent vision for the city region
which is consistent with the regional economic strategy.
An Action Programme will be prepared which will provide more detail in relation to what the two councils and partners need to do to
implement the plan. In addition monitoring has been embedded in the content of the plan.a
Rep. Number
291

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
The draft plan is clear and agree in general.
It is ambitious but the principle aims should be achievable.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
Rep. Number
292

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
The vision is verbose with a resulting loss of focus.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

The vision is designed to set a general direction which is fleshed out in the rest of the plan and extensive work has gone into creating a
coherent vision for the city region.
Rep. Number
297

5

Subject

Vision

Summary
The vision is extremely lengthy and goes beyond the normal intent of a vision.
It strays into what would normally form part of subsequent objectives or plans.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The vision is designed to set a general direction which is fleshed out in the rest of the plan and extensive work has gone into creating a
coherent vision for the city region.
A vision should be aspirational (and inspirational) as well as understandable and realistic.
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Rep. Number
298

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Accept vision in principle.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
299

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Vision and Objectives are so broad as to be unobjectionable.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
302

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Vision should reflect the right balance between promoting the need for economic growth whilst protecting the environment, improving quality
of life and addressing climate change.
The structure plan is focussed on a very optamistic view of economic growth and vague on the critical role of social and environmental
issues.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The vision is designed to set a general direction which is fleshed out in the rest of the plan.
Extensive work has gone into creating a coherent vision for the city region which is balanced in terms of environmental, social and economic
issues.
The draft plan takes a rounded view of economic and environmental issues, highlighting that a step-change in the 'quality' of development is
required.
Rep. Number
302

2

Subject

Vision

Summary
Recognise that the council needs to work in partnership with the business community but they appear to be influenced by the volume house
builders who have a vested interest in securing land.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

In preparing the plan discussions have been held with numerous organisations in the public and private sector, all of whom have a role to
play in delivering the plan. Housebuilders, through Homes for Scotland, have a seat on the key stakeholder reference group, but no more
influence than any other member.
Rep. Number
302

3

Subject

Vision

Summary
Needs to be more specific about how the councils will discharge their social and environments responsibilities.
There are general statements of good intent but may lack substance on how they will be achieved.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

An Action Programme will be prepared which will provide more detail in relation to what the two councils and partners need to do to
implement the plan.
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Rep. Number
307

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Broadly agree in principle with the Vision and Aims but have concerns that several deliverables could be outwith the control of the City &
Shire Councils. In particular, the aims relating to; Climate Change and population growth.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

An Action Programme will be prepared which will provide more detail in relation to what the two councils and partners need to do to
implement the plan.
Rep. Number
309

8

Subject

Vision

Summary
Vision is fine but confidence with the council is at all time low.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

It is noted that both Councils will need to act in a confident and courageous way and work in partnership with others to make this vision a
reality.
Rep. Number
315

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Not seen as a vision but vague hopes.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The vision presents an aspiration to work towards and the majority of responses voice support.
Rep. Number
316

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Vision is clear and robust.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
320

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
We question whether or not such ambitious growth is realistic and achievable.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The draft plan does present an ambitious growth strategy for the area. However it is in line with the Scottish Government's aspirations for
growth across Scotland and consistent with "high" forecasts for the area. It is also consistent with the ACSEF manifesto.
Rep. Number
322

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
We agree wholeheartedly with this vision and are happy to play our part in its achievement.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
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Rep. Number
328

3

Subject

Vision

Summary
One of the main reasons we, in Auchenblae, have difficulty in trusting that you will be able to materialize the vision is that houses seems to
"mushroom out of former fields" with very little regard to the infrastructure needed to service and sustain this development. And scant
attention is paid to the type of housing we actually need here.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The plan recognises that a change of course is required to turn the vision into reality. A great deal of work will be done before any
development takes place, this will be through the Action Programme, housing need and demand assessment and masterplans for larger
sites. The actual allocation of sites will be done through the local development plan, which will be subject to extensive consultation.
Rep. Number
330

6

Subject

Vision

Summary
The Scottish Government’s single overarching Purpose, as stated in the Government Economic Strategy, is to focus government and public
services on creating a more successful country with opportunities for all of Scotland to flourish through increasing sustainable economic
growth. SCDI believes that the Structure Plan should restate this overarching Purpose for the planning system.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Since the close of consultation the Scottish Government have published a replacement to SPP1 which sets this out. It is not the role of this
plan to re-state Government policy.
Rep. Number
331

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Whist the vision is laudable, it is also generic and could be applied to any region. We believe that the vision should be specific to this region
and challenging.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The vision and aims of the plan are designed to set a general direction which is fleshed out in the rest of the plan.
A vision should be aspirational (and inspirational) as well as understandable and realistic. Extensive work has gone into creating a coherent
vision for the city region and the plan recognises that a change of course is required to turn the vision into reality.
Rep. Number
333

3

Subject

Vision

Summary
What has been proposed fails to address the main issues it sets out to achieve in terms of sustainable economics and CO2 emissions to
name but two.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

It is unclear what the respondent means by this statement. However the plans vision and aims are clearly implemented by the objectives
which are in turn reviewed through the targets.
Rep. Number
333

4

Subject

Vision

Summary
The plan serves to increase CO2 emissions and does not support sustainable economies it serves to encourage it by promoting City growth
above Shire growth which obviously leads to mass commuting and to some extent migration.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan aims at reducing the need to travel by locating development close to existing communities and public transport networks. It is
unclear how promoting the city will lead to mass commuting. The City has the largest population and as such proposing development there
will reduce the need to travel.
During plan preparation, the carbon footprint of different strategies was assessed. Those which focused development on Aberdeen City
performed better than the alternatives.
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Rep. Number
336

3

Subject

Vision

Summary
The plan requires to be reconsidered and rewritten for a number of very obvious reasons. The visions and aims of the plan contain very wide
generalities which can mean anything that anyone wishes them to mean.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The vision and aims of the plan are designed to set a general direction which is fleshed out in the rest of the plan.
Rep. Number
349

2

Subject

Vision

Summary
The current vision for the Plan is a cumbersome and unwieldy statement. The vision should be short and to the point, encapsulating no
more than the vital essence of the Plan. That vision statement should be augmented by the aims of the Plan, which should be more clearly
define the objectives behind the vision. The current subdivision of the aims into ‘main aims’ and ‘supporting aims’ is unnecessary, as priority
can be afforded by the order in which they are presented.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The vision is designed to set a general direction which is fleshed out in the rest of the plan. However, it is agreed that elements of the vision
could be used graphically for emphasis.
While all aims are seen as important, the first two are broader in scope and merit their elevation. The order does not signify priority.
Extensive work has gone into creating a coherent vision for the city region which is consistent with the regional economic strategy.
Rep. Number
361

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Parts of the overarching vision statement as stated seem to be unclear or use unnecessary hyperbole. How can the region be made to be
'more exciting' through the structure plan and how can the actual level of ‘excitement’ be measured?
Clarification is needed of the terms 'knowledge economy' and 'high-value markets'.
‘Courageous decisions’ also needs clarification - what does this mean in practice? Does it imply acting in an unpopular way or against the
wishes of some proportion of the people?
The plan's vision and aims should be understandable, realistic, and capable of measurement.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The vision is designed to set a general direction which is fleshed out in the rest of the plan.
The glossary contains clarification with regards to the terms 'knowledge economy' and 'high-value markets'.
A vision should be aspirational (and inspirational) as well as understandable and realistic. Monitoring has been embedded in the content of
the plan.
Rep. Number
377

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Basically agree with the draft plan's vision
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
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Rep. Number
379

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Vision is aspirational but very vague.
An alternative vision for a successful and sustainable future is detailed:
"By 2015, Aberdeen City and the Shire will be exporting pearls, food, flowers and clean energy systems. Prosperity will be harvested from
green land. Our deciduous forests will be community owned and managed. Students will come from all corners to study seamanship,
horticulture, and state-of-the -art sustainable technology. The new hi-tec is low-tec.
We will have solved problems like how to surpass the efficiency of lithium batteries as energy storage units and be trading this knowledge.
Aberdeen and the Shire will be famous for it's sail boat building industry and for it's fleet of graceful wind powered ships carrying
passengers and cargo around the globe. Energy sufficient villages and urban living designs built from straw bales and other renewables will
replace industrial wastelands.
Oil companies and other global corporations will be pleased to associate with truly sustainable eco-friendly communities. North East
Scotland will remain one of the most pristine natural environments in the world.
Tourists will flock to visit our ultra modern region.
People will feel comfortable and secure in knowing that whatever happens to the world economy, there will be food to eat and a comfortable
place to live..."
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
The vision is designed to set a general direction which is fleshed out in the rest of the plan.
The alternative suggested is extremely detailed which would not be appropriate in this context.
Rep. Number
397

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
The draft vision starts well but is too long. Suggests altering the second bullet point to:
- "our success in maintaining and improving the unique environment of our area;"
alter the third bullet point to
- "our high quality of life and its high degree of sustainability."
and omit the whole of the existing third (i.e. last) paragraph.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The vision is designed to set a general direction which is fleshed out in the rest of the plan.
Although there may be merit in suggesting an alternative vision, extensive work has gone into creating a coherent vision for the city region
which is consistent with the regional economic strategy. The suggested changes would significantly shift the focus of the vision.
Rep. Number
399

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
The vision appears to be about enhancing the quality of life and quality of enterprise in the region and thus seems well chosen. However, it
is spoilt by the business speak language which makes it all but unintelligible to the reader.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
Ensuring a consistent vision with the regional economic strategy has resulted in this approach, and the plan has been approved by the Plain
English Campaign, receiving a Crystal Mark. There are however, several phrases and words included in the Glossary.
Rep. Number
409

2

Subject

Vision

Summary
The vision is good, admirable and aspirational.
There may be many challenges to face over the next 20-30 years to achieve them and make the vision a reality.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome. The challenges ahead are recognised.
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Rep. Number
412

3

Subject

Vision

Summary
"We will have acted confidently and taken the courageous decisions necessary". Presumably this quote from page 5 of the DSP (Draft
Structure Plan) will extend to firm guidelines on build quality and settlement layout. This was not made clear by the vague language in the
DSP.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The sustainable mixed communities objective (among others) addresses this issue.
Rep. Number
424

2

Subject

Vision

Summary
The "Vision" and "Aims" are vague. They are so universal that could be fit in for anywhere in the whole of Scotland, the rest of the UK, or
even Europe. What kind of European region actually the "Vision" is trying to seek for?
Can it be more specific so that the public actually have the "feel" of the Vision, i.e. the future identity of City and Shire? For instance, Los
Angeles is famed for its Hollywood as the world centre for film production; Edinburgh has its strong cultural background and financial centre
of Scotland.
Why can't the City and Shire continue to be the Centre for energy, medical research, education, seaports, agricultural, fishing, tourism, food
and drinks, etc.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The vision and aims are designed to set the general direction for the city region, which is fleshed out by the rest of the plan.
Rep. Number
426

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Agree with vision, it is sufficiently clear and aspirational.
However it reads as trying too hard not to upset the wide range of interest groups.
Everything is presented as being possible in win-win terms which is not true in reality and the document would be more realistic if it
presented the challenges and problems more realistically.
What are the unique qualities of our environment?
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The plan recognises that a change of course is required to turn the vision into reality. An Action Programme will be prepared which will
provide more detail in relation to what the two councils and partners need to do to implement the plan.
The aims of the plan explicitly recognise that a win - win is not always possible and that the aims need to be balanced against each other.
Rep. Number
426

16

Subject

Vision

Summary
On first reading, little to criticise, except the statement is a hoped for wish-list, not a vision!
By 2030 however, who is going to be accountable?
Plans can talk about "highest standards of urban and rural design", but there is simply no mechanism to enforce this, and improvements
have been promised with at least the last two structure plans.
Support the last line & hope this is meant about everything in the document - and beyond. If meant only about the proceeding sentence
however, it could be taken to mean the opposite.
Please leave space for intelligence to be used in all future decision-making, even if you may think there is none available at the moment.
What is the advantage in constraining the future?
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome. The vision is designed to set a general direction which is fleshed out in the rest of the plan.
A structure plan is a high level strategic land use planning document thus accountabillity is outwith the remit of the plan. An Action
Programme will be prepared which will provide more detail in relation to what the two councils and partners need to do to implement the
plan. Monitoring has been embedded in the content of the plan.
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Rep. Number
441

2

Subject

Vision

Summary
The vision is clear and worth aspiring to.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
447

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
The vision for the plan is welcome, however on further reading the words are hollow with many contradictions.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for the vision of the plan is welcomed. Every effort has been made to make the plan clear and concise. More detail is needed to fully
comment on specific contradictions.
Rep. Number
449

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Grand vision, but perhaps too idealistic.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

In order to meet the challenges the region faces over the plan period, the vision must be aspirational.
Rep. Number
452

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
The plan is clear and the vision is aspirational.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
457

2

Subject

Vision

Summary
Support the level of services proposed to maintain and improve quality of life.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
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Rep. Number
469

2

Subject

Vision

Summary
Overall the approach outlined is still disappointing and shows limited emphasis on sustainable development. Although the word 'sustainable'
is used in the vision and the plan, there is little evidence to suggest that detailed actions will in any way differ from the present. All
development is incremental, even 'less damaging' developments are additional to the existing demands on the environment.
That phrase "lead the way towards development being sustainable" is rather weak, lacks commitment and should place more emphasis on
the conservation of natural resources and biodiversity. Instead, the vision should state that development should take place especially in the
knowledge economy and high value markets "while reducing the environmental footprint of development in the region". This is the only
sensible approach possible, otherwise it remains business as usual.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The vision and draft plan takes a rounded view of economic, environmental and social issues, highlighting that a step-change in the 'quality'
of development is required to turn the vision into reality. The draft plan highlights methods (such as the use of masterplanning) which will
limit the degree of incremental developments occuring in the city region. An Action Programme will be prepared which will provide more
detail in relation to what the two councils and partners need to do to implement the plan whilst monitoring has been embedded throughout
the content of the plan.
Extensive work has gone into creating a coherent vision for the city region and sets a general direction which is fleshed out in the rest of the
plan. A vision should be aspirational (and inspirational) as well as understandable and realistic.
Rep. Number
470

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
The vision needs to be aspirational and reflect the visions of ACSEF, including positioning the City and Shire as the location of choice for
high value oil and gas and renewable energy organisations and the first choice for organisations of all sizes operating in other high quality
niche markets.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The vision is aspirational and was prepared taking the ACSEF vision into account. There is a high degree of overlap between the two
visions, although the economy is only one of the issues that needs to be encompassed by the structure plan visions. No inconsistency has
been identified.
Rep. Number
472

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Wonder if phrases such as 'knowledge economy' and 'high value markets' enhance the readers understanding. Also unsure if being
'recognised' is an accurate statement of the plan's ambition and introduces the risk that the full potential will not be realised. There is an
opportunity here to be both inspirational and influential with the aims such as to be the 'highest achieving' or 'market leading' local
authorities. Aiming for this motivates both employees and residents. The vision could be enhanced if 'protecting and enhancing the unique
qualities of our environment' or 'sustaining and improving our quality of life' was added.
Connected to 'our high quality of life' the vision would be enhanced by including a desire to work in partnership to make the City and Shire
the safest environments. Could also consider mentioning we are recognised for developing strategies to inspire good citizenship.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Extensive work has gone into creating a coherent vision for the city region and sets a general direction which is fleshed out in the rest of the
plan (aims, objectives and targets). The vision and draft plan takes a rounded view of economic, environmental and social issues,
highlighting that a step-change in the 'quality' of development is required to turn the vision into reality.
The phrases 'knowledge economy' and 'high value markets' are further explained in the glossary should the reader not understand the
meaning of the phrase within a land use planning context.
The draft plan has been prepared following extensive consultation with the public, private and voluntary sectors. Developing strategies to
inspire good citizenship is outwith the remit of a strategic high level land use planning document and is best covered within the remit of
other regional and/or local strategies.
Rep. Number
476

1

Subject

Vision

Summary
Support the prominence given to further develop a robust and resilient economy. This is necessary to generate the wealth necessary to
deliver all the other aspirations in the vision. A reasonable balance appears to have been reached.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
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Rep. Number
184

5

Subject

Aims

Summary
Pleased to note the plan's aims on quality of life and sustainable mixed communities.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
185

4

Subject

Aims

Summary
Pleased to note the plans aims on quality of life and sustainable mixed communities.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
186

3

Subject

Aims

Summary
Pleased to note the plans aims on quality of life and sustainable mixed communities.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
188

12

Subject

Aims

Summary
Generally supportive of the aims.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
190

3

Subject

Aims

Summary
Aims appear relatively comprehensive but should all be given equal status.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
All the aims are important but the first two are broader in scope and merit their elevation.
Rep. Number
193

3

Subject

Aims

Summary
Aims appear relatively comprehensive but should all be given equal status or housing to be included in the main aims.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The topic of housing relates to all six aims and should not be isolated in the manner suggested. While all aims are seen as important, the
first two are broader in scope and merit their elevation.
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Rep. Number
194

4

Subject

Aims

Summary
All aims in the plan are as equally important as each other.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

All the aims are important but the first two are broader in scope and merit their elevation.
Rep. Number
195

3

Subject

Aims

Summary
Aims appear relatively comprehensive but should all be given equal status or housing to be included in the main aims.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The topic of housing relates to all six aims and should not be isolated in the manner suggested. While all aims are seen as important, the
first two are broader in scope and merit their elevation.
Rep. Number
196

3

Subject

Aims

Summary
Aims appear relatively comprehensive but should all be given equal status.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

All the aims are important but the first two are broader in scope and merit their elevation.
Rep. Number
197

3

Subject

Aims

Summary
Particular support is given to the aim to make sure the area has enough people, homes and jobs to support the level of services needed to
maintain and improve the quality of life. The shortage of housing has an impact on the University.
Also support the aim to protect and improve the built, natural and cultural heritage.
Consider that the aims should also cater for the educational needs of the NE with a view to building the knowledge economy and
encouraging students to remain here.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Education comes under the deliniation of infrastructure and therefore the fifth aim about creating sustainable mixed communities. It is also
referred to on p.19 under 'providing infrastructure'.
Rep. Number
198

2

Subject

Aims

Summary
Given the importance of housing throughout the plan, it is considered that this should be included under the main aim. Alternatively, all the
aims should be given the same status.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The topic of housing relates to all six aims and should not be isolated in the manner suggested. While all aims are seen as important, the
first two are broader in scope and merit their elevation.
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Rep. Number
199

2

Subject

Aims

Summary
Given the importance of housing throughout the plan, consider this topic should be included under the main aims. Alternatively, all aims
should be given equal status.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The topic of housing relates to all six aims and should not be isolated in the manner suggested. While all aims are seen as important, the
first two are broader in scope and merit their elevation.
Rep. Number
200

2

Subject

Aims

Summary
Given the importance of housing throught the plan, consider this topic should be included under the main aims. Alternatively, all aims should
be given equal status.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The topic of housing relates to all six aims and should not be isolated in the manner suggested. While all aims are seen as important, the
first two are broader in scope and merit their elevation.
Rep. Number
201

2

Subject

Aims

Summary
Given the importance of housing throught the plan, consider this topic should be included under the main aims. Alternatively, all aims should
be given equal status.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The topic of housing relates to all six aims and should not be isolated in the manner suggested. While all aims are seen as important, the
first two are broader in scope and merit their elevation.
Rep. Number
205

1

Subject

Aims

Summary
Broadly support the aims of the plan, but feel there is a lack of acknowledgement of the role of health services when considering sustainable
development. Recognition should be given to the role of community facilities to support strategic growth and the ability of existing facilities to
support existing, new and expanded communities. The levels of growth discussed within the plan will require considerable investment in
healthcare facilities throughout the City and Shire.
Suitable sites will be required to be identified at an early stage to ensure that the physical infrastructure and manpower and human
resources are available to operate new facilities. These sites should be centrally located, visible, accessible and be well served by public
transport.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
The importance of community facilities, including healthcare facilities is recognised in the plan. However, the aims of the plan are not the
place to highlight this. Suitable sites will be identified as appropriate through the local development plan process.
Rep. Number
233

1

Subject

Aims

Summary
Difficult to object to the main aims and objectives, these are quite general and follow basic principles of set out in SPP and PAN documents.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
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Rep. Number
234

2

Subject

Aims

Summary
The aims are generally welcomed as they are generic statements reflecting national policy. If there is criticism of these aims it is that that
they are not City and Shire specific.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted.
Rep. Number
235

1

Subject

Aims

Summary
Difficult to object to the main aims and objectives, these are quite general and follow basic principles of set out in SPP and PAN documents.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
Rep. Number
235

2

Subject

Aims

Summary
Concerned that the stated recognition "the need to maintain and improve the communities and services they depend on" is not reflected in
the aims, strategy or targets.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The aim around sustainable mixed communities covers this issue.
Rep. Number
236

2

Subject

Aims

Summary
It would be beneficial to set out the aims in a clearer manner showing the hierarchy of what appear to be primary and secondary aims. If the
secondary aims are to support the two main / principal aims they could be referred to as action points or similar. Would also suggest there
should be three main aims, with the creation of sustainable mixed communities elevated to a principal aim.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

It is important that all six are aims, although the first two (main aims) are broader in scope and justify their elevation. While the creation of
sustainable mixed communities is very important, it doesn't have the scope of the main aim and is justifiably a supporting aim.
Rep. Number
237

2

Subject

Aims

Summary
It would be beneficial to set out the aims in a clearer manner showing the hierarchy of what appear to be primary and secondary aims. If the
secondary aims are to support the two main / principal aims they could be referred to as action points or similar. Would also suggest there
should be three main aims, with the creation of sustainable mixed communities elevated to a principal aim.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

It is important that all six are aims, although the first two (main aims) are broader in scope and justify their elevation. While the creation of
sustainable mixed communities is very important, it doesn't have the scope of the main aim and is justifiably a supporting aim.
Rep. Number
238

2

Subject

Aims

Summary
It would be beneficial to set out the aims in a clearer manner showing the hierarchy of what appear to be primary and secondary aims. If the
secondary aims are to support the two main / principal aims they could be referred to as action points or similar. Would also suggest there
should be three main aims, with the creation of sustainable mixed communities elevated to a principal aim, though there is a need for the
Scottish Government to define "balanced mixed communities".
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

It is important that all six are aims, although the first two (main aims) are broader in scope and justify their elevation. While the creation of
sustainable mixed communities is very important, it does not have the scope of the main aim and is justifiably a supporting aim.
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Rep. Number
239

2

Subject

Aims

Summary
It would be beneficial to set out the aims in a clearer manner showing the hierarchy of what appear to be primary and secondary aims. If the
secondary aims are to support the two main / principal aims they could be referred to as action points or similar. Would also suggest there
should be three main aims, with the creation of sustainable mixed communities elevated to a main aim.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

It is important that all six are aims, although the first two (main aims) are broader in scope and justify their elevation. While the creation of
sustainable mixed communities is very important, it doesn't have the scope of the main aim and is justifiably a supporting aim.
Rep. Number
240

2

Subject

Aims

Summary
It would be beneficial to set out the aims in a clearer manner showing the hierarchy of what appear to be primary and secondary aims. If the
secondary aims are to support the two main / principal aims they could be referred to as action points or similar. Would also suggest there
should be three main aims, with the creation of sustainable mixed communities elevated to a main aim.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

It is important that all six are aims, although the first two (main aims) are broader in scope and justify their elevation. While the creation of
sustainable mixed communities is very important, it doesn't have the scope of the main aim and is justifiably a supporting aim.
Rep. Number
241

2

Subject

Aims

Summary
It would be beneficial to set out the aims in a clearer manner showing the hierarchy of what appear to be primary and secondary aims. If the
secondary aims are to support the two main / principal aims they could be referred to as action points or similar. Would also suggest there
should be three main aims, with the creation of sustainable mixed communities elevated to a principal aim, though there is a need for the
Scottish Government to define "balanced mixed communities".
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

It is important that all six are aims, although the first two (main aims) are broader in scope and justify their elevation. While the creation of
sustainable mixed communities is very important, it doesn't have the scope of the main aim and is justifiably a supporting aim.
Rep. Number
242

2

Subject

Aims

Summary
Generally welcome the aims, but believe there should be no distinction between primary and secondary aims.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
All the aims are important but the first two are broader in scope and merit their elevation.
Rep. Number
243

2

Subject

Aims

Summary
Generally welcome the aims of the plan, however, believe that all are important and no distinction should be made between primary and
secondary aims.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
All the aims are important but the first two are broader in scope and merit their elevation.
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Rep. Number
247

2

Subject

Aims

Summary
We broadly agree with the identification of the two main aims and the four supporting aims
The second supporting aim could however be reworded to include the words"...and make best use of" after "...protect and improve" and
before "our valued assets and resources".
Also give consideration to including an additional element to another aim, or a standalone aim advocating, and supporting, innovation in
renewable energy, maximising the natural resources available.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
The terms 'assets' and 'resources' already indicate making appropriate use of our built and natural environment and cultural heritage.
Issues around natural resources and energy are addressed in the main aims.
Rep. Number
248

2

Subject

Aims

Summary
We broadly agree with the identification of the two main aims and the four supporting aims
The second supporting aim could however be reworded to include the words"...and make best use of" after "...protect and improve" and
before "our valued assets and resources".
Also give consideration to including an additional element to another aim, or a standalone aim advocating, and supporting, innovation in
renewable energy, maximising the natural resources available.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
The terms 'assets' and 'resources' already indicate making appropriate use of our built and natural environment and cultural heritage.
Issues around natural resources and energy are addressed in the main aims.
Rep. Number
249

2

Subject

Aims

Summary
We broadly agree with the identification of the two main aims and the four supporting aims
The second supporting aim could however be reworded to include the words"...and make best use of" after "...protect and improve" and
before "our valued assets and resources".
Also give consideration to including an additional element to another aim, or a standalone aim advocating, and supporting, innovation in
renewable energy, maximizsng the natural resources available.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
The terms 'assets' and 'resources' already indicate making appropriate use of our built and natural environment and cultural heritage.
Issues around natural resources and energy are addressed in the main aims.
Rep. Number
250

2

Subject

Aims

Summary
We broadly agree with the identification of the two main aims and the four supporting aims
The second supporting aim could however be reworded to include the words"...and make best use of" after "...protect and improve" and
before "our valued assets and resources".
Also give consideration to including an additional element to another aim, or a standalone aim advocating, and supporting, innovation in
renewable energy, maximisng the natural resources available.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
The terms 'assets' and 'resources' already indicate making appropriate use of our built and natural environment and cultural heritage.
Issues around natural resources and energy are addressed in the main aims.
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Rep. Number
251

2

Subject

Aims

Summary
We broadly agree with the identification of the two main aims and the four supporting aims
The second supporting aim could however be reworded to include the words"...and make best use of" after "...protect and improve" and
before "our valued assets and resources".
Also give consideration to including an additional element to another aim, or a standalone aim advocating, and supporting, innovation in
renewable energy, maximisng the natural resources available.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
The terms 'assets' and 'resources' already indicate making appropriate use of our built and natural environment and cultural heritage.
Issues around natural resources and energy are addressed in the main aims.
Rep. Number
252

2

Subject

Aims

Summary
We broadly agree with the identification of the two main aims and the four supporting aims
The second supporting aim could however be reworded to include the words"...and make best use of" after "...protect and improve" and
before "our valued assets and resources".
Also give consideration to including an additional element to another aim, or a standalone aim advocating, and supporting, innovation in
renewable energy, maximizsng the natural resources available.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
The terms 'assets' and 'resources' already indicate making appropriate use of our built and natural environment and cultural heritage.
Issues around natural resources and energy are addressed in the main aims.
Rep. Number
255

5

Subject

Aims

Summary
The aims of the plan are set out in six bullet points. Two of these seem to be primary aims, while the rest are subsidiary. Inevitably
perhaps, some of the aims are potentially contradictory. This immediately creates a tension by providing mixed messages to developers,
the public and officials alike. Aims in a plan are generally used when trying to establish whether a development proposal is in accord with or
contrary to the plan. It is important, therefore, to give the aims some ranking, so that when there is a potential conflict, the plan can offer
positive guidance on how that conflict is to be resolved. The Trump leisure development is a good example of the problem created by this
lack of guidance – when it is not clear whether the weight given to economic development is more significant than that given to
environmental concerns. When no such guidance is available subjectivity generally rules, and that should generally be avoided, if at all
possible, in the evaluation of planning applications.
Bancon would suggest that the primary aim of the plan should be to foster the economic growth of the region, perhaps followed by
‘sustainability’. They would then rank the further aims (all of which they would support) in order of import.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The circumstances noted are recognised which is why the plan identifies main and supporting aims. The potential for conflict is also
recognised in the text at the bottom of page 5, but balanced judgements will have to be made in assessing applications.
Rep. Number
261

3

Subject

Aims

Summary
The first aim should allow for "a strong yet flexible" framework in order for the plan to be flexible over the period of its shelf life and allow for
altering circumstances in an ever changing physical, social and economic environment. It should aim to be proactive with the ability to be
reactive.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

It is important that the framework is strong. Flexibility is required in the way the plan is implemented. The plan will be reviewed every five
years to ensure it is kept up-to-date.
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Rep. Number
261

4

Subject

Aims

Summary
We commend the aim to grow and diversify the local economy and the second aim to take on the urgent challenges of sustainable
development and climate change.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
Rep. Number
261

5

Subject

Aims

Summary
In terms of main aims and secondary aims we cannot see the need for distinction and see all as equally important. We are unsure how
development proposals can be assessed on such general aims but rather should be assessed on underlying specific policies.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

While all the aims are important, the first two are broader in scope and merit their elevation. Development proposals will be assessed
against the plan as a whole not just the aims.
Rep. Number
261

6

Subject

Aims

Summary
The plan's aim to make the most efficient use of the transport network is encouraged particularly we feel where opportunities exist to utilise
and improve the current road, rail and pedestrian links and plan development around these where travel to work distances can be reduced
and pedestrian and rail traffic encouraged.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
Rep. Number
264

1

Subject

Aims

Summary
The 6 aims of the plan set out on page 5 are capable of contradicting each other in the absence of some prioritisation of the aims.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

The aims already contain an element of prioritisation and the plan already recognises the need to balance the importance given to each one
in the decision-making process.
Rep. Number
264

4

Subject

Aims

Summary
In relation to the aim of making the most efficient use of the transport network little if any regard is seen to the fact that the transport network
over much of the NE is limited to the road transport system.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

It is recognised that the only non-road based transport is the rail line. The plan includes a number of proposals to increase the efficiency of
the network and the role of the local and regional transport strategy in achieving this must be noted.
Rep. Number
267

4

Subject

Aims

Summary
It is correct that the principal aim of the plan should be to deliver certainty via a strong framework for investment decisions.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
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Rep. Number
267

5

Subject

Aims

Summary
The aim of taking on the urgent challenges of sustainable development and climate change is key to ensuring sustainability and should be
one of the top two aims of the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
Rep. Number
267

6

Subject

Aims

Summary
The aim of making sure the area has enough people, homes and jobs is fully supported.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
Rep. Number
267

7

Subject

Aims

Summary
The aim of protecting and improving our valued assets and resources is and always has been a key part of managing our environment.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
Rep. Number
267

8

Subject

Aims

Summary
The development plan should not venture into anti-car territory but it should ensure that viable alternatives to the car are available to
encourage sustainable modes of transport.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The draft plan is not anti-car but the final aim does emphasise the need to reduce reliance on the car for social, environmental and
economic reasons. Ensuring that more sustainable modes are attractive will help the shift; this is consistent with national, regional and local
transport strategies.
Rep. Number
267

9

Subject

Aims

Summary
The plan should recognise that there are many ways in which site access can be made efficient and provide sustainable choices.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Noted

Changes to be made

This is not an issue that needs to be dealt with in the structure plan.
Rep. Number
271

2

Subject

Aims

Summary
Supportive of the main aims of the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
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Rep. Number
272

2

Subject

Aims

Summary
Support the aims and in particular its main aims including providing a strong framework for investment decisions which help to grow and
diversify the regional economy.
Particularly support the aims that the plan is making sure the area has enough people, homes and jobs to support the level of services and
facilities needed to maintain and improve the quality fo life.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
Rep. Number
273

3

Subject

Aims

Summary
Agree with the main aims of the plan and the four supporting aims.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
Rep. Number
276

3

Subject

Aims

Summary
In particular, we support the aim of sustainable mixed communities in the growth corridors.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
Rep. Number
278

2

Subject

Aims

Summary
Barratt supports the choice and prioritisation of aims which reflect national policy. It particularly supports the aim to grow and diversify the
regional economy.
However the emphasis should be on delivering the aims which potentially may be in conflict. The Plan should emphasise the need to ensure
an appropriate balance to enable development to proceed timeously.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
The plan already explicitly recognises the need to balance the importance given to each of the aims in the decision-making process.
Rep. Number
284

16

Subject

Aims

Summary
An additional bullet should be added to the aims stating that "ensure that existing communities are able to thrive and grow into settlements
that are both sustainable and an efficient use of resources".
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

This issue is already covered by the fifth objective about sustainable mixed communities.
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Rep. Number
285

1

Subject

Aims

Summary
The vision is clear and aspirational and the aims are right. However, a balance needs to be maintained to ensure that sustainability and
climate change do not prevent development and investment.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
Both main aims are critical to the future of the area. Development proposal cannot afford to ignore this. However, the text already
acknowledges the need to balance the importance given to each aim in the decision-making process.
Rep. Number
286

6

Subject

Aims

Summary
Would argue that development proposals cannot be assessed on aims, these are purely the intention to do something. Need to be able to
determine the balance and importance given to each of them when coming to a decision.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan is not intended to be a development management manual in the same way that NEST was. The aims, objectives and
targets still give sufficient guidance at the level the plan is intended to operate at. Two aims are termed 'main aims' to indicate their
importance and the balance in decision-making is covered at the bottom of page 5.
Rep. Number
287

5

Subject

Aims

Summary
The aims are laudable, but lack drive and ambition and require more precision. Agree that the first aim should seek to grow, rather than
maintain, the economy. The city region status implies that the Government see the area as an important element in achieveing Scotlandwide objectives such as population growth and improving the range and quality of housing.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
The aims do not lack drive and ambition, while precision around detail is provided later in the plan.
Rep. Number
287

7

Subject

Aims

Summary
The plan needs to provide for all elements of the population with a variety of house types in a variety of locations. Range and choice could
be provided by both high density flatted developments and mixed use communities on greenfield on the outer edge of the City. It should
encourage families and adults of working age.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The plan aims to achieve this and these elements are found in sustainable mixed communities and other parts of the plan.
Rep. Number
287

8

Subject

Aims

Summary
The main aims and aims should not be separated as they are all important enough to warrant the same staus. Robust policies and
objectives are needed to support the aims and vision. Development proposals must be able to be assessed on aims which achieve
something tangible and the decision maker must be able to balance the importance given to each aim.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

While all the aims are important, the first two are broader in scope and merit their elevation. The role of the aims in the decision - making
process is recognised in the text and is aided by the distribution between 'main' and suppoting aims.
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Rep. Number
297

6

Subject

Aims

Summary
No evidence provided on why the 2 aims are priority over the rest.
Seems illogical to place these aims in an order.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

While all the aims are important, the first two are broader in scope and merit their elevation.
Rep. Number
298

2

Subject

Aims

Summary
The 6 aims are acceptable and set out a blue print for the future.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
Rep. Number
320

2

Subject

Aims

Summary
Would suggest that the third aim relating to ensuring the area has enough people, homes and jobs to support the level of services and
facilities needed to maintain and improve the quality of life should include a specific reference to ensuring the area has enough affordable
housing.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The third aim is about quantity whereas the fifth aim addresses the issue of quality, with development catering for the needs of the whole
population, including the need for affordable housing.
Rep. Number
328

2

Subject

Aims

Summary
The vision for the plan looks very good in writing, but will it materialise in practice? Page 5 I have numbered the "bullet points" on the right
hand side of P5 1 - 6. It seemed to us that the most important points were 3-6, written as subsidiary aims.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

All six aims are seen as important but the first two are broader in scope and merit their elevation as 'main aims'. Aims 3-6 are termed
'supporting aims' as that is their role.
Rep. Number
328

4

Subject

Aims

Summary
Bullet point 6 on p.5 has a vision of a better transport system, "reducing the need for people to travel". In the meantime we are losing most
of our access to a Post Office, there are no recycling facilities in the village, and the possibility of people travelling to work by public
transport is exceedingly limited, all of which means a greater dependence on private cars.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

These issues are noted and shared by the rural communities. However, this issue is better addressed through other plans and strategies
and not the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
330

5

Subject

Aims

Summary
SCDI endorses the vision for a successful and sustainable future. SCDI would not disagree with either of the main aims and any of the
supporting aims of the plan. It notes that the plan says that the importance given to each of the aims will be balanced when decisions are
reached on development proposals. SCDI does not believe that this is sufficiently strong and clear framework to guide, support and enable
developers and the private sector with major investment decisions. A clearer indication of how Government would resolve conflicting
objectives and where the balance likes between them would be beneficial.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
The main aims have been elevated above the supporting aims because they are broader in scope and are critical to the future development
of the area. Decision-making will need to recognise this distinction and development proposals cannot afford to ignore it as set out on p.11.
Rep. Number
331

2

Subject

Aims

Summary
The current time horizon for the structure plan –to the year 2030 is at the lower end of what is required by the private sector. Some of our
members have advised us that they plan in excess of 50 years over the horizon. That said, we support the main aims and in particular the
need to provide a strong framework to enable critical investment decision.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome given the increasing degree of uncertainty over longer time periods. Formally planning over a
50 year horizon would not add value to the process.
Rep. Number
334

3

Subject

Aims

Summary
The aims in themselves are appropriate though we are doubtful that the draft plan stimulates the achievements of these throughout
Aberdeen City and Shire. Social inclusion, diversification, employment opportunities etc are necessary outwith the SGAs and it is difficult to
see how the draft plan will encourage and achieve these in what could become even more isolated areas. Stimulation is required throughout
the whole region if the aims are to be achieved.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
An Action Programme will be prepared during 2009 which will set out the detailed action required by the Councils and their partners to
implement the plan.
Rep. Number
361

2

Subject

Aims

Summary
The first aim should include the phrase 'whilst safeguarding important aspects of the environment and cultural heritage'
The main aims in respect of sustainable development, climate change actions and social inclusion are supported.
The plan's vision and aims should be understandable, realistic, and capable of measurement.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The environment and cultural heritage are addressed in a separate aim and this would be repetition. A vision should be aspirational (and
inspirational) as well as understandable and realistic. Monitoring has been embedded in the content of the plan.
Rep. Number
377

2

Subject

Aims

Summary
Main aims look good however would like to see extra highlighting of certain words within the 4 supporting aims (details given).
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
To graphically highlight particular words and phrases is unnecessary.
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Rep. Number
397

2

Subject

Aims

Summary
The first two aims do not read at all well. Suggests merging these into a single principal aim:
"The main aim of the plan is to provide a strong framework for investment decisions which
- help to sustain and diversify the local economy while promoting the efficient and effective use of resources;
- address the urgent need to work toward sustainability;
- mitigate or where necessary respond to climate change."
The existing third aim is muddled and should read
"make sure the area provides enough homes, jobs, services and facilities to maintain and improve the quality of life for its people".
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

It is important that the two main aims remain separate. The first specifically relates to investment and the economy, while the second
addresses sustainability and climate issues. These are very separate issues that must remain as such to ensure their strength and clarity.
The third aim makes perfect sense in that the facilities and services that are required for a high quality of life can only be supported if there
are sufficient homes, jobs and people. No changes need to be made in this respect.
Rep. Number
409

1

Subject

Aims

Summary
The aims are good, admirable and aspirational.
There may be many challenges to face over the next 20-30 years to achieve them and make the vision a reality.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome. The challenges ahead are recognised.
Rep. Number
412

1

Subject

Aims

Summary
The aims of the Draft Structure Plan (DSP) to encourage economic growth are excellent, and the two Councils need to work on the most
important building blocks, ie AWPR, Crossrail, Haudagain and Trump - and more houses to clear the 6000 housing need.
Work with authors of the ACSEF Economic Action Plan which identifies;
- the need to develop existing and new industries based on the advantages the area has (such as tourism, energy, food and drink,
knowledge and education)
- infrastructure constraints such as public and commercial transport and skills which need to be overcome. Housing is not seen as one of
them.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
Rep. Number
422

6

Subject

Aims

Summary
"make sure the area has enough people, homes and jobs to support the level of services and facilities needed to maintain and improve the
quality of life". How does the plan make sure that the area has enough people and jobs to maintain and improve the quality of life? This is
not addressed in the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan addresses the land use and spatial issues raised by this aim while other actions required are likely to be contained in the plan's
Action Programme.
Rep. Number
422

7

Subject

Aims

Summary
"protect and improve our valued assets... ". How does loading large numbers of new houses onto existing communities protect or improve
them?
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Protecting and improving our valued assets is one factor that needs to be taken into account when delivering the location and scale of
development, as well as masterplanning particular areas.
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Rep. Number
426

2

Subject

Aims

Summary
The aims are all laudable and necessarily vague, and imply that sustainable development is not an oxymoron. Stating something to be
desirable goes no way towards that being realised.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

While the term 'sustainable development' has a variety of interpretations and contains inherent tensions, it is a statutory requirement for
development plans to contribute to sustainable development. The pace of that change needs to be increased, as recognised in the plan.
Rep. Number
441

1

Subject

Aims

Summary
Overriding aim should be - 'To make the North East of Scotland the pre-emptive place to work and study, measured in a balanced way, in
terms of physical, social and economic criteria.'
The first two aims are pre-conditions that must be satisfied.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The suggested 'overriding aim' is similar to the draft plan's vision but does not address issues of sustainable development and climate
change.
Rep. Number
449

2

Subject

Aims

Summary
Aims should be rearranged in the following order of importance (3, 5, 6, 1, 2, 4)
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

All six aims are important. With the exception of the identification of two 'main aims', they have not been placed in any order of importance.
Rep. Number
451

2

Subject

Aims

Summary
Suggests having an aim relating to energy (oil & gas etc) in the light of increasing energy challenges. An aim should also be considered
relating to the best use of local forestry and agricultural resources.
The first aim should be reworded to, "make sure the area has enough homes, jobs and services to support the people in order to maintain
and improve their quality of life". Rather than increase population to support services.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan addresses energy in a number of ways but it is critical to the second aim (sustainable development and climate change). Local
forestry and agricultural resources may well have a significant role to play.
The aim attempts to indicate that a critical mass of people, homes and jobs are inter-related and as a consequence of these elements,
services and facilities will be maintained and attracted, thus supporting them in the longer term.
Rep. Number
452

2

Subject

Aims

Summary
The plan's aims and vision are clear. However the first "supplementary aim" should be considered as a main aim.
Provision of more housing in Aberdeen will maintain a sense of identity and avoid commuting out with the city to commuter settlements.
Maintaining identity will keep the city clean etc and make it attractive to tourists.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
The third aim is not elevated to the same status as the first two as it is, relatively speaking, less important than the global issue of
sustainable development and climate change and the national key priority for sustainable economic growth. This is not to diminish the local
significance of the points within this aim, although they are local in nature.
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Rep. Number
459

3

Subject

Aims

Summary
Six aims broadly correct, comfortable with the priority of first two but there is a lack of material throughout the remainder of the plan to
support these aims. Special reference to resources and sustainable mixed communities. E.g. page 11 the focus of the plan on Aberdeen
City’s SGAs is a significant factor affecting increased water abstraction. The plan does not address the problem only the symptoms.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome. In terms of water abstraction, the plan refers to minimising water usage and making the
efficient use of resources. It is also working with Scottish Water and SEPA on this and other issues.
Rep. Number
468

2

Subject

Aims

Summary
Content that the vision and aims give appropriate weight to the historic environment and will ensure integration of these issues within the
decision making process.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
Rep. Number
470

2

Subject

Aims

Summary
To maintain current levels of growth it is essential to sustain a vibrant business base by building on existing industry sectors and
encouraging new sectors. Therefore essential that inward investment be attracted to the area and this will be achieved by improving
planning decisions and facilitating sustainable development; these ambitions are reflected in the first two main aims.
The remaining four aims need to be matched against robust sustainable development proposals which will bring maximum benefit and
achieve the overall aim of maintaining quality of life and a strong economy.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
Rep. Number
472

2

Subject

Aims

Summary
Support the first aim, but the second aim is less straightforward, particularly around climate change, which could distract from the main
subject. No need to have phrases like 'urgent challenges' and 'climate change' in the same sentence, it may be enough to emphasise the
efficient use of resources and sustainable development, without use of substantial terminology like climate change in the same context.
The other aims are appropriate and well worded.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
There are two main aims. That there might be tension between them is recognised but development proposals (as well as local
development plans and master plans) will need to address that tension. Reference to climate change is critical to the delivery of the vision.
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Rep. Number
476

2

Subject

Aims

Summary
The aim of providing a strong framework for investment decisions which help grow and diversify the regional economy, supported by
promoting the need to use resources more efficiently and effectively is supported and is consistent with the strategic framework for the
Energetica development being developed by ACSEF and SEG.
Also support second and third aim, but it is important that this is translated into specific proposals in LDPs to enable developers to bring
forward developments.
The fourth aim is seen as integral to the delivery of the main aim and the creation of sustainable mixed communities. The process of
masterplanning the whole development corridor to the North of Aberdeen within the context of Energetica provides the opportunity to
consider the design and delivery of this infrastructure in a full integrated fashion.
Regard needs to be taken of the need to maintain and enhance strategic transportation links at the national and international level.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
The extent to which the strategic framework for 'Energetica' fits with the structure plan will be determined when it is published.
Rep. Number
184

8

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Recognise the reasoning behind Strategic Growth Areas but feel the settlements around the city should have also been considered.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The SGA's represent the best opportunities for development to be served by public transport in the form of rail, bus and park and ride
services. Settlements such as Newmachar are limited to local growth under these criteria and are not seen to have a strategic role.
However, Newmachar will have the chance to bid for a proportion of the LG&D (AHMA) allocation, although this will be determined within
the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
188

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Understandable that it seeks to make use of existing public transport networks. Concern that the cross rail project will not proceed as it no
longer appears to be supported by Transport Scotland.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. Whilst the plans refers to Crossrail and identifies proposed stations on the key diagram, the
ultimate decision on this project is not a structure plan issue; but one that it will need to reflect. The Transport Scotland / STPR published in
December 2008 highlights the need to investigate a rail station at Kintore and timetable improvements will increase the frequency of the
service.
Rep. Number
188

4

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Remaining settlements in the AHMA have proved attractive and sustainable communities in which people live and invest.
Further development in these areas could be focused on significantly enhancing the provision of existing public transport rather than
ignoring areas where difficulty has arisen.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

A significant number of settlements will fall outside SGA's and these have received 20-25% of the entire structure plan allocation for
housing and an unspecified amount of employment land. Further development will occur in many of these places to meet local need. The
improvement of public transport is naturally desirable, but simply allocating houses is not sufficient to bring about enhanced services; this is
a task for other Council services in conjunction with bus operators.
Rep. Number
188

5

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
The overall housing allocation should be increased with a higher proportion allocated to the AHMA and in particular the Local Growth Areas.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The overall housing allocation is already generous and based on a high growth scenario. An increase in the AHMA element could only be
achieved through a reduction in the RHMA allowance. An adjustment in some figures may be warrented, but the scale of this is yet to be
determined.
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Rep. Number
189

2

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
The spine road will improve linkages to the town centre and through this a new transport artery will be created into Stonehaven to facilitate
southwards growth.
In the assessment submitted in 2007 it was demonstrated that development could be accommodated to the south with limited landscape
and visual impact.
Details of the potential development have been submitted including around 1000 houses, a primary school, community facilities and a
coastal park and visitor centre at Dunottar Castle.
Acknowledge that there will be more detail required for the LDP, but feel that it is important to emphasise that the partners are committed to
the Stonehaven south proposal.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
189

10

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
In general clients support the Spatial Strategy and in particular the identification of Stonehaven within the SGA.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
190

1

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Client owns in excess of 53,000 acres of land and in past has shown willingness to release land for development and has sought to work
with communities to ensure that this is sympathetically designed, sustainable, integrated and provides lasting benefits for the community.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
190

4

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
In very broad terms support the spatial strategy.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
190

11

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Too much of a reliance on Brownfield development within the city, this is a finite resource and past levels of brownfield development are
unlikely to be maintained.
As a consequence there should be provision for any shortfall to be provided on Greenfield sites within the AHMA.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Over the plan period, 10,000 homes (almost 28%) are proposed for brownfield sites in Aberdeen. This level is substantially lower than in
previous years, when brownfield development represented between 60-90%. The Background Report published goes into this subject in
more detail and concludes that, despite Aberdeen not having a legacy of industrial decline, it should be possible for the City to continue to
accommodate significant levels of brownfield housing development. The sustainable mixed communities objective acknowledges that
monitoring of this will be required through the housing land audit and flexibility will be built into the future strategic development plan as a
result.
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Rep. Number
191

8

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Too much of a reliance on Brownfield development within the city, this is a finite resource and past levels of brownfield development are
unlikely to be maintained. As a consequence there should be provision for any shortfall to be provided on Greenfield sites within the AHMA.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Over the plan period, 10,000 homes (almost 28%) are proposed for brownfield sites in Aberdeen. This level is substantially lower than in
previous years, when brownfield development represented between 60-90%. The Background Report published goes into this subject in
more detail and concludes that, despite Aberdeen not having a legacy of industrial decline, it should be possible for the City to continue to
accommodate significant levels of brownfield housing development. The sustainable mixed communities objective acknowledges that
monitoring of this will be required through the housing land audit and flexibility will be built into the future strategic development plan as a
result.
Rep. Number
192

1

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Support Spatial Strategy and seek an increase in the housing and employment allocations for the Inverurie - Blackburn corridor.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The support for the spatial strategy of the plan is welcome. The allocations within the Inverurie-Blackburn corridor will remain at the level
outlined in the plan, however the plan is subject to regular review and these figures can be adjusted as circumstances change.
Rep. Number
192

8

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Too much of a reliance on Brownfield development within the city, this is a finite resource and past levels of brownfield development are
unlikely to be maintained. As a consequence there should be provision for any shortfall to be provided on Greenfield sites within the AHMA.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Over the plan period, 10,000 homes (almost 28%) are proposed for brownfield sites in Aberdeen. This level is substantially lower than in
previous years, when brownfield development represented between 60-90%. The Background Report published goes into this subject in
more detail and concludes that, despite Aberdeen not having a legacy of industrial decline, it should be possible for the City to continue to
accommodate significant levels of brownfield housing development. The sustainable mixed communities objective acknowledges that
monitoring of this will be required through the housing land audit and flexibility will be built into the future strategic development plan as a
result.
Rep. Number
193

1

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Clients have options in land adjacent to Laurencekirk and Pitmedden.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
193

4

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
In broad terms support the principle of the Spatial Strategy. Particularly welcome the inclusion of Peterhead corridor in the SGA.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
193

9

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Welcome in the inclusion of Laurencekirk in the SGA.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
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Rep. Number
194

1

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Clients are major landowners in the Garioch area and in particular Westhill. There is a huge demand for employment land at Westhill. In
recent years they have demonstrated willingness to release further land for development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted.
Rep. Number
194

5

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
In very broad terms support the principle of the Spatial Strategy.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
194

7

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Major concerns that there are no specific allocations of employment land for Westhill or outwith the SGAs.
It is essential that future allocations do not forget the contribution Westhill has and continues to make to the region. This issue cannot be
addressed in the absence of a specific allocation to Westhill.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Westhill has seen significant growth in recent years in housing terms and more recently in employment. However, Westhill does not
naturally fall within a ‘corridor’ in the same way as those identified in the plan but stands alone just outside the Aberdeen City boundary. The
Westhill capacity study has identified some of the significant challenges posed by the further growth of the town with the AWPR and
associated measures needing to be in place before transport issues can start to be resolved. It is appropriate therefore to consider the role
of Westhill in the context of the first strategic development plan in 2/3 years time.
Rep. Number
196

4

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
In very broad terms support the principle of the spatial strategy and particularly welcome the identification of the Aberdeen to Laurencekirk
SGA.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
197

4

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Support the spatial strategy identified, particularly concentrating development in Aberdeen and along main transport corridors. In relation to
the City, the University can contribute to land requirements by releasing land that is now surplus to requirements, particularly a vast area
around Bucksburn (Rowett Research Institute, south of A96 and west of OP1 and west of Forrit Brae). Also have land at Balgownie likely to
become surplus when the new sports village opens in 2009.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan
process. A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
197

5

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Support requirement for half of growth to be directed to Aberdeen and the majority of residential to be on greenfield sites. In relation to
regeneration area, only the net increase in houses should contribute, not one-for-one replacements.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
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Rep. Number
197

9

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Given the importance of increasing the City population and sustainable development, it is considered more appropriate to have a greater
focus on maximising allocations within Aberdeen City rather than a new settlement. The University's surplus land at Bucksburn and
Balgownie can contribute to any increase allocations and additional surplus land could contribute to requirements in the later periods of the
plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
197

11

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
The University owns land at Newburgh that is well located on the Aberdeen to Peterhead SGA. Therefore request that Newburgh is
considered as part of this SGA.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The decision whether a settlement is in or out of an SGA and the allocation of specific sites will be taken by Aberdeenshire Council as part
of the local development plan process. A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
198

4

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Outwith the main road and rail corridors there are a number of settlements that have proved attractive and sustainable locations in which to
live and invest. These settlements already benefit from public transport provision and further development in these areas could be focused
on significantly enhancing that provision, bring benefits to existing residents.
Suggest that the overall scale of housing allocations should be increased to reflect the most optimistic forecasts and to encourage growth in
the area with a view to meeting the vision, particularly in relation to population increase. This increase should be allocated to the LG&DA
part of the AHMA.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

There is provision for a significant scale of development outside of the SGA's, however, the allocation of specific sites will be determined
within the Local Development Plan process. The overall housing allocation is already generous and based on a high growth scenario. An
adjustment in some figures may be warranted, but the scale of this is yet to be determined.
Rep. Number
198

7

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
The AWPR will bring benefits to the whole of the AHMA, not just SGA's. The scale of investment would dictate that maximum return should
be sought and there is therefore justification to make significant housing and employment allocations in those settlements which directly
benefit from the route.
Given the benefits, there are grounds for arguing for City allocations to be spread over a wider area, especially when recent experience is
that there is a reluctance to accommodate new greenfield development. Should be a greater focus on locations where there is demand and
willingness to accommodate that demand.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The options for the spatial strategy were considered at considerable length and over-reliance on settlements in close proximity to the AWPR
rejected. However, accessibility is a key objective and settlements will be judged on their merit as well as the spatial strategy chosen. The
allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan process.
Aberdeen City Council is committed to achieving its proportion of the allocations set out in the plan.
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Rep. Number
199

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Generally supportive of the spatial strategy and particularly welcome the identification of the Aberdeen to Peterhead corridor as a SGA.
Newburgh should be included within this SGA given its proximity to the A90 and importance in terms of satisfying past employment and
housing allocations.
Believe there should be a balance of housing and employment in the Peterhead SGA over the whole plan period. Therefore the focus in the
first plan period should not solely be on the diversification and development of the economy, although this is important; housing is equally
important in this corridor at this time.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The decision whether a settlement is in or out of an SGA and the allocation of specific sites
will be taken by Aberdeenshire Council as part of the local development plan process. A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the
relevant Team for their information.
The plan is clear that the Aberdeen to Peterhead corridor is based on an employment led rationale. However, housing allocations are also
made in the first plan period, but these are lower than later periods until the AWPR and other improvements to enable access from the north
are in place.
Rep. Number
201

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Generally supportive of the spatial strategy and particularly welcome the identification of the Aberdeen to Laurencekirk corridor as a SGA.
Fordoun should be included within this SGA given its proximity to the A90.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed The decision whether a settlement is in or out of an SGA and the allocation of specific sites
will be taken by Aberdeenshire Council as part of the local development plan process. A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the
relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
201

4

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
The scale of overall housing allocations should be increased to reflect the most optimistic forecasts and encourage growth. Appears to be
based on the highest of the Council's strategic forecasts plus 20% flexibility, which equates to the 72,000 proposed. These forecasts were
however prepared in 2007 and require to be updated to reflect more recent projections; including the GRO(S) 2006 based population
projections published in January '08, which envisage a population of 500,000 by 2031. This increased population will have consequences in
terms of households and housing allocations should therefore be reconsidered and increased.
Understand that the 5,000 houses emerging for regeneration areas are simply replacements, there is therefore scope for an increase in
allocations by at least these 5,000 units.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The overall housing allocation is already generous and based on a high growth scenario. The plan will be subject to continuous monitoring
and can be reviewed within in the short-term when the replacement strategic development plan is prepared, or subsequently during the five
year development plan cycle.
The forecasts on which the housing numbers are based took account of a significant level (4,800) of demolitions in the Community
Regeneration Areas in Aberdeen. These units do not represent double counting because the forecast required for housing would have been
4,800 lower if they had not been included.
However, changing expectations of the nature and speed of delivery of the Community Regeneration Strategy mean that these figures will
need to be revised downwards. Due to the status of these units however (as outlined above), they do not require to be replaced. Progress
and future expectations, however, will be kept under review and this plan would encourage faster progress than the plan may suggest.
Rep. Number
204

1

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Broadly support the spatial strategy and the identification of the Huntly to Laurencekirk SGA. The commitment to support strategic growth
through improvements to public transport is welcomed, although it is noted that there is no mechanism to ensure the delivery of these
improvements by partner organisations.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The SDPA works closely with partners in the public and private sector and where
appropriate will reflect delivery mechanisms in the Action Programme that will be developed early in 2009.
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Rep. Number
205

4

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Broadly support the spatial strategy. However, it does not go far enough to distribute the projected household figures outwith the SGA's to
identified settlements or project the likely rate of growth within main settlements. Early co-ordination of the locations of population growth
and demographic change allows NHS Grampian to proactively plan and provide for increased and / or new facilities. Insufficient or untimely
data does not allow the service to plan and budget.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The strategic level of the structure plan means that indicative figures for reasonably small corridors can be determined. Beyond this, at the
settlement level, the allocation of specific sites will be undertaken by Aberdeenshire Council as part of the local development plan process.
The NHS have been involved as recognised stakeholders in plan preparation and continue to be involved through the work of the FIRS
Group.
Rep. Number
218

2

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Support the principle of the spatial strategy with the three SGA’s along the main transport and economic corridors as a sensible approach.
Aware of work on Energetica and strongly support it and ask that it be more explicitly reflected in the final plan.
For example, would suggest that the boundaries of the Aberdeen to Peterhead corridor be extended both eastwards and westwards on the
key diagram to include Mintlaw, Newburgh and Cruden Bay, which fall within the corridor's sphere of influence.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. Energetica is mentioned in three sections of the plan along with also being mentioned in the
glossary. The glossary definfition is explicit and refers to who is promoting the initiative should further information be required.
The decision whether a settlement is in or out of an SGA and the allocation of specific sites will be taken by Aberdeenshire Council as part
of the local development plan process.
Rep. Number
226

2

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Support the principle of the spatial strategy with three SGA’s along the main transport and economic corridors and also welcome the
recognition that all parts of the NE are important to the future of the region.
St Combs (between Fraserburgh and Peterhead) is recognised as an attractive place to live and will continue to create local demand for
housing throughout the plan period. Would therefore ask that greater emphasis is given to the role of settlements that lie outwith SGA's.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Locations such as St Combs have no strategic significance and should not feature in the plan. However, the plan makes provision for
significant allocations outside the SGA, although the allocation of specific sites will be taken by Aberdeenshire Council as part of the local
development plan process. A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
227

2

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Support the principle of the spatial strategy with three SGA’s along the main transport and economic corridors and in particular the
Aberdeen to Peterhead corridor.
Welcome the recognition that all parts of the NE are important to the future of the region. Crimond (between Fraserburgh and Peterhead) is
recognised as an attractive place to live and will continue to create local demand for housing throughout the plan period. Would therefore
ask that greater emphasis is given to the role of settlements that lie outwith SGA's.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Locations such as Crimond have no strategic significance and should not feature in the plan. However, the plan makes provision for
significant allocations outside the SGA, although the allocation of specific sites will be taken by Aberdeenshire Council as part of the local
development plan process. A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
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Rep. Number
228

2

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Support the principle of the spatial strategy with three SGA’s along the main transport and economic corridors, in particular Aberdeen to
Peterhead.
Welcome the recognition that all parts of the NE are important to the future of the region. Fetterangus is recognised as an attractive place to
live and will continue to create local demand for housing throughout the plan period. Would therefore ask that greater emphasis is given to
the role of settlements that lie outwith SGA's.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Locations such as Fetterangus have no strategic significance and should not feature in the plan. However, the plan makes provision for
significant allocations outside the SGA, although the allocation of specific sites will be taken by Aberdeenshire Council as part of the local
development plan process. A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
230

2

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Support high levels of growth within Aberdeen City on both brownfield and greenfield land. To accommodate this growth it is clear the green
belt and greenspace network will have to be reviewed. As initial work has been done by each Council on new local plans and bids are
required, this review is needed prior to the end of 2008 so all plans correspond and there is certainty where large-scale growth can be
accommodated.
To accommodate 21,000 new homes on greenfield sites will take 700ha at 30 dpha. A review should be done openly and involve extensive
consultation and in the knowledge that at present less than 50% of Aberdeen is built-up at present, the remainder still being green.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The plan commits the Council's to undertake a review of the green belt by the end of 2010,
but it is likely that it will be undertaken in 2009 to fit with preparation of the two local development plans.
The proportion of land remaining as green belt is expected to be reduced by around 6% to accommodate the levels of housebuilding
proposed. It will be a matter for the Council's how the review is conducted.
Rep. Number
231

2

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Support high levels of growth within Aberdeen City on both brownfield and greenfield land. To accommodate this growth it is clear the green
belt and greenspace network will have to be reviewed. As initial work has been done by each Council on new local plans and bids are
required, this review is needed prior to the end of 2008 so all plans correspond and there is certainty where large-scale growth can be
accommodated.
To accommodate 21,000 new homes on greenfield sites will take 700ha at 30 dpha. A review should be done openly and involve extensive
consultation and in the knowledge that at present less than 50% of Aberdeen is built-up at present, the remainder still being green. The
north of the City has perhaps the greatest potential for large-scale growth in terms of urban extensions or new sustainable communities.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The plan commits the Council's to undertake a review of the green belt by the end of 2010,
but it is likely that it will be undertaken in 2009 to fit with preparation of the two local development plans.
The proportion of land remaining as green belt is expected to be reduced by around 6% to accommodate the levels of housebuilding
proposed. It will be a matter for the Council's how the review is conducted. The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the
Local Development Plan process.
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Rep. Number
232

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Support high levels of growth within Aberdeen City on both brownfield and greenfield land. To accommodate this growth it is clear the green
belt and greenspace network will have to be reviewed. As initial work has been done by each Council on new local plans and bids are
required, this review is needed prior to the end of 2008 so all plans correspond and there is certainty where large-scale growth can be
accommodated.
To accommodate 21,000 new homes on greenfield sites will take 700ha at 30 dpha. A review should be done openly and involve extensive
consultation.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The plan commits the Council's to undertake a review of the green belt by the end of 2010,
but it is likely that it will be undertaken in 2009 to fit with preparation of the two local development plans.
The proportion of land remaining as green belt is expected to be reduced by around 6% to accommodate the levels of housebuilding
proposed. It will be a matter for the Council's how the review is conducted.
Rep. Number
233

2

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Concerned that the stated recognition "the need to maintain and improve the communities and services they depend on" is not reflected in
the aims, strategy or targets.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

It is important to read the plan as a whole, not as a thematic document. Whilst the comment noted may not be explicit in either of these
sections, references to it can be found in the Objectives as "investment decisions" and "help create sustainable mixed communities, and
the associated infrastructure..cater for the needs of the whole population". Along with the various references (p.7, p.16 & p.19) to providing
infrastructure, this plan makes it clear what is expected.
Rep. Number
234

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Generally support the principle of growth along the SGA with local growth in all other areas of the Shire. In particular the corridor from
Aberdeen to Huntly is supported as it is linked to the main road and rail network.
Also support front-loading of the plan and the 1,000 new houses in the Blackburn to Kintore to Inverurie corridor, indeed the area has the
potential to accommodate many more houses and take pressure off Aberdeen City who will find it difficult to accommodate the 10,000
brownfield allocation.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
No change to the housing allocation in this corridor are proposed and Aberdeen City Council is committed to delivering their proportion of
the allocations.
Rep. Number
236

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Support high levels of growth within Aberdeen City on both brownfield and greenfield land. To accommodate this growth it is clear the green
belt and greenspace network will have to be reviewed. As initial work has been done by each Council on new local plans and bids are
required, this review is needed prior to the end of 2008 so all plans correspond and there is certainty where large-scale growth can be
accommodated.
To accommodate 21,000 new homes on greenfield sites will take 700ha at 30 dpha. A review should be done openly and involve extensive
consultation.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The plan commits the Council's to undertake a review of the green belt by the end of 2010,
but it is likely that it will be undertaken in 2009 to fit with preparation of the two local development plans.
The proportion of land remaining as green belt is expected to be reduced by around 6% to accommodate the levels of housebuilding
proposed. It will be a matter for the Council's how the review is conducted.
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Rep. Number
236

4

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Housing allowances in the RPA's should make it clear that account has been taken of potential demolitions. Schedule 1 is misleading
because replacement of 5,000 existing units will only maintain the status quo.
Sustainability objectives encourage up to 80 dpha which should be feasible in a City.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

In 2007 the split of households between Aberdeen City and was 50.5% and 49.5%, while in terms of dwellings the figures were 50.9% and
49.1%. The background research for the plan clearly established that development in or close to Aberdeen had significant benefits. In light
of these factors, a split of new developments around the 50/50 level was deemed appropriate as a basis for the structure plan.
The forecasts on which the housing numbers are based took account of a significant level (4,800) of demolitions in the Community
Regeneration Areas in Aberdeen. These units do not represent double counting because the forecast required for housing would have been
4,800 lower if they had not been included.
However, changing expectations of the nature and speed of delivery of the Community Regeneration Strategy mean that these figures will
need to be revised downwards. Due to the status of these units however (as outlined above), they do not require to be replaced. Progress
and future expectations, however, will be kept under review and this plan would encourage faster progress than the plan may suggest.
The dpha figure will be dependent on a range of factors and site specifics. However, the Background Paper does highlight that an indicative
density of 70-95 should be achieved. The City LDP or supplementary planning guidance may go into this in greater detail and this would be
the most appropriate place for such a policy / guidance.
Rep. Number
240

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Support the concept of designating SGA's that will accommodate the majority of new development in the area. Also support the frontloading element of the strategy, which refers to 2,600 houses in the Stonehaven area in the period 2007-2016.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
242

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Focus on SGA's is supported, but have some concerns about the approach taken and how they will be applied at the local level. Note that
Aberdeen SGA follows the political boundary rather than those areas most suitable for development. Other areas close to the City offer
better solutions for development, based on sound planning reasons, than some areas within the City SGA.
e.g. it is not logical to exclude towns such as Westhill from the Aberdeen SGA given its proximity, transport provision and status as a
service and employment centre. Identification as part of a SGA would provide opportunities for new development to fund infrastructure
improvements, thus overcoming some capacity problems that it currently has.
Therefore suggest that the City SGA is altered to include Westhill and other settlements close to the City. Consideration should also be
given to the fact that green belt overlaps the SGA in some places, thus if applied too rigorously development could be restricted in areas
perfectly suited to growth.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. Westhill has seen significant growth in recent years in housing terms and more recently in
employment. However, Westhill does not naturally fall within a ‘corridor’ in the same way as those identified in the plan but stands alone just
outside the Aberdeen City boundary. The Westhill capacity study has identified some of the significant challenges posed by the further
growth of the town with the AWPR and associated measures needing to be in place before transport issues can start to be resolved. It is
appropriate therefore to consider the role of Westhill in the context of the first strategic development plan in 2/3 years time. The plan states
that a review of the whole green belt will take place, but whilst places may be suited to development, this does not mean they should be
released automatically.
Rep. Number
243

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
The focus on SGA's is supported and the connection between settlements and transport underscores the sustainability objectives of the
plan. Also strongly support the recognition that "development in SGA's will bring about significant need for improvements to the
infrastructure, including new primary and secondary schools etc." as this recognises development will need planning gain funded
improvements.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed.
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Rep. Number
243

4

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
It is our view that a fourth SGA should be identified, from Aberdeen to Banchory. There are a number of benefits of including this area and
concerns that have been raised are unfounded, particularly related to transport infrastructure and landscape impact. On transportation, the
creation of the AWPR junctions on Deeside and A944 will provide opportunities for public transport and park and ride.
SGA to Banchory will provide additional choice for housing and employment investment and recognise the role of Banchory as an
employment and service centre with a thriving business park. Deeside is a popular area to live and realise that there are concerns that
development will erode this; thus a slightly reduced scale of development may be appropriate. Development in this area would also help to
address current difficulties with secondary school capacities in the area through new school provision.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The north and south Deeside areas are attractive areas to live, but are not of the same strategic significance as the identified corridors.
Development on the scale proposed in the SGA's would have the potential for significant landscape and envrionmental impacts and do not
have the same opportunities for public transport, nor road capacity.
However, growth will still be permitted in this area commensurate with local levels of need in the AHMA and RHMA.
Rep. Number
243

6

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Plan makes no reference to the role that new settlements can provide to the delivery of the scale of development proposed. A key benefit of
this approach would be the opportunity to provide for infrastructure and incorporate renewable energy technologies. Whilst the plan does not
preclude this, believe much more specific reference should be made to the potential for new settlements.
New settlements do not necessarily require to be considered as new towns, but can be developed on a smaller scale, such as a new village.
Recent discussions at capacity study and structure plan events have highlighted the limited benefits of conventional urban extensions,
particularly where services and facilities are already at capacity; a new settlement would provide a much better alternative.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites to meet the requirements of the structure plan is a matter for the local development plans. A number of "new
settlement" proposals were submitted in response to the draft structure plan, some of which were in line with the plan's spatial strategy and
some were not. These vary considerably in size from small villages, through major extensions to existing villages to stand alone
communities of many thousands. However, none were at a stage where they could be given support through the structure plan. If local
development plan processes were to show that a new settlement(s) is the best way of meeting the structure plan's requirements and would
be consistent with the plan as a whole, the strategic development plan team would seek to assist its delivery.
Rep. Number
244

1

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
We understand and generally agree with, the broad thrust of the three-part growth areas proposed as outlined in Figure 2:Spatial Strategy
on page 6 and filled out a little in the Key Diagram on the penultimate page. The main transport corridors make a logical basis for Strategic
Growth Areas though there are three, rather than two. It seems unhelpful to define them as Huntly to Laurencekirk and Aberdeen to
Peterhead. This gives a misleading impression as only the Aberdeen to Peterhead road has a termination, in a sense though onwards
journeys by sea are important too. In the Huntly to Laurencekirk example it would be better if two separate, but linked, corridors were
described as Aberdeen to Laurencekirk (and Central Scotland) and Aberdeen to Huntly (and North of Scotland).
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Although there is a logic to the suggestion, it would not add value to the plan.
Rep. Number
244

2

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Aberdeen City is very clearly a connecting nodal point and derives a great deal of its economic significance from that fact of geography.
The real strategic importance of these corridors is, of course that they go far beyond the north-east corner that is Aberdeenshire. This is
not a mere terminological anxiety but underlines a point that is fundamental to a genuine understanding of how Aberdeen and North-east
Scotland work in the wider contexts of the whole of Scotland, the rest of Britain and of our pivotal position in relation to continental Europe.
Aberdeenshire does not end at Laurencekirk or at Huntly - we are fortunate in having an outward looking population - and care should
always be taken not to give a contrary impression.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The plan does not intend to convey an inward looking or parochial approach, but to reflect the land use situation where our statutory
responsibilities end at the Aberdeenshire / SDPA boundary.
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Rep. Number
246

1

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
The principle of a strategic growth area (SGA) from Huntly to Laurencekirk is supported. This SGA provides the opportunity to link new
development with strategic transport routes and deliver sustainable mixed use communities along its corridor.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
253

5

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
In terms of accessibility, the draft Plan’s objective is to ‘make sure all new developments contribute towards reducing the need to travel and
encourage people to walk, cycle or use public transport by making these attractive choices’. Indeed, the plan seeks to ‘promote the link
between land use and transport’. In achieving this, ‘the spatial strategy will direct development to areas that can be accessed by a greater
choice of more environmentally friendly forms of transport’. In this respect, the proposed Park and Ride facility would reduce car usage and
increase the number and length of bus journeys, whilst walking and cycling opportunities to the coast and countryside beyond are fully
achievable.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

No response required.
Rep. Number
255

6

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Bancon agree with the general approach of locating most development in Aberdeen and along the principal transport corridors. However,
they do not agree that the corridors selected represent the most sustainable choice for promoting growth.
Bancon agree that the principle focus for growth should be Aberdeen. However, they consider that the residential growth targets are
unrealistic. They feel that a 40% (City) to 60% (shire) split would be more deliverable. This would be particularly appropriate in the first 9
years of the plan’s life, when delivery of new housing sites in the City will be highly dependent on the Green Belt review which will inevitably
be controversial.
The guidance provided by SPP3 on Strategic Development Plans is of particular relevance when considering this point.
The growth targets being suggested in the draft plan need to be properly assessed against realistic estimates for delivery to ensure that they
can be met within the projected timescales and ensure sufficient supply is made available throughout the life of the plan.
Bancon agree that the next focus for sustainable residential growth should be along the railway corridor between Laurencekirk and Huntly,
and consider that the scale of development allocated to this corridor is largely appropriate.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Aberdeen City Council is committed to delivery of its proportion of the allocations and the green belt review will be undertaken in time to
allow the allocation of the necessary number of units up to 2016. No change to the City / Shire split is planned, although the regeneration
area numbers in the City will be revised downwards.
Rep. Number
261

7

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
We agree with the general principles of the spatial strategy.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
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Rep. Number
261

8

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
We agree on the importance of Aberdeen City and the need for concentration in this area and also the Peterhead corridor which indeed has
strategic assets. In the Shire we are also pleased to see the recognition of local growth and diversification areas for other settlements
outwith the SGA's.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
261

9

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
In order to meet the targets set out in the strategy and deal with the very real pressure for both employment and housing land we suggest a
mechanism for early release of land particularly within the City and SGA's is put in place. We point out as an example the severe under
supply of employment land in the Inverurie Corridor which is constraining local business growth and if not dealt with urgently could displace
businesses out of the area.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Development plans will be more regularly reviewed than in the past and this will give opportunities for flexibility and increase in supply if
monitoring shows a shortfall in employment land. In addition the Aberdeenshire local development plan will have the scope to allocate as
much employment land as it sees fit outside the SGA's to meet local need.
Rep. Number
261

10

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
In principle we agree with the volume of development targeted to the city. Whilst most of our interests are based in the shire at present a
Strong City is vital to support and enhance a strong shire hence the importance we place on this matter.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
261

11

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
We feel that an early, front loaded release of both housing and employment land is required firstly to maintain the areas viability and
secondly to allow the growth potential for the area to be quickly realised.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan proposes an early, front-loaded release of land to facilitate growth and meet the expectations of all stakeholders, both in
communities as well as in the public and private sector.
Rep. Number
261

14

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
We do not see the need for new settlements but rather utilise the main towns within the SGA's and indeed some principal towns within the
local growth areas which will support, improve and expand their services and infrastructure. Make the existing settlements sustainable
communities rather than create new ones. Inverurie is a prime example of this and indeed a capacity study has already been undertaken for
Inverurie albeit we are not in agreement with its findings.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites to meet the requirements of the structure plan is a matter for the local development plans. A number of "new
settlement" proposals were submitted in response to the draft structure plan, some of which were in line with the plan's spatial strategy and
some were not. These vary considerably in size from small villages, through major extensions to existing villages to stand alone
communities of many thousands. However, none were at a stage where they could be given support through the structure plan. If local
development plan processes were to show that a new settlement(s) is the best way of meeting the structure plan's requirements and would
be consistent with the plan as a whole, the strategic development plan team would seek to assist its delivery.
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Rep. Number
261

17

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
We support the growth of the working population in the city and shire to facilitate economic growth. In order to achieve it, it is our opinion
that Local Development Plans should secure the early release of land releases in line with the spatial strategy, vision and aims of the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan proposes an early, front-loaded release of land to facilitate growth and this development will be expected to meet with the
spatial strategy, vision and aims.
Rep. Number
262

2

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Half of all new development in the City region will be within Aberdeen City. This hierarchical approach appears entirely reasonable and we
support it provided the Plan also retains its focus on developing local centers and towns.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The plan allows local development plans the flexibility to determine the correct approach to
the growth of local centres and towns and the allocations that will be made.
Rep. Number
262

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
We support all the targets set out on page 8 of the Draft Plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
263

2

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Half of all new development in the City region will be within Aberdeen City. This hierarchical approach appears entirely reasonable and we
support it provided the Plan also retains its focus on developing local centers and towns.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The plan allows local development plans the flexibility to determine the correct approach to
the growth of local centres and towns and the allocations that will be made.
Rep. Number
263

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
We support all the targets set out on page 8 of the Draft Plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
264

13

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
There are large areas of the countryside which are not well served by public transport and denying these areas of development potential
must be discouraged by the structure plan in recognition of the provisions of SPP15.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The plan does not intend to deny any area of development where there is local need. However, this must remain as plan led as SPP15
explains and this will be a matter for the Aberdeenshire LDP to consider.
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Rep. Number
267

11

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
There should be a mechanism through which failure to deliver in one part of the strategic growth areas can be compensated by
development in another part. Without such a mechanism unforeseen problems with delivery would severely inhibit the delivery of the
fundamental vision and aims of the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Such a mechanism would provide no certainty to the public, developers or infrastructure providers; quite the antithesis of what is hoped.
The strategic allocations are based on economies of scale to deliver significant associated projects. It is acknowledged that some
proportion of the overall allocations will inevitably end up constrained, thus the high level of housing figures initially proposed.
Rep. Number
267

12

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
There is no justification or reasoning given in the plan as to why 50% of the strategic growth areas should be located within Aberdeen City.
There is a strong suspicion that the split in growth is politically motivated and not directed by any overriding strategic planning vision.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

In 2007 the split of households between Aberdeen City and was 50.5% and 49.5%, while in terms of dwellings the figures were 50.9% and
49.1%. The background research for the plan clearly established that development in or close to Aberdeen had significant benefits. In light
of these factors, a split of new developments around the 50/50 level was deemed appropriate as a basis for the structure plan.
Rep. Number
267

13

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
There should at least be a mechanism for allowing deliverable sites close to but not within Aberdeen, such as Banchory Leggart if the
councils are determined to maintain the 50% split. Without such mechanism the ability to function in a truly strategic manner is limited.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Banchory Leggart lies in the Aberdeenshire Council area and any development in this location would be covered by the Aberdeenshire local
development plan and allocations therein. This area may well fall within the SGA to Stonehaven, but it will be for the local development plan
to determine exactly where development takes place and on what scale.
Rep. Number
267

14

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
There is no explanation as to the logic to how alternatives V1 and V2 were arrived at and consequently it is difficult to comment on their
appropriateness or otherwise. As the next plan will only have the preferred housing allowances it is now in effect to late to resolve this flaw.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The alternatives in Schedule 1 were intended to stimulate debate, which they have done. No alternatives will appear in the final plan.
Rep. Number
268

1

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Propose the inclusion of a 85.75 hectare site at Mintlaw.
The proposal would constitute a sustainable mixed development including mixed house types, sizes and tenures, employment land,
significant community facilities and a park and ride.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The decision whether a settlement is in or out of an SGA and the allocation of specific sites will be taken by Aberdeenshire Council as part
of the local development plan process. A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team. for their information
Rep. Number
269

2

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
In agreement with the overall strategy which proposes half the development to be in the city with significant elements to the SGAs.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
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Rep. Number
270

1

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Support spatial strategy and the allocation of housing along the A96 corridor.
Also note the content of the Inverurie and Kintore capacity study and recognise that there are several points in favour of the allocation of
further land within these settlements.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
However, the decision whether a settlement is in or out of an SGA and the allocation of specific sites will be taken by Aberdeenshire
Council as part of the local development plan process.
Rep. Number
271

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Concern that the plan places so much emphasis on development where there is existing public transport provision.
Concentrating 80% of development in the SGAs is considered to be unrealistic, unachievable and to the detriment of the wider
Aberdeenshire area.
The emphasis on SGAs appears to conflict with the aims, it is possible to meet the aims without being on a transport corridor or have a
railway station.
Also feel that through the application of development appraisal skills and up front analysis that sustainable mixed communities could be
achieved in rural locations and locations outwith the SGAs.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

A little over 75% of development is proposed in the SGA's with Aberdeen City being one SGA taking 50% of entire allocations. Therefore
the split between the SGA's and LG&DA's in Aberdeenshire is almost 50/50. A considerable amount of development remains in both the
AHMA and RHMA.
The allocation of specific sites will be taken by Aberdeenshire Council as part of the local development plan process.
Rep. Number
273

5

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Agree with the identified SGAs, LGAs and RPAs.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
273

6

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Agree with the approach to relate the growth to the ability of individual settlements to accommodate new development, this should also apply
to the SGAs.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The allocation of specific sites, including in the SGA's will be taken by Aberdeenshire
Council as part of the local development plan process.
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Rep. Number
273

7

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
A new settlement is required to accommodate a significant level of growth in a way that does not affect the existing communities while
meeting the plans objectives.
This should be identified in the SP to provide a strong framework for investment decisions which the plan aims to do, this is the only way
that the plan can be confident that it will meet the ambitious growth.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites to meet the requirements of the structure plan is a matter for the local development plans. A number of "new
settlement" proposals were submitted in response to the draft structure plan, some of which were in line with the plan's spatial strategy and
some were not. These vary considerably in size from small villages, through major extensions to existing villages to stand alone
communities of many thousands. However, none were at a stage where they could be given support through the structure plan. If local
development plan processes were to show that a new settlement(s) is the best way of meeting the structure plan's requirements and would
be consistent with the plan as a whole, the strategic development plan team would seek to assist its delivery.
Rep. Number
276

4

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Support SGAs.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
277

1

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Support the City being identified as one of the SGAs but consider the plan should provide more guidance on where future growth in the
SGAs should take place and what form or forms would be acceptable.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. However, the decision whether a settlement is in or out of an SGA and the allocation of
specific sites will be taken by Aberdeenshire Council as part of the local development plan process. The plan gives sufficient detail at this
level as to what form proposals should take.
Rep. Number
277

2

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
The plan should lend support to brownfield land, infill sites, and where brownfield and infill sites cannot meet the requirements greenfield
expansions to built up areas and stand alone settlements (in accordance with SPP3)
The new settlement requires further consideration should be given to new standalone communities.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The plan does support the reuse of previously developed land across the structure plan area, whilst acknowledging that greenfield
development will be needed to accommodate the scale of growth envisaged.
The allocation of specific sites to meet the requirements of the structure plan is a matter for the local development plans. A number of "new
settlement" proposals were submitted in response to the draft structure plan, some of which were in line with the plan's spatial strategy and
some were not. These vary considerably in size from small villages, through major extensions to existing villages to stand alone
communities of many thousands. However, none were at a stage where they could be given support through the structure plan. If local
development plan processes were to show that a new settlement(s) is the best way of meeting the structure plan's requirements and would
be consistent with the plan as a whole, the strategic development plan team would seek to assist its delivery.
Rep. Number
278

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
SGAs LG&Ds and RPAs and the reliance on the travel corridor are considered to be broadly acceptable.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed.
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Rep. Number
278

4

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Strategic forecasts were prepared in 2007 and now need to be updated to reflect national projections.
GRO envisaged a population of 500,000 by 2031 and the plan should provide sufficient land to accommodate the most optimistic growth
scenario, thus the housing allocations should be increased.
Government policy has expressed in Firm Foundations that they want to increase the rate of new housebuilding in Scotland to at least
35,000 by 2015, the plan should be front loaded to kick-start the process.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The overall housing allocation is already generous and based on a high growth scenario. The process of monitoring and reviewing the plan
will allow for demographic, economic, policy or other changes to feed into subsequent plans.
The plan is already front-loaded and notwithstanding current economic challenges, the level of growth proposed appears to be about correct.
Rep. Number
278

13

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Additional greenfield land to that specified in DSP will be required within Aberdeen City for the following reasons:
- To avoid delays in the delivery of housing land by providing enhanced front-loaded allocations;
- To compensate for the delay to post-2010 in bringing forward housing;
- To compensate for any shortfall in the brownfield target.
Need to review the Green Belt immediately.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan proposes the building of 21,000 new homes on greenfield land within Aberdeen City, with 12,000 up to 2016 - this is
front-loading on an unprecedented scale. This level of housing is proposed to allow an element of 'catch-up' to compensate for low levels of
recent development in the City. The brownfield target is thought to be realistic.
The review of the green belt will be undertaken jointly in the near future.
Rep. Number
278

17

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Instread of proposing new settlements it is more appropriate in the short and medium term to expand major settlements such as Ellon,
Inverurie, Kintore, Portlethen, Stonehaven and Westhill which benefit from existing services, facilities and employment.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites to meet the requirements of the structure plan is a matter for the local development plans. A number of "new
settlement" proposals were submitted in response to the draft structure plan, some of which were in line with the plan's spatial strategy and
some were not. These vary considerably in size from small villages, through major extensions to existing villages to stand alone
communities of many thousands. However, none were at a stage where they could be given support through the structure plan. If local
development plan processes were to show that a new settlement(s) is the best way of meeting the structure plan's requirements and would
be consistent with the plan as a whole, the strategic development plan team would seek to assist its delivery.
Rep. Number
279

10

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
The Structure Plan will require identification of both Greenfield and brownfield sites, of which Craibstone contains both to meet the target
numbers. CALA is confident that the Craibstone site can play a significant role in helping the council to meet its target, through the
imaginative use of previously developed site. Greenfield development at Craibstone will enable brownfield redevelopment to take place,
including the renovation of some existing buildings for community uses, and possibly a primary school. The existing built footprint is a
sizeable part of the site (approximately 34%), which in itself is unlikely to be viable. Combined with some contained green field release, the
potential for an exciting and viable new urban village is realized.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

There will indeed be the need for greenfield and brownfield sites and this is reflected in the plan. However, the allocation of specific sites will
be undertaken by Aberdeen City Council as part of the local development plan process. A copy of your representation will be forwarded to
the relevant Team for their information.
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Rep. Number
281

2

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Generally support the spatial strategy as the focus for development in the area up to 2030. However, feel that the plan could go further by
identifying the approximate scale for settlements within these growth areas. The would greatly assist local plan preparation and avoid delay
in implementation.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The decision whether a settlement is in or out of an SGA and whether to allocate specific sites will be taken by Aberdeenshire Council as
part of the local development plan process. Work has already commenced on this process to keep any delay to a minimum.
Rep. Number
282

7

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
The amount of housing allocated to the City is not justified in any of the supporting documents and will be impossible to justify at the
forthcoming EiP. This strategy is unproven without the essential green belt review. A better solution would have been a 50% allocation to a
‘greater city region’ incorporating Aberdeen, Westhill, Portlethen and Newmachar as these settlements have good travel times to edge-ofcity employment sites and is justified on sustainability grounds.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

In 2007 the split of households between Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire was 50.5% / 49.5%, while in terms of dwellings the figures were
50.9% / 49.1%. The background research for the plan clearly established that development in Aberdeen had significant benefits. In light of
these factors, a split of new developments around the 50/50 level was deemed appropriate as a basis for the structure plan. Settlements
around the City, particularly those in SGAs, will be considered for levels of strategic growth, whilst other larger settlements in the LG&DA
will be considered for allocations based on social, economic and environmental criteria and infrastructure requirements taking full account
of local need.
Rep. Number
284

2

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Believe that the reliance on the need to direct development to Aberdeen City and the Huntly to Laurencekirk corridor is unsustainable in the
longer term. Implies a lasting desire for people to commute into Aberdeen and this is becoming increasingly inefficient. It would be far better
for jobs to be located in all settlements.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The plan aims to encourage mixed developments, not just in the SGA's, but in all appropriate cases. This cannot guarantee that people will
live and work in close proximity, but allows them the choice to do so. Must recognise that people will still want / need to travel to Aberdeen
for work, shopping etc. and concentrating 75-80% of development in the most accessible locations, with best transport connections is the
most sustainable option.
Rep. Number
284

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Better to look at all settlements across the region (and City) and explore how they can be made more sustainable, i.e. walkable
neighbourhoods, open space provision, balance between places to work and live in each. This is being encouraged by the Scottish
Government and Councils need to move from old-fashioned methods of development planning; this plan is a good place to start.
A better strategy would be to disperse mixed use development throughout the region instead of reliance on preferred development corridors.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The plan seeks to make better connections between and within settlements to encourage walking and cycling. The spatial strategy has been
widely discussed with many groups and is believed to offer the best opportunities for the use of public transport and passive modes of
travel.
Dispersal was dismissed partly on the basis that it would be less sustainable as it could not deliver the critical mass of development to make
new / improved services viable.
Rep. Number
284

7

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
The practice of redeveloping brownfield sites with a new use that is 100% residential should be resisted. Sites where a previous industrial
use existed should maintain permanent job creation within it and preferably the number of people employed should be no less than before.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The plan stresses a preference for mixed use developments. However, every brownfield site is different and the exact composition of such
sites can best be determined as they arise, when a brief is produced or during the planning application process. In the majority of cases it
would be unrealistic to expect a similar amount of people to be employed as before, or for this to be quantified accurately.
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Rep. Number
285

6

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
New settlements tend to attract substantial opposition, whereas organic growth of existing settlements gives a master planned approach
that may be a more effective way forward.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Either strategy has the potential to attract significant support or opposition and either could benefit from a master planned approach. The
allocation of specific sites to meet the requirements of the structure plan is a matter for the local development plans. A number of "new
settlement" proposals were submitted in response to the draft structure plan, some of which were in line with the plan's spatial strategy and
some were not. These vary considerably in size from small villages, through major extensions to existing villages to stand alone
communities of many thousands. However, none were at a stage where they could be given support through the structure plan. If local
development plan processes were to show that a new settlement(s) is the best way of meeting the structure plan's requirements and would
be consistent with the plan as a whole, the strategic development plan team would seek to assist its delivery.
Rep. Number
285

9

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
The target that "all strategic developments meeting the needs of the city region be in SGA’s" appears very restrictive.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Whilst that is an identified target, it is clear in the paragraph above that there may be some cases where a proposal cannot be provided for
in an SGA. As it states, these proposals must be justified against the aims, objectives and targets of the plan.
Rep. Number
286

8

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Accept that previous structure plans were too prescriptive / restrictive. However, believe that this plan is leaving too much for local
(development) plans to consider and will lead to significant delays and debates in the plan making process and uncertainty for communities
and service providers. More specific information is required within the SGA’s and local growth areas as to which settlement will get an
allocation or indeed a new settlement.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The flexibility in this plan is appropriate as it gives each Council latitude to implement the plan without it being overly prescriptive when many
decisions are not strategic or cross-boundary. The structure plan does not need to determine how many homes go to main settlements, or
the Aberdeenshire areas as NEST did. These decisions should be taken by the Councils as part of the local development plan process.
Delays may come in many forms but these must be managed effectively to deliver the plan within an ambitious timescale.
The allocation of specific sites to meet the requirements of the structure plan is a matter for the local development plans. A number of "new
settlement" proposals were submitted in response to the draft structure plan, some of which were in line with the plan's spatial strategy and
some were not. These vary considerably in size from small villages, through major extensions to existing villages to stand alone
communities of many thousands. However, none were at a stage where they could be given support through the structure plan. If local
development plan processes were to show that a new settlement(s) is the best way of meeting the structure plan's requirements and would
be consistent with the plan as a whole, the strategic development plan team would seek to assist its delivery.
Rep. Number
286

10

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
There is significant un-met demand for family housing in Aberdeen City and opportunities in terms of infrastructure. Welcome the
recognition that development will have to take place on greenfield sites and would urge an immediate review of the greenbelt to achieve this.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The plan recognises that there is a demand for a range of housing in the City, not just family housing. The joint greenbelt review will be
undertaken in 2009, but the timescales and mechanisms will be determined by the Council's.
Rep. Number
286

26

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
The following settlements are capable of accommodating significant development within Aberdeenshire; Stonehaven, Portlethen, Drumoak,
Westhill, Potterton, Ellon, Newburgh, Pitmedden.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The structure plan does not promote development at these, or any other specific settlement. At the level it operates, only designations for
'corridors' are made. The allocations made to SGA's provide this and it will be for the local development plan to determine exactly where
development takes place and on what scale.
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Rep. Number
287

9

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Generally supportive of the underlying principles as we accept that preceding structure plans have been too prescriptive / restrictive.
However, this plan is leaving too much for local development plans to consider and this could lead to significant delays and debates in the
local plan making process.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The flexibility in this plan is appropriate as it gives each Council latitude to determine their own interpretation of the plan without it being
overly prescriptive when many decisions are not strategic or cross-boundary. The structure plan does not need to determine how many
homes go to main settlements, or the Aberdeenshire areas as NEST did. These decisions should be taken by Aberdeenshire Council alone
as part of the local development plan process, provided the spatial strategy is adhered to. Delays may come in many forms, from within the
Council, from developers competing for sites, or from communities, these must be managed effectively to deliver the plan within a
reasonable timescale.
Rep. Number
287

13

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Agree with the approach taken in the City, with brownfield, regeneration and greenfield allocations. However, the mismatch in City
allocations results in the growth of Aberdeenshire and also insufficient range and choice of house types.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The mismatch referred to is a result of past problems in identifying and allocating greenfield
sites in the City, thus concentrating on brownfield here and greenfield in the remainder of the Aberdeenshire part of the AHMA. This should
no longer happen now that local development plans are being produced in tandem and the City has expressed a willingness to deliver its
share.
Rep. Number
287

14

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
The split between brownfield and greeenfield is too ambitious as there is limited capacity of brownfield in the city. Figures in the UCS do not
address concerns as we have fundamental concerns about the methodology behind the study, particularly the density assumptions for
brownfield sites which are flawed.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Irrespective of discussions on the selected methodology and use of comparisons, the data suggests that around 400+ units per annum is
not unrealistic based on past permissions and 10,000 over 22/23 years should be achieveable. However, this is a fairly lengthy period and
the UCS concedes that beyond 10 years, Aberdeen's urban potential would have to be reviewed to see if it can continue to provide this level
of brownfield development.
Rep. Number
287

17

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
More guidance is needed to provide assistance with local plan preparation and more certainty to communities and service developers.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The flexibility in this plan is appropriate as it gives each Council latitude to determine their own interpretation of the plan without it being
overly prescriptive when many decisions are not strategic or cross-boundary. The structure plan does not need to determine how many
homes go to main settlements, or the Aberdeenshire areas as NEST did. These decisions should be taken by Aberdeenshire Council alone
as part of the local development plan process, provided the spatial strategy is adhered to.
Rep. Number
289

7

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
It is important that affordable housing is included in the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

There is a strong commitment to provide affordable and social housing in the plan and this is central to the concept of sustainable mixed
communities and will be pursued through masterplans at the level informed by the housing need and demand assessment.
The Objective on Sustainable Mixed Communities has a target to ensure that; "new housing meets the needs of the whole community by
providing at least 25% of affordable housing". Local development plans will give additional information.
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Rep. Number
291

2

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
The SS would appear to be appropriate approach with half of the growth area directed to Aberdeen City,
Historically it has been proven that when Aberdeen prospers the surrounding areas prosper too.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
291

4

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Proposals to have greater development to the north of the city should be supported with planned improvements in transport links.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Development to the north of the City, either within the boundary or in Aberdeenshire, would greatly benefit from and may even be dependent
upon delivery of the AWPR, Third Don Crossing (and associated measures) and Balmedie to Tipperty upgrade. This is reflected in the
relatively low figures in these corridors in the early period of the plan. No details for Aberdeen can be discerned as the allocation of specific
sites will be determined within the local development plan process. This will involve extensive consultation and site selection will be based
on a significant number of criteria.
Rep. Number
291

5

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
The commitment to mixed communities must be adhered to and affordable housing spread throughout the city and shire.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

The plan seeks to ensure this, local development plans will give greater guidance on these issues.
Rep. Number
291

11

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Concern that the funding for the new schools would impair the proposed replacement of existing schools.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan states that a number of new schools will be needed in the City and Shire and that a significant proportion of the cost of these will
be funded by developer contributions from the thousands of homes proposed. The decision on other capital projects is a matter for the
Education services of each Council, although it would be expected that a programme of renewal and refurbishment would continue.
Rep. Number
295

1

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Concerns with the apparent annihilation of the Green belt within the City boundary.
Would like NEST Structure Plan page 52 Green Belt policy 27 and 28 to be considered. This Structure Plan is to run till 2016. Concern
that these policies not being present in the new Structure Plan will allow developers and speculators to submitting planning applications
within the Green Belt.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

In order to deliver the 21,000 homes proposed a small percentage of the green belt will have to be developed, although it is likely that more
than 50% of the area in Aberdeen City will remain as greenbelt. This will be given careful consideration through the review to take place in
2009.
This plan will supercede NEST and in some respects is a new style of plan. It does not contain policies in the same way that NEST did, but
has got policy material that local development plans will use to ensure remaining green belt is fit for purpose and meets the requirements of
national policy.
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Rep. Number
297

7

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Appears to be sounds rational with the selection of the current development areas ie Laurencekirk - Huntly Rail corridor and Aberdeen to
Peterhead economic regeneration.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
297

8

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Surprising that there is no mention of creating public transport infrastructure to Peterhead.
Concern that the strucutre plan does not develop a long term transport strategy.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan is not the place to develop long term transport strategies; this would be duplication of the work of NESTRANS and the
Regional Transport Strategy, or the Aberdeenshire Local Transport Strategy. Once projects appear in these documents, they may be
incorporated in a future structure plan.
Rep. Number
297

9

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
The width of the corridors require further definition.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The corridors are only indicative. The decision whether a settlement is in or out of an SGA and the allocation of specific sites will be taken
by Aberdeenshire Council as part of the local development plan process.
Rep. Number
297

10

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Concerns that Westhill is not mentioned.
It has been developed in the past with retail developments, park and ride facilities etc.
Is this missing an opportunity to further develop this area with employment and education.
This area could be functional and independent not relying on services in the city.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Westhill has seen significant growth in recent years in housing terms and more recently in employment. However, Westhill does not
naturally fall within a ‘corridor’ in the same way as those identified in the plan but stands alone just outside the Aberdeen City boundary. The
Westhill capacity study has identified some of the significant challenges posed by the further growth of the town with the AWPR and
associated measures needing to be in place before transport issues can start to be resolved. It is appropriate therefore to consider the role
of Westhill in the context of the first strategic development plan in 2/3 years time.
Rep. Number
298

6

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Affordable housing is important.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

The provision of affordable housing is central to the concept of sustainable mixed communities and will be pursued through masterplans at
the level informed by the housing need and demand assessment. Local development plans will give additional information.
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Rep. Number
298

8

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Agree in principle that villages should be extended rather than individual houses, though it should be noted that there is ofter a very good
social reason for individual houses in the countryside.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan is responsible for taking a strategic view and has little to say on individual houses; only that local development plans
should focus new housing in, or as an extension to, existing settlements. It also says that the approach taken must be in line with national
policy, of which SPP15 will be important.
Rep. Number
299

2

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
This spatial strategy is presaged on the assumption that the infrastructure (e.g. Crossrail) will be in place.
No consideration has been given to an alternative should any of the infrastructure not be forthcoming.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The spatial strategy does focus development in the City and corridors where there opportunities to encourage public transport are greatest.
The concentration of 75-80% of development in these locations has other benefits related to economies of scale for provision of services
and facilities. This is believed to be the most appropriate response to the challenges facing the north-east. It must also be noted that the
plan will be subject to review within the next two years, which gives the opportunity to revisit the strategy.
Rep. Number
299

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
No specific comments on the half the growth being in the City and half in the Shire, as this was a political decision.
Doubts expressed as to the risks associated with the capability of Aberdeen City to deliver their 50%.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The 50/50 split is equitable and believed to be deliverable. Aberdeen City Council is committed to delivery of its proportion of the allocations.
Rep. Number
299

9

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Some people believe a new settlement would be a better option. Surprised that there is no apparent option appraisal for such a solution.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites to meet the requirements of the structure plan is a matter for the local development plans. A number of "new
settlement" proposals were submitted in response to the draft structure plan, some of which were in line with the plan's spatial strategy and
some were not. These vary considerably in size from small villages, through major extensions to existing villages to stand alone
communities of many thousands. However, none were at a stage where they could be given support through the structure plan. If local
development plan processes were to show that a new settlement(s) is the best way of meeting the structure plan's requirements and would
be consistent with the plan as a whole, the strategic development plan team would seek to assist its delivery.
Rep. Number
299

34

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
There should be a subdivision of the plan into the sections ie Inverurie - Blackburn corridor and Portlethen - Stonehaven corridor to show
where infrastructure improvements will go ie which area the 2 new schools will be located in.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Detailed proposals will be dealt with through the Local Development Plan process.
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Rep. Number
301

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
The plan only encourages new industry to the narrower corridors so clearly identified.
It would be easy to require the Rural towns to make sure that there was land available for businesses at all times, then for Aberdeenshire
Council to provide incentives for development in those rural areas.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The plan encourages 75-80% of new development to the identified corridors. Clearly this gives an opportunity to provide a substaintial
amount of land for employment use in other areas. In addition, the local development plan may look at more innovative ways of encouraging
employment through integrated developments of mixed residential and small scale employment, work from home, starter units etc. Any
financial incentives would emerge through an economic development route, although planning can have a role in facilitating appropriate
developments.
Rep. Number
302

15

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Not convinced that 75 - 80% of growth over the next 20 years should be concentrated in 3 SGAs.
Believe that development should be focused around existing town within the city region to create self sustaining communities that provide
employment, high quality living and reduced the need to travel a long distance.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The SGA's represent the best opportunities for development to be served by public transport in the form of rail, bus and park and ride
services. In 2007 the split of households between Aberdeen City and was 50.5% and 49.5%, while in terms of dwellings the figures were
50.9% and 49.1%. The background research for the plan clearly established that development in or close to Aberdeen had significant
benefits. In light of these factors, a split of new developments around the 50/50 level was deemed appropriate as a basis for the structure
plan. Settlements around the City, particularly those in SGAs, will be considered for levels of strategic growth, whilst other larger
settlements in the LG&DA will be considered for allocations based on social, economic and environmental criteria and infrastructure
requirements taking full account of local need.
Rep. Number
302

17

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Support the focus in Aberdeen City on Brownfield and regeneration sites.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
302

18

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Do not support the focus of 25% new housing being in the greenbelt. Recognise that some housing will have to be built on greenbelt land
within the existing city boundary, it is the concentration and scale that is not accepted.
Feel that the boundary is artificial and there is a need in the lifetime of the plan the viability and boundaries of the councils should be
reviewed.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Council's are committed to the future growth of the north-east and to deliver this there will need to be a review of the green belt to
identify sites for development. Around 21,000 new homes are proposed in the City greenbelt up to 2030 in this plan, but this will be subject
to regular monitoring. However, the allocation of specific sites will be determined within the local development plan process. This will involve
extensive consultation and site selection will be based on a significant number of criteria.
This is not a structure plan issue.
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Rep. Number
303

4

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Scottish Government no longer support the rail Halt at Kintore, which means that this village will be passed by the railway.
Kintore should be removed from the corridor and any further consideration for housing.
More housing in Kintore would increase car usage which is contrary to the targets in the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Transport Scotland / STPR published in December 2008 highlights the need to investigate a rail station at Kintore and timetable
improvements will increase the frequency of the service.
The settlement is within the SGA, but the scale of growth that will occur is a matter for Aberdeenshire Council as they prepare their local
development plan. Whilst rail is an attractive mode of transport, the proximity to the A96 means Kintore is well-served by bus services, will
benefit from any new park and ride facility and the AWPR junction near Dyce.
Rep. Number
307

2

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
E&SCC also generally support the 'Three Strands' approach to Spatial Strategy. However have concerns with the developer wanting to
make Westhill part of a SGA, this is strongly disputed by the Community Council.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Westhill has seen significant growth in recent years in housing terms and more recently in employment. However, Westhill does not
naturally fall within a ‘corridor’ in the same way as those identified in the plan but stands alone just outside the Aberdeen City boundary. The
Westhill capacity study has identified some of the significant challenges posed by the further growth of the town with the AWPR and
associated measures needing to be in place before transport issues can start to be resolved. It is appropriate therefore to consider the role
of Westhill in the context of the first strategic development plan in 2/3 years time.
Rep. Number
307

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Have a strong preference for a dedicated "New Town" - to satisfy housing needs for Aberdeenshire which should be constructed on the
main A90 / A96 transport corridor, somewhere between Huntly and Laurencekirk - straddling the railway line.
The new town concept was supported by this community council at the consultation events in 2006.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites to meet the requirements of the structure plan is a matter for the local development plans. A number of "new
settlement" proposals were submitted in response to the draft structure plan, some of which were in line with the plan's spatial strategy and
some were not. These vary considerably in size from small villages, through major extensions to existing villages to stand alone
communities of many thousands. However, none were at a stage where they could be given support through the structure plan. If local
development plan processes were to show that a new settlement(s) is the best way of meeting the structure plan's requirements and would
be consistent with the plan as a whole, the strategic development plan team would seek to assist its delivery.
Rep. Number
307

4

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Propose/support a greater percentage of housing allocated within the city.
Emphasis and priority should be placed upon development of Brownfield sites - followed by land that has low agricultural potential.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The amount of brownfield housing in the City is broadly comparable with recent years. However, the greenfield allowances are significantly
higher than in the existing local plan.
The selection of greenfield sites will be made following a green belt review and a number of criteria will be used in this assessment.
However, it is understood that no prime quality agricultural land is found in the City, most being in the 3.1 class or below.
Rep. Number
307

7

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Support the Spatial Strategy targets but believe that the city share should be higher, for reasons given previously.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. A 50/50 equitable split is the preferred option.
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Rep. Number
307

8

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Totally opposed to the coalescence of Westhill and Kirkton of Skene, this has been opposed for a long time by many people and
organisations.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This area is designated for local growth only (AHMA), it will be for the local development plan to determine exactly where development takes
place and on what scale
Rep. Number
307

10

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Many issues and pinch points surrounding Westhill and many agree it has reached capacity.
Concerns with the road networks, emergency service response times, no bus land opportunities, primary schools at capacity, lack of leisure
facilities any further housing cannot be accommodated and would make the current situation and concerns so much worse.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This area is designated for local growth only (AHMA), it will be for the local development plan to determine exactly where development takes
place and on what scale
Rep. Number
312

5

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Feel there is a requirement for some guidance on the appropriateness of house building in the countryside.
The community council believe that each house should be decided on their own merits, and there should not be a presumption against
individual houses in the countryside.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan supports development in, or adjacent to, existing settlements within Local Growth and Diversification Areas. The level of growth
appropriate and more detailed policies will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. Any such policy must be consistent
with the provisions of relevant national policy.
Rep. Number
314

1

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Generally agree with the spatial strategy and accessibility strategy which is aimed at reducing the need to travel.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
318

5

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
The Council should investigate more houses being built for rent rather than to buy.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The plan promotes a greater mix of housing and this will be investigated through the housing need and demand assessment referred to on
p.17. The housing service of each Council has been involved in the preparation of the plan to date and are satisfied with its contents.
Rep. Number
319

4

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
The use of designated greenbelt land for controlled planned development with high quality landscaping and recreational use has not been
considered.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan is very clear that a review of the green belt will be required to accommodate the levels of growth anticipated, particularly in the City.
However, the review will be a joint exercise with Aberdeenshire Council.
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Rep. Number
319

6

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Existing lack of provision in older and recently expanded communities has been ignored - most significantly the needs of the growing elderly
population.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Unsure exactly what provision is considered as lacking. The structure plan aims to ensure new communities are mixed in land uses and
provide a range of housing. It is recognised that the ageing population will have different needs, but the influence the plan can have on this
is somewhat limited.
Rep. Number
319

7

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Given this history of developmpent together with rising fuel costs, why has the use of greenbelt land not been considered to reduce the
environmental and human costs of crossing it?
Why is ‘ribbon development’ beyond the greenbelt proposed instead?
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan is very clear that a review of the green belt will be required to accommodate the levels of growth anticipated, particularly in the City.
The pattern of development proposed in the SGA's is not a ribbon along the entire corridor.
Rep. Number
320

7

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Concern that the level of growth proposed in the city and changes to the Greenbelt will result in a loss of leisure and recreational amenity.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The review of the green belt will be undertaken with amenity and access in mind as required by national planning policy. Developments of
over 1ha on former green belt land will require to be masterplanned and this will provide opportunities for introducing green networks and
access beyond and between developed areas.
Rep. Number
325

1

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire Structure plan, should concentrate on the Aberdeen to Peterhead corridor and to regenerate places such
as the Fraserburgh area.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan does suggest these elements as part of the spatial strategy, along with the Huntly to Laurencekirk corridor.
Rep. Number
325

6

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
New housing and any further development should be concentrated in areas such as Peterhead and Fraserburgh. These areas have been
run down for years and would benefit most from regeneration.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan has a responsibility to the whole north-east and must propose a strategy for development that balances the needs of
each of these areas - this is what this spatial strategy aims to achieve. The allocation of housing does not necessarily bring benefits without
associated measures. Peterhead is designated as a regeneration area and strategic growth area, this recognises the opportunities and
challenges that exist. In contrast, Fraserburgh is designated as a regeneration priority area and this should be the main focus for
development, but may need further clarification of what tangibles this may deliver.
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Rep. Number
325

7

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Possibly consider a new town altogether.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites to meet the requirements of the structure plan is a matter for the local development plans. A number of "new
settlement" proposals were submitted in response to the draft structure plan, some of which were in line with the plan's spatial strategy and
some were not. These vary considerably in size from small villages, through major extensions to existing villages to stand alone
communities of many thousands. However, none were at a stage where they could be given support through the structure plan. If local
development plan processes were to show that a new settlement(s) is the best way of meeting the structure plan's requirements and would
be consistent with the plan as a whole, the strategic development plan team would seek to assist its delivery.
Rep. Number
330

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
SCDI supports the spatial strategy which is set out in the draft structure plan, with Aberdeen one of the strategic growth areas, strategic
growth corridor from the City along the A90 towards Dundee and the A96 towards Inverness and the regeneration priority areas in the
Banffshire and south-eastern coats of Aberdeenshire.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
330

7

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
The spatial strategy in the draft Structure Plan states clearly that: all parts of the North east are important for the further development of the
area. SCDI is aware of the comments and criticism that development in the three strategic growth areas, above all the Energetica initiative
between Aberdeen and Peterhead, will take place at the expense of other areas of the region, especially the Banffshire coast.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted.
Rep. Number
330

8

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
The comparative lack of house-building in Aberdeen in recent years as opposed to Aberdeenshire has resulted in significantly increased
traffic congestion around the City, SCDI supports the aim of rebalancing housing supply in the region, with substantially more building in
Aberdeen. A 50 -50 split in new development between the City and Shire seems to be reasonable. An expanded City should be supported
by more effective public transport.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed. Public transport will be required to serve new developments.
Rep. Number
330

9

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
SCDI is concerned that the reported rejection of Aberdeen Crossrail will to an extent undermine the Huntly-Laurencekirk strategic growth
area. Should this be the case, it will be essential that as many of the benefits as possible of the original scheme are delivered, such as the
construction of a new station and a passing loop at Kintore. Timetabling changes could increase the number of trains running between
Inverurie and Stonehaven at peak times, and these must be published to commuters.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

The Transport Scotland / STPR published in December 2008 highlights the need to investigate a rail station at Kintore and timetable
improvements will increase the frequency of the service. Pursuing the Crossrail project is the responsibility of NESTRANS and they have
made it clear that whilst the original concept cannot now be delivered, some key elements; opening of Laurencekirk Station, improved
service between Inverurie and Aberdeen and a new Kintore Station are still viable and contained within the RTS (October 2008).
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Rep. Number
330

12

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
SCDI would like to have seen a little more thinking about how the Aberdeen city region will relate to the Inverness and Dundee city regions.
The A96 corridor is also a priority for towns in Moray and the East Highlands. The north coast regeneration priority area should extend along
the Moray coast to Buckie and Lossiemouth. Montrose is about the same journey time by road and rail from Aberdeen as the Huntly end of
the strategic growth area. In preparing the final Structure Plan, the opportunities for co-ordination should be fully considered.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The SDPA has a statutory duty to consult neighbouring authorities and a response was received from Angus Council supporting the spatial
strategy and housing allocations in the southern A90 corridor to help with affordable housing provision. The structure plan has no
jurisdiction beyond the boundary determined for the Aberdeen City and Shire SDPA area, it will be for adjacent authorities to consider their
own priorities and responses to individual areas.
Rep. Number
330

13

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
All major developments require materials in the form of aggregates, minerals and other construction materials. The role of quarries must be
properly recognized. These facilities must be allowed to expand to meet the substantial increase in demand for their outputs from domestic
and overseas sources.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This is not a Structure Plan issue

Changes to be made

Such a proposal would not be a strategic issue and the determination of specific planning applications is the role of the Development
Management. Each proposal must be judged on its merits.
Rep. Number
331

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
The fundamental relationship which exists between land use, transport and human resources must receive higher emphasis.
We feel that the fourth stated aim to make the most efficient use of the transport network is inadequate and should be given higher profile,
transport has always dictated the location of settlements. However, in the last 50 years, the use of vehicles had facilitated a dispersal of
settlements which is no longer sustainable. Whilst this is acknowledged in the structure plan, the significance of transport and access have
to be elevated to a higher level since in the future, it will again define settlement location and expansion, travel to work zones and indeed, the
way in which we use town and cities.
The planning process has to be protected and redefine key parts of the infrastructure which will be required in future. One example of this is
the continuing loss of filling station not only in rural areas but also in the city centre. Alternative fuels such as advanced diesel, LPG and
hydrogen, make filling stations as essential part of the infrastructure.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

These elements are intrinsic in the vision and aims of the plan and have been carried through into the six objectives forming the core
principles of the plan.
The plan proposes 75-80% of all development in SGA's where the greatest choice of transport modes is available. As such, transport is one
of the key considerations in the spatial strategy and its improvement a fundamental goal.
The protection of future infrastructure would be better dealt with at the local development plan level. However, it is not the place of the
planning system to prevent the loss of private businesses such as petrol stations.
Rep. Number
333

6

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
We are worried that this plan has been written as a City centric plan and as such, other areas have received only a token mention. This is
backed up by the 75 to 80 percent investment in Strategic Growth Areas proposal which we note is consistent with the councillors’
representative area within SGAs and with the location of presentations being given. This is clear abuse of democratic powers.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Development in Aberdeen is critical to the future of the city region as it minimises the need to travel and encourages walking and cycling
and public transport in line with the strategy of the plan. The SGA's also represent the best opportunities for development to be served by
public transport in the form of rail, bus and park and ride services and hence the significant proportion of the development allocated. The
SDPA consists of elected members from various wards and political parties and is there to represent the whole of Aberdeenshire equally.
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Rep. Number
333

10

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
We strongly oppose the concept of Strategic Growth Areas and regeneration areas. What you have achieved on suggesting this is creating
a tiered society in terms of those who have and those who have not. We seriously question the legality of this type of selection policy.
This plan must be rewritten from an equitable position so that all areas are allowed to flourish under similar economic circumstances.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan has a responsibility to the whole north-east and must propose a strategy for development that balances the needs of
each of these areas - this is what this spatial strategy aims to achieve. The three elements of the spatial strategy in the plan are in no way
hierarchical, but enable an appropriate response to individual issues and circumstances. Improving the economic, environmental and social
future of Fraserburgh is very important for the future of Fraserburgh itself and Aberdeenshire Council. The final paragraph on p.5 of the
draft plan makes it clear that the importance given to each aim of the plan will be critical in coming to decisions on development proposals.
In this respect, RPA status for Fraserburgh can influence the weight given to each aim, resulting in a positive impact that may not be
appropriate in other areas.
Rep. Number
333

11

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
In the initial period, we believe that more than half of the development is directed towards the City. As such we do not think that is
appropriate. We should not be promoting Greenfield sites in the City when there is a plentiful supply of Brownfield sites in the Shire which
are in greater need of the economic growth. Rather investment should be made in infrastructure which enables growth on a more equitable
basis.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Correct, 18,000 units are shown for the City and 11,500 for Aberdeenshire in the first period. However, over the entire plan, 36,000 is
allocated for each Council area, phased to make best use of existing and planned infrastructure. The level of growth anticipated cannot be
achieved on Shire brownfield sites alone; this would severely constrain the social and economic development of the north-east. Brownfield
sites will continue to receive the attention that they deserve, particularly in the RPAs.
Rep. Number
333

12

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
We believe that there are other patterns which should have been drawn out for discussion in this plan beyond the corridor concept.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The corridors are only one of three elements of the spatial strategy; the others being local growth and diversification and regeneration
priority areas. This approach was decided upon following consideration of a greater number of options and is believed to be the most
appropriate solution, providing as it does the flexibility for Aberdeenshire Council through its local development plan to distribute the
considerable level of allocations following consultation with communities.
Rep. Number
333

13

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
The plan does not offer flexibility it simple ignores the opportunity to do something positive for the area which is badly in need of it. The
primary focus of this plan is on the economic growth of the SGAs. We therefore reject the suggestion at the plan meeting that regeneration
areas and SGs have equal priority.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan operates at the strategic level, where the role of individual settlements is not explored and level of growth is not imposed. This
leaves Aberdeenshire Council the flexibility to determine the response to Fraserburgh (and other settlements) within the identified spatial
strategy and to consider allocations on a case-by-case basis through the local development plan process.
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Rep. Number
333

14

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
We are very concerned about town being labelled regeneration areas. In itself thus simple devalues areas and exacerbates the problems.
We are deeply concerned by the suggestion of new towns. This simple adds to our concern that regeneration areas are in essence
forgotten areas. Better to build something new.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The residents of Fraserburgh appear well aware of its challenges and opportunities and the structure plan can assist by saying more about
Fraserburgh in particular and regeneration in general. Presentation in a positive light and setting out the town’s potential role in attracting
public sector funding will be highlighted.
The allocation of specific sites to meet the requirements of the structure plan is a matter for the local development plans. A number of "new
settlement" proposals were submitted in response to the draft structure plan, some of which were in line with the plan's spatial strategy and
some were not. These vary considerably in size from small villages, through major extensions to existing villages to stand alone
communities of many thousands. However, none were at a stage where they could be given support through the structure plan. If local
development plan processes were to show that a new settlement(s) is the best way of meeting the structure plan's requirements and would
be consistent with the plan as a whole, the strategic development plan team would seek to assist its delivery.
Rep. Number
334

4

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
In theory, the Strategic Growth Areas give the impression of housing and industry on either side of the corridors but in practice this
development will still be centred on existing settlements within the corridors. The corridor for development, the Strategic Growth Areas,
should be replaced by a strategy for the development of exiting settlements throughout Aberdeenshire and of the links between.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The spatial strategy emerged after extensive consultation within the Council's and with communities and other stakeholders. It is not
intended to promote ribbon development along each SGA, but does give Aberdeenshire Council the flexibility to look at all opportunities and
scenarios when producing their local development plan. It is likely that the majority of development in SGAs will be as extensions to existing
settlements as this allows for the use of established services and facilities and maintains the sense of community.
The local development plan will ultimately make informed decisions on site specific allocations and it should be noted that significant
amounts of development are being made available for distribution outside the SGA's, in the AHMA and RHMA. Links between settlements
are recognised as important and whilst the plan can influence this to a degree, the Council's local transport strategy is the more appropriate
mechanism for pursuing any enhancements sought.
Rep. Number
336

9

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
The creation of an 80 20 split using the SGA principle for future development in the Shire will prejudice those areas not involved in a SGA
and accordingly the SGAs principle should be scrapped.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The SGAs are located in accessible locations and in particular the Huntly - Laurencekirk corridor which is along the railway line. Areas
outwith the SGAs will still have the potential to have development at an appropriate levels for local need. The shire has a significant level of
growth proposed that is highly appropriate to meet the needs andaspirations of the area.
Rep. Number
346

4

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Along with additional housing and population increase comes new pressures on infrastructure. While the plan refers to the provision of new
schools, I believe there needs to be more detail on how new school provision will match new requirements. In the recent consultation
processes on school closures it became clear that schools were being closed in areas where significant new housing is being proposed,
and this strikes me as being a key weakness in the plan. Investment in facilities and services for both new and current communities is
crucial in maintaining and improving the quality of life of those living and moving to Aberdeen and the Shire and if the plan is successful in
increasing population there will hopefully be more demand for such services. However the fact is that services and facilities in the city are
actually facing cuts and closure and I believe the plan does not sufficiently face up to this issue in its current form and this needs to be
addressed if it to meet its goals for sustainable and long term growth in our area.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan recognises that additional services and facilities will be needed to serve the residents of new development. Many of these
developments are likely to emerge in peripheral City locations away from central established residential areas where fewer school age
children live, thus creating a shift in emphasis across the City. The full impact on the school estate will only be able to be determined once
sites are identified through the local development plan process.
However, engagement during plan preparation has taken place with the relevant service in the City Council and it will be important that this
continues through the local development plan process.
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Rep. Number
349

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
The Group is broadly supportive of the spatial strategy as outlined in the draft Plan, subject to the recommendations contained within this
response.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
350

8

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
With relation to the grid reinforcements Fraserburgh and the surrounding area desperately need diversification of its economy and
renewable energy development would have been a marvellous way to do this but this aspect is in the SGA for Peterhead/ Aberdeen. A
similar argument can be used for the Energetica Project.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

That Fraserburgh need to diversify its economy is recognised and supported by the draft plan. Grid reinforcement is unrelated to the
strategic growth areas but is identified in the National Planning Framework to enable renewable energy to connect to the grid throughout
Aberdeenshire and beyond. Fraserburgh stands to gain from this as well as other areas.
Rep. Number
350

12

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Fraserburgh is officially described as one of the worst areas for urban deprivation whose youngsters need extra provision to escape the
problem situations they find themselves in and break the cycle. Under this plan, there will be a poorer chance quality of education and much
fewer jobs opportunities which will militate against their chance of success.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Fraserburgh is the second largest town in Aberdeenshire and continues to be a major shellfish and white fish port. The dependence on the
fishing industry has resulted in a fragile local economy and its distance from Aberdeen (40 miles) and Peterhead (17 miles) means that it
faces a number of significant social and economic challenges.
A number of regeneration and ATP projects have been ongoing for some time and a whole package of measures will need to continue to be
pursued. The structure plan must be clear in the specific, strategic land use elements that it can directly influence. As such, the objectives
apply equally to all areas of the plan and encourage economic growth and mixed use developments that meet the needs of the whole
community. The plan also emphasises the need to develop better links within and to the north-east and improve public transport provision.
The spatial strategy recognises the circumstances in Fraserburgh (and other similar communities) through their dual designation as
regeneration priority areas and areas for local growth and diversification. These designations provide flexibility for the Aberdeenshire local
development plan (LDP) to respond accordingly, with relevant policies and proposals. Also importantly, the LDP will be able to promote the
reuse of brownfield land and to designate a proportion of the significant level of residential allocation made to the RHMA and an appropriate
amount of employment land.
The initial preparation for production of the LDP has begun and further work will be undertaken throughout 2009, this will involve community
council’s and other representatives, local businesses and individuals with an interest. Consultation will be key to ensuring the framework set
down by the structure plan is translated into realistic LDP policies and allocations and tangible proposals are delivered for Fraserburgh.
The three elements of the spatial strategy in the plan are in no way hierarchical, but enable an appropriate response to individual issues and
circumstances. Improving the economic, environmental and social future of Fraserburgh is very important for the future of Fraserburgh itself
and Aberdeenshire Council. The final paragraph on p.5 of the draft plan makes it clear that the importance given to each aim of the plan will
be critical in coming to decisions on development proposals. In this respect, RPA status for Fraserburgh can influence the weight given to
each aim, resulting in a positive impact that may not be appropriate in other areas.
The residents of Fraserburgh appear well aware of its challenges and opportunities and the structure plan can assist by saying more about
Fraserburgh in particular and regeneration in general. Presentation in a positive light and setting out the town’s potential role in attracting
public sector funding will be highlighted.
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Rep. Number
356

4

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Favour towards completing a 'new town' to absorb population expansion if necessary. Advantages include developing a 'package' with all
necessary social amenities and not overburdening those of existing places. Suggested Kinaldie as a possible location.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites to meet the requirements of the structure plan is a matter for the local development plans. A number of "new
settlement" proposals were submitted in response to the draft structure plan, some of which were in line with the plan's spatial strategy and
some were not. These vary considerably in size from small villages, through major extensions to existing villages to stand alone
communities of many thousands. However, none were at a stage where they could be given support through the structure plan. If local
development plan processes were to show that a new settlement(s) is the best way of meeting the structure plan's requirements and would
be consistent with the plan as a whole, the strategic development plan team would seek to assist its delivery.
Rep. Number
361

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Concentrating a spatial strategy on major public roads does not necessarily make development more sustainable as transport can be only
one aspect of social, economic and environmental considerations.
The process of creating 3 strategic growth areas is questionable as it does not appear to have been realistically tested against any stated
sustainability criteria.
The infrastructural capacity of rural settlements may not be able to cope with the proposed increases in population and development.
The strategy suggests that settlements outside SGAs may be marginalised in relation to future growth and investment and appears to be
confirmed in the paragraph headed 'Outside strategic growth area'. A tiered approach for inward investment for all settlements is required
based on their infrastructural capacity for expansion and on the application of a reliable checklist of sustainability.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The spatial strategy has the potential to be more sustainable if based on these corridors as it offers the opportunity to use the most frequent
and accessible public transport modes (bus and rail) and concentrate development instead of widespread dispersal, which would
encourage greater car useage.
Accept that overall sustainability will involve many more criteria, such as environmental protection, layout, design and build approach,
access to services and facilities etc. These are all referred to in the plan and will be pursued through the local development plans and other
supplementary planning guidance.
Rural settlements will only be considered for 'local growth and diversification' scale development, this aims to support local services and
serve other local needs.
The strategy has little bearing on inward investment, apart from that developer contributions will be utilised to mitigate against the impacts of
new development and provide necessary infrastructure.
Rep. Number
361

4

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
There does not appear to be adequate justification for the 50% split of future growth between Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire. Suggestion
that 75% growth in the city is more appropriate to prevent population decline and commuter congestion.
Designating land as green belt around the city and expanding satellite settlements in close proximity to the green belt is not a sustainable
proposal. It would only exacerbate the trend of moving away from the city and into rural settlements where property is cheaper thus leading
to increased commuting into employment areas in the city and increasing traffic congestion on the city’s arterial roads at peak time.
SPP21 says that strategic development plans will consider the issue of need for green belts and this does not appear to have been done in
the plan.
Sustainability of new development should be at the core of any growth policy.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The 50/50 split is deemed equitable and justified on the basis of allowing each area to grow to the same degree. To raise this to 75% would
burden the City with unrealistic levels of development, when the amounts proposed are much higher than in recent years. It would also
restrict the growth of Aberdeenshire unnecessarily.
The retention of a green belt around Aberdeen is of fundamental importance, although the plan recognises that it will need to be reviewed to
accommodate the levels of growth proposed. Commuting is an issue that will continue to exist, but the spatial strategy will allow choice of
modes and the integration of land uses sought in the plan will counter this somewhat.
The plan has considered the issue of need and maintains in the 'quality of the environment' section that the green belt has a "vital role to
play".
Sustainability is highlighted as one of the main aims of the plan on p.5.
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Rep. Number
361

8

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
The sustainability of new development should be at the core of any growth policy. Options for growth should be the subject of a test for
sustainability using nationally recognised sustainability criteria rather than based on a theoretical model.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Sustainability is highlighted as one of the main aims of the plan on p.5. Beyond the level of the spatial strategy, the allocation of specific
sites will be determined within the local development plan process. This will involve extensive consultation and site selection will be based
on a significant number of criteria.
Rep. Number
361

9

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
The balance is not clear:
- There does not appear to be adequate justification for the 50% split of future growth between Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire.
- Designating land as green belt around the city and expanding satellite settlements in close proximity to the green belt is not a sustainable
proposal. It would only exacerbate the trend of moving away from the city and into rural settlements where property is cheaper thus leading
to increased commuting into employment areas in the city and increasing traffic congestion on the city’s arterial roads at peak time.
- Suggestion that 75% growth in the city is more appropriate to prevent population decline and commuter congestion.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

In 2007 the split of households between Aberdeen City and was 50.5% and 49.5%, while in terms of dwellings the figures were 50.9% and
49.1%. The background research for the plan clearly established that development in or close to Aberdeen had significant benefits. In light
of these factors, a split of new developments around the 50/50 level was deemed appropriate as a basis for the structure plan.
It is acknowledged in the plan that a significant level of housing will have to be accommodated on greenfield sites; this is shown clearly in
Schedule 1. In the City this will involve a review of the green belt as also stated in the plan since all greenfield land in the City is also
identified as green belt. Development in Aberdeen is seen as critical to the future of the city region as it minimises the need to travel and
encourages walking and cycling and public transport in line with the strategy of the plan.
The suggested 75% would create an imbalance in the Shire and an over-provision in the City, which is already poised to take significantly
more development than in recent years.
Rep. Number
366

2

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Queried whether the issue of the number of people who will choose to leave the area if housing development on the scale proposed takes
place had been taken into consideration.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

No, this has not been considered and fail to see why this would be a consequence.
Rep. Number
368

4

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
A new town is the only sensible solution for 6000 homes and should be located along the AWPR road or at Laurencekirk or Drumlithie to the
south (a number of reasons for these locations are given)
By creating a new town infrastructure that meets the towns requirements can be put in place instead of creating further problems within
existing towns.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites to meet the requirements of the structure plan is a matter for the local development plans. A number of "new
settlement" proposals were submitted in response to the draft structure plan, some of which were in line with the plan's spatial strategy and
some were not. These vary considerably in size from small villages, through major extensions to existing villages to stand alone
communities of many thousands. However, none were at a stage where they could be given support through the structure plan. If local
development plan processes were to show that a new settlement(s) is the best way of meeting the structure plan's requirements and would
be consistent with the plan as a whole, the strategic development plan team would seek to assist its delivery.
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Rep. Number
375

2

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Split of 50% to City and Shire is not logical.
There is no reason to suggest that the trend towards rural living away from the city will change especially as this is a national trend and
suggests social engineering. Supporting documents show that GROS recognises the trend however this fact is ignored in the draft plan.
Additionally destruction of the greenbelt will occur as the plan shows that nearly 30% of the regions total housing requirement is planned for
the city greenbelt. This will encourage the trend towards the Shire.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The 50/50 split is deemed equitable and justified on the basis of allowing each area to grow to the same degree. To do otherwise may
burden the City with unrealistic levels of development, when the amounts proposed are much higher than in recent years, or could restrict
the growth of Aberdeenshire unnecessarily.
By creating sustainable mixed communities in close proximity to the City, where there is a recognised shortage of family housing, it is
expected that the trend for moving to the Shire will be reduced or reversed. The green belt will have to be reviewed to accommodate the
level of housing proposed and this is explicit in the plan.
Rep. Number
375

6

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Reserve some of the strategic developments for areas other than SGAs?
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The plan acknowledges on p.8 that "in some cases developments which aim to meet the needs of the City region may need to be on a
specific site. If this is not in an identified strategic growth area, we will need justificiation for this development against the aims, objectives
and targets of the plan." This statement makes provision for other scenarios.
Rep. Number
375

7

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
A percentage of housing and business land allocation should be held back ready to be released when necessary as a precaution against
over-optimistic economic and housing targets.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The plan promotes a phased approach to development of residential and employment land, albeit that this is based on high growth
scenarios and an element of front-loading. Given the current economic difficulties it is difficult to predict the rate that developments may
proceed at, but the first plan period goes to 2016, by which time things should be much more positive. The development planning process
requires all plans to be regularly reviewed and this affords the opportunity to reconsider any external factors.
Rep. Number
377

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Would like to see extra highlighting of certain words within the spatial strategy (details given).
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Your point has been noted, however it has been decided not to highlight the section as this could impact on the clarity of the document.
Rep. Number
377

7

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Infrastructure of the area must go hand in hand with the structure strategy.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

This is expected at the strategic level throughout the plan area and also in relation to particular development proposals.
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Rep. Number
383

2

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
New Town
I believe the best solution for the number of houses within the plan should be to create a new town somewhere on the AWPR road. By
creating a new town you would be able to build the infrastructure that meets the towns requirements and not create further problems within
the existing towns.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites to meet the requirements of the structure plan is a matter for the local development plans. A number of "new
settlement" proposals were submitted in response to the draft structure plan, some of which were in line with the plan's spatial strategy and
some were not. These vary considerably in size from small villages, through major extensions to existing villages to stand alone
communities of many thousands. However, none were at a stage where they could be given support through the structure plan. If local
development plan processes were to show that a new settlement(s) is the best way of meeting the structure plan's requirements and would
be consistent with the plan as a whole, the strategic development plan team would seek to assist its delivery.
Rep. Number
385

1

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
I find the plan contradictory and misleading in its treatment of the growth expected in Banchory.
Banchory is not designated as being within a strategic growth area. As such it is not expected to benefit from capital expenditures to the
same extent as towns like Peterhead,Ellon,Huntly and the city of Aberdeen.
On a per head of population basis Banchory has an allowable housing expansion over the next 10 years which is approximately four of five
times greater than any of the above-mentioned towns and one of the two greatest housing expansions in the Shire.
The structure plan targets that 75 to 80% of the growth in the region will be targeted to strategic growth areas and that in excess of 50% of
the long-term growth will be in the city of Aberdeen.
Banchory is designated as a local growth and diversification area: in such areas "levels of growth in individual settlements should relate to
local needs" according to the plan. This is not consistent with allowing 1700 new houses to be built in Banchory over the period 2007-2016.
Either this growth in new houses should be reduced (my preference) or Banchory should enjoy an improved infrastructure as a result of an
increase in its population.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The exact meaning of the response is not entirely clear. However, Banchory is not designated for strategic growth and will only receive a
proportion of the total number of homes identified for the LG&DA (AHMA). It should be noted that it will be for the local development plan to
determine exactly where development takes place and on what scale.
Rep. Number
394

1

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Does not agree with the proposed spatial approach.
The strategic growth corridors from Aberdeen to Peterhead and Huntly will lead to the economic isolation and stagnation of Aberdeenshire
North’s four major settlements, namely Fraserburgh, Macduff, Banff and Turriff. That legacy must not be allowed to be handed to our
descendant, and is unacceptable in the face of the challenge to build a low-carbon economy.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Would refute the claim that the spatial strategy will lead to economic isolation and stagnation of areas outwith SGA's. Outside the SGA's no
upper limit is given for the provision of business land, this is not a strategic issue for this plan, but is better addressed in the Aberdeenshire
LDP. It's exclusion from this plan gives maximum flexibility and opportunity for local need in individual settlements, but may also promote a
more innovative approach also.
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Rep. Number
394

2

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Alternative approach is suggested:
The wide geographical spread of Fraserburgh, Macduff, Banff and Turriff, with existing inadequate transport links to the South and North,
will require innovative proactive Enterprise Zones to be established in each of the four settlements to encourage economic growth.
Regeneration of brownfield sites, as proposed in the draft structure plan, is insufficient resource as a stand alone policy.
The proposed spatial approach strategy will certainly increase commuter flow from Aberdeenshire North’s four main settlements to and from
employment within the S.G.A. corridors. Adopting an interconnected enterprise zone strategy in Aberdeenshire North would enable workers
to remain within their local area, finding employment in the new technology industries. That effect would reduce the volume of road traffic
and help reduce carbon monoxide emissions. Regeneration of the settlements would follow, reversing the trend of living in the countryside
with disappearing basic facilities; such as shops, post offices and primary schools.
Enterprise Zones
The strategic objective would be to build on the existing strength of each settlement’s economy. Develop Enterprise Centre’s of Excellence
with new industry relevant to that settlement.
Centres of Excellence
Diversification into renewable energy can lead to new industry and employment. For example:
-Turriff - Agriculture and woodland can be linked with biofuels: Develop carbon neutral industrial plant co-operatives where farmers have
incentives to invest and increase yield.
- Fraserburgh - Fishing and food processing can be linked to new food products, with new market opportunities. Climate change is
attracting Mediterranean fish species to our shores.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

A whole package of measures will be needed to ensure the economic competitiveness of the principle north Aberdeenshire towns. The
structure plan must be clear in the specific, strategic land use elements that it can directly influence. As such, the objectives apply equally
to all areas of the plan and encourage economic growth and mixed use developments that meet the needs of the whole community. The
plan also emphasises the need to develop better links within and to the north-east and improve public transport provision.
The spatial strategy recognises the circumstances in Fraserburgh, Macduff and Banff through their dual designation as regeneration priority
areas and areas for local growth and diversification. These designations provide flexibility for the Aberdeenshire local development plan
(LDP) to respond accordingly, with relevant policies and proposals. Also importantly, the LDP will be able to promote the reuse of brownfield
land and to designate a proportion of the significant level of residential allocation made to the RHMA and an appropriate amount of
employment land. It may also examine innovative approaches to economic growth.
The initial preparation for production of the LDP has begun and further work will be undertaken throughout 2009, this will involve community
council’s and other representatives, local businesses and individuals with an interest. Consultation will be key to ensuring the framework set
down by the structure plan is translated into realistic LDP policies and allocations and tangible proposals are delivered.
Rep. Number
394

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Experts predict that there is only 40 years of oil left (Dynamic Earth, Glasgow). There is compelling evidence of global warming with high
levels of carbon dioxide in the atmosphere caused by burning of fossil fuels. Between now and 2020 short-term changes will be no more
than inconvenient. In the longer term sea-level will rise. We can reduce carbon emissions in Aberdeenshire by reducing use of automobile
transport to and from the workplace before the oil runs out by 2040.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted, the plan identifies sustainable development and climate change as a main aim.
Rep. Number
397

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Generally agree with this approach.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
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Rep. Number
397

7

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
For a new settlement to have any chance of meeting the plan’s vision of a "high quality of life", it would need a huge initial investment in
facilities since it would begin with none at all.
Page 7 of the draft already alludes to the high cost of the proposals, and a new settlement would be an expensive solution.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites to meet the requirements of the structure plan is a matter for the local development plans. A number of "new
settlement" proposals were submitted in response to the draft structure plan, some of which were in line with the plan's spatial strategy and
some were not. These vary considerably in size from small villages, through major extensions to existing villages to stand alone
communities of many thousands. However, none were at a stage where they could be given support through the structure plan. If local
development plan processes were to show that a new settlement(s) is the best way of meeting the structure plan's requirements and would
be consistent with the plan as a whole, the strategic development plan team would seek to assist its delivery.
Rep. Number
419

4

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Another area for concern is the Spatial Strategy.
Aberdeen will always be the major centre of employment. The majority of people living outside Aberdeen commute on a daily basis to
Aberdeen.
Currently the transport infrastructure both public and private is below the standard that would be required in the statement of Sustainable
development and Climate change let alone after the amount of planned new housing is build.
Examples are:
- no railway line north of Aberdeen (the Aberdeen - Peterhead growth area).
- only single-track railway towards Huntly with timetables not reflecting the flexibility needed for commuting towards Aberdeen.
- road network needs further improvements already with the current population and a result of this is that a lot of people are using the minor
roads to avoid the congestion leading to dangerous driving conditions and excessive road surface wear.
The Plan doesn't really address any of these issues.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The Transport Scotland / STPR published in December 2008 highlights the need to investigate a rail station at Kintore and timetable
improvements will increase the frequency of the service.
The plan is working with NESTRANS and Transport Scotland to ensure that development is broadly in line with committed projects such as
AWPR, A90 Balmedie to Tipperty upgrade, opening of Laurencekirk Station and other projects being promoted, such as Third Don
Crossing and Haudigan improvements and Laurencekirk grade separated junction. Further information is provided in the Background Paper.
Rep. Number
425

2

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Spatial strategy emphasises the city centred impression by creating commuting corridors that could otherwise be seen as arteries draining
the life out of Aberdeenshire to support an over dominant city and without an over dominant city the future would be impoverished or
uncertain.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The City and Shire are dependent on each other and the corridors could as easily be seen as bringing the development opportunities that
would otherwise be confined to the City out into Aberdeenshire. The creation of employment sites at Westhill and Portlethen and concept of
employment led development in the Blackdog to Peterhead corridor all reduce the 'dominance' of the City.
Rep. Number
426

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Agree with spatial strategy three strands approach as an appropriate response to the future of the area, but the developments in growth
areas or otherwise will be under the control of developers or public money. There is nothing new in terms of a mechanism to make these
stated desirable things happen.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The quality of development is expected to improve and masterplans and initiatives such as
SSCI will ensure this irrespective of whether it is a private or public sector development.
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Rep. Number
426

8

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
A new settlement could have a role to play in delivering the plan, but that would really take courage and confidence, and it has been talked
about for 30+ years.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites to meet the requirements of the structure plan is a matter for the local development plans. A number of "new
settlement" proposals were submitted in response to the draft structure plan, some of which were in line with the plan's spatial strategy and
some were not. These vary considerably in size from small villages, through major extensions to existing villages to stand alone
communities of many thousands. However, none were at a stage where they could be given support through the structure plan. If local
development plan processes were to show that a new settlement(s) is the best way of meeting the structure plan's requirements and would
be consistent with the plan as a whole, the strategic development plan team would seek to assist its delivery.
Rep. Number
426

17

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Came across the term ‘city region’ for the first time in this document.
Could cope with city region for the Aberdeen Housing Market Area, but, when it includes areas beyond Huntly and Turriff, people will be
seriously disadvantaged.
Drop it before there is harm done.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The term 'city region' has been coined by the Scottish Government and refers to the geographic area covered by the four SDPA's in
Scotland; for the north-east this is Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire (excluding the Cairngorms National Park). It is enshrined in legislation
and has no sinister or negative meaning. By removing the areas beyond Huntly and Turriff these communities would not form part of the
structure plan and would arguably feel more disadvantaged.
Rep. Number
426

18

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Queried why the strategic growth areas are defined as they are. Suggests a commuting policy which will continue to bring pressures to
these areas.
If there were to be any support for the new settlement proposal, it could not realistically be located anywhere else - unless more money is
invested in infrastructure
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The strategic growth areas follow the trunk roads and main public transport and rail connections. This recognises that commuting will
remain a feature of the north-east, but at the same time encouraging mixed use development to provide maximum choice.
The allocation of specific sites to meet the requirements of the structure plan is a matter for the local development plans. A number of "new
settlement" proposals were submitted in response to the draft structure plan, some of which were in line with the plan's spatial strategy and
some were not. These vary considerably in size from small villages, through major extensions to existing villages to stand alone
communities of many thousands. However, none were at a stage where they could be given support through the structure plan. If local
development plan processes were to show that a new settlement(s) is the best way of meeting the structure plan's requirements and would
be consistent with the plan as a whole, the strategic development plan team would seek to assist its delivery.
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Rep. Number
429

1

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Agree the spatial strategy will help the transport, schools and infrastructure problems, but will create linear effects or communities
spreading. The green belt should be preserved, i.e. the City should not spread northwards or southwards, but go westward. Do not want
Aberdeen to spread to Balmedie, Potterton, Belhelvie or Ellon, but should go west, keeping as much of the GB as possible.
In Aberdeenshire the existing identity and boundaries of towns and villages should be kept.
In regeneration areas, more trees should be planted and sand dunes preserved.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

It is acknowledged in the plan that a significant level of housing will have to be accommodated on greenfield sites; this is shown clearly in
Schedule 1. In the City this will involve a review of the green belt as also stated in the plan since all greenfield land in the City is also
identified as green belt. Although a substantial amount of development may be proposed on City greenfield / green belt sites, even with this
development, more than 50% of the area within the Aberdeen City Council boundary will remain undeveloped. It will be for the local
development plan to determine exactly where development takes place and on what scale.
The plan aims to maintain the character of exisitng settlements, but cannot allow growth whilst keeping existing boundaries.
Regeneration applies to the main settlements in the identified areas, in environmentally sensitive coastal areas the planting of trees and
preservation of sand dunes are not a structure plan issue.
Rep. Number
440

1

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Difficulty with terminology, not explained in the glossary.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

"Spatial strategy" is not included in the glossary, but is covered in great detail on p.6-8.
Rep. Number
441

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Agrees with approach of the Spatial Strategy and the proposals in principle.
Accept the need to apply a comprehensive programme of regeneration in some areas, but question whether this is within the resources of
the local authority.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The structure plan promotes the regeneration of the identified areas and will give further guidance on this. However, accept that the plan is
only a small part of achieving regeneration aspirations and other agencies and stakeholders will have to work together.
Rep. Number
449

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Fig.2 is alarming, far too much concentration on a small area while the rest of the county is neglected. Doubt if the City can absorb that level
of growth and the people of Inverurie etc. are already swamped, growth must be extended to other settlements.
New settlements would be artificial. Growth should always be on existing settlements which already have a heart.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The spatial strategy has been subject to considerable consultation since October 2006 and outside the SGA's still allows for around 25% of
the overall development. However, it will be for the local development plan to determine exactly where development takes place and on what
scale.
The allocation of specific sites to meet the requirements of the structure plan is a matter for the local development plans. A number of "new
settlement" proposals were submitted in response to the draft structure plan, some of which were in line with the plan's spatial strategy and
some were not. These vary considerably in size from small villages, through major extensions to existing villages to stand alone
communities of many thousands. However, none were at a stage where they could be given support through the structure plan. If local
development plan processes were to show that a new settlement(s) is the best way of meeting the structure plan's requirements and would
be consistent with the plan as a whole, the strategic development plan team would seek to assist its delivery.
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Rep. Number
451

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Recognises need for strategic growth areas but does not want local growth and diversification areas to be prejudiced if sensible proposals
for these areas are put forward.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The spatial strategy still allows for significant levels of growth in the LG&DA, but these must continue to be plan led wherever possible. It
will be for the local development plan to determine exactly where development takes place and on what scale.
Rep. Number
451

7

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Better to concentrate on existing communities than create new ones.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Your comment is noted.
Rep. Number
452

5

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Agree with the division of development opportunities between Aberdeen City & Shire.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
452

6

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
No preference given to potential alternatives on p.22 although consideration must be given to associated needs of transport infrastructure,
schools and retail.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted, but the alternatives presented in Schedule 1 of the draft plan were intended to stimulate debate, which they have done. No
alternatives will appear in the final plan.
Rep. Number
452

7

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Developers need clearer instruction rather than 'guidance' to preserve identity and landscape of local areas.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

This will be provided in the form of two local development plans and where appropriate supplementary planning guidance.
Rep. Number
452

8

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Agree that the right places have been selected as, 'regeneration priority areas' but unclear as to what is covered by a 'mix of uses' (section
3, paragraph 2)
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. Mix of uses refers to integration of employment, community (schools, healthcare etc.) and
residential uses on the same site where appropriate.
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Rep. Number
452

9

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Important to look inward and develop city housing by developing vacant building and spaces. This will put less pressure on the travel
network.
The development of new settlements may have negative affect on other established less attractive settlements.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

In the City, 40% of new housing is proposed on brownfield sites, this will amount to several thousand homes.
The allocation of specific sites to meet the requirements of the structure plan is a matter for the local development plans. A number of "new
settlement" proposals were submitted in response to the draft structure plan, some of which were in line with the plan's spatial strategy and
some were not. These vary considerably in size from small villages, through major extensions to existing villages to stand alone
communities of many thousands. However, none were at a stage where they could be given support through the structure plan. If local
development plan processes were to show that a new settlement(s) is the best way of meeting the structure plan's requirements and would
be consistent with the plan as a whole, the strategic development plan team would seek to assist its delivery.
Rep. Number
455

1

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
The plan does not include any real strategy for growth for the area, yet forecasts a large increase in population even though population has
declined in recent years.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan proposes growth in the number of homes in the north-east and growth and diversification of the economy; from these
elements it is hoped that population growth will follow.
Rep. Number
458

2

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
The main focus of the spatial strategy is to create modal change from road to rail from Huntly to Laurencekirk and to lesser extent along the
Aberdeen to Peterhead Corridor - No evidence that this modal shift will work. This assumption could indeed cause more congestion along
restricted arteries.
Development shouldn’t be restricted to corridors.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The main focus of the plan is to deliver development to facilitate sustainable growth in the best possible locations. From this, the spatial
strategy has emerged with a preference for around 75% of new development in SGA's. There can be no certainty that this will work, but the
conditions should be in place in the form of transport infrastructure improvements and greater mixed use developments that reduce the
need to travel.
A significant amount of development is proposed for the areas outwith the SGA's as can be seen in Schedule 1.
Rep. Number
458

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Projects such as the crossrail network and the AWPR at time of writing have no guarenteed funding.
The level of dependance of the Spatial Strategy on these projects should be clarified.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Transport Scotland / STPR published in December 2008 highlights the need to investigate a rail station at Kintore and timetable
improvements will increase the frequency of the service. Crossrail is now to be delivered in a number of smaller projects over a period of
time instead of together, this will increase the number and frequency of trains between the south and Inverurie and reopen Laurencekirk
Station. The AWPR PLI recently finished and the outcome is awaited, although the principle is established.
The spatial strategy is reliant on the completion of the AWPR in particular to improve access from the north.
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Rep. Number
458

4

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Underlying presumption towards land-use based zoning implicit in parts of the draft plan. Land-use zoning is a largely outdated model
which does not promote sustainable communities, encourages car use and absence of pedestrian orientated areas.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan allocates a sustantial number of homes and significant amount of employment land at the corridor level, but makes no provision for
specific sites or any more detailed information. This will be the purpose of local development plans and supplementary planning guidance
and until these have been undertaken, it is too early to consider whether the strategy promotes sustainable communities, reduces
dependence on the private car and encourages walking and cycling.
Rep. Number
459

1

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
The plan is clear and aspirational however the city region concept is not justified. No research on how this strategy will affect the periphery
of the region (lack of research backing up the vision. Statements with no justification, 'Aberdeen City and Shire has above average
incomes' may be true of Aberdeen City, the two areas are split and this plan promotes the differential.
Promotes investment in a minority of areas which promotes inequality, migration and travel in and out with Aberdeenshire. Drivers for this
type of investment should be reconsidered and a more balanced approach to economic development taken.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The plan is a strategy for land use development across the entire north-east for the next 20+ years. It aims to provide an appropriate
framework for development, with significant levels of growth in Aberdeenshire, but recognising the important role that Aberdeen plays as a
regional centre. The SGA's represent the best opportunities for development to be served by public transport in the form of rail, bus and
park and ride services.
Concentration of 75-80% of development in the SGAs will be more sustainable as it will deliver the critical mass of development to make
new / improved services viable.
Rep. Number
459

4

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
SGAs allow the remainder of Aberdeenshire to be neglected. Proposals include improving the economy and competitiveness of industry etc
but there is no mention of how this will be achieved only mentions transportation. SGAs distract from encouraging uptake or brownfield
sites for development.
Suggestion of 75-80% of development to take place in SGAs is without foundation although led to believe reason is planning gain for
schools. Reject statement at public meeting that 75-80% investment was no higher a priority than the remaining regeneration areas
investment.
Plan promotes use of greenbelt for development in city ignoring brownfield sites available in the shire. Investment required in shire
subsidise business to utilize existing land available.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The area designated for 'local growth and diversification' (outside the SGA's) is allocated significant amounts of residential and unlimited
amounts of employment land that can be distributed through the local development plan process. There is still a presumption in favour of
the reuse of brownfield land, particularly in the identified regeneration area.
The key purpose of concentrating this scale of development in the SGA's is to allow people a wider range of transport choices in accessible
locations where people want to live. The numbers proposed are anticipated to deliver the economies of scale needed to provide schools,
transport upgrades and other services and facilities that a policy of dispersal could never achieve. In this respect investment will occur in
the SGA's, but this will only only allow these to keep up with demand created by new development.
The plan must make judgements about the distribution of development, many sites in the countryside are isolated and brownfield would
provide limited benefits. The plan does promote the reuse of brownfield sites in settlements in line with national policy.
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Rep. Number
459

5

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Bias to city in terms of initial development - 61% to city in first 10 years.
Banff and Macduff not mentioned.
No need for new settlements, use existing brownfield sites. Aberdeenshire to be the focus in the short to medium term
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Front-loading of City development is deemed necessary to 'catch-up' with recent lack of completions and resulting problems this creates.
Over the entire plan period the same number of homes will be allocated, but these must be phased as reflected in Schedule 1.
These settlements are identified in the key diagram and designated for local growth and diversification and as regeneration priority areas.
Many settlements do not get a specific mention in this document, but the local development plan will rectify this.
The allocation of specific sites to meet the requirements of the structure plan is a matter for the local development plans. A number of "new
settlement" proposals were submitted in response to the draft structure plan, some of which were in line with the plan's spatial strategy and
some were not. These vary considerably in size from small villages, through major extensions to existing villages to stand alone
communities of many thousands. However, none were at a stage where they could be given support through the structure plan. If local
development plan processes were to show that a new settlement(s) is the best way of meeting the structure plan's requirements and would
be consistent with the plan as a whole, the strategic development plan team would seek to assist its delivery.
Rep. Number
462

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Concerns over local growth and diversification areas not growing in relation to local needs. Worries that this does not exist presently.
Concerns over plans for 'new homes being designed to a high standard' when current building standards are not enforced. All building
should be a least code 4 or 5 and affordable housing and housing to rent should be promoted.
Will car parks be placed in flood plains?
Concerns that economic interests damage environmental ones.
No need to encourage retail opportunities should support current NE businesses and local food markets.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Local development plans will have the primary role in assessing local need in consultation with local communities and other representatives.
The plan promotes higher standards and mixed tenures. Greater detail than this is not a structure plan issue.
Some development may be appropriate in flood plains, the plan makes it clear these should be "exceptional circumstances".
In planning, it is important to weigh up these often competing interests and come to a reasoned recommendation.
The plan promotes the use of the sequential approach in assessing retail development as national policy suggests.
Rep. Number
465

5

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Transport Scotland fully support the two main aims of the plan. Whilst the principles of the plan are undoubtedly correct, Transport Scotland
has a number of representations and objections, specifically:
TSC1 - TS has concerns with regard to the cumulative impact of development proposals on the strategic transport network. Encouraged
that development is focused on areas where opportunities for public transport use are available, there needs to be a more full appraisal to
allow an informed view to be taken.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan and spatial strategy in particular are interdependent on an effective and efficient transport system. The work done with
Transport Scotland and close liaison with Nestrans has greatly benefited plan production. The recent workshop was another component of
this consultation and further meetings will be held to ensure interventions can be identified as soon as practicably possible and fed into local
development plans. There may still need to be a requirement for SPG to accommodate unforeseen eventualities.
It is proposed to publish an addendum to the Background Paper in due course to support the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
467

1

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Concerned about the designation of specific areas for additional development without identifying potential problems due to the proximity of
major hazard sites and pipelines. This particularly affects existing industrial areas and Aberdeen and Peterhead harbour and those areas
where pipelines run through what were rural areas in the 1970's, such as Laurencekirk, Westhill, Stonehaven etc.
Development areas within consultation distances of major hazard sites and pipelines will see restrictions on the types of development which
can be made, this is already becoming a problem where developers are drawing up plans for new housing around Laurencekirk and
Westhill. Pipeline operators can often relay sections of pipeline with thicker walled pipe, but this can cost millions.
Appreciate that much of this detail can be dealt with at the LDP, but there is a need to identify in this plan that health and safety issues may
impact on the type and density of developments within the consultation distances of major hazard sites and pipelines. Reference should
also be made to Article 12 of the Seveso Directive (Council Directive 96/82/EC) which requires planning authorities to maintain appropriate
distances between major hazard sites and residential areas, areas of public use and areas of particular sensitivity or interest.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan is intended to operate at the strategic level, leaving more detailed assessments on sites and constraints to the local
development plan.
This is not a structure plan issue.
This level of detail would also be inappropriate for a structure plan.
Rep. Number
468

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Do not consider that the spatial strategy raises any significant issues for our interests as much will be dependent on the location detail of
actual land allocations and can be most appropriately addressed at the LDP stage.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted.
Rep. Number
469

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
The concept of focusing development along existing transport corridors is sensible. However, it is important here to take full account of the
natural habitats and biodiversity within these proposed SGA's and ensure their conservation. Currently, large areas of land are being lost to
development with little in the way of compensation. A radical rethink of development within the area is necessary to tackle the very real
challenges of the 21st C.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The structure plan is intended to operate at the strategic level, leaving more detailed
assessments on sites and constraints to the local development plan.
Rep. Number
470

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
The SGA's need to be capable of accommodating the growth necessary to attract high value jobs and require the necessary levels of
infrastructure and connectivity to sustain growth.
Concentrating growth in the three SGA's should not cause any detriment to other potential growth areas within the boundaries of the plan,
particularly in areas where communities are well established. In addition, growth in these areas is dependent on improvements in
transportation and any planned reduction in Government funded transport development will have a negative impact on targeted SGA's.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

These elements are implicit in the plan.
This is a plan for the whole of the north-east and one area is not intended to benefit at the expense of another. The spatial strategy aims to
provide a framework for development that the local development plan can respond to, to best meet the needs of individual communities.
Transport improvements would greatly benefit delivery of the spatial strategy, but many of these are the responsibility of Transport Scotland
and NESTRANS, with whom we have a close dialogue.
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Rep. Number
472

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
This section is well documented and easily understood and there are obvious links to Community Planning. There could be more reference
to the Community Planning Partnerships and the NE Joint Public Sector Working Group in the introduction section.
It will be important to give more cognisance to the infrastructure and available amenities in the areas identified for growth.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

It is sufficient for this plan and for the purpose of brevity to retain the phrase "which the public and private sectors can work towards.."
instead of explicit reference to the suggested groups.
The plan refers to this in several sections and aims to improve on past performance.
Rep. Number
472

5

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Any proposal for a new settlement would need careful consideration as there is much learning from new towns in Scotland that report social
and economic difficulties. Their experience suggests such communities find it difficult to instill a feeling of ownership and responsibility
among its residents, which can lead to higher crime rates and unemployment. Should such an approach be considered a viable option,
considerable early collaborative intervention would increase the potential for a successful outcome.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites to meet the requirements of the structure plan is a matter for the local development plans. A number of "new
settlement" proposals were submitted in response to the draft structure plan, some of which were in line with the plan's spatial strategy and
some were not. These vary considerably in size from small villages, through major extensions to existing villages to stand alone
communities of many thousands. However, none were at a stage where they could be given support through the structure plan. If local
development plan processes were to show that a new settlement(s) is the best way of meeting the structure plan's requirements and would
be consistent with the plan as a whole, the strategic development plan team would seek to assist its delivery.
The social and psychological aspects of creating such a community are somewhat beyond the scope of planning, although by designing
discernable neighbourhoods, all the necessary infrastructure, access to quality open spaces, transportation links etc. the negative aspects
as outlined could be minimised and some criminal activity prevented.
Rep. Number
476

3

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
Welcome the proposed spatial strategy and SGA's. SEG and ACSEF see the Aberdeen to Peterhead corridor as providing the opportunity
for significant scale of development to accommodate growth and diversification in the energy sector.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
Rep. Number
482

2

Subject

Spatial Strategy

Summary
To facilitate City growth and reverse decline, particularly to the Shire, the allocations should not be split equally and wording needs
amended. Proposed changes to figures can be found in the representation. Wording on p.7 should state "Aberdeen City - just over half of
all new development.." Target on p.8 should state "For at least 52%.." or "For just over 50%.."
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The respondant gives no specific justification for the changes proposed to the strategic allocations, many of which appear to be 'tinkering' of
the originals and not providing a well reasoned alternative. The total figure has dropped from 72,000 to 63,000 although it is not clear why
and the split in the City between brownfield, greenfield and regeneration areas has not been given.
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Rep. Number
185

7

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Assume that any settlement within the Strategic Growth Areas will be supported for expansion under this aspect of the plan.
Welcome the Cross Rail proposals and the further improvements to the bus service.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. It should not be assumed that all
settlements within the SGAs will be appropriate for development, this is for the Local Development Plan to determine.
A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
186

7

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Pleased to note the identification of the Huntly to Laurencekirk SGA.
Own land near Insch but no detail of area beyond diagram, presume that expansion of unspecified settlements within the SGAs is still in
accordance with the strategy.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
189

1

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Control a substantial area of land in excess of 100 hectares to the south of Stonehaven and identify it as having significant potential to
contribute to the sustainable growth of the town as advocated by the draft Structure Plan.
Put forward a justification for the inclusion of the area of land to the south of Stonehaven at East Newton Leys.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
189

3

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Stonehaven is ideally located on the road and rail network to accommodation significant sustainable growth. It benefits from the existing
railway station, being capable of capitalising on the Crossrail proposal, WPR and benefits from direct access onto the A90.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
189

9

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Justification submitted for the land to the South of Stonehaven in terms of the objectives of the Draft plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
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Rep. Number
191

2

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Control 65 hectares of land at Blackburn and identify it as having significant potential to contribute to the sustainable growth of the town as
advocated by the draft Structure Plan.
Put forward a justification for the inclusion of the area of land to the north of Blackburn.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
191

3

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Blackburn is ideally located on the road and rail network to accommodation significant sustainable growth. It benefits from the existing
railway and would maximize the use of infrastructure along the corridor and utilize and enhance the already well established public transport.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
191

6

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Need to update the Strategic Forecasts to reflect more recent national projections.
Sufficient land should be allocated to meet the GRO recent projections of a population of 500,000 by 2031. Increased population equals
increased people so an increased housing requirement. Need to increase the allocations.
Further justification for increasing the housing numbers is that the headline figure includes 5,000 houses emerging for regeneration areas
within the city. These are simple replacements and because of this the net increase being promoted by the plan is 67,000 not 72,000.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan provides significant opportunities for development early in the plan period. This will be able to accommodate a range of
growth scenarios prepared by the councils. Although the GRO(S) high migration scenarios is higher than the most optimistic of the three
forecast scenario prepared by the councils, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic Planning Committee, in January 2008, agreed that the
GRO(S) projection did not invalidate the AC & S forecasts.
The forecasts on which the housing numbers are based took account of a significant level (4,800) of demolitions in the Community
Regeneration Areas in Aberdeen. These units do not represent double counting because the forecast required for housing would have been
4,800 lower if they had not been included.
However, changing expectations of the nature and speed of delivery of the Community Regeneration Strategy mean that these figures will
need to be revised downwards. Due to the status of these units however (as outlined above), they do not require to be replaced. Progress
and future expectations, however, will be kept under review and this plan would encourage faster progress than the plan may suggest.
The plan will be replaced with a strategic development plan within five years and the opportunity will be taken at that point to re-access
progress.
Rep. Number
192

2

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Control land at south of Blackburn and identify it as having significant potential to contribute to the sustainable growth of the town as
advocated by the draft Structure Plan.
Put forward a justification for the inclusion of the area of land to the north of Blackburn.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
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Rep. Number
192

3

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Blackburn is ideally located on the road and rail network to accommodation significant sustainable growth. It benefits from the existing
railway and would maximize the use of infrastructure along the corridor and utilize and enhance the already well established public transport
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
192

6

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Need to update the Strategic Forecasts to reflect more recent national projections.
Sufficient land should be allocated to meet the GRO recent projections of a population of 500,000 by 2031. Increased population equals
increased people so an increased housing requirement. Need to increase the allocations.
Further justification for increasing the housing numbers is that the headline figure includes 5,000 houses emerging for regeneration areas
within the city. These are simple replacements and because of this the net increase being promoted by the plan is 67,000 not 72,000.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan provides significant opportunities for development early in the plan period. This will be able to accommodate a range of
growth scenarios prepared by the councils. Although the GRO(S) high migration scenarios is higher than the most optimistic of the three
forecast scenario prepared by the councils, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic Planning Committee, in January 2008, agreed that the
GRO(S) projection did not invalidate the AC & S forecasts.
The forecasts on which the housing numbers are based took account of a significant level (4,800) of demolitions in the Community
Regeneration Areas in Aberdeen. These units do not represent double counting because the forecast required for housing would have been
4,800 lower if they had not been included.
However, changing expectations of the nature and speed of delivery of the Community Regeneration Strategy mean that these figures will
need to be revised downwards. Due to the status of these units however (as outlined above), they do not require to be replaced. Progress
and future expectations, however, will be kept under review and this plan would encourage faster progress than the plan may suggest.
Rep. Number
193

5

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Further consideration needs to be given to the extent of the Strategic Growth Area and the scale of development within the AHMA outwith
the Strategic Growth Areas.
The overall housing and employment numbers need to be increased to reflect the most optimistic forecasts to encourage growth in the area.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

These allocations reflect the Aberdeen City and Shires high projections already. There is a significant level of development proposed within
the AHMA for the amount of settlements available. No further allocations will be made within these areas. The employment figures will be
for the LDP to decide but they will reflect local need.
Rep. Number
194

6

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Further consideration needs to be given to the extent of the Strategic Growth Areas (SGAs). Feel that growth will be restricted because it is
not identified as a SGA.
It is considered that Westhilll should be included in the SGA in light of its strategic importance in the City Region.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

These allocations reflect the Aberdeen City and Shires high projections already. There is a significant level of development proposed within
the AHMA for the amount of settlements available. No further allocations will be made within these areas. The employment figures will be
for the LDP to decide but they will reflect local need.
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Rep. Number
194

9

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Submit a justification for Westhill to be located in an SGA. Some of the reasons being due to linkages, recent strategic role in terms of
housing and employment land, and better linkages once WPR constructed.
Westhill employment land uptake exceeds every settlement within the AHMA apart from Portlethen. This includes being higher than
Inverurie and Blackburn who are both located in the SGA.
It is felt that Westhill can accommodate further growth while still tying in with the aims of the draft plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Westhill has seen significant growth in recent years in housing terms and more recently in employment. However, Westhill does not
naturally fall within a ‘corridor’ in the same way as those identified in the plan but stands alone just outside the Aberdeen City boundary. The
Westhill capacity study has identified some of the significant challenges posed by the further growth of the town with the AWPR and
associated measures needing to be in place before transport issues can start to be resolved. It is appropriate therefore to consider the role
of Westhill in the context of the first strategic development plan in 2/3 years time.
Rep. Number
194

10

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
If Westhill is not given SGA status it should be given a specific allocation along with other main settlements within Aberdeenshire.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites in Westhill will be determined through the Local Development Plan process.
Westhill has seen significant growth in recent years in housing terms and more recently in employment. However, Westhill does not
naturally fall within a ‘corridor’ in the same way as those identified in the plan but stands alone just outside the Aberdeen City boundary.
The Westhill capacity study has identified some of the significant challenges posed by the further growth of the town with the AWPR and
associated measures needing to be in place before transport issues can start to be resolved. It is appropriate therefore to consider the role
of Westhill in the context of the first strategic development plan in 2/3 years time.
Rep. Number
203

1

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Broadly supportive of the spatial strategy and identification of SGA's.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
212

2

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Support the principle of the spatial strategy with three SGA’s along the main transport and economic corridors, in particular Aberdeen to
Peterhead. Aware of work on Energetica and ask that it be more explicitly reflected in the final plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Energetica is mentioned in three sections of the plan along with also being mentioned in the glossary. The glossary definfition is explicit
and refers to who is promoting the initiative should further information be required.
At the time the draft structure plan was prepared, the Energetica concept was not well developed. However, a ‘strategic framework’ has
since been published which sets out more clearly what it might mean. Although the detail of the framework is not something that can be
supported through the structure plan, the concept of supporting economic growth in the corridor is. The Action Programme will need to set
out how the concept can be further developed and implemented.
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Rep. Number
216

3

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Close proximity to Peterhead and recognition as a quality place to live will continue to create demand for housing land in Mintlaw. Therefore
request that the Mintlaw is included within the boundary of the Ellon to Peterhead corridor.
Greater emphasis should be given to the role of settlements that lie outwith the SGA’s, in particular the market towns and major service
centers, such as Mintlaw.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Mintlaw clearly does not fall within the Aberdeen to Peterhead SGA. However, it is an important town in the area and it will be for the local
development plan to identify the appropriate scale of growth for the town to meet local needs.
Rep. Number
234

10

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
SGA's if applied too rigorously could restrict development in areas perfectly suited to growth. Suggest the plan therefore apply a criteria
based approach to identifying settlements suitable for development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Site specific allocations will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. Beyond the settlements shown on the key
diagram it will be for them to determine what is in and what is out of the SGA corridor and what level of development each settlement should
take.
Rep. Number
235

9

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
SGA's if applied too rigorously could restrict development in areas perfectly suited to growth. Suggest the plan therefore apply a criteria
based approach to identifying settlements suitable for development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Opportunities for growth outside SGA's are shown in Schedule 1 (housing) and there is no restriction on the amount of employment land
that the local development plan can allocate to satisfy local need.
Rep. Number
245

1

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Clients are concerned that the proposed strategic growth corridors associated with the Huntly to Laurencekirk and Aberdeen to Peterhead
trunk roads have been delineated too lightly. The danger is that what should be a flexible and responsive guideline will become a hard and
fast rule with, quite possible, a fixed distance measured from the road becoming established practice when determining planning
applications. This could be a problem at Kinmuck and Fintray, as well as other, similar, small settlements where the additional modest
housing development can be a boon to the local community and, often, a real support for a local primary school. There seems no good
reason, in our view, why such a corridor should not have an irregular edge to take advantage of - and be benefit to - existing population
centers of whatever size.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

It is not proposed to suggest a fixed width for the corridors but the plan will emphasise that they are a concept around good access to high
quality public transport. Modest growth for local needs ins provided for outwith the SGAs and not all locations in SGAs can expect to see
significant levels of growth.
Rep. Number
253

1

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Representation 253 promotes future growth at Blackdog, Aberdeenshire. Several planning policies which support the proposal are listed
and related to the potential development.
Given the strategic nature of the proposals, it is considered that the emerging Structure Plan ought to recognize the locational benefits of
the subject land given its proximity to the future A90/AWPR Interchange and the settlement of Blackdog. The proposals strive to provide a
high quality, energy efficient and strategically planned development which is a tailored response to the site setting.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
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Rep. Number
253

6

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
To conclude, it is acknowledged that the majority of economic growth within the SGA will be focused on both Ellon and Peterhead being the
largest concentrations of development within the corridor. However, there is no reason why an element of future growth, as proposed, could
not satisfactorily accommodated at the strategically important AWPR Interchange/Blackdog.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

It is agreed that economic growth can also be accommodated outwith the towns of Ellon and Peterhead in that corridor. However the
allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be forwarded to
the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
253

7

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
The site falls within the Aberdeen to Peterhead Strategic Growth Area, identified in the emerging Structure Plan as a primary area for
economic growth with increased levels of housing development in the longer term. In this regard, the subject land would make a positive
contribution to business land requirements in this Strategic Growth Areas, delivering economic growth through the provision of tourism and
specialist retail facilities at this gateway location. The scale of the proposed development is commensurate with this designation for
strategic growth.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
253

9

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
To conclude, it is acknowledged that the majority of growth within the SGA will be focused on both Ellon and Peterhead being the largest
concentrations of development within the corridor. However there is no reason why the proposed future growth could not be satisfactorily
accommodated at Blackdog to build upon the existing settlement and its proximity to the A90/AWPR junction and to create a more
sustainable form of development, including increased facilities, while allowing for a greater degree of flexibility and choice in the best
interests of both the local and wider community.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
255

7

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Bancon consider that the next focus for sustainable growth should be the settlements on good transport corridors within the AHMA (which
includes Ellon and Balmedie). It is felt that this would be preferable (from a sustainability perspective) to forcing development into areas
which are less attractive to the market, and where historically development has been slower. This is not too say that Bancon do not support
the ‘Energetica’ proposals. Indeed that economic agenda is highly desirable. Rather, they suggest that exceptional residential growth is not
necessarily required to secure these economic development projects. With regard to Energetica, however, Bancon consider that it is
necessary to increase the geographical range of the strategic growth area to bring it in line with the aspirations of ACSEF and the
Energetica masterplan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The planning system has a role to guide the market as well as respond to it. The corridor to Peterhead is designed to have an economic
development - led focus and is one element of an appropriate response to the challenges in the north of Aberdeenshire. There are no
planning reasons to justify a different approach to the definition of the SGA in this area.
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Rep. Number
255

10

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Bancon have suggested their own figures for future development and therefore could not support the targets as currently set for delivering
the spatial strategy. In particular, they would strenuously oppose the concept that all ‘strategic developments’ (which are as yet undefined)
meeting the needs of the city Region, should be located within the SGAs as currently constituted.
However, Bancon’s alternative development strategy in essence suggests that there should be 4 rather that 3 SGA’s: Aberdeen, the railway
corridor, the AHMA corridors and the Energetica corridor.
In addition to the above assessment, if the scale of growth is not to be reconsidered, then Bancon would question whether there is any
benefit in maintaining the distinction between the Aberdeen and the Rural Housing Market Areas.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The A93 corridor was not identified for strategic growth for a number of reasons, not least the fact that public transport is less attractive, the
environment is ore sensitive and the strategic advantages more limited. The two HMAs have an important role in delivering the strategy of
the plan.
Rep. Number
261

13

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
We have no particular issue on the regeneration areas other than where new housing simply replaces existing stock this does not contribute
to the housing land supply.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The forecasts on which the housing numbers are based took account of a significant level (4,800) of demolitions in the Community
Regeneration Areas in Aberdeen. These units do not represent double counting because the forecast required for housing would have been
4,800 lower if they had not been included.
However, changing expectations of the nature and speed of delivery of the Community Regeneration Strategy mean that these figures will
need to be revised downwards. Due to the status of these units however (as outlined above), they do not require to be replaced. Progress
and future expectations, however, will be kept under review and this plan would encourage faster progress than the plan may suggest.
Rep. Number
261

15

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
It is acknowledged that the draft plan has not tried to be too much of a constraint on the development of local plans however this leaves
much for local plans to consider and perhaps clearer direction would avoid prolonged debate. In terms of our own interests firmer guidance
on the areas of allocation within the SGA's would be welcomed.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Beyond those settlements specifically shown on the key diagram it is for the LDP to determine whether they are within the SGA or LG&DA.
The structure plan only leaves the local plan non strategic issues.
Rep. Number
261

16

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
With regards the requirement for employment land within the SGA's we are of the opinion that the targets should be more specific to avoid
land being taken into consideration over a wide area which creates distortion on availability. Indeed as an example it is our opinion that the
current "Inverurie corridor" allocation which covers Blackburn to Inverurie has not been helpful and this is obvious when you consider the
amount of Inverurie-based businesses which have been forced to move to Kintore due to the lack of available and suitable sites within
Inveruries itself. To achieve balanced sustainable communities clearer direction is required on this matter.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan makes it clear that it is seeking sustainable mixed communities with mixed-use development being encouraged. It will be for local
develoopment plans to identify the appropriate balance in individual communities as this is not a strategic issue.
Rep. Number
262

1

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
We support the focus on development within the Strategic Growth Areas (SGA). In particular we support the focus on the Huntly to
Laurencekirk corridor, given the ability to capitalise upon good public transport links (and to justify improving such links where necessary),
and given that this corridor includes a number of local centers (e.g Stonehaven, Portlethen and Inverurie), whose role can be strengthened
by strategically planned development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The comments are in agreement with the Draft Structure Plan but it should be noted that the allocation of specific sites will be determined
within the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
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Rep. Number
263

1

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
We support the focus on development within the Strategic Growth Areas (SGA). In particular we support the focus on the Huntly to
Laurencekirk corridor, given the ability to capitalise upon good public transport links (and to justify improving such links where necessary),
and given that this corridor includes a number of local centers (e.g Stonehaven, Portlethen and Inverurie), whose role can be strengthened
by strategically planned development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The comments are in agreement with the Draft Structure Plan but it should be noted that the allocation of specific sites will be determined
within the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
264

7

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
The comments on page 7 relating to Aberdeen City are frankly banal and serve to deceive with regard to the impact of the greenfield
allowance shown on Schedule 1. The greenbelt review really requires to have been completed to establish it's capacity to accommodate
such a level of development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

It is acknowledged in the plan that a significant level of housing will have to be accommodated on greenfield sites; this is shown clearly in
Schedule 1. In the City this will involve a review of the green belt as also stated in the plan since all greenfield land in the City is also
identified as green belt. Although a substantial amount of development may be proposed on City greenfield / green belt sites, even with this
development, more than 50% of the area within the Aberdeen City Council boundary will remain undeveloped.
Development in Aberdeen is critical to the future of the city region as it minimises the need to travel and encourages walking and cycling
and public transport in line with the strategy of the plan.
Rep. Number
264

8

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
In relation to the Huntly-Laurencekirk corridor there are clearly capacity and infrastructure constraints which preclude the dumping of further
massive allocations in the identified settlements in a manner identical to that seen in NEST. A repetition of NEST will not assist the Cross
Rail project nor will it deliver economic growth or benefit. It will merely further devastate a limited number of settlements.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Phasing within particular corridors is based on infrastructure constraints that will need to be resolved prior to significant levels of
development taking place. An example of this is the limited numbers in the A90 (north) corridor until the AWPR, Balmedie to Tipperty
dualling and Third Don Crossing are in place. It is also necessary to ensure that there is sufficient concentration of development to facilitate
the timeous provision of community services, facilities and necessary infrastructure, which means that development tends to be focused on
a particular area during a particular period.
The spatial strategy emerged after extensive consultation within the Council's and with communities and other stakeholders. This will give
the Councils the flexibility to look at all opportunities and scenarios when producing their local development plan. It is likely that the majority
of development in SGAs will be as extensions to existing settlements as this allows for the use of established services and facilities and
maintains the sense of community.
The local development plan will ultimately make informed decisions on site specific allocations and it should be noted that significant
amounts of development are being made available for distribution outside the SGA's, in the AHMA and RHMA. Links between settlements
are recognised as important and whilst the plan can influence this to a degree, the Council's local transport strategy is the more appropriate
mechanism for pursuing any enhancements sought.
Rep. Number
266

8

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
I cannot understand why the area between Ellon and Peterhead attracts greater housing numbers over the plan's duration than Drumlithie to
Marykirk. Peterhead has no rail link and a poor and congested road yet the council intends to invite further congestion by installing a further
2000 houses.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The majority of the development for the Ellon-Peterhead are for the later periods of the plan, reflecting infrastructure constraints that exist
and the expected delivery of committed transport projects. Allocations will regularly be reviewed can be changed if circumstances change
as required. The strategy for the Peterhead corridor is economic development led. Peterhead is a significantly larger town than Laurencekirk.
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Rep. Number
266

10

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
We would suggest that more development could be apportioned to the Drumlithie to Marykirk area where there are better road and rail links.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Significant growth is proposed for this area compared to what has been in the past.
Rep. Number
267

23

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Guidance is required on how far from the A90 the southern growth corridor development should be.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Beyond those shown on the key diagram the specific settlements within the corridors will be determined through the Local Development
Plan process.
Rep. Number
268

2

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Welcome the SGA between Aberdeen and Peterhead.
Would want Mintlaw to be included in this area for the following reasons:
- NPF2 shows the link between Aberdeen and Fraserburgh as a strategic transport route. Improvements would be made to the roundabout
and thus improve connectivity,
- Mintlaw is included in the Energetica proposal,
- The proposal would provide a link between the SGA and RPA to the north.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
Mintlaw is unlikely to be included in the Aberdeen to Peterhead Strategic Growth area. However, it will still be able to accommodate a level
of growth appropriate to it, but this is a matter for the local development plan process.
Rep. Number
269

3

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Edzell woods is within or close to an SGA and should definitely be included in an SGA.
This should be done because it is located close to the A90 and the development would create bus links with the A90 and beyond.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The decision to whether a small village like Edzell Woods is included in an SGA is not taken at a strategic level. The allocation of specific
sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team
for their information.
Rep. Number
269

6

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
The creation of a critical mass for sustainable mixed use community will require the construction of at least 1000-1500 houses.
To achieve the sustainable goals a further 500 houses are required for the South of Drumlithie - Marykirk corridor for the periods 2017-2023
and 2023-2030.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The allocations to this corridor are already generous and have been given substantial consideration and been subject to technical
assessment to ensure they are deliverable. Allocations will regularly be reviewed can be adjusted if circumstances require.
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Rep. Number
270

2

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Further housing allocations are required in Kintore to secure community facilities and retail services in Kintore.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This is not a Structure Plan issue

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Kintore falls within the SGA, but the scale and location of any growth is a matter for the Aberdeenshire Local Development Plan, which will
be subject to consultation throughout 2009.
Rep. Number
270

3

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Creation of the rail hault in Kintore supports the allocation of further housing within the settlement.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Kintore is located within an SGA and could take an appropriate level of growth. The Transport Scotland / STPR published in December
2008 highlights the need to investigate a rail station at Kintore and timetable improvements will increase the frequency of the service.
However, the allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will
be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
270

4

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Kintore's location within the Ury flood plain requires careful consideration for any future development, however this characteristic will ensure
that the landscape impact of any such proposals will be minimal.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Sustainable Development and Climate Change target on page 11 states "To avoid developments on land which is at risk from coastal
flooding (as identified by SEPA except in exceptional circumctances).
The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
272

3

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Note and support the SGA from Huntly to Laurencekirk.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
273

10

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Development on the site at Newtonhill would meet the objectives and aims of the plan and be an extension to an existing community.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This is not a structure plan issue.
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Rep. Number
274

1

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Own an area of land at Blackdog.
This site is within the Energetica corridor and with the completion of the AWPR as proposed or modified by the PLI would have significant
development potential.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
275

1

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Own an area of land at the south east of the proposed Tipperty junction.
This site is within the Energetica corridor and with the completion of the AWPR as proposed or modified by the PLI might have significant
development potential.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan
process. A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
276

5

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
The SGAs should not be presented
-as the only places where development can occur in the city-region, nor
-that these identified corridors should completely fill with development in the plan period. They also need to retain countryside, open space
and leisure areas.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The spatial strategy clearly states that the SGAs are not the only place where development can occur, the rest of Aberdeenshire is covered
by LG&DA and RPA designations which are separate numbers from the SGAs. The level of growth in these areas would have to meet local
need.
Rep. Number
276

6

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Broadly support the 75% of development in the SGAs by 2030 and 50% of the homes to be in the city.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
276

7

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
There is a need to twin track the greenfield and brownfield release of land to provide attractive neighhbourhoods, a brownfield first
sequential approach will not address the city's needs.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The mentions of the brownfield development within the plan does not mention a sequential approach. The words "particular priority",
"preferred" and "priority" are used. It is acknowledged that green field land will have to be developed but the preferred option will always be
brownfield land. This results in the reuse of land that has been previously developed and has gone out of use, these are often unsightly
sites and their reuse is extremelly benefitial for the communities.
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Rep. Number
278

9

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Request reconsideration of Westhill as it helps to meet all the objectives of the plan
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Westhill has seen significant growth in recent years in housing terms and more recently in employment.
The Westhill capacity study has identified some of the significant challenges posed by the further growth of the town with the AWPR and
associated measures needing to be in place before transport issues can start to be resolved. It is appropriate therefore to consider the role
of Westhill in the context of the first strategic development plan in 2/3 years time.
Rep. Number
278

10

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Circular 12/1996 provides a clear statement on Government policy in respect of contributions towards the provision of infrastructure and this
should be reflected in DSP.
There is no provision for a land-tax.
Contributions should relate directly to the development proposed. They should also be fair and reasonable in relation to the scale of the
proposed development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The uplift in land values from allocation or granting of planning permission will remain very substantial and the public sector cannot be
expected to fund all the necessary services and facilities needed to bring about sustainable mixed communities. This is not a land tax.
Rep. Number
279

3

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Craibstone is located within a strategic corridor and is immediately available to meet Aberdeen City’s emerging housing land requirements.
It is located adjacent to employment sites (Dyce Drive), the airport, park and ride facilities and most crucially, the Western Peripheral Route,
making its early release a sustainable option for Aberdeen City.
It will be critical, as part of that delivery process, bearing in mind the projected economic growth in Aberdeen based on the increased life
expectancy of the oil industry that sites such as Craibstone are brought forward at an early stage.
We commend Craibstone as a growth option release site in full conformity with the aims and locational guidance contained in the Draft
Structure Plan, and one which merits specific reference within the Finalised Structure Plan given the scale and locational aspects.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan
process.
A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
282

11

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
There has been no meaningful consideration given to how the over-allocation of housing in the A90 (south) and A96 corridors will affect
primary and secondary education requirements and the consequent cost to taxpayers.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The allocations of housing referred to is considered to be acceptable, and the educational requirements of new residents have been fully
considered in both phasing and overall numbers. The need for new schools is highlighted in the plan.
The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
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Rep. Number
285

11

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
If the SGA’s are to take 75% of the annual housing allocation, how does the 625 houses divide over the remainder of Aberdeeenshire; will
one area loose out at the expense of another? Are the targets in addition to the redevelopment of existing housing stock?
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

It is unclear where the number 625 comes from. The LG&DAs areas (which are the areas outwith the SGAs and the city) currently have a
total allocation of 17,100 houses for the period 2007-2030. However, it is proposed to reduce this to 16,100, with the loss being in the
AHMA, reflecting the limited number of settlements. These numbers will be allocated by the Local Development Plan to areas of local need.
Rep. Number
286

9

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
The proportion of the allocations for SGA’s should be 80%, not 75-80% as suggested in the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The figure of 75% is a minimum target while 75%-80% is an expected range. These are consistent and do not require modification.
Rep. Number
286

13

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Believe the brownfield targets are too ambitious and it has been demonstrated a number of times that there is limited remaining capacity in
the City. The figures in the draft urban capacity study do not address our concerns and needs to be amended as it does not list the sites
referred to in each annex, site areas or capacities of individual sites. This is needed to fully assess the study and the viability of each site.
The UCS is flawed and the densities assumed are flawed.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Over the plan period, 10,000 homes (almost 28%) are proposed for brownfield sites in Aberdeen. This level is substantially lower than in
previous years, when brownfield development represented between 60-90%. The Background Report published goes into this subject in
more detail and concludes that, despite Aberdeen not having a legacy of industrial decline, it should be possible for the City to continue to
accommodate significant levels of brownfield housing development. The sustainable mixed communities objective acknowledges that
monitoring of this will be required through the housing land audit and flexibility will be built into the future strategic development plan as a
result.
The Urban Capacity Study contained in the Background Paper provides the justification for the brownfield allowances until 2016. The
allowances beyond 2016 will be reviewed in future strategic development plans in light of updated urban capacity information.
Rep. Number
286

15

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Generally support approach to development in the Huntly to Laurencekirk corridor. However, would caution against over-allocating in
secondary and tertiary market areas on the periphery of the corridor. Would also urge that Crossrail project is enhanced to ensure
infrastructure delivery and to prevent lack of network capacity from constraining the strategy.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcome. Housing allowances on the periphery of the corridors are already of a lower level. The
delivery of the Crossrail programme of rail improvements is critical to the delivery of the strategy.
Rep. Number
286

16

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Note that there is no specific guidance on where development in the corridor will take place. Believe that development should be spread to
ensure releases are of a sufficient scale in any one location to contribute to facilities and infrastructure required, but also so that housing
targets can be met.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Specific guidance will be part of the Local Development Plan process, it is for them to decide, beyond the settlements on the key diagram
what is in the SGA and what is not.
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Rep. Number
287

10

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
The proportion of the allocations for SGA’s should be 80%, not 75-80% as suggested in the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The figure of 75% is a minimum target while 75%-80% is an expected range. These are consistent and do not require modification.
Rep. Number
289

6

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
In recent years both Blackburn and Fintray have doubled in size, there are concerns that there will be a loss of community spirit and identity.
This is due to the lack of amenities and the fact that it has been allowed to develop this way.
This Draft Structure Plan will make the problem worse and will form in many cases dormitory settlements.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information. Careful consideration will be given to site allocation and identification and a great
emphasis is now being placed in infrastructure and facility provision. Along with the objectives of the plan past concerns should be cleared
up.
Rep. Number
291

12

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
The narrowness of the growth area of the Huntly to Laurencekirk corridor could result in issues of public transport to areas outwith the
corridor.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

It is unclear what is meant by this statement. There will be improvements to the public transport network within the corridor due to the
increase in development. There may also be scope for development outwith the corridor but that is dependant on the LDP process and the
appropriateness of any sites. It is unclear how this will have an impact on the area outwith the corridor but there is no reason why public
transport would be reduced but it may possibly be increased depending on factors.
Rep. Number
296

4

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Lack of strategic guidance as to where development should be located.
Although growth corridors have been shown it gives little consideration to a new town.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The level of guidance provided is strategic.
The allocation of specific sites to meet the requirements of the structure plan is a matter for the local development plans. A number of "new
settlement" proposals were submitted in response to the draft structure plan, some of which were in line with the plan's spatial strategy and
some were not. These vary considerably in size from small villages, through major extensions to existing villages to stand alone
communities of many thousands. However, none were at a stage where they could be given support through the structure plan. If local
development plan processes were to show that a new settlement(s) is the best way of meeting the structure plan's requirements and would
be consistent with the plan as a whole, the strategic development plan team would seek to assist its delivery.
Rep. Number
296

5

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
The 2 new secondary schools that will be required should be located where there is no existing secondary school.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The location of the new schools will be dependant on the LDPs and where development is to take place. This will be considered in
consultation with Education, Learning and Leisure.
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Rep. Number
297

11

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
The SGA heading assumes that growth is an essential component of the Structure Plan.
An aim states that there should be "enough people, homes and jobs" not that there should be more.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The aim to 'make sure the area has enough people, homes and jobs to support the level of services and facilities needed to maintain and
improve the quality of life', must be read along with the rest of the plan, where there is clear indication that growth in population and the
economy is essential to achieve the vision.
Rep. Number
297

13

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Wrong that all strategic developments are to be in the SGA.
Majority should be in thesee areas but some development should be held in reserve for use elsewhere.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Not all development is within the SGA. There will be a significant level of development outwith these areas in the LG&DAs and the RPAs.
Rep. Number
312

3

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Welcome the Energetica proposal and the SGA to Peterhead, but the housing allocation are slightly confusing.
Particularly in the context of the Trump and whether these numbers would be included in the total housing requirement of the SGA.
Our feeling is that Trump is in a different market place and therefore should not impinge on the SGA housing quota.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
The decision was made on 16 December 2008 by Scottish Ministers to grant outline planning permission subject to conditions and
conclusion of a planning agreement for this proposal. The conditions include phasing conditions which preclude new homes until Phase 1
is complete and limits new housing development until the Balmedie to Tipperty dualling is complete.
This means that 500 new homes are now likely to be built in this corridor. These new homes were not accounted for in the effective land
supply on the base date of the plan, so will need to be set against the allowance for the first two plan periods. This phasing between the first
and second plan period should reflect the progress expected to be made on site and will allow the allocation of other sites through the local
development plan.
Rep. Number
315

2

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Plan seems to be content to allow Inverurie to grow even further and faster despite the fact that the transport network is unable to cope.
There appears to be no logic on the allocations in terms of numbers, location or timing.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The allocations for the Inverurie to Blackburn corridor is backloaded, reflecting potential infrastructure constraints that exist and expected
delivery of committed transport projects.The support, and provision, of infrastructure is an essential part of achieving sustainable mixed
communities and is central to the plan. The plan strongly emphasises the need to ensure required infrastructure improvements are
delivered and this has influenced the scale and phasing of development.
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Rep. Number
315

3

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Could not see any element to deal with loss of current employment or ways to attract new ones.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

This is a land use plan and as such its scope is limited, it does however hope to create a climate where investment decisions can be taken
and a framework where sufficient land in the right locations is available. Major economic initiatives can come from various sources in the
public and private sector, the planning service can only hope to facilitate them.
The structure plan is closely aligned with ACSEFs Economic Action Plan and is one of the regional strategies and plans which have had an
important influence on this plan.
An Action Programme will be prepared during 2009 which will set out the detailed actions required by the Councils and their partners to
implement the plan.
Rep. Number
318

1

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
We are unhappy with any development taking place in the "A96" corridor prior to vast improvements being made to the traffic infrastructure.
This particularly relates to the rail network and in this connection we would wish to see more "local" trains on the route from Stonehaven to
Inverurie passing through the City.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Improvements will be required to junctions etc depending on the allocations proposed by the Local Development Plans. The large
development at Portlethen is an example of this with the improvements that have taken place there.
Improvements in the frequency of rail travel from Aberdeen to Inverurie has already been anounced by Scotrail. Their announcement states
that "additional services will run between Aberdeen and Inverurie" and that "services between Edinburgh and Aberdeen will be retimed to
provide better connections to Perth and Dundee." Further proposals can be seen in the Regional Transport Strategy with strong
encouragement for improvements coming through the Structure Plan.
Rep. Number
318

2

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
More thought should be given to permitting and in fact encouraging people working from home.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

The plan does not preclude home working. The principle of the sustainable mixed communities is to create communities where
employment and residences are all located within the settlement. It ensures that they are well integrated with existing areas to improve
peoples quality of life and opportunity.
Rep. Number
321

1

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
We cannot emphasise strongly enough the strategic importance of developing the Blackdog to Peterhead corridor.
Currently the traffic flow level into Aberdeen from the north is high because of the lack of employment opportunities in the Peterhead to
Blackdog corridor. By enabling development and creating employment opportunities, this flow can be stemmed and even reversed.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
321

5

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Research should begin now into the feasibility of the re-introduction of a rail link between Aberdeen and Peterhead.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The re-introduction of the Aberdeen - Peterhead rail link is unlikely at this time. If changes were proposed it would be developed through the
Transport strategies.
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Rep. Number
321

6

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Work needs to begin on a new secondary school in Ellon with community facilities and further education opportunities.
This should be promoted in parallel with the potential new housing development.
It is not satisfactory to say that there should be no housing development because there are inadequate secondary education places.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The support, and provision, of infrastructure is an essential part of achieving sustainable mixed communities and is central to the plan. The
plan strongly emphasises the need to ensure required infrastructure improvements are delivered.
The local development plan process will determine the level for growth to take place in Ellon, and so will determine the level of infrastructure
required. Delivering the required infrastructure means that short-term development is limited.
The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Rep. Number
325

2

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Concerns that there has been a lot of houses built in Kintore recently and it has problems with existing roads, facilities, existing industrial
sites, lack of medical and dental facilities, too small new primary school etc.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Any future development will have to meet the objectives of the plan. The sustainable mixed communities objective in particular would
ensure that past problems are not repeated.
Rep. Number
335

5

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
PBTI supports the proposal for a Strategic Growth Area between Aberdeen and Peterhead.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
336

1

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
The SGA principle within the plan appears to be largely geared to existing public transport availability with the exception of the SGA between
Aberdeen and Peterhead but the application of that principle does not deliver fairness or equality across the Shire and despite a brave but
very generalised vision statement in the plan to try and benefit all residing and working the in the Shire the plan is likely to create a two tier
structure between those who have and those who have not.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The identified strategic growth areas and these represent the best opportunities for development to be served by public transport in the form
of rail, bus and park and ride services.
The concentration of 75-80% of development in these locations has other benefits related to economies of scale for provision of services
and facilities. This is believed to be the most appropriate response to the challenges facing the north-east. It must also be noted that the
plan will be subject to review within the next two years, which gives the opportunity to revisit the strategy.
Rep. Number
336

6

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
The plan is short on significant detail, with those areas of the Shire not included in an SGA being justifiably concerned that their future
economic/social interests are not regarded as sufficiently important compared to those included within a SGA with relation to the availability
of existing or anticipated improved transport lines.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Further detail will be provided in the text specifically in relation to Regeneration Priority Areas, this will clarify the situation. Further
information will also be given in relation to what is meant by better linkages to avoid uncertainty.
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Rep. Number
336

7

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Linking future investment to an unjustifiable and indefensible SGA principle will not achieve what is required especially a significant regular
reduction in the outflow of young people from the Shire to the detriment of all areas of the Shire. A major objective of the plan should be to
ensure that the Shire has enough homes, jobs, services and facilities to support and improve the quality of life of the people existing
throughout the Shire and those welcomed into it.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The identified strategic growth areas represent the best opportunities for development to be served by public transport in the form of rail,
bus and park and ride services. The concentration of 75-80% of development in these locations has other benefits related to economies of
scale for provision of services and facilities. This is believed to be the most appropriate response to the challenges facing the north-east. It
must also be noted that the plan will be subject to review, which gives the opportunity to revisit the strategy. However, growth is promoted
across Aberdeenshire.
The objective outlined in the response is very close to the vision of the draft structure plan.
Rep. Number
336

8

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
The exclusion of one of the biggest fishing ports in Europe from an SGA is outrageous. It is suggested in a reconsideration of the plan that
the SGA principle should not be used at all.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Inclusion of Fraserburgh in a Strategic Growth Area would not be of benefit to the town. The allocation of housing alone is not the way to
rectify the issues in Fraserburgh. The 2008 Housing Land Audit identifies 315 allocations that are constrained for marketability reasons. It
would be of no benefit to allocate more housing in Fraserburgh without firstly considering the underlying issues. The Regeneration Priority
Area is the best place for Fraserburgh. If there is uncertainty with what this would involve this will be resolved with the further details that
will now be provided on this topic.
Being in a Regeneration Priority Area does in no way exclude future development in this area in any way but development will be of an
appropriate scale in appropriate locations. The final numbers and siting of allocations will be determined by the Local Development Plan.
Rep. Number
343

4

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Our plan should look more seriously at Westhill as a central location for industry as industry deems that location as very desirable and
maybe ever more so with the AWPR.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Westhill has seen significant growth in recent years in housing terms and more recently in employment. The Westhill capacity study has
identified some of the significant challenges posed by the further growth of the town with the AWPR and associated measures needing to
be in place before transport issues can start to be resolved. It is appropriate therefore to consider the role of Westhill in the context of the
first strategic development plan in 2/3 years time.
Rep. Number
343

5

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Laurencekirk lends itself to more industry and is ideally placed with good access to road and rail networks. I notice that the development
corridor stops just after Laurencekirk and takes no account of the former RAF Edzell base which will see significant development
opportunities bearing in mind that the MOD clawback clauses fall next year. The corridor should include this important area on the border
with Angus.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Site specific issues are for the local development plan to consider. The future of the former RAF base would need to be considered on its
merits because it currently is unlikely to fall within the SGA even if it extended as suggested because of its remoteness from the corridor.
Rep. Number
343

7

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Caution will need to be deployed when regenerating the coastal area south of Stonehaven. These communities excel as unspoilt coastal
fishing villages, don’t have too much development land and nestle in their natural coastal basin. They have great tourism potential and care
must be exercised to retain the character and attractiveness of that area.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

It will be important to consider all of these coastal towns individually as they all have different merits and issues. The tourism industry is
very important in these areas and should not be impeded.
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Rep. Number
347

4

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
The Peterhead corridor is deemed by the planners to be less popular corridor for developers and therefore the focus should be on the other
two. I believe this approach to be essentially flawed and taking the very short view.
The only real way of regenerating the Peterhead corridor is to limit the other corridors in terms of amount of devolvement allowed.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

This SGA is not deemed less popular but there is lesser of a demand for development in this corridor as shown in previous Housing Land
Audits. There are however a number of constraints for this corridor that will have to be resolved before the majority of development can take
place. It is also reliant on a number of other proposals within the plan.
Peterhead will receive an appropriate level of development which will help with its regeneration.
The new style development plans will be updated and reviewed every 5 years which allows for changes in circumstances to be considered
and addressed.
The other corrridors within the plan are on an existing railway line and are as such more sustainable and are an essential part of the spatial
strategy..
Rep. Number
349

4

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
The Group endorses the choice of the three strategic growth areas as identified in the Plan as being those areas most likely to capitalise on
the demand of business and industry to be situated in the city hub and main transport corridors. It recognises that the highest demand for
housing will also occur in that hub and along those corridors, and welcomes the opportunity to reduce unnecessary travel by the
development of mixed land use to encourage more sustainable communities. However, it is not felt that adequate provision has been made
for land for industrial and commercial use, which should lead the development, and an increase in allocation would be desirable across the
board, but most notably in the Aberdeen – Peterhead corridor.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
There is a greater area of land proposed for employment than ever before. The Plan states that at all times there should be a minimum of
20ha of employment land in the Blackdog to Peterhead corridor. The new development plans are reviewed every 5 years and if it is seen to
be too low as part of a review additional land could be identified at that time.
Rep. Number
350

3

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
The plan is very focussed in the SGA’s and discriminates against areas outside those and I believe the Aberdeen/Peterhead SGA to have
damaging effects for Fraserburgh.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The three elements of the spatial strategy in the plan are in no way hierarchical, but enable an appropriate response to individual issues and
circumstances. Improving the economic, environmental and social future of Fraserburgh is very important for the future of Fraserburgh itself
and Aberdeenshire Council. The final paragraph on p.5 of the draft plan makes it clear that the importance given to each aim of the plan will
be critical in coming to decisions on development proposals. The status of Fraserburgh as a RPA will influence the balancing process in a
way that may not be appropriate in other areas.
The spatial strategy recognises the circumstances in Fraserburgh (and other similar communities) through their dual designation as
regeneration priority areas and areas for local growth and diversification. These designations provide flexibility for the Aberdeenshire local
development plan (LDP) to respond accordingly, with relevant policies and proposals. Also importantly, the LDP will be able to promote the
reuse of brownfield land and to designate a proportion of the significant level of residential allocation made to the RHMA and an appropriate
amount of employment land.
Background work on the the LDP has begun and further work will be undertaken throughout 2009, this will involve community council’s and
other representatives, local businesses and individuals with an interest. Consultation will be key to ensuring the framework set down by the
structure plan is translated into realistic LDP policies and allocations and tangible proposals are delivered for Fraserburgh.
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Rep. Number
350

4

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
The proposals for three SGA’s shows a development bias in favour of Aberdeen city and is not even handed for the Shire. Areas at the
extreme from the City and not in the SGA’s will suffer from poor and late development, if any at all.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The City and Shire are dependent on each other and the SGA corridors can seen as bringing the development opportunities that would
otherwise be confined to the City out into Aberdeenshire. The plan states that 50% of the future growth will be situated in Aberdeen City,
however, the remaining growth will be in Aberdeenshire (25% in the Shire SGAs and 25% in the Local Growth and Diversification areas).
The creation of employment sites at Westhill and Portlethen and concept of employment led development in the Blackdog to Peterhead
corridor all reduce the 'dominance' of the City.
Rep. Number
350

6

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
The development in Peterhead will be two fold. It will benefit from being a SGA and a RPA.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Peterhead is located within the Strategic Growth Area so any numbers for housing and employment allocation will come from here.
Peterhead is in need of a level of Regeneration and it important to show this. Being in both areas shows that adding number to this
settlement along will not be sufficient it shows that there is the regeneration aspect too. Allocations are not part of the Regeneration areas
in the Shire. Further details will be added to the RPA to clarify some issues.
Rep. Number
350

7

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Developers will go where the development buzz is, and this will all go to the Aberdeen/Peterhead SGA. Fraserburgh will become an
economic desert. Employment opportunities will flow away from Fraserburgh and draw away skilled staff. The Plan will create uncertainty
and lack of confidence among existing employers and will discourage new business developments from coming to the area.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The emphasis in Fraserburgh is on regeneration, economic growth, diversification and providing an appropriate mix of housing, each of
these components are necessary land use elements to reverse the fortunes of the town. But, only through concerted efforts and working
with other Council services and agencies will this be realised.
Rep. Number
350

10

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
With 75 to 80 percent of growth going to the SGA’s, places outside the SGA’s will be disadvantaged in terms of new schools, road
improvements, railways, water and waste systems. With only a finite resource available non SGA’s will suffer.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan states that 50% of the future growth will be situated in Aberdeen City, however, the remaining growth will be in Aberdeenshire,
25% in the Shire SGAs and 25% in the Local Growth and Diversification areas. 25% of growth focused on the LGDAs represents a
significant amount, but itt is necessary to ensure that there is sufficient concentration of development to facilitate the timeous provision of
community services, facilities and necessary infrastructure, which means that development tends to be focused on a particular area during
a particular period.
Phasing within particular corridors is based on infrastructure constraints that will need to be resolved prior to significant levels of
development taking place. An example of this is the limited numbers in the A90 (north) corridor until the AWPR, Balmedie to Tipperty
dualling and Third Don Crossing are in place.
Rep. Number
350

11

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
The Banff and Buchan College is not being used to best advantage under the plan, If the SGA were extended to Frasrerburgh the local
college would have a better chance.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

There is no reasoning behind this statement and Fraserburgh’s designation out with the SGA does not have a bearing on this issue.
Fraserburgh requires regeneration that would not be achieved if it were within the SGA. It will receive the appropriate level of development
through the LDP.
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Rep. Number
358

1

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Welcomed that Alford and the Howe of Alford are not included within SGAs.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. This area is not designated for strategic growth, but may still experience growth in line with
the spatial strategy. However, the allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Aberdeenshire Local Development Plan process.
This will involve extensive consultation and site selection will be based on a significant number of criteria.
Rep. Number
362

1

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Objection to the inclusion of Pitcaple in a SGA. Intimation that the proposal will swamp the community.
It is vital not to lose sight of the need to 'preserve' the dynamics of small, local communities.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Just because Pitcaple is located within a SGA it does not mean that it will take a Strategic level of growth. It may even be the case that no
development is appropriate here. The A96 corridor from Pitcaple to Huntly is allocated 1,000 units up to 2030, but it will be for the local
development plan to determine exactly where development takes place and on what scale.
Rep. Number
365

3

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
The rationale for the three Strategic Growth Areas is clear. The need to reverse the current trend of population movement to the Shire from
the City is critical to the future of the City and housing development that is primarily focussed close to areas of proposed economic
development and existing transport corridors is in tune with both the aims of economic growth and accessibility.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
Rep. Number
365

5

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Funding for crossrail must be secure if the spatial strategy is to be at all acceptable.
It is essential to provide frequent, high quality, reliable and affordable public transport (rail and bus).
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Plan recognises that public transport needs to be an attractive choice which encompasses issues of cost, reliability and quality.
Whilst the plans refers to Crossrail and identifies proposed stations on the key diagram, the ultimate decision on this project is not a
structure plan issue; but one that it will need to reflect. The Transport Scotland / STPR published in December 2008 highlights the need to
investigate a rail station at Kintore and timetable improvements will increase the frequency of the service.
The plan acknowledges the need for infrastructure improvements. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan
into practice (including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements).
Rep. Number
367

1

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Pitcaple should not be included in the SGA on the grounds of:
- Transport links are not suitable
- Already a significant level of congestion on the A96 which will be exacerbated by further development
- Would lead to Pitcaple becoming a commuter town
- Quality of life of residents would be affected
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Just because Pitcaple is located within a SGA it does not mean that it will take a Strategic level of growth. It may even be the case that no
development is appropriate here. The A96 corridor from Pitcaple to Huntly is allocated 1,000 units up to 2030, but it will be for the local
development plan to determine exactly where development takes place and on what scale.
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Rep. Number
371

1

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Objected to the inclusion of Pitcaple in the draft structure plan on grounds of:
- increase in housing will destroy the character of the village
- lack of adequate infrastructure in the village (rail link, shops etc) will force residents to travel to Inverurie or Huntly for services.
- road safety issues brought about by increase in traffic joining the A96
Suggested that it would be more appropriate to locate the houses proposed in one of these areas where infrastructure is in place.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Just because Pitcaple is located within a SGA it does not mean that it will take a Strategic level of growth. It may even be the case that no
development is appropriate here. The A96 corridor from Pitcaple to Huntly is allocated 1,000 units up to 2030, but it will be for the local
development plan to determine exactly where development takes place and on what scale.
The support, and provision, of infrastructure along side development will play a key role in assisting to deliver the plans vision.
Rep. Number
373

3

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Concern raised in relation to the Aberdeen to Laurencekirk SGA:
- Number of houses proposed will result in a housing corridor to the detriment of tourism.
- Smaller communities along the coast would not be small communities should the level of housing proposed go ahead.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The corridor concept has been devised for a number of reasons. One of those is to allocate a strategic level of development that can then
be broken down into specific proposals by the local development plan. Whilst it is expected that the majority of growth in SGA's will relate to
existing towns and villages, there is scope in the plan for alternative proposals to be considered - this will be done as part of the local
development plan process.
Allocations will be made on a site-by-site basis and this will involve extensive consultation and site selection will be based on a significant
number of criteria.
Rep. Number
375

4

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Very little emphasis on the improvement of public transport.
The Huntly - Laurencekirk will depend for its growth and success on clean, efficient, convenient and reliable mass transit (especially rail,
including Cross-Rail). Existing systems are not attractive enough, reliable enough or sufficiently convenient to attract the general public and
buses are expensive.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Plan recognises that public transport needs to be an attractive choice which encompasses issues of cost, reliability and quality.
The plan acknowledges the need for infrastructure improvements. However, the structure plan is a high level strategic document and is not
the appropriate medium to detail individual developments. The local and regional transport strategies will provide higher levels of guidance
where appropriate.
Rep. Number
400

2

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Supports the proposal in the draft plan for 50% of new housing to be within the Aberdeen City boundaries for environmental and
sustainability reasons.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
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Rep. Number
403

2

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Strategic Growth Areas Aberdeen City: The Green Belt around Cults requires to be reconsidered, a blanket approach against development
here is unrealistic. It is an essentially urban area that has many excellent development sites. The review of the green Belt must be robust,
yet should enable the retention of most of the features that are attractive in terms of green open space.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Council's are committed to the future growth of the north-east and to deliver this there will need to be a review of the green belt to
identify sites for development, whilst retaining the most important areas. Despite the high numbers, only a small percentage of land will be
developed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the local development plan process. This will involve extensive consultation and site
selection will be based on a significant number of criteria.
Rep. Number
403

3

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
A new settlement should be proposed. The level of incremental increase to existing settlements and along the SGAs could be countered by
a 'new eco-town' in the south and/or south west. There is consumer demand for new development in these locations and it would prevent
pressure on well established communiteis such as Stonehaven and Banchory. It would also reduce the pressure for extensive development
in Aberdeen City.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites to meet the requirements of the structure plan is a matter for the local development plans. A number of "new
settlement" proposals were submitted in response to the draft structure plan, some of which were in line with the plan's spatial strategy and
some were not. These vary considerably in size from small villages, through major extensions to existing villages to stand alone
communities of many thousands. However, none were at a stage where they could be given support through the structure plan. If local
development plan processes were to show that a new settlement(s) is the best way of meeting the structure plan's requirements and would
be consistent with the plan as a whole, the strategic development plan team would seek to assist its delivery.
Rep. Number
405

2

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Extremely concerned with the implications to the future local plan in particular the possiblity of large scale expansion of Kintore:
The capacity study highlighted significant development to areas which would remove the essence of Kintore as a community.
The suggestion of removing the wide open spaces around Tuach Hill to provide a "Public Open Space" takes no regard of the feelings and
needs of existing residents. This is the only wide open area remaining and the addition of the scale of housing would not enhance the
community but would only detract.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Note: This representation is discussing the Inverurie and Kintore Capacity Study
The structure plan does not promote development at Kintore, or any other specific settlement. At the level it operates, only designations for
'corridors' are made and Kintore is shown within an SGA. The A96 corridor in which Kintore lies (from Blackburn to Inverurie) is allocated
6,500 units up to 2030, but it will be for the local development plan to determine exactly where development takes place and on what scale.
Rep. Number
409

3

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Agrees with encouraging people to use public transport and utilising the railway links.
Disagrees with the Huntly - Laurencekirk corridor being the focus and thrust of all development within the plan. Views this could potentially
create further dormitory developments with little soul, identity or sustainability in their own right.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The support, and provision, of infrastructure (including road and rail improvements and public transport improvements) plays a key role in
assisting to deliver the plans vision and spatial strategy to allow for improved access and connections to other places and to allow
environmentally friendly methods of transport to be provided.
The Huntly to Laurencekirk SGA will be subject to significant development, however around 50% of all growth will be focused on Aberdeen
City.
Dormitory development is not what is being proposed by the plan which focuses on high quality places, mixed-use developments and
meeting the needs of the whole community.
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Rep. Number
409

4

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Agrees the city should be providing its property, that green sites will have to be used to meet the projected population growth and that the
green belt will need to be reviewed.
If thoughtful development is permitted around the boundary we can still protect the environment, green spaces and the character of the
landscape and use it as a opportunity to try to resolve current problems and issues faced - such as traffic congestion, good shopping
facilities, few employment opportunities or leisure facilities on the doorstep.
This is not something which can be seen in and around Aberdeen in settlements such as Kingswells, Bridge of Don and Elrick, where the
focus appears to be on house building for people working in Aberdeen city, not community building in the beginning and facilities have
gradually been added later.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
A significant level of housing will have to be accommodated on greenfield sites. A review of the green belt as stated in the plan since all
greenfield land in the City is also identified as green belt. Although a substantial amount of development may be proposed on City greenfield
/ green belt sites, even with this development, more than 50% of the area within the Aberdeen City Council boundary will remain
undeveloped.
It is also necessary to ensure that there is sufficient concentration of development to facilitate the timeous provision of community services,
facilities and necessary infrastructure, which means that development tends to be focused on a particular area during a particular period.
Development in Aberdeen is critical to the future of the city region as it minimises the need to travel and encourages walking and cycling
and public transport in line with the strategy of the plan.
Rep. Number
410

1

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
The plan promotes rail links and expresses a wish to consider the existing sizes of settlements.
Pitcaple should be removed from the SGA:
It has no rail link therefore any further dwellings built here will rely on the use of private cars and will exacerbate current problems with
congestion.
The 500 dwellings proposed would dwarf the current settlement therefore inclusion of Pitcaple would create more problems than it would
solve.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Just because Pitcaple is located within a SGA it does not mean that it will take a Strategic level of growth. It may even be the case that no
development is appropriate here. The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan process.
Rep. Number
411

3

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Corridors Laurencekirk - Stonehaven and Aberdeen to Inverurie and Huntly should be the key areas for residential development.
Important to have sufficient railway stations on the Aberdeen crossrail project. A number of locations for new stations are detailed.
Suggested that business office accommodation should be provided at the railway station sites to meet future needs. Envisaged the office
accommodation to be suitable for varied use by multi-tenants.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome. The Huntly to Laurencekirk SGA will be subject to significant development.
The Transport Scotland / STPR published in December 2008 highlights the need to investigate a rail station at Kintore and timetable
improvements will increase the frequency of the service. Crossrail is an important infrastructure project and is now to be delivered in a
number of smaller projects over a period of time instead of together, this will increase the number and frequency of trains between the south
and Inverurie and reopen Laurencekirk Station.
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Rep. Number
415

1

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Agrees with exclusion of Alford from the Strategic Growth Areas.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Note agreement
Rep. Number
420

1

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Obvious that the corridors were selected around the dual carriage way trunk road system.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Agree that the dual carriageway is there but the main corridor was chosen because of its links to the existing railway network which has
many planned improvments. Also building up existing settlements reduces the need to travel and cencourages walking, cycling and public
transport usage.
Rep. Number
422

9

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Huntly to Laurencekirk "Bus services on this corridor are already good".
Country bus services in the area are generally very poor - slow, infrequent services, inappropriate times, expensive. The bus between
Stonehaven and Aberdeen takes 2-3 times as long as the train and costs more. It is impossible to get to Laurencekirk from Stonehaven
before 9:15 or return after 14:30. How can this be described as a good service or an "attractive choice"?
"We will need to provide two secondary schools and associated primary schools in this area".
How will these be funded? They will need to be built before the need arises.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

It is recognised that the bus service statement is a generalisation. However, the journey described will be available by train in the near
future.
The provision of educational infrastructure will require the public sector and private sector to work together to secure delivery. It is
recognised that the timing of this provision is critical.
Rep. Number
424

3

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Although the spatial strategy identifies three strategic growth areas, the justification behind this strategy is not clear (apart from the City, for
the obvious reason). Is there any supporting document which would be provided as supplementary to guide the public (using simple
language) as to how the strategy was derived?
What is the future vision for those two corridors? Is it going to be new developments forming a chain of super suburban settlements,
effectively new villages or towns, along the dual carriageway (A96 & A90) and the existing railway? Would this be a magnified "ribbon
development"?
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The spatial strategy emerged after extensive consultation within the Council's and with communities and other stakeholders. It is not
intended to promote ribbon development along each SGA, but does give Aberdeenshire Council the flexibility to look at all opportunities and
scenarios when producing their local development plan. It is likely that the majority of development in SGAs will be as extensions to existing
settlements as this allows for the use of established services and facilities and maintains the sense of community.
The local development plan will ultimately make informed decisions on site specific allocations and it should be noted that significant
amounts of development are being made available for distribution outside the SGA's, in the AHMA and RHMA.
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Rep. Number
425

4

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Development of the commuter corridors relies heavily on business investment and contributions from retail services and housing developers
who will demand short term returns for shareholders rather than long term gains for the area.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The corridor concept has been devised for a number of reasons. One of those is to allocate a strategic level of development that can then
be broken down into specific proposals by the local development plan. Whilst it is expected that the majority of growth in SGA's will relate to
existing towns and villages, there is scope in the plan for alternative proposals to be considered - this will be done as part of the local
development plan process. Allocations will be made on a site-by-site basis and this will involve extensive consultation and site selection will
be based on a significant number of criteria.
The Plan acknowledges the need to invest heavily in the infrastructure of the region.
An Action Programme to support the structure plan, detailing how the plan will be put into practice, including identifying timescales for
investments, preparing masterplans and supplementary guidance to facilitate development will be prepared.
Within the Plan the 'Putting this plan into practice' section provides some details regarding the provision of infrastructure, recognising the
need to consider investments very early in the land-development process, even before land is identified in local development plan.
Investments will come from both developers providing contributions towards necessary infrastructure, and the public sector also making an
important contribution.
Rep. Number
425

5

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Preservation of the Shire's extraordinary attractive environment of landscape and buildings is in the hands of the farming, forestry, driver,
town and village communities who are not given the incentives that are given to the landowners and developers of the SGAs.
Appears that the lessons of the last century's ribbon develeopments have not been learnt.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

There will be development within the areas outhwith the SGAs. Each settlement and area will be considered on their merits and need and
development will be allocated accordingly.
Showing SGAs does not constitute ribbon development. A definition is in the Adopted Aberdeenshire Local Plan which states that ribbon
development is "Development which follows the line of a road on the edge of a settlement or in the open countryside and has a negative
impact on the surrounding area." No site specific allocations have been proposed so it is not appropriate to call this ribbon development,
just because the SGA is long and thin.
Rep. Number
426

4

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Broadly agrees with half of the growth being directed to Aberdeen City (split between greenfield, brownfield and regeneration areas), in
terms of existing populations represented on a pro-rata expansion. However why constrain the unknown future by limiting the flexibility
available now and in the future?
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The 'future' will not be constrained by the allocations in the plan. Subsequent reviews of the structure plan will provide an opportunity to
reconsider allocations for employment and housing land.
Rep. Number
428

2

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Welcome the focusing of development along existing rail corridors (except where they cross the green belt). Specific emphasis should be
placed on linking new development along these corridors to improved rail service provision through planning agreements. There is an urgent
need to promote Crossrail and provide new stations at Laurencekirk, Newtonhill, Cove & Kintore.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The Transport Scotland / STPR published in December 2008 highlights the need to investigate a rail station at Kintore and timetable
improvements will increase the frequency of the service. Crossrail is an important infrastructure project and is now to be delivered in a
number of smaller projects over a period of time instead of together, this will increase the number and frequency of trains between the south
and Inverurie and reopen Laurencekirk Station.
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Rep. Number
441

15

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
50/50 split between the city and shire is intuitively meaningful - split within the city is more contentious, brownfield sites should be the
majority and green belt land requires more careful consideration, should be preserved.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

It is acknowledged in the plan that a significant level of housing will have to be accommodated on greenfield sites; However, over the plan
period, 10,000 homes (almost 28%) are proposed for brownfield sites in Aberdeen.
The Background Report published goes into this subject in more detail and concludes that, despite Aberdeen not having a legacy of
industrial decline, it should be possible for the City to continue to accommodate significant levels of brownfield housing development. The
sustainable mixed communities objective acknowledges that monitoring of this will be required through the housing land audit and flexibility
will be built into the future strategic development plan as a result. The Urban Capacity Study contained in the Background Paper provides
the justification for the brownfield allowances until 2016. The allowances beyond 2016 will be reviewed in future strategic development plans
in light of updated urban capacity information.
A review of the green belt is stated in the plan since all greenfield land in the City is also identified as green belt. Although a substantial
amount of development may be proposed on City greenfield / green belt sites, even with this development, more than 50% of the area within
the Aberdeen City Council boundary will remain undeveloped.
Rep. Number
451

4

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Too much emphasis on the city not enough on rural areas.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The introduction makes it clear that "the plan does not aim to cover all planning issues but only those which can best be dealt with by
Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire Councils working together". This has had an influence on the content of the plan, but does not mean that
rural areas are less important.
The City and Shire are dependent on each other and the SGA corridors can seen as bringing the development opportunities that would
otherwise be confined to the City out into Aberdeenshire. The plan states that 50% of the future growth will be situated in Aberdeen City,
however, the remaining growth will be in Aberdeenshire (25% in the Shire SGAs and 25% in the Local Growth and Diversification areas).
The creation of employment sites at Westhill and Portlethen and concept of employment led development in the Blackdog to Peterhead
corridor all reduce the 'dominance' of the City.
Rep. Number
457

3

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
The strategic Growth Areas: Although providing infrastructure will be expensive it will be a better value for money. Building one school
rather than extending lots of others will provide a better quality building and service.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

It is necessary to ensure that there is sufficient concentration of development to facilitate the timeous provision of community services,
facilities and necessary infrastructure, which means that development tends to be focused on a particular area during a particular period.
The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’.This will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice (including timescales,
masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Rep. Number
457

4

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Huntly to Laurencekirk - Important to clarify that the statement about additional schools is intended to be the replacement of two existing
schools Mearns and Kemnay when funding is identified.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

A range of options are still open in this regard. However, any replacement would be for a school of a larger size. These issues will be taken
forward through the Action Programme and local development plans.
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Rep. Number
457

9

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
The population will not grow instead it will be redistributed. A wider view should be taken from a Scottish/EU perspective.
On page 7 it is stated that the area will need two new secondary schools and associated primary schools based on the assumption that the
high population scenario will be achieved.
This proposal appears retrospective and it is important to have confidence in such a large proposal
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The population projections carried out by the councils predict an increase in population within the region by approximately 9%.
The population target of 480,000 by 2030 set out in the draft structure plan is higher than both the ‘Principal Projection’ of the GROS and
the Probable-case forecast prepared by the two councils. However, the target is within the range established by both publications, and is
lower than the GROS high projection (2006 based) of over 500,000.
An action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and the figures for growth will be regularly
monitored and reviewed.
Rep. Number
457

11

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Support the statement that, 'In the strategic growth areas, services and facilities for the community must be part of the development'.
Argues that housing should be considered carefully when building a new school. On average when new homes are built the number of
school children rises higher than the average value of housing for a period of years and falls back to normal again.
School openings must be managed carefully to avoid overcrowding at schools and pressure on the local housing stock. Secondary schools
should only open when they have a year roll of at lease 100-200.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The importance of services and facilities for new development is recognised, as are the phasing implication for educational provision.
Rep. Number
458

5

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Under the Energietica initiative housing, infrastructure and the economy need to develop in parallel if they are to remain sustainable.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

At the time the draft structure plan was prepared, the Energetica concept was not well developed. However, a ‘strategic framework’ has
since been published which sets out more clearly what it might mean. Although the detail of the framework is not something that can be
supported through the structure plan, the concept of supporting economic growth in the corridor is. The Action Programme will need to set
out how the concept can be further developed and implemented in terms of housing, infrastructure and the economy.
Rep. Number
460

1

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Support SGAs. Emphasis should be given to linking new development to improvements in rail provision. Support Crossrail and believes its
implementation should be supported by Aberdeen City & Shire councils.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
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Rep. Number
469

4

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
An analysis of the green belt shows that it has only slowed development and that it is gradually being eroded over time. The AWPR will
exacerbate this significantly and the wording of the Aberdeen City paragraph on p.7 suggests a further weakening of this role, which should
not be allowed to happen.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Council's are committed to the future growth of the north-east and to deliver this there will need to be a review of the green belt to
identify sites for development, whilst retaining the most important areas. Despite the high numbers, only a small percentage of land will be
developed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the local development plan process. This will involve extensive consultation and site
selection will be based on a significant number of criteria.
Rep. Number
470

4

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Welcome proposal to develop half of all new growth in the City as some companies within the oil and gas supply chain feel they are being
forced out and are relocating elsewhere. Should this continue, it would impact on the area's ability to maintain a strong economy. Half of all
growth must be implemented within the City boundary and not allocated elsewhere.
To effect this growth, green belt land within the City boundary will require approval for development, is this achievable within the timescales
within the Economic Development Plan?
Retail growth is pivotal to the City growth strategy and reference should be made to the Traverse Report on retail development in Aberdeen
City.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
A significant level of development will have to be accommodated on greenfield sites in the city. This will involve a review of the green belt
and as stated in the plan all greenfield land in the City is also identified as green belt. Although a substantial amount of development may be
proposed on City greenfield / green belt sites, a significant percentage of the area within the Aberdeen City Council boundary will remain
undeveloped.
Development in Aberdeen is critical to the future of the city region as it minimises the need to travel and encourages walking and cycling
and public transport in line with the strategy of the plan.
Rep. Number
470

5

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Development along the 66 mile corridor (Huntly-Laurencekirk) is only sustainable if it is accompanied by improvements in rail services and
opening additional stations to strengthen the existing road services and assumes substantial investment in schools and housing. A rail
action plan needs to be in place to assist with the delivery of this development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Rail improvements are highlighted in the draft plan and a rail action plan is currently in preparation by Nestrans, the regional transport
partnership.
Rep. Number
470

6

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
Important strategic assets for this area are understated. Reference should be made to the Energetica master plan (now published) when
formulating the action programme for the area. Energetica is one of the strategic priorities in the ACSEF action plan and would wish to see
the principles of this framework embedded in the plan and regarded as integral when considering land use allocations and assessing
developer proposals.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

At the time the draft structure plan was prepared, the Energetica concept was not well developed. However, a ‘strategic framework’ has
since been published which sets out more clearly what it might mean. Although the detail of the framework is not something that can be
supported through the structure plan, the concept of supporting economic growth in the corridor is. The Action Programme will need to set
out how the concept can be further developed and implemented.
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Rep. Number
471

1

Subject

Strategic growth areas

Summary
The Huntly to Laurencekirk and Peterhead to Aberdeen SGA's are located within the vicinity of National Grid's high pressure gas
transmission pipelines. NG is happy to provide advice and guidance concerning their networks and would wish to be consulted further on
specific policy and plan issues as outlined in their letter.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Note that there is high pressure gas transmission pipelines within the vicinity of the SGAs, however this is the case for many of the larger
settlements in the north east. No specific sites have been decided by this plan because they are allocated within the Local Development
Plan process. A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
184

3

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Welcome the emphasis on expanding existing settlements.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
185

8

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Support the levels of growth proposed in recognition of the need to encourage a range of developments.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The level of growth appropriate will be determined through the Local Development Plan process.
Rep. Number
186

8

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Expansion at Old Leslie would be supported under this part of the Structure Plan..
Would however be preferable for the Structure Plan to give stronger direction for the Local Plans to ensure a range of settlement expansion.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Structure plan allows for growth within small villages at an appropriate scale for that settlement. This Structure Plan does not state
that there should be any specific number of houses on specific settlements, but purely states that it should 'relate to local needs'. As
expressed in the structure plan, the level of growth appropriate will be determined through the Local Development Plan process .
Rep. Number
188

9

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Western Peripheral Route (WPR) will provide benefits to the whole of the AHMA and not just the Strategic Growth Areas. These
improvements will benefit main settlements which lie along road corridors that link directly to the WPR, ie Banchory (A93) and Westhill
(A944).
Significant housing and employment land should be provided along these linked settlements.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The support, and provision, of infrastructure (including road and rail improvements) play a key role in assisting to deliver the plans vision
and spatial strategy.
The inclusion of the proposal for the AWPR is one of a variety of proposals detailed within the plan in relation to infrastructure
improvements which will help with the delivery of the plans vision to allow for improved access and connections to other places and to allow
environmentally friendly methods of transport to be provided.
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Rep. Number
188

10

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Given the benefits likely to be gained by the WPR, there are grounds for arguing that the Aberdeen City allocation should be spread over a
wider area.
Recent experience ie Local Plan delay, suggests that there is a prospect the city will not be able to accommodate the scale of development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The options for the spatial strategy were considered at considerable length and over-reliance on settlements in close proximity to the AWPR
rejected. However, accessibility is a key objective and settlements will be judged on their merit as well as the spatial strategy chosen. The
allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan process.
Aberdeen City Council is committed to achieving its proportion of the allocations set out in the plan.
Rep. Number
190

9

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
The location of Westhill make it unique to the role it performs. In recent years it has performed a Strategic role in terms of provision of
employment and housing land. Though no railway it has excellent road links to the city, public transport and park and ride facilities
furthermore it will benefit from the building of the WPR.
Over the past 5 years house completions have averaged 83 units per annum, exceeding completions in any other settlements outwith the
main road and rail corridors but within the AMHA.
Westhill should be the focus of more than just local growth.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Westhill has seen significant growth in recent years in housing terms and more recently in employment. However, Westhill does not
naturally fall within a ‘corridor’ in the same way as those identified in the plan but stands alone just outside the Aberdeen City boundary. The
Westhill capacity study has identified some of the significant challenges posed by the further growth of the town with the AWPR and
associated measures needing to be in place before transport issues can start to be resolved. It is appropriate therefore to consider the role
of Westhill in the context of the first strategic development plan in 2/3 years time.
Rep. Number
190

10

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
In the absence of any increase in overall housing figures and the specific identification of Westhill it is contended that it should share part of
the City allocation.
Given the benefits likely to be gained by the WPR, there are grounds for arguing that the Aberdeen City allocation should be spread over a
wider area. Recent experience ie Local Plan delay, suggests that there is a prospect the city will not be able to accommodation the scale of
development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The options for the spatial strategy were considered at considerable length and over-reliance on settlements in close proximity to the AWPR
rejected. However, accessibility is a key objective and settlements will be judged on their merit as well as the spatial strategy chosen. The
allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan process.
Rep. Number
198

3

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Further consideration needs to be given to the scale of permissible development within the AHMA but outwith the SGA's. In the LG&DA's is
limited to local needs, however, there are a number of significant and sustainable settlements within that area that are capable of
accommodating housing on a larger scale. In the past, many of these have accommodated levels of strategic growth; Banchory is such a
location.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Banchory lies in the LG&DA (AHMA). This area is not designated for strategic growth, but may still experience growth in line with the spatial
strategy. The spatial strategy does not identify particular settlements and the scale of development for them however there is provision for a
significant scale of development outside of the SGA's. However, the allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Aberdeenshire
Local Development Plan process. This will involve extensive consultation and site selection will be based on social, economic and
environmental criteria and infrastructure requirements taking full account of local need.
An adjustment in some figures may be warrented.
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Rep. Number
203

2

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
There is little mention in the plan of how housing allocations outwith the SGA's will be distributed. In particular, there are 12,400 houses
over the three periods, representing approx. 34% of projected house-building and concern is expressed that they can fall anywhere in the
RHMA with the exception of the SGA's around Peterhead, Huntly and Laurencekirk.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Structure plan allows for growth within small villages at an appropriate scale for that settlement. This Structure Plan does not state
that there should be any specific number of houses on specific settlements, but purely states that it should 'relate to local needs'. The level
of growth appropriate will be determined through the Local Development Plan process.
Rep. Number
203

3

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Support the headline figure allocated to the RHMA and the intention that new housing should be focused "in, or as an extension to, existing
settlements, particularly those which are well served by public transport". Strongly suggest that the majority of allocations in the RHMA be
directed towards 'main settlements' in order to secure confidence for developers and other bodies to commit to required levels of
infrastructure investment. Directing development to larger settlements, such as Aboyne, is not only sustainable in terms of water, sewerage
and transport, but gives increased critical mass to foster investment in public services, public transport etc.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The Structure plan allows for growth within small villages at an appropriate scale for that settlement. This Structure Plan does not state
that there should be any specific number of houses on specific settlements, but purely states that it should 'relate to local needs'. The level
of growth appropriate will be determined through the Local Development Plan process.
Rep. Number
205

6

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Welcome the intention to focus "new housing in, or as an extension to, existing settlements, particularly those which are well served by
public transport". A critical mass in communities allows health provision at a local level as well as securing necessary improvements in
physical and community service infrastructure.
In the RHMA it is particularly important to focus development towards existing settlements with GP facilities that can sustain growth. The
need to have easy access and minimise the need to travel is important to reduce emissions and the detrimental affect on health and
wellbeing and to maintain a high level of emergency response to outlying settlements.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The structure plan allows for growth within small villages at an appropriate scale for that
settlement. The support, and provision, of infrastructure is an essential part of achieving sustainable mixed communities and is central to
the plan.
This Structure Plan does not state that there should be any specific number of houses on specific settlements, but purely states that it
should 'relate to local needs'. The level of growth appropriate will be determined through the Local Development Plan process.
Whilst desirable that all locations are served by public transport it is recognised that given the rural nature of Aberdeenshire this will not
always be possible. The structure plan sets the framework for local and regional transport strategies which will provide higher levels of
guidance.
Rep. Number
210

2

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Support the principle of the spatial strategy with three SGA’s along the main transport and economic corridors. However, greater emphasis
is needed on the role of settlements (like Newmachar) that lie outwith the SGA’s.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. Few settlements get explicit mention in the plan, but it can be seen that significant
allocations are made to the LG&DA (AHMA) in which Newmachar lies, thus opportunities for local need will be made through the local
development plan.

23 February 2009

Page 120 of 420

Rep. Number
211

2

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Support the principle of the spatial strategy with three SGA’s along the main transport and economic corridors. However, greater emphasis
is needed on the role of market towns and major service centers (such as Oldmeldrum) that lie outwith the SGA’s.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. Few settlements get explicit mention in the plan, but it can be seen that significant
allocations are made to the LG&DA (AHMA) in which Oldmeldrum lies, thus opportunities for local need will be made through the local
development plan.
Rep. Number
214

2

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Support the principle of the spatial strategy with three SGA’s along the main transport and economic corridors. However, greater emphasis
is needed on the role of settlements that lie outwith the SGA’s.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. Few settlements get explicit mention in the plan, but it can be seen that significant
allocations are made to the LG&DA (in the AHMA and RHMA respectively), thus opportunities for local need will be made through the local
development plan.
Rep. Number
215

2

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Support the principle of the spatial strategy with three SGA’s along the main transport and economic corridors, in particular Aberdeen to
Peterhead. Aware of work on Energetica and ask that it be more explicitly reflected in the final plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Energetica is mentioned in three sections of the plan along with also being mentioned in the glossary. The glossary definfition is explicit
and refers to who is promoting the initiative should further information be required.
Rep. Number
233

3

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Outwith the SGA's new development will have to be focused "in, or as an extension to, existing settlements, particularly those well served by
public transport". SPP3 sets out far more clearly a new strategy for housing in rural areas; this is important in Aberdeenshire. In particular,
para. 96-99 of SPP3 aims to support the rural economy, rural regeneration and embodies the principles of sustainable development.
Strongly suggest that a criteria based approach rather than static settlement boundaries is more appropriate for the rural areas and should
be promoted through the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Structure plan allows for growth within small villages at an appropriate scale for that settlement. The level of growth appropriate will be
determined through the Local Development Plan process when the spatial strategy will be used to set policies and identify land for
development.
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Rep. Number
233

4

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Redevelopment of brownfield sites in the countryside should be supported.
The plan should be revised to reflect the concept of new housing in rural areas as set out in SPP3 in order that rural Aberdeenshire does
not suffer from a lack of investment and begin to lose vital services. Suggest that the housing allocations across the RHMA are increased.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The glossary defines brownfield sites as "land, normally in towns and villages" thus very few opportunities for redevelopment of brownfield
sites in the countryside would occur. Local development plans will set policies for housing in the countryside.
Significant allocations have been made to the LG&DA (RHMA) and opportunities for local need will be made through the local development
plan process.
The strategy for local growth and diversification highlights the need to diversify rural economies to meet local needs whilst the objective on
sustainable mixed communities aims to focus on communities with regards to new housing and developments for employment being related
to one another. The support, and provision, of infrastructure is an essential part of achieving sustainable mixed communities and is central
to the plan.
Rep. Number
235

6

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Outwith the SGA's new development will have to be focused "in, or as an extension to, existing settlements, particularly those well served by
public transport". SPP3 sets out far more clearly a new strategy for housing in rural areas; this is important in Aberdeenshire. In particular,
para. 96-99 of SPP3 aims to support the rural economy, rural regeneration and embodies the principles of sustainable development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Structure plan allows for growth within small villages at an appropriate scale for that settlement. The level of growth appropriate will be
determined through the Local Development Plan process when the spatial strategy will be used to set policies and identify land for
development.
Rep. Number
235

7

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
The plan should be revised to reflect the concept of new housing in rural areas as set out in SPP3 in order that rural Aberdeenshire does
not suffer from a lack of investment and begin to lose vital services. Suggest that the housing allocations across the RHMA are increased.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Significant allocations have been made to the LG&DA (RHMA) and opportunities for local need will be made through the local development
plan process.
The strategy for local growth and diversification highlights the need to diversify rural economies to meet local needs whilst the objective on
sustainable mixed communities aims to focus on communities with regards to new housing and developments for employment being related
to one another. The support, and provision, of infrastructure is an essential part of achieving sustainable mixed communities and is central
to the plan.
Rep. Number
237

5

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Generally supports LG&D in areas outwith SGA's and suggest that growth in settlements close to SGA's and main transport corridors
would be more favorable than development in more remote locations with the Shire. However, this should not preclude some development of
small-scale sites in more rural areas to support rural diversification and economic and social regeneration.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
All areas outwith Strategic Growth Areas are classified as Local Growth and Diversification Areas. The Structure plan allows for growth
within small villages at an appropriate scale for that settlement. The level of growth appropriate will be determined through the Local
Development Plan process when the spatial strategy will be used to set policies and identify land for development.
The strategy for local growth and diversification highlights the need to diversify rural economies to meet local needs whilst the objective on
sustainable mixed communities aims to focus on communities with regards to new housing and developments for employment being related
to one another.
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Rep. Number
239

5

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Support the LG&D areas, however, suggest that some distinction should be made between existing settlements close to SGA's and those
more remote from the corridors. Allowances for further development in settlements close to SGA's would create a more effective hierarchy
of development. By settlements we refer to towns and villages already identified in the local plan and small clusters that could be
sympathetically extended in accord with SPP3 and SPP15 to support real diversification and social regeneration.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
All areas outwith Strategic Growth Areas are classified as Local Growth and Diversification Areas. The Structure plan allows for growth
within small villages at an appropriate scale for that settlement. The level of growth appropriate will be determined through the Local
Development Plan process when the spatial strategy will be used to set policies and identify land for development.
The strategy for local growth and diversification highlights the need to diversify rural economies to meet local needs whilst the objective on
sustainable mixed communities aims to focus on communities with regards to new housing and developments for employment being related
to one another.
Rep. Number
246

2

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
The principle of providing growth in individual settlements to meet local needs and providing a mix of housing opportunities is supported.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
257

1

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
James Barr acting on behalf of CWP Properties propose that the inclusion of NO.3 Dee Street in Banchory town centre for future
development of a food store with flatted residential units above is of strategic importance to provide an adequate level of choice and local
services for the projected growth in population of the area (Banchory has been highlighted as an appropriate are for ‘Local Growth and
Diversification’ in the Draft Structure Plan)
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This is not a Structure Plan issue

Changes to be made

The support, and provision, of infrastructure is an essential part of supporting the level of housing and economic development envisaged in
conjunction with achieving sustainable mixed communities and is central to the plan.
However the Local Development Plan process will determine land allocations for local issues as identification of locations for new food
stores is not appropriate within a high level strategic plan which covers issues "best dealt with by Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire
Councils working together".
Rep. Number
258

1

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
We are surprised and disappointed that the Draft Structure Plan focuses its objectives and policies almost exclusively on a settlement
based strategy and makes little if any reference to the needs and requirements of those living in the countryside and those wishing to live in
it for occupational or other personal reasons.
Whilst the Draft Plan acknowledges that ‘there will continue to be pressure for housing in the countryside which is not connected to existing
settlement’ it proposes to respond to this pressure by focusing new housing in, or as an extension to existing settlements.
The Draft Plan fails to provide any form of policy which encourages or permits the development of new housing in the countryside which is
of great concern to our client and others living in rural areas.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Structure plan allows for growth within small villages at an appropriate scale for that settlement. This Structure Plan does not state
that there should be any specific number of houses on specific settlements, but purely states that it should 'relate to local needs'.
The strategy for local growth and diversification highlights the need to diversify rural economies to meet local needs whilst the objective on
sustainable mixed communities aims to focus on communities with regards to new housing and developments for employment being related
to one another. Creating sustainable communities will not preclude local jobs for local people from local homes.
The Local Development Plan process will determine the level of growth appropriate, detailed policies and land allocations for local issues.
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Rep. Number
258

2

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
The current Structure Plan lays out policies in relation to this matter and we are firmly of the opinion that the emerging Structure Plan should
also contain policy in relation to house building in the countryside locations. The main concern is that the draft plan makes not provision for
housing in the countryside, whilst policies SPP3 and SPP15 clearly set out support in this matter.
In further support of our claims that the merging Structure Plan should address Housing in the Countryside in a positive and pro-active
manner we attach for your attention extracts from the Structure and Local Plans which apply in the Scottish Borders Council Area. In view
of the proximity of the Scottish Borders to Edinburgh it is not dissimilar to the relationship between the Shire and Aberdeen. As evident from
the attached policies the Scottish Borers Council are positively encouraging of new housing in the countryside in the appropriate
circumstances.
We are of the view that both Aberdeen and Aberdeenshire Councils (the Structure Plan Authorities) should adopt an equally positive attitude
towards development in countryside locations.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The current structure plan is prescriptive in nature whereas the emerging Structure Plan "aims to be more focused, strategic" and only
aims to cover those issues that "can be best dealt with by Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire Councils working together". The emerging
Structure Plan has been written conforming to current legislation whilst in the form and style of what a Strategic Development Plan is
anticipated to be when the new planning legislation (Planning etc (Scotland) Act 2006) comes into force next year.
The emerging structure plan has taken Scottish Planning Policies into consideration whilst also taking the new legislation into consideration
which will see Strategic Development Plans dealing with high level strategic issues whilst Local Development Plans will deal with localised
and more detailed issues such as Housing in the Countryside.
Rep. Number
261

12

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
We support the strategy in relation to local growth and diversification areas. The strategy should be flexible on a settlement basis and
recognise each individual settlements services and infrastructure potential.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

The Strucutre Plan states that "levels of growth in individual settlements should relate to local needs, although the scale of growth will vary
from place to place" priority should also be given to "developments which respect the character of the landscpae and local identity."
The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan process.
Rep. Number
264

12

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
On page 8 the structure plan need not make reference to a need to focus on providing smaller homes to buy or rent. The structure plan has
to facilitate the provisions of an adequate supply of land for all tenures and types of housing. Attempting to focus need in an artificial
manner is not the role of a competent structure plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The emerging structure plan makes explicit mention of the need to focus on providing smaller homes to buy or rent to emphasis the
importance of the issue throughout the region.
It is important to read the plan as a whole, not as a thematic document. The spatial strategy must be read alongside the objectives which will
assist in achieving the vision and aims.
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Rep. Number
265

2

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Whilst the majority of new housing should be settlements based, there is an increasing role for small clusters of housing outwith
settlements that meet the appropriate criteria in SPP 15 (para 21) for location, access, proximity to services, drainage and fit in the
landscape, particularly on disused rural brownfield sites. There is scope for opportunities to be identified in the local development plan or
criteria set out in the local development plan against which proposals for such clusters can be assessed, based on rural typologies
research. There is also a role for SPG to set out the detail of how such sites could be brought forward.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The emerging structure plan allows for growth within small villages at an appropriate scale for that settlement. The level of growth
appropriate will be determined through the Local Development Plan process when the spatial strategy will be used to set policies and
identify land for development.
The glossary defines brownfield sites as "land, normally in towns and villages" thus very few opportunities for redevelopment of brownfield
sites in the countryside would occur. Local development plans will set policies for housing in the countryside.
Local Development Plans and Supplementary Planning Guidance will be produced by Aberdeenshire Council and Aberdeen City Council
respectively.
Rep. Number
265

3

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
One way of enabling diversification and growth in the local rural economy is to promote new small-scale development on brownfield land.
By allowing relatively small-scale housing developments with integral office space that promote the Live/Work concept would help reduce
commuter travel whilst also providing employment opportunities in rural areas. The recently published Taylor Review supports this saying
that home-based business growth should be supported in order to nurture the rural economy. It highlights figures showing that a higher
proportion of rural dwellers work home than urban residents. Just over one in six (17%) of rural working residents work from home, more
than double the level in urban areas (8%).
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The glossary defines brownfield sites as "land, normally in towns and villages" thus very few opportunities for redevelopment of brownfield
sites in the countryside would occur. It would be for the Local Development Plans to determine the appropriateness of sites outhwith urban
areas, whether brownfield or greenfield and set policies for housing in the countryside.
The structure plan allows for growth within small villages at an appropriate scale for that settlement. The level of growth appropriate will be
determined through the Local Development Plan process when the spatial strategy will be used to set policies and identify land for
development.
The strategy for local growth and diversification highlights the need to diversify rural economies to meet local needs whilst the objective on
sustainable mixed communities aims to focus on communities with regards to new housing and developments for employment being related
to one another.
Rep. Number
271

4

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Support the focus on provision of a mix of housing opportunities with a particular focus on providing smaller houses.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
271

5

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Concerned that there is again an over reliance on new development being within or an extension to an existing settlement that are well
serviced by public transport.
This limits areas that are currently not serviced by public transport but could be if development were permitted.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The draft plan does not preclude the expansion or consolidation of existing towns and villages not serviced by public transport. The plan
supports development in, or adjacent to, existing settlements within Local Growth and Diversification Areas "particularly those which are
well served by public transport". Whilst desirable that these locations are served by public transport it is recognised that given the rural
nature of Aberdeenshire this is not always possible.
The level of growth appropriate will be determined through the Local Development Plan process.
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Rep. Number
278

7

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Consider that Westhill is of strategic significance and should be recognised by either:
- Either treating Westhill as an exceptional case with an area of Local Growth and Diversification with its own specific allocation [ increasing
the overall growth figure commensurately] or
- Incorporating Westhill as an 'off-shoot' Strategic Growth Point.
The Westhill capacity study recognises the strategic role of Westhill, it has business parks with a deverse range of occupiers (the Draft SP
should recognise the internationally significant sub sea engineering excellence in Westhill), is located close to Aberdeen.
The Structure Plan should draw on findings of the Westhill Capacity study and recognise its key role.
Need to recognise that further employment land needs to be matched with sufficient housing land in the interests of sustainabillity.
The Aberdeenshire Local Plan reporter recognised the suitability of Kirkton of Skene (area 10) for development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Westhill has seen significant growth in recent years in housing terms and more recently in employment. However, Westhill does not
naturally fall within a ‘corridor’ in the same way as those identified in the plan but stands alone just outside the Aberdeen City boundary. The
Westhill capacity study has identified some of the significant challenges posed by the further growth of the town with the AWPR and
associated measures needing to be in place before transport issues can start to be resolved. It is appropriate therefore to consider the role
of Westhill in the context of the first strategic development plan in 2/3 years time.
Rep. Number
282

10

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
It is clear there are serious disincentives to investment in areas of Aberdeenshire outside SGA’s. This will lead to economic decline and
serious population decline over much of the area. If approved in its current form, a very serious decline in local services will result with
schools, shops and other services closing and bus routes becoming uneconomic. Many rural businesses already have difficulties attracting
employees as a result of lack of available housing.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

A significant number of settlements will fall outside SGA's and these have received 20-25% of the entire structure plan allocation for
housing and an unspecified amount of employment land. Further development will occur in many of these places to meet local need.
The strategy for local growth and diversification highlights the need to diversify rural economies to meet local needs whilst the objective on
sustainable mixed communities aims to focus on communities with regards to new housing and developments for employment being related
to one another. The support, and provision, of infrastructure is an essential part of achieving sustainable mixed communities and is central
to the plan.
The Local Development Plan process will determine detailed policies and land allocations for local issues.
Rep. Number
286

17

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Serious concerns regarding the status of some settlements. For example, Westhill has a strategic role to play over the lifetime of the plan
and should be included within a SGA, maybe included as part of Aberdeen City.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Westhill has seen significant growth in recent years in housing terms and more recently in employment. However, Westhill does not
naturally fall within a ‘corridor’ in the same way as those identified in the plan but stands alone just outside the Aberdeen City boundary. The
Westhill capacity study has identified some of the significant challenges posed by the further growth of the town with the AWPR and
associated measures needing to be in place before transport issues can start to be resolved. It is appropriate therefore to consider the role
of Westhill in the context of the first strategic development plan in 2/3 years time.
The spatial strategy does not identify particular settlements and the scale of development for them however the overall housing allocation is
already generous and based on a high growth scenario. The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Aberdeenshire Local
Development Plan process. This will involve extensive consultation and site selection will be based on social, economic and environmental
criteria and infrastructure requirements taking full account of local need.
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Rep. Number
286

18

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
The A93 corridor between Aberdeen and Banchory should be included as a SGA to help improve connections between the local towns,
Aberdeen and the AWPR. Would also support employment and tourism in the area.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The spatial strategy allows for development which is appropriate to local needs as identified within Local Growth and Diversification areas.
The A93 corridor was not identified in the Spatial Strategy as appropriate for strategic growth given the size and location of settlements and
the ability to encourage the use of public transport given infrastructure constraints.
Rep. Number
286

21

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
There requires to be flexibility in this area as NEST was limited developments to around 15 houses in any quinquennium (5 year period),
which was too restrictive given the need in many instances to improve water supply, foul drainage or other infrastructure. This made such
developments unviable, local needs need to be met and projects viable.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
It is accepted that NEST was rigid, precise and prescriptive. This draft plan looks to move away and not prejudge any area of Aberdeen or
Aberdeenshire. The plan aspires to be strategic, focused, accessible, action-orientated and outcome driven, flexible and appropriate for the
area that it serves.
Rep. Number
287

16

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Support the general strategy for local growth and diversification, but there requires to be more flexibility in such a policy. NEST limited
developments to around 15 houses in any 5 year period, which was too restrictive given the need in many instances to improve water
supply, foul drainage or other infrastructure. This made such developments unviable, local needs need to be met and projects viable.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
It is accepted that NEST was rigid, precise and prescriptive. This draft plan looks to move away and not prejudge any area of Aberdeen or
Aberdeenshire. The plan aspires to be strategic, focused, accessible, action-orientated and outcome driven, flexible and appropriate for the
area that it serves.
Rep. Number
287

18

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Agree with principle of local growth based on local need. However, the plan must not limit the size and mix of new development but rather
should make sufficient overall provision. There should be a range of housing opportunities that meet the demands of the population, but
developers have to sell their product and are therefore best placed to know what type of housing the market is expecting.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The plan does not limit the size and mix of new development. The plan does not state that there should be any specific number of houses
on specific settlements, but purely states that it should 'relate to local needs'.
The Local Development Plan process will determine the level of growth appropriate in addition to detailed policies and land allocations for
local issues. The mix of housing will be determined through the local development plan process, masterplanning and supplementary
planning guidance.

23 February 2009

Page 127 of 420

Rep. Number
288

1

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Fails to address concerns of maintaining and enhancing the quality of the rural life in Buchan.
In particular insufficient commitment to maintaining and developing infrastructure that would promote appropriate commercial development
in the villages.
Unless there is a more quantative commitment to rural development included integrated housing and infrastructure it is expected that more
villages will lose schools, shops and pubs and will fade into residentail dormitories for commuting population.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The strategy for local growth and diversification highlights the need to diversify rural economies to meet local needs whilst the objective on
sustainable mixed communities aims to focus on communities with regards to new housing and developments for employment being related
to one another. The support, and provision, of infrastructure is an essential part of achieving sustainable mixed communities and is central
to the plan. The plan strongly emphasises the need to ensure required infrastructure improvements are in place prior to development.
The spatial strategy provides flexibility for the Local Development Plan process to determine the level of growth appropriate and distribute
the housing allocations following consultation with communities in addition to providing detailed policies and land allocations for local issues.
Rep. Number
297

12

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Community Council has long argued for housing developments to be associated with existing settlements.
Clear guidance on this should be incorporated into the final structure plan and that this intent should inform the proposed review of the final
Structure Plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The Local Development Plan process will determine the detailed policies and land allocations for local issues. The mix of housing will be
determined through the local development plan process, masterplanning and supplementary planning guidance.
Rep. Number
299

7

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
There is a need for further details on where the 17,100 new houses will be located in the LG&D area.
It is not helpful to be unsure by how much settlements will grow and where.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Structure plan allows for growth within small villages at an appropriate scale for that settlement. This Structure Plan does not state
that there should be any specific number of houses on specific settlements, but purely states that it should 'relate to local needs'. The level
of growth appropriate will be determined through the Local Development Plan process.
Rep. Number
300

2

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Essential to include appropriate policies in the plan to ensure that any development takes into account the need for social facilities,
employment opportunities and appropriate transport infrastructure in the areas where development is planned.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The strategy for local growth and diversification highlights the need to diversify rural economies to meet local needs whilst the objective on
sustainable mixed communities aims to focus on communities with regards to new housing and developments for employment being related
to one another. The support, and provision, of infrastructure is an essential part of achieving sustainable mixed communities and is central
to the plan.
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Rep. Number
307

6

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Westhill must remain categorised as a LGA, and not be recategorised (as per developers desires) to a SGA.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Note the agreement with Westhill being categorised as within the Local Growth & Diversification Areas.
Westhill has seen significant growth in recent years in housing terms and more recently in employment. However, Westhill does not
naturally fall within a ‘corridor’ in the same way as those identified in the plan but stands alone just outside the Aberdeen City boundary. The
Westhill capacity study has identified some of the significant challenges posed by the further growth of the town with the AWPR and
associated measures needing to be in place before transport issues can start to be resolved. It is appropriate therefore to consider the role
of Westhill in the context of the first strategic development plan in 2/3 years time.
Rep. Number
307

9

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
E&SCC are also opposed to any separate, over development of KoS village, development which would overwhelm the existing village.
KoS is not an Edge of City Community. It is designated a Rural Service Centre and as such, there is an automatic presumption in the Local
Plan against most forms of development in this area.
Development at Kirkton of Skene must remain within the guidelines for expansion of a Rural Service Centre - and be of a size & phasing
that does not overwhelm the existing village.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Rural Service Centres were designated in the currently adopted NEST Structure Plan. This Structure Plan does not categorise any town,
village or settlement thus previous designations do not apply.
However this area is designated for local growth only (AHMA), it will be for the local development plan to determine exactly where
development takes place and on what scale.
The Structure plan allows for growth within small villages at an appropriate scale for that settlement. This Structure Plan does not state
that there should be any specific number of houses on specific settlements, but purely states that it should 'relate to local needs'.
Rep. Number
314

2

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
We do not support the objective (section 2 page 8) that in LGDA the focus will be on smaller homes to buy or rent and a significant amount
of affordable housing, for the following reasons:
- artificially restrictive and would prefer to see a broad range of house types,
- This objective would target such house types into specific areas and may be contrary to existing or changing market forces,
- generally be more poorly served by public transport, which people living in smaller homes or rented/ affordable housing may have a
generally greater need,
- agree priority should be on better design.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Note the agreement with the focus on better design.
It is important to read the plan as a whole, not as a thematic document. The Spatial Strategy and objectives are interconnected therefore
Local Growth and Diversification areas must be read in conjunction with Sustainable Mixed Communities and Accessibility in relation to the
areas of concern raised.
The plan does not limit the size and mix of new development. The plan does not state that there should be any specific number of houses
on specific settlements, but purely states that it should 'relate to local needs'. The Local Development Plan process will determine the level
of growth appropriate in addition to detailed policies and land allocations for local issues. The mix of housing will be determined through the
local development plan process, masterplanning and supplementary planning guidance.
Whilst desirable that these locations are served by public transport it is recognised that given the rural nature of Aberdeenshire this is not
always possible.
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Rep. Number
329

3

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
The draft strategic plan does not identify any specific areas in rural towns like Turriff for business development land. The board of Turriff &
District would like to see business land identified in the plan, because this will be important in terms of permitting future economic
development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan is a high level strategic land use planning document and as such only identifies business land within the Strategic
Growth Areas. Turriff is identified as within the Local Growth and Diversification Area thus the level of growth appropriate will be determined
through the Local Development Plan process when the spatial strategy will be used to set policies and identify land for development.
Rep. Number
330

10

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Local growth and diversification has been identified or much of the Aberdeenshire. The emphasis is on local needs and providing smaller
homes to buy or rent, although it does acknowledge that the need will vary from place to place. SCDI accepts that this should be the priority
for the countryside. However, there is a significant cluster of high growth businesses in the Westhill are which would also fall into the local
growth and diversification area. It is important that sufficient, high quality housing is available in the west Aberdeen area to meet their
growing need for skilled employees. Public transport improvements and park and ride are also needed.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Westhill has seen significant growth in recent years in housing terms and more recently in employment. However, Westhill does not
naturally fall within a ‘corridor’ in the same way as those identified in the plan but stands alone just outside the Aberdeen City boundary. The
Westhill capacity study has identified some of the significant challenges posed by the further growth of the town with the AWPR and
associated measures needing to be in place before transport issues can start to be resolved. It is appropriate therefore to consider the role
of Westhill in the context of the first strategic development plan in 2/3 years time.
Future proposals within the Regional Transport Strategy are for the completion of a ring of Park & Ride services around Aberdeen, linked to
the AWPR, enabling easy access to the City. Park and Ride proposals will be included within the proposals section and shown on the key
diagram.
Rep. Number
334

5

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
The three strand approach is not an appropriate response to the future of the area. It does not reflect the reality of the diversity of the area.
In directing growth in specific terms, the remainder of Aberdeenshire is not only neglected but is also disadvantaged in terms of the potential
for development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan represents a vision of the future shared across the whole of the City and Shire area. This approach was decided upon following
consideration of a greater number of options and is believed to be the most appropriate solution, providing as it does the flexibility for
Aberdeenshire Council through its local development plan to distribute the considerable level of allocations following consultation with
communities.
The spatial strategy emphasises that all parts of the plan area are important and sets out how development will be focused across the
region. The spatial strategy promotes development in the right places, that meets the needs of both people and business, while maintaining
sustainable development principles.
Rep. Number
334

7

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Instead of allowing flexibility, the plan should proactively advance the development of economic activity in both these Local Growth and
Diversification Areas and in the Regeneration Priority Areas. .
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan specifically mentions "there is a need for diversification and growth in the economy in this area to meet local needs".
Additionally with the Regeneration Priority Areas section the plan states "Improving the economy and the competitiveness of business
should play a particular role".
The strategic level of the structure plan means that indicative figures for reasonably small corridors can be determined. Beyond this, at the
settlement level, the allocation of specific sites will be undertaken by Aberdeenshire Council as part of the local development plan process.
Flexibility is required in the way the plan is implemented. The plan will be reviewed every five years to ensure it is kept up-to-date.
An Action Programme will be prepared during 2009 which will set out the detailed action required by the Councils and their partners to
implement the plan.
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Rep. Number
359

1

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Expressed concern with regards to the current planning regulations for replacement houses in the countryside.
The criteria laid down makes it nearly impossible to replace a house.
Suggested re-wording to allow replacement of any dwelling irrespective of its condition. If there has been a dwelling on a site in the past
then there should be no good reason why a replacement house can not be erected.
Anticipated response is that new houses are acceptable if it is proven that the dwelling is required for a full time worker in a rural industry.
Queried how many new full time rural jobs are created. Suggested that most employment in the countryside is of a part time nature.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This is not a Structure Plan issue

Changes to be made

The issue of replacement houses in the countryside is better dealt with at the Local Development Plan level and is not a strategic issue for
this plan.
The Local Development Plan process will determine detailed policies for local issues. A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the
relevant Local Development Plan Team for their information.
Rep. Number
377

4

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Would like to see extra highlighting of certain words within the local growth and diversification section (details given).
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

To graphically highlight particular words and phrases is unnecessary.
Rep. Number
382

12

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Within the Shire only one option how to accommodate this vast number of houses is being considered:
"... there will continue to be pressure for housing in the countryside which is not connected to existing settlements. However, local
development plans ... should approach this by focusing new housing in, or as an extension to, existing settlements " (page 8)
In other words: The need of building new villages or a new town is recognised but dismissed in favour of tacking housing developments to
existing communities. How 'exciting' and 'modern' (page 5, The Vision for the plan) is this? And how enlightened will it look in comparison
with other 'European city regions'?
More evidence of the expressed will to ignore the option of being truely 'confident' and 'courageous' and of coming up with something really
innovative like a model town can be found on page 8: "Providing new housing which doesn’t meet the requirement of the spatial strategy or
meet the standards under other objectives will not be supported by this plan."
"We" should be able to do better than committing to mediocrity - build a new Scottish town.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan represents a vision of the future shared across the whole of the city and shire area. This approach was decided upon following
consideration of a greater number of options and is believed to be the most appropriate solution, providing as it does the flexibility for
Aberdeenshire Council through its local development plan to distribute the considerable level of allocations following consultation with
communities.
The spatial strategy emphasises that all parts of the plan area are important and sets out how development will be focused across the
region. The spatial strategy promotes development in the right places, that meets the needs of both people and business, while maintaining
sustainable development principles.
The allocation of specific sites to meet the requirements of the structure plan is a matter for the local development plans. A number of "new
settlement" proposals were submitted in response to the draft structure plan, some of which were in line with the plan's spatial strategy and
some were not. These vary considerably in size from small villages, through major extensions to existing villages to stand alone
communities of many thousands. However, none were at a stage where they could be given support through the structure plan. If local
development plan processes were to show that a new settlement(s) is the best way of meeting the structure plan's requirements and would
be consistent with the plan as a whole, the strategic development plan team would seek to assist its delivery.
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Rep. Number
397

5

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
The first paragraph on page 8 sets out the aim well. In the second paragraph, the phrase "particularly those (settlements) which are well
served by public transport" conflicts with the notion that the strategic growth areas are to be "where there are clear opportunities to
encourage people to use public transport" (p.6).
The implication is that settlements in local growth and diversification areas will not be well served by public transport. Development of
settlements in the local growth and development areas should therefore be small in scale and permitted only on the basis of clearly
demonstrated need: the structure plan should make this clear.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

It is important to read the plan as a whole, not as a thematic document. The Spatial Strategy (including strategic growth areas, local growth
and diversification areas and regeneration priority areas) and objectives are interconnected therefore Local Growth and Diversification areas
must be read in conjunction with Sustainable Mixed Communities and Accessibility in relation to the areas of concern raised.
The Spatial Strategy emphasises that all parts of the plan area are important and sets out how development will be focused across the
region. The spatial strategy promotes development in the right places, that meets the needs of both people and business, while maintaining
sustainable development principles.
The Strategic Growth Areas are located in accessible locations and in particular the Huntly - Laurencekirk corridor which is along the
railway line. Areas outwith the Strategic Growth Areas will still have the potential to have development at an appropriate levels for local
need. Aberdeenshire has a significant level of growth proposed that is highly appropriate to meet the needs and aspirations of the area.
Whilst desirable that all locations are served by public transport it is recognised that given the rural nature of Aberdeenshire this will not
always be possible.
The structure plan states that "Levels of growth in individual settlements should relate to local needs" and thus does make the issue clear.
Rep. Number
409

5

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
The concept of building next to an existing settlement is a good one. Planners can utilise the best bits of the settlement’s structure and
design, use facilities and services which are already there as a springboard to develop them further to meet the needs of more people.
In addition development provides opportunities to address some of the problems or issues faced within the existing village/small town. A
village feel can still be maintained if done properly. It should not be allowed to become just a housing scheme sprawl.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome. The strategy for local growth and diversification highlights the need to diversify rural
economies to meet local needs whilst the objective on sustainable mixed communities aims to focus on communities with regards to new
housing and developments for employment being related to one another.
The Structure plan allows for growth within small villages at an appropriate scale for that settlement. The level of growth appropriate will be
determined through the Local Development Plan process.
Rep. Number
411

6

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Policy of increasing residential housing adjacent to existing settlements without any proper provision of increased community facilities and
identify town focal points such as a town square or public park is wrong.
Example of Bridge of Don latterly receiving some community facilities after 15years of housing development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The support, and provision, of infrastructure is an essential part of achieving sustainable mixed communities and is central to the plan.
The glossary definition of infrastructure (to the rear of the structure plan) is "The parts of cities, towns or villages that make them work. This
includes water, drainage, electricity and phones, as well as roads, schools, community halls, medical centres, libraries, bus stops and so
on."
The structure plan does not advocate extending existing settlements without the provision of community facilities.
Further detail will be provided through the Local Development Plan process.
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Rep. Number
422

10

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
"We need to give priority to developments which respect the character of the landscape and local identity". Why is this not also true of the
Strategic Growth Areas, especially around Stonehaven?
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

It is important to read the plan as a whole, not as a thematic document. The Spatial Strategy (including strategic growth areas, local growth
and diversification areas and regeneration priority areas) and objectives are interconnected therefore the Spatial Strategy must be read in
conjunction with Sustainable Mixed Communities and Quality of the Environment in relation to the areas of concern raised.
Within Sustainable Mixed Communities it is stated that "new homes are designed to a high standard and that they respect and improve the
existing qualities of the area".
Within Quality of the Environment it is stated that "The way in which sites are chosen, and high-quality design, will make sure that
development does not lead to the decline of the North East's built, natural and cultural assets."
The Local Development Plan process will determine detailed policies and land allocations for local issues.
Rep. Number
424

5

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
The section for Local growth and diversification areas recognises that rural areas need to be well served by public transport.
However, what means of public transport exists in reality? The only public transport for the rural areas for now, and according to this plan,
by 2030, is bus. Improving bus services is out of the scope of planning system.
Is there any vision to provide light railways to connect the rural towns which have population of over 4000, but outreached by the two main
Corridors?
Rural areas have been extensively covered by sparse new developments, in or around Rural Service Centres as a result of the existing
Structure Plan (NEST) and the Local plan.
What is the vision for the new structure plan to bring continuous prosperity to the rural areas, it is not clear. The key diagram shows the
housing figures for the RHMA is 4/7th of the total figures of those for the Corridors towns. The statement for the rural areas does not reflect
this significance of the rural areas.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

It is agreed that the structure plan is not the appropriate medium to give detailed information with regards to how bus services will be
improved, however the Spatial Strategy and Accessibility objective must highlight this issue to enable further details to be given in local and
regional transport strategies which will provide higher levels of guidance.
The structure plan takes account of numerous regional strategies and plans (prepared by Scottish Government, Nestrans, ACSEF etc)
which have an important influence on the delivery of the plan. Numerous projects have been outlined within the plan which will encourage
people to use public transport and enables efficient provision of services whilst aiming to reduce the percentage of car journeys.
It is accepted that in the past developments have not allowed ease of access to efficient and attractive transport options (public transport in
particular). The Structure Plan strategy focuses development in places where there are clear opportunities to encourage people to use
public transport and enables efficient provision of services whilst aiming to reduce the percentage of car journeys however it is recognised
that given the rural nature of Aberdeenshire this will not always be possible.
Rep. Number
426

6

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
The planning response to the issues faced in these areas is unlikely to be appropriate. The plans vision, based largely on population
growth, cannot by force be extended to rural areas. The vision is an urban one, for a largely rural area.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan presents a clear and rounded view of future development and represents a vision of the future shared across the whole of the city
and shire area. This approach was decided upon following consideration of a greater number of options and is believed to be the most
appropriate solution, providing as it does the flexibility for Aberdeenshire Council through its local development plan to distribute the
considerable level of allocations following consultation with communities.
The Spatial Strategy emphasises that all parts of the plan area are important and sets out how development will be focused across the
region. The spatial strategy promotes development in the right places, that meets the needs of both people and business, while maintaining
sustainable development principles.
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Rep. Number
426

19

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
"Levels of growth in individual settlements should relate to local needs, . ."
This is acknowledged, but queried where has this happened within the AHMA?
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Structure Plan is more focused and action orientated than previous plans. This plan will take the place of NEST which is the currently
adopted strategic land use planning document and thus cannot take retrospective responsibility for developments that have taken place in
the past.
Rep. Number
428

4

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Believe that allocations need to be expressed for individual settlements rather than 'areas' so as to provide greater certainty to plan makers
and plan users. In particular, would question the use of 'local growth (AHMA)' as it is not clear what proportion of the total will be allocated to
Westhill, Kemnay and Banchory. Accept the need for flexibility, but what is being provided here is far beyond what should be allowed.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The strategic level of the structure plan means that indicative figures for reasonably small corridors can be determined. Beyond this, at the
settlement level, the allocation of specific sites will be undertaken by Aberdeenshire Council as part of the local development plan process.
Few settlements get explicit mention in the plan, however the structure plan allows for growth within small villages at an appropriate scale.
This structure plan does not state that there should be any specific number of houses on specific settlements, but purely states that it
should 'relate to local needs'.
Flexibility is required in the way the plan is implemented. The approach taken was decided upon following consideration of a greater
number of options and is believed to be the most appropriate solution. The plan will be reviewed every five years to ensure it is kept up-todate.
Rep. Number
449

5

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
These areas need to be considered alongside SGA's and not totally separate communities. Beware of using expressions like 'give priority' to
certain developments without allowing for individual requirements. Planners must be flexible.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Spatial Strategy still allows for significant levels of growth in the Local Growth and Diversification Area, but these must continue to be
plan led wherever possible. It will be for the local development plan to determine exactly where development takes place and on what scale.
The plan presents a clear and rounded view of future development in the area recognising that every settlement is important to achieve the
plans vision.
It is agreed that flexibility is required in the way the plan is implemented and the structure plan provides this by allowing Local Development
Plans to distribute the allocations identified according to local needs.
Rep. Number
451

5

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
30% of the housing development should be available to the RHMA. Investment needed for rural areas to become sustainable.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The RHMA has been allocated over 22% of the housing allowances for the period to 2030 and over 26% of the total housing land.
The overall housing allocation is already generous and based on a high growth scenario.
It is agreed that investment is needed for rural areas and the support, and provision, of infrastructure is an essential part of achieving
sustainable mixed communities and is central to the plan.

23 February 2009

Page 134 of 420

Rep. Number
451

6

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Important that the structure plan does not limit rural communities from becoming sustainable. With emerging food and energy issues rural
communities should not only rely upon cities but are in a stronger position to become more sustainable.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The spatial strategy still allows for significant levels of growth in the Local Growth & Diversification area. The strategy for local growth and
diversification highlights the need to diversify rural economies to meet local needs whilst the objective on sustainable mixed communities
aims to focus on communities with regards to new housing and developments for employment being related to one another. It will be for the
local development plan to determine exactly where development takes place and on what scale.
It is agreed that investment is needed for rural areas and the support, and provision, of infrastructure is an essential part of achieving
sustainable mixed communities and is central to the plan.
Rep. Number
457

5

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
Levels of permitted growth should be consistent with capacity of schools, libraries, community facilities etc.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

Agreed. The support, and provision, of infrastructure is an essential part of supporting the level of housing and economic development
envisaged and is central to the plan.
The level of growth appropriate will be determined through the Local Development Plan process.
Rep. Number
472

4

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
LG&DA's should encourage and give more emphasis to the 'community', which is an important cultural aspect of life in Aberdeenshire.
There has to be real flexibility built into these areas as they are so wide and diverse. Any changes through diversifying industry could
influence changes to this draft plan, e.g. a site required for a new RAF, Army or Navy asset. The emphasis on public transport is
encouraging and fits with the NESTRANS strategy.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Note the agreement with the emphasis on public transport in accordance with the NESTRANS strategy.
The strategy for local growth and diversification highlights the need to diversify rural economies to meet local needs whilst the objective on
sustainable mixed communities aims to focus on communities with regards to new housing and developments for employment being related
to one another. The support, and provision, of infrastructure is an essential part of achieving sustainable mixed communities and is central
to the plan.
The spatial strategy provides flexibility for the Local Development Plan process to determine the level of growth appropriate and distribute
the housing allocations following consultation with communities in addition to providing detailed policies and land allocations for local issues.
Rep. Number
476

4

Subject

Local growth and diversification areas

Summary
It is accepted that whilst the above may address strategic needs, there is also a need to support local growth. There should be allowance for
individual developments in rural areas away from established settlements, particularly where this is in support of the rural economy and in
such instances, combined live and work developments should be considered as the most suitable.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The spatial strategy emphasises that all parts of the plan area are important and sets out how development will be focused across the
region. The spatial strategy promotes development in the right places, that meets the needs of both people and business, while maintaining
sustainable development principles.
The strategy for local growth and diversification highlights the need to diversify rural economies to meet local needs whilst the objective on
sustainable mixed communities aims to focus on communities with regards to new housing and developments for employment being related
to one another. Creating sustainable communities will not preclude local jobs for local people from local homes.
The final decision on where development will and will not be allowed will be taken through the Local Development Plan process.
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Rep. Number
188

7

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
Further justification for increasing the housing numbers is that the headline figure includes 5,000 houses emerging for regeneration areas
within the city.
These are simple replacements and because of this the net increase being promoted by the plan is 67,000 not 72,000.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The forecasts on which the housing numbers are based took account of a significant level (4,800) of demolitions in the Community
Regeneration Areas in Aberdeen. These units do not represent double counting because the forecast required for housing would have been
4,800 lower if they had not been included.
However, changing expectations of the nature and speed of delivery of the Community Regeneration Strategy mean that these figures will
need to be revised downwards. Due to the status of these units however (as outlined above), they do not require to be replaced. Progress
and future expectations, however, will be kept under review and this plan would encourage faster progress than the plan may suggest.
It is important to show commitment and support of regeneration in the City and as such the number should remain with the 5,000
replacement houses shown in the total.
Rep. Number
189

7

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
Further justification for increasing the housing numbers is that the headline figure includes 5,000 houses emerging for regeneration areas
within the city. These are simple replacements and because of this the net increase being promoted by the plan is 67,000 not 72,000.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The forecasts on which the housing numbers are based took account of a significant level (4,800) of demolitions in the Community
Regeneration Areas in Aberdeen. These units do not represent double counting because the forecast required for housing would have been
4,800 lower if they had not been included.
Rep. Number
233

5

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
Tourism is a major employment generator and of key importance to the economy of Aberdeenshire. It is given no prominence at all in the
plan, with only one small reference on p.8.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Toursim and tourist related developments are mentioned in the LG&DAs and the PRAs on plage 8. It states how important a role it plays in
the ecomomic growth of the north east. It is unclear how additional references would give it any more prominance in this plan. The LDP
would be the time to have more detailed tourist related policies and guidance.
Rep. Number
237

4

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
Plan should also make it clear whether RPA's sit with LG&D areas or are they completely separate designations? If the priority for RPA's is
brownfield regeneration then some small do not have such sites to develop, which could leave these settlements with no new housing
allowance and no means of creating growth to assist with retention and attraction of local services. Essentially, designation of RPA's will
have a negative impact, not a positive one.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Further information on RPA's will be provided in the final plan. The priority given to the RPAs is important because these areas tend to
have more brownfield land than is desirable. Redevelopment by its very nature is brownfield development. The priority for brownfield
development does not preclude development on greenfield land.
The RPAs sit within the LG&DA and as such an appropriate level of growth will be determined at the Local Development Plan level. It is
important to ensure that the level of development meets the local need.
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Rep. Number
255

9

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
The targets from the brownfield development provision from Aberdeen city are also questioned, as the draft Urban Capacity Study has not
addressed the concerns raised previously by the housebuilding industry in terms of the likely availability/effectiveness of sites and in terms
of the densities adopted in the assessment of capacity. On this point we would draw your attention to paragraph 63 of SPP3 which
encourages planning authorities to “involve the private sector in the preparation of urban capacity studies” as this “can help to ensure a
realistic assessment of development potential”. Bancon would welcome the opportunity to be involved in such a dialogue.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Over the plan period, 10,000 homes (almost 28%) are proposed for brownfield sites in Aberdeen. This level is substantially lower than in
previous years, when brownfield development represented between 60-90%. The Background Report published goes into this subject in
more detail and concludes that, despite Aberdeen not having a legacy of industrial decline, it should be possible for the City to continue to
accommodate significant levels of brownfield housing development. The sustainable mixed communities objective acknowledges that
monitoring of this will be required through the housing land audit and flexibility will be built into the future strategic development plan as a
result. The Urban Capacity Study contained in the Background Paper provides the justification for the brownfield allowances until 2016. The
allowances beyond 2016 will be reviewed in future strategic development plans in light of updated urban capacity information.
The involvement of the private sector was not made on this occasion, as the majority of the information is based on the HLA, which in itself
is subject to consultation with the development industry.
Rep. Number
264

14

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
The text to the regeneration priority areas is unduly restrictive by refering to opportunities for developing brownfield sites. The paragraph
commencing 'Developing on brownfield sites is a particular priority' should be deleted.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The priority given to brownfield land in the RPAs is important because these areas tend to have more brownfield land than is desirable.
Redevelopment by its very nature is brownfield development. The priority for brownfield development does not preclude development on
greenfield land.
Rep. Number
265

4

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
In rural, as well as urban areas there is scope for the redevelopment of brownfield sites that are potentially well connected to service
centers. A policy that also promotes the Live/Work concept would mean people could live in rural areas and work from home in greater
numbers. This would be in line with SPP3 (para 85).
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

It would be for the Local Development Plans to determine the appropriateness of sites outhwith urban areas, whether brownfield or
greenfield.
Rep. Number
267

16

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
In general terms it is appropriate that strategic development should seek to benefit disadvantaged areas. The plan should also, however,
encourage all development to bring benefit to nearby areas.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The spatial strategy recognises the need to "maintain and improve the area's communities and services they depend on."
Rep. Number
278

5

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
If the 5000 houses in the RPA are simply replacement houses for demolished stock the net increase in housing promoted by DSP will be
67,000 units rather than the headline figure of 72,000.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The forecasts on which the housing numbers are based took account of a significant level (4,800) of demolitions in the Community
Regeneration Areas in Aberdeen. These units do not represent double counting because the forecast required for housing would have been
4,800 lower if they had not been included.
However, changing expectations of the nature and speed of delivery of the Community Regeneration Strategy mean that these figures will
need to be revised downwards. Due to the status of these units however (as outlined above), they do not require to be replaced. Progress
and future expectations, however, will be kept under review and this plan would encourage faster progress than the plan may suggest.
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Rep. Number
278

11

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
Would be helpful to have a definition of a Regeneration Area.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

"Community regeneration areas" are defined within the Glossary.
The regeneration priority areas are shown within the spatial strategy.
Further information on RPA's will be provided in the final plan.
Rep. Number
285

5

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
A balance of policies are needed to ensure that Fraserburgh (and other) town centre is protected, but not at the expense of the wider
regeneration of the whole area. By focussing on brownfield sites development will be prevented instead of assisted. In coastal towns
brownfield sites may be susceptible to flooding.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Further information on RPA's and the benefits and procedure will be provided in the final plan. However, the structure plan is not the
appropriate place to discuss specific town centres, although in general it does state that vitality and viability of existing town centres is
important and the sequential approach to new retail development must be followed. The local development plan will consider potential
flooding of sites when they are being appraised / considered for development.
Rep. Number
296

3

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
Towns and communities which require regeneration should be indicated, not shown as a wide strip.
The structure plan should also recognise the importance of the Grampian coast.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites and appropriate settlements will be determined within the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your
representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
298

10

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
Tourism is a vital aspect of life in Fraserburgh and area.
At present Fraserburgh is a disappointment to tourists but an upbeat town will attract visitors.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

It is recognised that Fraserburgh has potential but as stated in the representation there are issues at present with boarded up shops and a
run down town centre. This is the reeason that the RPA designation was shown over Fraserburgh. Consideration will be give at LDP level
to what is required and when to ensure Fraserburgh can again be a thriving community.
Rep. Number
298

11

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
Fraserburgh requires regeneration but unsure what being in a Regeneration Priority Area means.
Need more detil on what is propsed physically and financially.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

Further information on RPA's and the benefits and procedure will be provided in the final plan.
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Rep. Number
307

11

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
Development must not stop short of Fraserburgh and Peterhead, there is much opportunity for Brownfield developments in these
settlements and surrounding areas.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

It is strongly agreed that development should not stop short of Fraserburgh and Peterhead. Peterhead is located in an SGA and can
accommdate growth to support the spatial strategy. Fraserburgh falls within the RPA and LG&DAs and development will promote
regeneration and consider local need.
Rep. Number
308

3

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
The term regeneration was understood to apply to a wider suite of principles and values than simply imposing new housing in the area.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Further information on RPA's will be provided in the final plan. However at no point under the description of RPAs does it state that the
principles and values of the plan are to simply impose new housing on the area. The RPAs are aimed at improving the economy and
competitiveness of business, improving infrastructure and the development of tourism these aspects will contribute to the regeneration of
the identified areas.
Rep. Number
308

5

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
Concerns that there will be a joining up of Gourdon with Inverbervie.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information. There is over a mile between Gourdon and Inverbervie and the plan aims to ensure
that the character of the landscape and local identity are protected.
Rep. Number
313

3

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
Unclear on what will happen to the RPAs, will they continue to absorb housing.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Further information on RPA's will be provided in the final plan.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information. An appropriate level of housing and employment will be considered within the LDP to
address the current issues.
Rep. Number
316

3

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
Not clear what investment will be provided in the RPAs.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Further information on RPA's will be provided in the final plan.
Rep. Number
320

6

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
Would welcome improvements to housing and quality of environment in RPAs.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

Improvements to these aspects are essential to achieving successful communities.
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Rep. Number
333

8

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
We would like to see a governance structure which promotes economic investment rather then stifling it with inconsistent bureaucratic
obstacles. Offering flexibility will not ensure growth. What is required is positive discrimination to kick start the town’s flagging economy,
rather than simply abandoning it as a regeneration area.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The concept of positive discrimination would stifle the entire north east and would be extremely bad for business. The approach in the
structure plan is the most appropriate with the flexibility being built into the local development plan for Aberdeenshire, along with continued
support from Council services and other agencies likely to result in the most tangible benefits.
The three elements of the spatial strategy in the plan are in no way hierarchical, but enable an appropriate response to individual issues and
circumstances. Improving the economic, environmental and social future of Fraserburgh is very important for the future of Fraserburgh itself
and Aberdeenshire Council. The final paragraph on p.5 of the draft plan makes it clear that the importance given to each aim of the plan will
be critical in coming to decisions on development proposals. The status of Fraserburgh as a RPA will influence the balancing process in a
way that may not be appropriate in other areas.
Rep. Number
334

8

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
The right areas have been defined as Regeneration Priority Areas. However there is no real strategy outlined for them and this is an
important flaw in the draft plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

There will be further details provided in relation to the Regeneration Priority Areas to avoid confusion.
Rep. Number
335

3

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
There is a need to improve the linkages between the settlements in Banff to Peterhead Regeneration Priority Area.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The structure plan acknowledges the need to improve linkages throughout the region and the Key Diagram illustrates better linkages
between Aberdeen, Banff and Fraserburgh. Links along the north coast are more likely to be dealt with by Aberdeenshire Council in their
local transport strategies if this is felt necessary.
Rep. Number
349

17

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
The difficulties associated with the Regeneration Priority Areas will require to be addressed in a more specialised manner that will optimise
available transferable skills while preserving the sense of community identity. The regeneration of these areas is vitally important and the
Group recognises that the needs of the areas so designated will be more suitable and effectually provided for under this aspect of the Plan.
The future of Fraserburgh, Banff and Macduff are of particular concern due to the decimation of the fishing industry. The expertise of these
areas must be preserved and appropriate business diversification encouraged.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
The RPAs are aimed at improving the economy and competitiveness of business, improving infrastructure and the development of tourism
as these aspects will contribute to the regeneration of the identified areas. Further information on RPAs and the benefits and procedure will
be provided in the final plan.
The structure plan can only influence business diversification and economic growth so far, it will be for other plans and strategies to take
the land use framework provided in this document forward, secure funding and build on it.
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Rep. Number
350

13

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
The plan has nothing concrete to offer the RPA’s, which, to my mind are included to try and stave off the criticism that in practical terms all
developments is going to the SGA’s. 75 percent of all homes to be built and employment land developed to be in the SGA’s by 2030, this
mean only 25 percent for the rest of Aberdeenshire. This is an assault on the rights of all Aberdeenshire citizens to be treated fairly,
Fraserburgh desperately needs affordable housing.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The spatial strategy recognises the circumstances in Fraserburgh (and other similar communities) through their dual designation as
regeneration priority areas and areas for local growth and diversification. These designations provide flexibility for the Aberdeenshire local
development plan (LDP) to respond accordingly, with relevant policies and proposals. Also importantly, the LDP will be able to promote the
reuse of brownfield land and to designate a proportion of the significant level of residential allocation made to the RHMA and an appropriate
amount of employment land.
Background work on the LDP has begun and further work will be undertaken throughout 2009, this will involve community council’s and
other representatives, local businesses and individuals with an interest. Consultation will be key to ensuring the framework set down by the
structure plan is translated into realistic LDP policies and allocations and tangible proposals are delivered for communities within RPAs .
The three elements of the spatial strategy in the plan are in no way hierarchical, but enable an appropriate response to individual issues and
circumstances. Improving the economic, environmental and social future of RPAs is very important for the future of the RPAs themselves
and Aberdeenshire Council. The final paragraph on p.5 of the draft plan makes it clear that the importance given to each aim of the plan will
be critical in coming to decisions on development proposals. In this respect, RPA status for Fraserburgh can influence the weight given to
each aim, resulting in a positive impact that may not be appropriate in other areas.
There is a strong commitment to provide housing for the whole community in the plan. This can be observed in the Sustainable mixed
communities chapter. The need for affordable housing in Fraserburgh (and across Aberdeenshire) will be picked up through the local
housing strategy and local development plan.
Rep. Number
356

3

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
Appears to be a general commitment to retain green space east of the railway line around the coastal villages, this is welcomed.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The quality of the environment statement does say "Biodiversity, wildlife habitats and landscape can be vulnerable to new development. As
a result, we need to focus on maintaining and improving them, especially where there are plans for development." No specific mention of
protected areas are mentioned but this is an issue that could be specifically addressed under the LDP.
Rep. Number
360

1

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
Objection to the draft plan as proposed.
Raised concern that Aberdeenshire Council have failed the citizens of Fraserburgh in the following ways:
- Standard of education provided by Fraserburgh Academy resulting in the poorest level of educational attainment in the Grampian area with
the lowest percentage of pupils moving on to Higher Education.
- Planning applications involving development of new and diverse businesses refused despite support from members of the Community
Council and individuals. Out of town applications are refused on ground of detrimental effect on the town centre. Town centre in need of
adequate parking facilities. Local shops are not open for the entire working week forcing residents to travel to Peterhead.
- Sense of intimidation felt in the town. Boarded up windows of council houses, private dwellings and commercial properties.
- Tourism is regularly viewed as a means to save the town however very limited accommodation is on offer for visitors due to all year round
clients (travelling salesman etc) booking hotel rooms. Recently Aberdeenshire Council refused an application for a new hotel.
Acknowledged that money has been invested in the town via the Fraserburgh Future’s Partnership and Building Buchan – new beginnings
however it was questioned what this money has actually done for the town as no evidence of more or better jobs is apparent.
Raised concern for the next generation of adults.
Raised concern that tourism rate has decreased.
Appreciated that new houses are needed but improvements in the town are immediately needed before any further housing developments
occur.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The points made emphasise why Fraserburgh is in need of regeneration and economic diversification, as highlighted in the plan. Improving
the economic, environmental and social future of Fraserburgh is very important for the future of Fraserburgh itself and to Aberdeenshire
Council.
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Rep. Number
361

7

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
The proposals should be based on empirical study and data rather than theory. It is suggested that only bodies, which have access to
information on social deprivation, economic decline, or physical and environmental depression, can be in a position to define where
regeneration areas should be and the associated actions.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Proposals are based on empirical survey involving up-to-date and relevant statistics, covering the issues discussed. In addition, extensive
consultation was carried out with key stakeholders and the public. Regeneration action will be targeted by the Councils and the Scottish
Index of Multiple Deprivation will be an important statistical source for this.
Rep. Number
411

8

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
Suggested a coastal facilitiy incorporating a new marina to help regenerate the Inverbervie/Gourdon community area. It is important to
provide work to suit a variety of people skills in the area. Would improve leisure and recreation in the Kincardine and Deeside coastal strip
without over-loading Stonehaven.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The structure plan operates at a strategic level and it is the role of the local development plan process to allocate indivivual sites.
Rep. Number
424

6

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
Regeneration priority areas are actually confined within several towns and part of the City.
Why the coastal area as a whole is marked for regeneration? What kind of "regeneration", brown field site development, within the towns?
How to "regenerate" the environment of the coastal areas, where many of the places are natural landscapes? What is the point to
regenerate the areas, where proper public transport link to the City is not identified for the next over 20years? Deprived groups will continue
to be excluded from the main facilities in the City.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Many of the coastal towns of Aberdeenshire have suffered in recent years with the down turn in the oil industry and people choosing to
holiday abroad. Many of the smaller towns have areas of brownfield land that could be redeveloped to improve the area. Regeneration also
involves encouraging people to live and work in these areas by bringing employment and development in. The aims and objectives of the
plan are storngly focused on improvign public transport there is a specific objective on accessibility.
Rep. Number
426

7

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
We have been funding ‘regeneration priority areas’ under a range of names for 50+ years and are not good at doing it. Release control and
let the free market deal with this.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The intervention is required to redress the unbalanced development that has taken place in the past. The 'free market' has in the past and is
likely to continue to widen the inequalities and will not improve the situation.
Rep. Number
426

20

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
If powers existed to achieve the notions set out, there would be a danger of trying to create a centrally planned economy.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

It is the role of the planning system to intervene in the development process in the public interest.
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Rep. Number
441

16

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
Supports regeneration proposals.
new settlements sound to be a solution to an immediate problem but will not solve the bigger challenge in the future
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
The allocation of specific sites to meet the requirements of the structure plan is a matter for the local development plans. A number of "new
settlement" proposals were submitted in response to the draft structure plan, some of which were in line with the plan's spatial strategy and
some were not. These vary considerably in size from small villages, through major extensions to existing villages to stand alone
communities of many thousands. However, none were at a stage where they could be given support through the structure plan. If local
development plan processes were to show that a new settlement(s) is the best way of meeting the structure plan's requirements and would
be consistent with the plan as a whole, the strategic development plan team would seek to assist its delivery.
Rep. Number
449

6

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
Regeneration must not be too tightly targeted. Every settlement is important to those who live there and no one will want to feel cut off from
progress.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Regeneration does not cut anyone off from progress. Every settlement is important and this is recognised within the plan. Regeneration is
required in some to improve them and make them more attractive for investment not to have any negative effect.
Rep. Number
457

6

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
The regeneration areas generally have sufficient infrastructure but important to renew schools, libraries etc to make these settlements more
attractive places to live.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The support, and provision, of infrastructure play a key role in assisting to deliver the plans vision and spatial strategy.
Rep. Number
469

5

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
RPA's are OK within existing settlements, but the areas shown include many of the finest coastal natural assets within the region and it is
crucial that these areas are not damaged by regeneration development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

Environmental quality is vital to the future of the area and the plan acknowleges the need to ensure that development does not reduce the
environmental quality throughout the city region.
The plan does not suggest new development in sensitive locations.
Rep. Number
470

7

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
The provision of affordable housing is a pre-requisite to achieving economic growth, particularly in regeneration areas. The plan needs to
create more flexibility to expand the opportunities for tourism and more emphasis on building on the rich culture and heritage of these areas
for economic gain needs to be addressed in the plan.
The structure plan must recognise the important economic contribution of the rural area and ensure that the right quantity and quality of
business land is made available throughout the region to accommodate growth.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

There is a strong commitment to provide affordable and social housing in the plan and this is central to the concept of sustainable mixed
communities and will be pursued through masterplans at a local level. The housing need and demand assessment will be used to imform
levels of affordable housing required throughout the city region.
The plan acknowledges the potential for development of the tourist industry with the Regeneration Priority Areas. While the concept of
building on the cultural and heritage of the area is central to the plan, as can be observed with the Quality of the Environment Objective.
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Rep. Number
472

5

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
The right areas have been identified as RPA's in Aberdeenshire. The Aberdeenshire Community Planning Partnership will have
responsibility for the Fairer Scotland Fund, which is in essence a 'regeneration' fund. A far as the City is concerned, the strategy is
appropriate and achievable within the timescales.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. It is encouraging to have confirmation that the strategy is achievable.
Rep. Number
476

5

Subject

Regeneration priority areas

Summary
In the RPA, the possibility of development away from towns and settlements should be allowed for where specific regeneration objectives
will be delivered.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Aberdeenshire Local Development Plan will determine the location and scale of housing in settlements as well as the response to the
housing in the countryside issue.
Rep. Number
188

11

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
Objectives are very broad based and lack any measurable targets against which their performance can be assessed.
It is unclear how the objective’s targets are to be met by each council.
It may be preferable that the targets are encompassed in policies, which the respective councils would be obliged to comply with.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Plan was produced in a different format than previous plan ; it does not cover all planning issues, but provides a more focused plan
with objectives on strategic issues where action is required by both the councils working together. Targets have been outlined to achieve
each of the objectives, with appropriate monitoring to assess the progress. Additional monitoring of background trends and developments in
society, economy and environment not mentioned in the plan will take place on a continuous basis, such as the monitoring outlined in the
SEA of the plan.
The new format of structure plan does not provide detail of how targets will be met. However an Action Programme will be prepared to
outline how the plan as a whole will bee implemented. Local Development Plans will have a key role in implementation.
Rep. Number
190

12

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
Objectives are very broad based and lack any measurable targets against which their performance can be assessed.
It is unclear how the objective’s targets are to be met by each council.
It may be preferable that the targets are encompassed in policies, which the respective councils would be obliged to comply with.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Plan was produced in a different format than previous plan ; it does not cover all planning issues, but provides a more focused plan
with objectives on strategic issues where action is required by both the councils working together. Targets have been outlined to achieve
each of the objectives, with appropriate monitoring to assess the progress. Additional monitoring of background trends and developments in
society, economy and environment not mentioned in the plan will take place on a continuous basis, such as the monitoring outlined in the
SEA of the plan.
The new format of structure plan does not provide detail of how targets will be met. However an Action Programme will be prepared to
outline how the plan as a whole will bee implemented. Local Development Plans will have a key role in implementation.
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Rep. Number
193

12

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
Objectives are very broad based and lack any measurable targets against which their performance can be assessed.
It is unclear how the objective’s targets are to be met by each council.
It may be preferable that the targets are encompassed in policies, which the respective councils would be obliged to comply with.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Plan was produced in a different format than previous plan ; it does not cover all planning issues, but provides a more focused plan
with objectives on strategic issues where action is required by both the councils working together. Targets have been outlined to achieve
each of the objectives, with appropriate monitoring to assess the progress. Additional monitoring of background trends and developments in
society, economy and environment not mentioned in the plan will take place on a continuous basis, such as the monitoring outlined in the
SEA of the plan.
The new format of structure plan does not provide detail of how targets will be met. However an Action Programme will be prepared to
outline how the plan as a whole will bee implemented. Local Development Plans will have a key role in implementation.
Rep. Number
194

11

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
Objectives are very broad based and lack any measurable targets against which their performance can be assessed.
It is unclear how the objective’s targets are to be met by each council.
It may be preferable that the targets are encompassed in policies, which the respective councils would be obliged to comply with.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Plan was produced in a different format than previous plan ; it does not cover all planning issues, but provides a more focused plan
with objectives on strategic issues where action is required by both the councils working together. Targets have been outlined to achieve
each of the objectives, with appropriate monitoring to assess the progress. Additional monitoring of background trends and developments in
society, economy and environment not mentioned in the plan will take place on a continuous basis, such as the monitoring outlined in the
SEA of the plan.
The new format of structure plan does not provide detail of how targets will be met. However an Action Programme will be prepared to
outline how the plan as a whole will bee implemented. Local Development Plans will have a key role in implementation.
Rep. Number
195

11

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
Objectives are not considered to be specific enough to allow for an assessment of their performance against measurable targets. It is also
unclear how each Council is being made to meet the targets. May be that the figures specified as targets are encompassed in each LDP
policies, they would then be obliged to implement them.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Plan was produced in a different format than previous plan ; it does not cover all planning issues, but provides a more focused plan
with objectives on strategic issues where action is required by both the councils working together. Targets have been outlined to achieve
each of the objectives, with appropriate monitoring to assess the progress. Additional monitoring of background trends and developments in
society, economy and environment not mentioned in the plan will take place on a continuous basis, such as the monitoring outlined in the
SEA of the plan.
The new format of structure plan does not provide detail of how targets will be met. However an Action Programme will be prepared to
outline how the plan as a whole will bee implemented. Local Development Plans will have a key role in implementation.
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Rep. Number
196

8

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
Objectives are not considered to be specific enough to allow for an assessment of their performance against measurable targets. It is also
unclear how each Council is being made to meet the targets. May be that the figures specified as targets are encompassed in each LDP
policies, they would then be obliged to implement them.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Plan was produced in a different format than previous plan ; it does not cover all planning issues, but provides a more focused plan
with objectives on strategic issues where action is required by both the councils working together. Targets have been outlined to achieve
each of the objectives, with appropriate monitoring to assess the progress. Additional monitoring of background trends and developments in
society, economy and environment not mentioned in the plan will take place on a continuous basis, such as the monitoring outlined in the
SEA of the plan.
The new format of structure plan does not provide detail of how targets will be met. However an Action Programme will be prepared to
outline how the plan as a whole will bee implemented. Local Development Plans will have a key role in implementation.
Rep. Number
197

10

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
Support the six objectives, but suggest that an additional objective encompassing 'education and life long learning' should be considered
given the importance of this to the City. If no new objective is added, then further reference should be made to the importance of the
University in the existing objectives and its own target to be one of the top 100 universities in the world.
Welcome the references made to the University under "Economic Growth" but this could be strengthened. After oil and gas, the education
sector is one of the City's main strengths and higher education is an economy in itself. In the long term, economic growth is driven by
productivity and evidence suggests that for key ways to improve this are by increasing investment, skills, innovation and enterprise.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
An objective around education and life long learning would not be appropriate in a structure plan. Both Aberdeen and Robert Gordon
Universities are mentioned in the plan to an appropriate extent, but reference will be extended to the importance of further education.
Rep. Number
198

9

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
Objectives are not considered to be specific enough to allow for an assessment of their performance against measurable targets. It is also
unclear how each Council is being made to meet the targets. May be that the figures specified as targets are encompassed in each LDP
policies, they would then be obliged to implement them.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Plan was produced in a different format than previous plan ; it does not cover all planning issues, but provides a more focused plan
with objectives on strategic issues where action is required by both the councils working together. Targets have been outlined to achieve
each of the objectives, with appropriate monitoring to assess the progress. Additional monitoring of background trends and developments in
society, economy and environment not mentioned in the plan will take place on a continuous basis, such as the monitoring outlined in the
SEA of the plan.
The new format of structure plan does not provide detail of how targets will be met. However an Action Programme will be prepared to
outline how the plan as a whole will bee implemented. Local Development Plans will have a key role in implementation.
Rep. Number
230

4

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
Query whether there is any hierarchy to the objectives; e.g. does economic growth outweigh climate change issues?
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The aims of the plan indicate a hierarchy of main and supporting aims. However, the text makes it clear that commitment to all aims is
essential.
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Rep. Number
231

4

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
Query whether there is any hierarchy to the objectives; e.g. does economic growth outweigh climate change issues?
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The aims of the plan indicate a hierarchy of main and supporting aims. However, the text makes it clear that commitment to all aims is
essential.
Rep. Number
232

4

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
Query whether there is any hierarchy to the objectives; e.g. does economic growth outweigh climate change issues?
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The aims of the plan indicate a hierarchy of main and supporting aims. However, the text makes it clear that commitment to all aims is
essential.
Rep. Number
234

8

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
Infrastructure is a glaring omission in the objectives. Where will the water come from, where will the waste go, how will power be provided
and where and in what form will public transport be improved? These are all key to making the vision a reality and the plan needs a route to
achieving the necessary infrastructure improvements.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Plan acknowledges the need to invest heavily in the infrastructure of the region.
Infrastructure is essential to meet the objectives of the plan, not an objective in its own right.
Within the Plan the 'Putting this plan into practice' section provides details regarding the provision of infrastructure, recognising the need to
consider investments very early in the land-development process, even before land is identified in local development plan. Investments will
come from both developers providing contributions towards necessary infrastructure, and the public sector also making an important
contribution.
Rep. Number
236

5

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
Query whether there is any hierarchy to the objectives; e.g. does economic growth outweigh climate change issues?
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The aims of the plan indicate a hierarchy of main and supporting aims. However, the text makes it clear that commitment to all aims is
essential.
Rep. Number
237

6

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
Query whether there is any hierarchy to the objectives; e.g. does economic growth outweigh climate change issues?
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The aims of the plan indicate a hierarchy of main and supporting aims. However, the text makes it clear that commitment to all aims is
essential.
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Rep. Number
237

15

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
Suggest there should be an objective relating to infrastructure as the region will need to continue to develop education, water and transport
infrastructure. There should be an emphasis on retaining local services and contributing to their retention and improvement, particularly in
RPA's.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Plan acknowledges the need to invest heavily in the infrastructure of the region.
Infrastructure is essential to meet the objectives of the plan, not an objective in its own right.
Within the Plan the 'Putting this plan into practice' section provides details regarding the provision of infrastructure, recognising the need to
consider investments very early in the land-development process, even before land is identified in local development plan. Investments will
come from both developers providing contributions towards necessary infrastructure, and the public sector also making an important
contribution.
Rep. Number
238

10

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
Suggest there should be an objective relating to infrastructure as to accommodate the levels of growth anticipated, it will be important to put
in place water, waste, power and public transport infrastructure improvements.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Plan acknowledges the need to invest heavily in the infrastructure of the region.
Infrastructure is essential to meet the objectives of the plan, not an objective in its own right.
Within the Plan the 'Putting this plan into practice' section provides details regarding the provision of infrastructure, recognising the need to
consider investments very early in the land-development process, even before land is identified in local development plan. Investments will
come from both developers providing contributions towards necessary infrastructure, and the public sector also making an important
contribution.
Rep. Number
239

12

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
Suggest there should be an objective relating to infrastructure as to accommodate the levels of growth anticipated, it will be important to put
in place water, waste, power and public transport infrastructure improvements.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Plan acknowledges the need to invest heavily in the infrastructure of the region.
Infrastructure is essential to meet the objectives of the plan, not an objective in its own right.
Within the Plan the 'Putting this plan into practice' section provides details regarding the provision of infrastructure, recognising the need to
consider investments very early in the land-development process, even before land is identified in local development plan. Investments will
come from both developers providing contributions towards necessary infrastructure, and the public sector also making an important
contribution.
Rep. Number
240

10

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
Suggest there should be an objective relating to infrastructure as to accommodate the levels of growth anticipated, it will be important to put
in place water, waste, power and public transport infrastructure improvements.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Plan acknowledges the need to invest heavily in the infrastructure of the region.
Infrastructure is essential to meet the objectives of the plan, not an objective in its own right.
Within the Plan the 'Putting this plan into practice' section provides details regarding the provision of infrastructure, recognising the need to
consider investments very early in the land-development process, even before land is identified in local development plan. Investments will
come from both developers providing contributions towards necessary infrastructure, and the public sector also making an important
contribution.
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Rep. Number
241

10

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
Suggest there should be an objective relating to infrastructure as to accommodate the levels of growth anticipated, it will be important to put
in place water, waste, power and public transport infrastructure improvements.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Plan acknowledges the need to invest heavily in the infrastructure of the region.
Infrastructure is essential to meet the objectives of the plan, not an objective in its own right.
Within the Plan the 'Putting this plan into practice' section provides details regarding the provision of infrastructure, recognising the need to
consider investments very early in the land-development process, even before land is identified in local development plan. Investments will
come from both developers providing contributions towards necessary infrastructure, and the public sector also making an important
contribution.
Rep. Number
247

4

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
In addition, the draft plan does not identify the potential for agricultural and forestry industries to contribute significantly to local food and
energy issues.
Regarding the six objectives, we feel the six objectives are clear and will help to meet the outlined vision, clarify what is meant by the term
"sustainable mixed communities" and provide some guidance on what is expected.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan tries not to involve itself with issues that are neither strategic, nor cross-boundary. This in no way is a reflection on the importance
of any particular industry or environmental benefit, but an attempt to keep this new-style plan as concise as possible. Local development
plans may refer to the contribution of agricultural and forestry industries to local food/energy issues. The structure plan sets the strategic
context.
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
Rep. Number
248

4

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
In addition, the draft plan does not identify the potential for agricultural and forestry industries to contribute significantly to local food and
energy issues.
Regarding the six objectives, we feel the six objectives are clear and will help to meet the outlined vision. Clarify on what is meant by the
term "sustainable mixed communities" and provide some guidance on what is expected.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan tries not to involve itself with issues that are neither strategic, nor cross-boundary. This in no way is a reflection on the importance
of any particular industry or environmental benefit, but an attempt to keep this new-style plan as concise as possible. Local development
plans may refer to the contribution of agricultural and forestry industries to local food/energy issues. The structure plan sets the strategic
context.
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
Rep. Number
249

4

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
In addition, the draft plan does not identify the potential for agricultural and forestry industries to contribute significantly to local food and
energy issues.
Regarding the six objectives, we feel the six objectives are clear and will help to meet the outlined vision. Clarify on what is meant by the
term "sustainable mixed communities" and provide some guidance on what is expected.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan tries not to involve itself with issues that are neither strategic, nor cross-boundary. This in no way is a reflection on the importance
of any particular industry or environmental benefit, but an attempt to keep this new-style plan as concise as possible. Local development
plans may refer to the contribution of agricultural and forestry industries to local food/energy issues. The structure plan sets the strategic
context.
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
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Rep. Number
250

4

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
In addition, the draft plan does not identify the potential for agricultural and forestry industries to contribute significantly to local food and
energy issues.
Regarding the six objectives, we feel the six objectives are clear and will help to meet the outlined vision. Clarify on what is meant by the
term "sustainable mixed communities" and provide some guidance on what is expected.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan tries not to involve itself with issues that are neither strategic, nor cross-boundary. This in no way is a reflection on the importance
of any particular industry or environmental benefit, but an attempt to keep this new-style plan as concise as possible. Local development
plans may refer to the contribution of agricultural and forestry industries to local food/energy issues. The structure plan sets the strategic
context.
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
Rep. Number
251

4

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
In addition, the draft plan does not identify the potential for agricultural and forestry industries to contribute significantly to local food and
energy issues.
Regarding the six objectives, we feel the six objectives are clear and will help to meet the outlined vision. Clarify on what is meant by the
term "sustainable mixed communities" and provide some guidance on what is expected.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan tries not to involve itself with issues that are neither strategic, nor cross-boundary. This in no way is a reflection on the importance
of any particular industry or environmental benefit, but an attempt to keep this new-style plan as concise as possible. Local development
plans may refer to the contribution of agricultural and forestry industries to local food/energy issues. The structure plan sets the strategic
context.
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
Rep. Number
252

4

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
In addition, the draft plan does not identify the potential for agricultural and forestry industries to contribute significantly to local food and
energy issues.
Regarding the six objectives, we feel the six objectives are clear and will help to meet the outlined vision. Clarify on what is meant by the
term "sustainable mixed communities" and provide some guidance on what is expected.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan tries not to involve itself with issues that are neither strategic, nor cross-boundary. This in no way is a reflection on the importance
of any particular industry or environmental benefit, but an attempt to keep this new-style plan as concise as possible. Local development
plans may refer to the contribution of agricultural and forestry industries to local food/energy issues. The structure plan sets the strategic
context.
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
Rep. Number
256

1

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
It is considered that the development of an additional food store in Inverurie is of strategic importance to provide an adequate level of choice,
local services and employment opportunity for the projected growth in population of the area.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This is not a Structure Plan issue

Changes to be made

The allocation of a new supermarket is not a strategic issue, therefore should not be in the structure plan
A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team.
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Rep. Number
257

3

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
James Barr continue to promote the Policies which they feel support their argument. They are:
Policy 15 - NEST
Retail Development Policy EMP6 Aberdeenshire Local Plan
Aberdeen and Aberdeenshire Retail Study (September 2004)
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted
Rep. Number
259

5

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
In the section ‘Objectives’ on pages 10 and 14 and in the section ‘Monitoring and reviewing this plan’ on page 21, reference is made to the
employment land audit and housing land audit. In the past, these annual audits bore no resemblance to the actual on site figures and
therefore the method of audits requires amendment to identify the true facts. The structure plan requires to make the point that the audits
will be accurate an in an amended form to the previous audits.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The concerns expressed are noted, but the 2 audits are undertaken by Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire Council inconjunction with
Scottish Enterprise and represent the most realiable source of up-to-date and accurate information on the supply and availability of
employment/housing land in the North East of Scotland. Both audits are carried out with private sector input.
Rep. Number
261

18

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
We are generally supportive of the targets although as already mentioned greater certainty at this stage on certain aspects should progress
local plans at a greater pace.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
Rep. Number
264

6

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
The objectives of the plan must inform the spatial strategy rather than the reverse. The spatial strategy should take account of the WPR
which will provide a completely different and potentially far more effective strategic option as far as the delivery of an adequate housing land
supply in the AHMA is concerned.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The AWPR was taken into account in the development of the spatial strategy for the plan.
The AWPR route was considered as a possible option for strategic development but was ruled out (along with other factors) because the
options that have been chosen are much more sustainable and do not rely heavily on the useage of cars as the only option for transport.
Rep. Number
267

18

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
The six objectives are all important.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

It is only through the achievement of all six that the vision of the Plan can be fully realised.
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Rep. Number
267

20

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
The targets set for each of the objectives is clear. It is assumed that subsequent reviews of the plan will review and amend targets in light
of the prevailing circumstances of the time. This should be made clear in the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The Monitoring and Review section of the plan outlines the timetable for review of the targets in the plan. A yearly monitoring report
produced to assess the progress towards meeting the targets. however the targets will only be reviewed/amended during the five yearly
review of the plan.
Rep. Number
268

3

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
Submitted opinions on how their proposed site at Mintlaw relates to the objectives.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted. Comments will be forwarded to the relevant team for their information.
Rep. Number
269

4

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
The proposed development at Edzell woods would offers opportunities to meet the objectives of the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
273

8

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
A new secondary school in the south of the corridor and one in the north would be a fair distribution.
Currently there is no secondary school at Newtonhill and a new settlement here would enable one to be built.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites to meet the requirements of the structure plan is a matter for the local development plans. A number of "new
settlement" proposals were submitted in response to the draft structure plan, some of which were in line with the plan's spatial strategy and
some were not. These vary considerably in size from small villages, through major extensions to existing villages to stand alone
communities of many thousands. However, none were at a stage where they could be given support through the structure plan. If local
development plan processes were to show that a new settlement(s) is the best way of meeting the structure plan's requirements and would
be consistent with the plan as a whole, the strategic development plan team would seek to assist its delivery.
Rep. Number
278

18

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
The Draft Structure Plan requires the whole-hearted endorsement of both Councils who should unequivocally commit to implementing the
Plan both successfully and timeously.
The Plan should provide for compensatory measures to be put in place to overcome situations of delay and failure to achieve targets.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted, both Councils have considered this the Draft Plan.
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Rep. Number
278

19

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
The six objectives have been given equal weighting although the first two should be regarded as paramount.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted.
All six objectives are interconnected and required to meet the overall Plan vision. Without the last four objectives the achievement of the first
two is unlikely. This issue is addressed in the aims of the plan.
Rep. Number
278

24

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
Need for positive and pragmatic measures to ensure the targets for delivery of new homes are achieved and corrective action taken where
necessary.
Each target should be accompanied by a compensatory Action Plan designed to achieve the target by an alternative means. This is
triggered to take corrective action at an early stage when it becomes apparent that a target will not be met.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Monitoring and Review section of the plan outlines the timetable for review of the targets in the plan. A yearly monitoring report will be
produced to assess progress towards meeting the targets, and this presents the opportunity to re-evaluate the success of measures
undertaken. An Action Programme will be prepared to outline what needs to be done by the Councils and partners to implement the plan.
Rep. Number
299

14

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
There has been a laudable attempt to make ALL the targets meet ALL the SMART critieria, but there are some notable lapses. In our view to
be measurable needs numerical data.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The document outlines a set of targets that will help measure the success of the plan. The
targets are designed to be measureable whether by qualitative or quantitiative means, dependent on what is appropriate for the target. This
has led to a mixture of numerical and other types of targets being suggested in the plan.
Rep. Number
302

4

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
Support - Economic growth, Sustainable development and climate change, quality of environments, sustainable mixed communities and
accessibiliy.
But reject population growth as a specific objective.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Your support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
All objectives are inter-related and it is only through the achievement of all six that the vision of the Plan can be fully realised. The population
objective is of great importance and underpins many of the other objectives, especially economic growth. A balanced and sustainable
population is a prerequisite to encouraging and attracting investment to the city region. A specific population objective is required in order to
facilitate the growth and deal with the impacts, especially housing that result from a healthy and growing population.
Rep. Number
361

10

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
The current structure plan had more detailed policies which could be relied on to guide and support local plan preparation and development
management decisions. A more general statement of policy is capable of wide interpretation and confusion as to whether development is
supported by the structure plan or otherwise.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Plan was produced in a different format than previous structure plan; it does not cover all planning issues, but provides a more focused
plan with objectives on strategic issues where action is required by both the councils working together.
The plan leaves matters to be determined by each Council where this is appropriate.
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Rep. Number
361

12

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
The plan presented is not believed to be sustainable and the targets seem to be based more on theory than facts.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

One of the central aims of the plan is sustainable development of the Aberdeen city region. By placing such a high value in this issue the
plan demostrates the commitment to SD. Details of how this will take place in policy will be prepared in the local development plan process.
Extensive research took place to arrive at the main issues in the plan and to develop the targets set to achieve the objectives.
Rep. Number
397

8

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
Generally the draft plan appears to be pitched appropriately.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
397

9

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
Except as set out within representations 397.10 - 397.14, general support is given to the six objectives.
There is no clear statement of the style of architecture to be encouraged or permitted. While the objective on page 15 talks of "maintaining
and improving the region’s important built .. assets", that could be interpreted as referring only to (for example) listed buildings. There
should be an objective to ensure that design of new buildings reflects in an imaginative way the vernacular architecture of the region; serried
ranks of uniform brick boxes that would pass for housing in English suburbia should not be permitted.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The detail for style of architecture will be determined within the Local Development Plan process and additional guidance.
Rep. Number
398

6

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
Due to escalating food prices, the plan should recognise the increasing importance of gardens and a return to a modern equivalent of
vegetable allotments. New houses need garden space, and, given the rural development policies mentioned in representation 398.5,
brownfield city and township sites should be developed into parkland, sport areas and vegetable allotments.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

This is not a structure plan issue. The detail related to open/green space and design of new housing is an issue that will be determined
within the Local Development Plan process.
Rep. Number
399

2

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
The proposed strategies do not fundamentally seek to deliver the Vision. Rather, they appear to focus on growth with no clear explanation
of where this will come from. More industrial land, more houses, more people, more shops, more roads. Where are the extra jobs coming
from?
While the oil & gas industry will continue for many more years, the high man-power boom times are over. If we are to move to a broader
industrial base, then this will deliver fresh opportunities for our existing workforce and the new generation, but is unlikely to demand the
significant population growth that the report suggests is needed.
Beyond the (sensible) provision of land for industrial development, where is the strategy for attracting new business? The Economic
Growth chapter talks of making land available - and retail. Is that the big picture - that Aberdeen will become the (25th) biggest shopping
mall in the UK? How depressing.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan is a landuse strategy for growth, and is not specifically about economic growth, however, it makes reference to a number
of sectors that have the ability to maintain and enhance the economy, including oil & gas, knowledge, R&D, tourism etc. However, clearly
success is dependent on a number of external factors outwith the control of planning or Council's in general.
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Rep. Number
426

9

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
The plan certainly presents itself as being all things to all people. Sustainable development, using up no resources and protecting the planet
from deterioration and climate change is unrealistic.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

To tackle many of the important challenges we face over the duration of the vision period there must be a holistic strategy to tackle the aims
outlined in the plan as a whole. It is only by doing so that the vision will be successful.
Sustainability and climate change is perhaps the greatest challenge to prosperity that the city region faces over the plan period. There is
strong evidence that if we cannot develop sustainably there will be major negative impacts to the economy and well-being of the population.
There is much that can be done within the plan that can make a positive contribution to tackling climate change.
Rep. Number
426

10

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
The objectives are clear, but without a practical mechanism for delivery these will not help to meet any vision. Yes, there are some missing.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The mechanisms to deliver the vision come from achieving the objectives, by in turn meeting the suggested targets. The plan suggests how
these targets will be met in each of the 6 Objectives. An Action Programme will be prepared which will outline what needs to be done to
implement the plan.
Rep. Number
426

12

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
The targets are SMART. As they are also general and vague, they will be of no value except in terms of supporting a self-justifying review.
Yes, additional targets should consider the development and success of
a) any genuinely mixed developments (in terms of how many people live & work there)
b) the demolition rates for housing, which are far too low, both nationally and regionally
c) local people wanting to build their own house, where the design quality would far exceed requirements,
d) projects which link new build into the economy of local market towns, c.f. just being built there, and
e) finally, a target for, or even recording of, the quality / design of new housing stock which would permit an assessment of the success of
the vague aspirations scattered throughout this document.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

a. A specific objective covers the issue of mixed developments.
b. This is not a Structure Plan issue but a housing policy decision.
c. This plan is not against individuals building their own homes on appropriate sites however it is not a strategic issue. Further detail and
allocations will be made through the Local Development Plan process.
d. It is unclear what this comment relates to.
e. Under sustainable mixed communities the fourth bullet relates to quality and design of new developments.
Rep. Number
426

28

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
Need to encourage a more entrepreneurial attitude towards construction which would promote the local economy and would generate an
aspirational pressure for higher quality buildings.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Quality and design of new buildings is an important aspect of the plan, and a key element of the sustainable mixed communities objective.
Rep. Number
441

5

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
Seen as a policy framework and therefore not meaningful to reach a conclusion on this aspect of the plan. Absence of detail leaves it open
to interpretation for Committees or council officers that the public may find unreasonable.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Plan was produced in a different format than previous plans; it does not cover all planning issues, but provides a more focused plan on
strategic issues where action is required by both the councils working together.
The plan leaves matters to be determined by each Council where this is appropriate.
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Rep. Number
441

11

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
Supports the strategy for growth but not the targets on population.
Would like to see an analysis of public sector provided services, required to meet defined aims.
There is also the need for a funding statement to show how costs will be met ie for regeneration.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Plan acknowledges the need to invest heavily in the infrastructure of the region.
An Action Programme to support the structure plan, detailing how the plan will be put into practice, including identifying timescales for
investments, preparing masterplans and supplementary guidance to facilitate development will be prepared.
Within the Plan the 'Putting this plan into practice' section provides some details regarding the provision of infrastructure, recognising the
need to consider investments very early in the land-development process, even before land is identified in local development plan.
Investments will come from both developers providing contributions towards necessary infrastructure, and the public sector also making an
important contribution.
The Action Programme will go into greater detail.
Rep. Number
449

10

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
Although much thought has been given to this document, it is overly academic and needs to be able to be more flexible so it can be used as
guidance and not absolute law.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Plan was produced in a different format than previous plans; it does not cover all planning issues, but provides a more focused plan
with objectives on strategic issues where action is required by both the councils working together.
Additionally the plan has been produced to Crystal Mark Plain English standards to ensure that it is more inclusive and refrains from (when
practical) the use of jargon and academic language. It has been designed to be implemented in a flexible way.
Rep. Number
451

8

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
In general agrees the structure plan is clear about what it wants to achieve without being prescriptive. However the plan should take into
consideration agriculture and forestry in its move to become more sustainable.
The plan should also consider the threat of Peak Oil and its impact and how this will affect the region.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Agriculture is essential to rural communities, the rural economy and the environment. However, activities related to both industries are
broadly outside the planning system, and so the plan would have little control over implementation of measures to meet related targets.
One of the main issues driving the plan is the need to broaden the economy of the city region in preparation for "changes in North Sea oil
and gas
production". As the UK is well past it's 'Peak Oil' production levels it is important (as stated in the objective for economic growth) "To
provide opportunities which encourage economic development and create new employment in a range of areas" and this is recognised
throughout the plan.
Rep. Number
451

11

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
The targets are SMART, the challenge is converting them into action through local plans.
Uncertainty of food and energy global issues could impact upon achieving the targets.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The plan has not been produced in isolation of global impacts and energy is an important issue; both in diversifying the city region economy
to counteract changes to North Sea oil product and in the target to ensure the region's electricity needs are met in totality by renewable
means by 2020.
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Rep. Number
452

10

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
Important that this venture by Aberdeen City & Shire has a joined up approach agreeing specific details to ensure both have ownership of
the project.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed, it is only through cooperation that the vision for the city region can be achieved.
Rep. Number
452

11

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
Objectives (pages 9-18) are clear, nothing missing and support strategy for growth (pages 13&14)
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed
Rep. Number
452

12

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
Support targets for strategic and population growth.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed
Rep. Number
452

13

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
Conflict of targets and overestimations page 9 'Aberdeen to be one of the top 25 retail areas in the UK by 2025' conflicts with trying to be the
best performing authority in Europe by 2011.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

There is no conflict as these targets relate to entirely separate issues. The former is a valid structure plan target for the economic growth
section, the latter is an Aberdeen City Council corporate aim unrelated to retail.
Rep. Number
452

14

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
Expenditure targets should be set for public evaluation.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

There are no expenditure targets relating to the structure plan.
Rep. Number
456

1

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
Content and nature of the Plan welcomed but suggests the inclusion of tourism as important.
The area can promote coastline and local foods and make the NE of Scotland more attractive to tourists rather than bypass it as so many do.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
It is noted that tourism will play an important part of the economy during the plan period, and is included in the plan in both the Local Growth
Zones and Regeneration Areas, indeed, the RPAs state 'it should be possible to further develop tourism in some coastal locations' (pg8). It
should be noted that the structure plan is a strategic document and local strategies for tourism promotion will fall to other documents and
strategies.
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Rep. Number
472

6

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
The objectives are balanced and have identified a flexible approach which allows issues not currently affecting the strategy to emerge.
Some of the targets are quite specific and are considered ambitious. They are clearly articulated and whilst some are quite prescriptive, it is
important that they are aspirational.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
472

9

Subject

Objectives (General)

Summary
The targets follow SMART principles and increase the value of the plan. Transport infrastructure and public transport could also be
considered worthy of inclusion. Similarly, the introduction of new targets for crime rates, reducing hospital waiting lists and reducing the
market for illicit drugs would all have relevance in such a document and plan.
There are targets contained within National Outcome 9 of the Single Outcome Agreement for Aberdeenshire. Some of these would be
relevant and would impact on population growth and sustainable mixed communities in particular. A link to this document is provided in the
letter.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Transport infrastructure and transport issues are not the responsibility of the Structure Plan issue and any transport changes and proposals
will be part of the Regional Transport Strategy. Similarly targets for crime rates, reducing hospital waiting lists and reducing the market for
illicit drugs are more appropriately dealt with out with landuse planning and the structure plan.
The strategic Development Plan Team will be engaging with both councils over coming months in relation to the submission of revised
Single Outcome Agreements.
Rep. Number
187

2

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Needs to provide some guidance on how retail hierarchy will be maintained and to identify the position of the various town centers within that
retail hierarchy.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This is not a Structure Plan issue

Changes to be made

This is something that may be reflected in the Aberdeenshire LDP.
Rep. Number
187

3

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Welcomes the ambition to improve retailing and the retail environment in the City, in particular the desire to make it one of the top 25 retail
areas in the UK.
Need to provide guidance on how the growth is to be achieved and what proposals and measures will be required.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. There is a reference to the Aberdeen city centre masterplan as a strategic project, beyond
this the City LDP and supplementary planning guidance will take forward specific projects.
Rep. Number
196

5

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Acknowledge that the employment allocations in the SGA's exceed those of NEST. However, these are simply done on a corridor basis and
do not specifically allocate land to major settlements, such as Portlethen. Welcome that 175ha shall be allocated over 24 years of the plan,
but it is essential to recognise the contribution of Portlethen to the NE economy and the fact it has accommodated 27% of historic
employment development in the Shire.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

A similar approach to employment land and residential land has been taken for this plan; only to identify requirements to the corridor level.
The allocation of specific sites will be taken by Aberdeenshire Council as part of the local development plan process. A copy of your
representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
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Rep. Number
196

6

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
The Employment Land Audit prepared by ACSEF shows that take up of land in Portlethen has exceeded every other settlement in the
AHMA and is identified in 'Zone 1'. Much of the currently constrained land will be available soon and recognition of the demand in
settlements such as Portlethen mean it must be seen as one of the most attractive, successful and sustainable business locations in NE
Scotland.
Recent experience would suggest there is a very real prospect that Aberdeen City will fail to accommodate the scale of development
allocated to it and the 16 year delay in agreeing a new local plan demonstrates the reluctance of the City to accommodate new greenfield
developments.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be taken by Aberdeenshire Council as part of the local development plan process. A copy of your
representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Aberdeen City Council is committed to delivery of its proportion of the allocations.
Rep. Number
206

3

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Support this objective and the need for new local development plans to identify and maintain an appropriate amount of business land for
local growth and diversification.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
207

3

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Support this objective and the need for new Local Development Plans to identify and maintain an appropriate amount of business land for
local growth and diversification.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
208

3

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Support this objective and the need for new Local Development Plans to identify and maintain an appropriate amount of business land for
local growth and diversification. Consideration needs to be given to providing guidance for LDP's on the issue of land currently zoned for
industrial and business use for which there is limited demand and for which more appropriate uses might be identified.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The issue of allowing other uses on allocated employment land is better dealt with at the
LDP level and is not a strategic issue for this plan.
Rep. Number
209

3

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Support this objective and the need to diversify the economy of the NE. However, consider that more guidance for LDP's needs to be given
in terms of providing choice of business locations in Aberdeen. For example, placing the majority of industrial business land in one location,
such as Dyce is not sustainable and will not address market demand. Consideration needs to be given to providing guidance for LDP's on
the issue of land currently zoned for industrial and business use for which there is limited demand and for which more appropriate uses
might be identified.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The plan has a target requiring at least 60ha in a range of places within Aberdeen City and
these will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. The issue of allowing other uses on allocated employment land is
better dealt with at the LDP level and is not a strategic issue for this plan.
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Rep. Number
210

3

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Support this objective and the need for new local development plans to identify and maintain an appropriate amount of business land for
local growth and diversification.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
211

3

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Support this objective and the need for new local development plans to identify and maintain an appropriate amount of business land for
local growth and diversification.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
212

3

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Support this objective and the need for new local development plans to identify and maintain an appropriate amount of business land for
local growth and diversification. Site at Hatton will be promoted for economic development / employment use.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed. The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan
process. A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
213

4

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Support this objective and the need to diversify the economy of the north east.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
214

3

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Support this objective and the need to diversify the economy of the North East.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
215

4

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Support this objective and the need to diversify the economy of the North East.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed.
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Rep. Number
216

4

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Support this objective and the need to diversify the economy of the North East.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
217

4

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Support this objective and the need to diversify the economy of the North East.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
218

4

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Support the objective to diversify the economy and the need for the new Aberdeenshire Local Development Plan to identify and maintain an
appropriate amount of business land for local growth. However, consider that more guidance for LDP's needs to be given in this plan in
terms of providing choice of locations in Aberdeen. E.g. placing the majority of business land in one general location (such as Dyce) is not
sustainable and will not address demand.
The plan should indicate key locations for future business use are in the north, west and south of the City and sites should have excellent
connections to the AWPR in addition to meeting sustainability criteria. Consideration also needs to be given to providing guidance for LDP's
on the issue of land currently zoned for industrial and business use for which there is little demand and for which more appropriate uses
might be identified.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The plan has a target requiring at least 60ha in a range of places within Aberdeen City and
these will be determined through the Local Development Plan process.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process, where accessibility will be one of a range of
key criteria. The issue of allowing other uses on allocated employment land is better dealt with at the LDP level and is not a strategic issue
for this plan.
Rep. Number
219

3

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Support this objective and the need to diversify the economy of the North East.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
220

3

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Support this objective and the need to diversify the economy of the North East.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed.
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Rep. Number
221

3

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Support this objective and the need to diversify the economy of the North East.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
222

3

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Welcome the reference to the importance of promoting development which is appropriate to town centers in order to safeguard their future.
Recognise that Aberdeen will provide some of the focus for future growth for major retail provision, but feel the plan should place greater
emphasis on the need to protect and enhance the role of main rural service areas throughout Aberdeenshire.
The recent Capacity Study acknowledges the growth of Inverurie in recent years and the demand for land reflects this buoyancy. Therefore
imperative that sufficient land is made available to meet future demand to ensure the town's position as one of the main service center's in
Aberdeenshire is not diluted.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The plan does state support for existing retail centres, this is found in the sustainable
mixed communities objective on p.16.
The allocation of specific sites in Inverurie will be determined by Aberdeenshire Council through the Local Development Plan process.
Rep. Number
223

3

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Support this objective and the need to diversify the economy of the North East. Also support the need to provide business land for local
growth and diversification areas in Aberdeenshire.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
224

3

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Support this objective and the need to diversify the economy of the North East.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
225

3

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Support this objective and the need to diversify the economy of the North East.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
226

4

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Support this objective and the need to diversify the economy of the North East.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed.
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Rep. Number
227

4

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Support this objective and the need to diversify the economy of the North East.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
228

4

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Support this objective and the need to diversify the economy of the North East.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
229

3

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Support this objective and need to diversify the economy of the NE. However, believe more guidance is needed for LDP's on providing
choice in terms of business locations in Aberdeen.
Client is keen to see land to the east of Aberdeen Gateway (Mosside) release from green belt designation and re-designated for business /
industrial use. This land is within a SGA and occupies land in both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire areas. Release of this site would
ensure the structure plan requirement for business land could be met.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed. The plan has a target requiring at least 60ha in a range of places within Aberdeen City
and these sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process.
A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
230

5

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Support the objective to encourage economic growth and the creation of new employment opportunities is to be welcomed.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
231

5

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Support the objective to encourage economic growth and the creation of new employment opportunities is to be welcomed.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed.
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Rep. Number
232

5

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Support the objective to encourage economic growth. However, the designation of land may not always be enough to deliver. The airport and
its immediate surrounding land should be seen as the highest priority for development. Very careful monitoring will have to be done to see
whether out-of-town zonings are simply undermining the prospects for the airport land and City centre.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. A range of sites within Aberdeen City will be sought and the allocation of these will be
determined within the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their
information.
Rep. Number
234

5

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Support the objective, but in terms of monitoring I suggest the plan explains the purpose of this, i.e. what happens if monitoring shows a
slow-down in supply of any type of development?
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Formal monitoring will take place through the annual employment land audit. However, in addition information will be gathered from
colleagues in development management and stakeholders in ACSEF, Scottish Enterprise etc. A slow-down in demand for employment land
will leave a surplus, but not excessive. A supply shortage is unlikely in the short-term, new allocations added to existing supply will provide a
substantial amount of land in Aberdeen and Aberdeenshire. In addition, the phasing of the period 2007-2023 may be broken down for
individual local development plans and reviewed more frequently.
Furthermore, Development Plans now have to be reviewed every 5 years.
Rep. Number
236

6

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Support the objective of economic growth and the creation of new employment opportunities with appropriate infrastructure is to be
welcomed.
The emphasis on the Aberdeen to Peterhead corridor seems to be largely based on the Energetica initiative, but details on this are not
particularly clear. If there is to be an employment focus, it seems strange not to designate a larger proportion of employment land here. Also
support economic focus at the airport and wonder whether this should not get more emphasis than Energetica, particularly in the earlier plan
periods.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed.
Details on Energetica continue to emerge, until the finalised report is made public it will be difficult to say more than the plan already does. It
is important to note that Energetica is an initiative being promoted by ACSEF and Scottish Enterprise, not Aberdeenshire Council. Early
plan periods to the north of Aberdeen are constrained by completion dates for the AWPR and A90 upgrade.
Rep. Number
237

7

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Support the objective to encourage economic growth and the creation of new employment opportunities is to be welcomed. However, plan
makes no reference to the support or allocation of business land in areas outwith the SGA's. The objective is currently weighted toward high
profile companies in SGA's, but also needs to recognise the requirement for business development in many other areas, such as RPA's
and LG&DA's. Amount of land suggested in table on p.10 is supported. However, it would be useful if clarification was given on whether
these sites will be in existing settlements or if a more innovative approach will be taken.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed. Outside the SGA's no upper limit is given for the provision of business land, this is not a
strategic issue for this plan, but is better addressed in the Aberdeenshire LDP. It's exclusion from this plan gives maximum flexibility and
opportunity for local need in individual settlements, but may also promote a more innovative approach also.
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Rep. Number
238

4

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Support the objective to encourage economic growth and the creation of new employment opportunities is to be welcomed. Amount of land
suggested in table on p.10 is supported. However, it would be useful if clarification was given on whether these sites will be in existing
settlements or if a more innovative approach will be taken.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed. A similar approach to employment land and residential land has been taken for this plan;
only to identify requirements to the corridor level. This leaves maximum flexibility and opportunity for local need in individual settlements to
be established through the LDP but may also promote a more innovative approach also.
Rep. Number
239

6

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Support the objective to encourage economic growth and the creation of new employment opportunities is to be welcomed. However, plan
makes no reference to the support or allocation of business land in areas outwith the SGA's. The objective is currently weighted toward high
profile companies in SGA's, but also needs to recognise the requirement for business development in many other areas, such as RPA's
and LG&DA's. Amount of land suggested in table on p.10 is supported. However, it would be useful if clarification was given on whether
these sites will be in existing settlements or if a more innovative approach will be taken.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed. Outside the SGA's no upper limit is given for the provision of business land, this is not a
strategic issue for this plan, but is better addressed in the Aberdeenshire LDP. It's exclusion from this plan gives maximum flexibility and
opportunity for local need in individual settlements, but may also promote a more innovative approach also.
Rep. Number
240

4

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Support the objective to encourage economic growth and the creation of new employment opportunities is to be welcomed. Amount of land
suggested in table on p.10 is supported. However, it would be useful if clarification was given on whether these sites will be in existing
settlements or if a more innovative approach will be taken.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed. A similar approach to employment land and residential land has been taken for this plan;
only to identify requirements to the corridor level. This leaves maximum flexibility and opportunity for local need in individual settlements to
be established through the LDP but may also promote a more innovative approach also.
Rep. Number
241

4

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Support the objective to encourage economic growth and the creation of new employment opportunities is to be welcomed. Amount of land
suggested in table on p.10 is supported.However, it would be useful if clarification was given on whether these sites will be in existing
settlements or if a more innovative approach will be taken. Given the proximity of Blackburn to Aberdeen Airport, we query why more
emphasis hasn't been given to Dyce Drive as an employment site.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed. A similar approach to employment land and residential land has been taken for this plan;
only to identify requirements to the corridor level. This leaves maximum flexibility and opportunity for local need in individual settlements to
be established through the LDP but may also promote a more innovative approach also. The allocation of specific sites will be determined
within the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
243

7

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Support the objective to encourage economic growth, the amount of land allocated for business use and the creation of new employment
opportunities is to be welcomed.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed.
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Rep. Number
253

4

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
In terms of business land, the Plan recognises that ‘making sure that there is enough of the right type of land for business use, in the right
places , will give Aberdeen City and Shire a competitive advantage’. Within the Blackdog to Peterhead area, the draft Plan identifies an
employment-generating target of:
A minimum of 20 hectares of business land available at all times
New allocations of 45 hectares to be made for the period 2007-2023; and
A strategic reserve of 43 hectares for the period 2024-2030
The proposals are consistent with the draft Plan by focusing on delivering economic growth through the provision of tourism and specialist
retail facilities at the ‘gateway’ to this strategic growth corridor.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
256

3

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Under the heading of ‘Economic Growth’ the plan states that ‘it is very important that retail services throughout the region are promoted to
guarantee the vitality and viability of our town centre…’ The principle of diversification and growth in the economy of Inverurie is supported
by Macdonald Estates Group Plc.
James Barr continue to promote the Policies which they feel support their argument. They are:
Policy 15 - NEST
Retail Development Policy EMP6 Aberdeenshire Local Plan
Aberdeen and Aberdeenshire Retail Study (September 2004)
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The plan makes no substantive comment, but it should be noted that this plan will replace NEST and a policy review of ALP is underway
and it will be replaced in due course by a new local development plan. The 2004 Study is getting to be of some vintage now.
Rep. Number
264

15

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
In relation to Economic growth there are no major economic initiatives in the Huntly-Inverurie corridor.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

This is a land use plan and as such its scope is limited, it does however hope to create a climate where investment decisions can be taken
and a framework where sufficient land in the right locations is available. Major economic initiatives can come from various sources in the
public and private sector, the planning service can only hope to facilitate them.
Rep. Number
267

19

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
The employment target allocations should either be revised or it should be made explicit that it would be appropriate for the local
development plans to exceed the targets.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan seeks to allocate sufficient employment land for the SGAS to prevent the need for local plans to exceed agreed amounts. The
increase sought is not considerable and the cycle of reviewing the plan should allow for any shortfall to be picked up and rectified
reasonably quickly. It is important that a plan led approach to all significant developments is followed, an ad hoc basis does not provide
sufficient certainty.
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Rep. Number
271

6

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Welcome the opportunities for economic growth but again have concerns that the focus on the City and the SGAs will have a detriment on
the wider Aberdeenshire area.
This will effectively strangle the rural areas of Aberdeenshire, feel that there is not an appropriate balance between areas with existing
infrastructure and not.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. Outside the SGA's no upper limit is given for the provision of business land, this is not a
strategic issue for this plan, but is better addressed in the Aberdeenshire LDP. It's exclusion from this plan gives maximum flexibility and
opportunity for local need in individual settlements, but may also promote a more innovative approach also.
Rep. Number
276

8

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Need to ensure that a proportion of economic growth is met in the new mixed communities, ideally in central, easily accessible hubs.
Positive support for these would:
- increase economic choice (eg in floorspace, rents, etc)
- enable more localised working choices
- reduce the distances of some commuting trips, with consequent carbon benefits
- build more robust and sustainable communities locally
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

The plan fully supports the approach outlined and does state on p.16 that uses should be integrated in new developments. Greater work on
this will be undertaken as supplementary planning guidance or through masterplan exercises.
Rep. Number
278

20

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
It should be recognised that many forms of development including house-building can contribute towards sustainable economic growth.
Would like further information to be provided on when business land will be available for development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The release of land for development will be a matter for the individual Council's, but is likely to be closely related to the production of local
development plans of sufficient materiality.
Rep. Number
279

7

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
To complement the strategic setting of the proposed new community within the strategic growth area, the land north of the A96 offers a
logical location as land for employment. Employment land in this location would benefit from good transport links and links with other
employment areas, it would also provide employment opportunities for the community within the proposed village. The employment land
would be located within reasonable walking distance (10minutes) of the new community. Close proximity to the employment land would also
act to support facilities within the village centre such as shop, hotel and potentially a restaurant.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be taken by Aberdeenshire Council as part of the local development plan process. A copy of your
representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
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Rep. Number
280

1

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Welcomes the ‘Economic Growth’ objectives in seeking to provide opportunities which encourage economic development and create new
employment.
Wholly supports the ‘Economic Growth’ ‘Target’ for Aberdeen to be one of the top 25 retail areas in the UK by 2030 and reference within the
‘Economic Growth’ ‘Issues’ section to promoting the vitality and viability of Aberdeen city centre, to improve regional shopping facilities.
These targets are consistent with SPPs on Town centres and policies within the City Local Plan.
Through extension, redevelopment and reconfiguration of Aberdeen City Centre’s principal shopping centres the Bon Accord Quarter
Masterplan proposals seek to substantially increase the level of retail and key city centre uses.
This will make a significant contribution toward realising the ‘Economic Growth’ objectives and targets set out above, over the Structure
Plan period.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
282

12

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
The amount of employment land identified in the Blackdog to Peterhead corridor in 2007-2023 and 2024-2030 is grossly inadequate. Given
planned and proposed development in the area the figures need to be much higher. This will repeat the problems that were present until
recently.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

45ha is a significant supply and the structure plan will be reviewed in less than five years and replaced by a strategic development plan. At
that point a review will determine whether the figures are still appropriate.
Rep. Number
286

27

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
The objective is admirable, but do not feel it meets the SMART test. Do not believe it is specific enough and query how measurable it is,
particularly when it is not time-bound.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The intention is to have SMART targets, not objectives. The wording of the objective gives the key thrust that is then fleshed out in the
issues and targets below.
Rep. Number
286

28

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
The objective and supporting text do not give the necessary confidence to inward investors and it fails to demonstrate commitment to the
energy sector. Needs to put greater emphasis on delivery of infrastructure to encourage investment.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan is intended to be read together rather than under separate thematic headings. References are made to the energy sector in the
plan, but also a recognition that diversification is desireable and the importance of the knowledge economy should be recognised. At the
level this plan is intended to operate at, only small references may be made. This in no way diminishes the importance of certain issues and
should be enough to translate through into use in a local development plan.
Rep. Number
286

29

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Section on Energetica sends mixed messages; language such as "expect" and "may" suggests the Councils are uncertain what this
initiative will achieve and will send the wrong message to investors.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Details on Energetica continue to emerge, until the finalised report is made public it will be difficult to say more than the plan already does. It
is important to note that Energetica is an initiative being promoted by ACSEF and Scottish Enterprise, not Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire
Councils.
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Rep. Number
286

30

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Targets must meet the requirements of SPP2. Reference needs to be made to the amount of marketable land that needs to be available.
Previous structure and local plans have failed to ensure land is available where they want to locate, instead believing that zoning land is
sufficient to encourage inward investment. Land must be in the right place and deliverable.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The plan aims to ensure a minimum amount of employment land at all times in the SGA's. Furthermore, it calls for this to be in a range of
places and these will be determined through the Local Development Plan process, using 'bids' and other selection criteria to determine
effectiveness and marketability.
Rep. Number
286

31

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
The issue of requiring high speed communication networks should not be included in the structure plan, it can only recommend that new
technologies are made available. Cost implications must be considered.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

This desire for new business development to incorporate the latest information and communication technology (ICT) is stated in SPP2
(para. 43) and the 2008 ACSEF 'Building on Energy' Action Plan. Cost implications will require further scrutiny, but investment now will
have long-term positive implications and will be better than attemping to integrate at a later stage.
Rep. Number
286

32

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
With regard to the phasing of employment land, through the provision of strategic reserve land, it is essential to ensure the planning system
does not frustrate the market and there should be no barrier in planning terms to bringing sites forward sooner than anticipated to meet
commercial needs.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

A significant supply of employment land is proposed through the structure plan and this will augment existing allocations in the City and
Shire. In addition, the plan will be reviewed in less than five years and replaced by a strategic development plan. At that point a review will
determine whether the figures are still appropriate.
Rep. Number
286

33

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Working in partnership with the Universities and other research institutes is not an issue for the structure plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

If the structure plan is to give a positive message to investors, working with academic and research institutions is a way to do this. This
approach is also stated in SPP2 (para. 24).
Rep. Number
286

34

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
For monitoring, commercial information in relation to property transactions should be added, a number of these are available.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Such information would provide an important context. However, there is no need to be explicit in the plan itself on this issue. Monitoring
reports will be broader than just covering stated points.
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Rep. Number
297

14

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
An aim in the plan is for Aberdeen to be in the top 25 areas in the UK by 2030.
This does not seem a credible aim and there is no merit in setting such a target for retail acitivity.
It is dependant on disposable income and local disposable income is already high in this area, if population and income do not grow
Aberdeen would be a retail centre of disproportionate size with consequent ill effect on existing retailers.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

This target is credible and realistic given the level of development ongoing and proposed in the city centre. The planning implications are
significant and if achieved, will result in a centre of even greater vitality and viability than at present. This target is also reflected in the
ACSEF 'Building on Energy' Action Plan 2008.
Rep. Number
297

15

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
The assumptions given in the strategic forecasts for the probable scenario, they appear optimistic but are probably reasonable given other
economic indicators.
The High case in the strategic forecasts are very questionable and it is alarming that they have being used as the basis of the Structure
Plan and the population estimates and forecasts.
These are not realistic and should not be used as the basis for economic growth forecasts.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan is planning for growth, not stagnation nor decline. The use of the high forecasts is believed to be realistic, although
clearly success is dependent on a number of external factors outwith the control of planning or Council's in general.
Rep. Number
299

15

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
It is in our view unrealistic to talk of Aberdeen being one of the top 25 retail areas in the UK.
There should be a statement that there will be a presumption against any out of town retail complex.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

This target is credible and realistic given the level of development ongoing and proposed in the city centre. The planning implications are
significant and if achieved, will result in a centre of even greater vitality and viability than at present. This target is also reflected in the
ACSEF 'Building on Energy' Action Plan 2008.
The plan does refer to providing shopping facilities in line with SPP8, which promotes a sequential approach that least favours out of town
complexes. It will be for individual planning authorities and development management to implement the plan.
Rep. Number
299

16

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Aberdeenshire is very short of suitable and attractive 'incubator' space for small businesses this needs to be addressed.
If economic growth is to be driver of the plan, then how this is to be achieved must be shown.
The target for the total land needed for industrial and business development should be shown.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan promotes the development of mixed use and integration of employment land in schemes. It will be for local development
plans to promote policies on work from home or touchdown centres if this is felt appropriate.
The plan has close links to the ACSEF Action Plan, which goes into considerable detail about how economic growth can be delivered. The
role of the structure plan is to facilitate this growth.
A total is only shown for the SGA's, outside these no upper limit is given for the provision of business land, this is not a strategic issue for
this plan, but is better addressed in the Aberdeenshire LDP. It's exclusion from this plan gives maximum flexibility and opportunity for local
need in individual settlements, but may also promote a more innovative approach also.
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Rep. Number
302

5

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Appears to be based on highly optimistic and aspirational forecasts of economic growth.
The downturn in the oil industry and the change to different industries will not require the same man power. The plan does not acknowledge
these changes and it should be acknowledged that it will be extremelly difficult for the city region to maintain the same levels of employment
in the medium to long term.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan is planning for growth and the use of the high forecasts is believed to be realistic, although clearly success is dependent
on a number of external factors outwith the control of planning or Council's in general.
The plan acknowledges that changes are taking place in the oil and gas sector and action must be taken on this and other issues. This
involves working with partners to help diversify the economy and build upon areas of expertise that already exist. This is set out in various
parts of the plan.
Rep. Number
302

6

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Many businesses now want to work remotely and it is unlikely companies will wish to establish businesses in Aberdeen.
The council's should have more focus on improving rail and air connection to facilitate business travel.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

A great deal of work is being done by ACSEF, the Council's and partner agencies to attract business to the North East, the structure plan
has a role to play in this.
The plan can influence this to a degree, but it is for NESTRANS and the Council's to take forward proposals in conjunction with the private
sector.
Rep. Number
302

7

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
A sequential approach should be taken when identifying new retail development, in accordance with SPP9.
There is currently a lack of integrated planning in Aberdeen and this will become worse in the near future with the development of Union
Square.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The plan refers to the sequential approach and SPP8 on p.9.
The integration of Union Square into the wider retail and other uses in Aberdeen City Centre is being taken forward by the Council.
Rep. Number
304

6

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Urgent need for diversification to accommodate downturn in oil sector.
Use of vacant and derelict sites within existing industrial sites should be maximised and the incursion into the Greenbelt should be
minimised.
There is also the need to ensure adequate road infrastructure.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The plan supports each of these points.
Rep. Number
307

12

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
The provision of land for commercial or business opportunity should not be de-coupled from the potential downside relating to overloading
local infrastructure - the main example being provision / upgrade of road infrastructure and public transport options.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The plan supports this linkage between the allocation of land and provision of infrastructure.
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Rep. Number
310

2

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
The plan appears to be increasing the economic well being of the City at the expense of the Shire.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The City is recognised as the centre of the region and will naturally expect to accommodate a significant proportion of the development
needed. However, the plan also makes provision for substantial growth of employment and housing land in the SGA's in particular and
growth to meet local needs in the LG&DA's. It is not therefore accurate to say that any one area will benefit over another.
Rep. Number
320

5

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
The Civic Forum recognises the need for business land to be available at all times and on a scale that is compatible with realistic economic
growth.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
320

8

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
As noted above, the Civic Forum questions whether the anticipated levels of economic growth are realistic and credible.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The structure plan is planning for growth. The use of the high forecasts is believed to be realistic, although clearly success is dependent on
a number of external factors outwith the control of planning or Council's in general.
Rep. Number
321

2

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
The group felt also that there needs to be more encouragement towards remote working/satellite offices etc to reduce the need for
environmentally damaging car journeys.
All effort should be made to have the IT internet facility upgraded to the highest level.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The structure plan promotes the development of mixed use and integration of employment land in schemes.
High speed telecommunications networks are supported by the plan.
Rep. Number
321

3

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Vital that there is an adequate supply of available industrial land, the marketing of which should precede the demand.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The plan would support and echo this sentiment.
Rep. Number
325

3

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Need to encourage entrepreneurs and developers to focus on areas which need employment and good quality housing.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The criteria for new development must be wider than this. Arguably all areas could benefit from the correct scale of appropriate employment
and good quality housing.
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Rep. Number
325

5

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
The ports in Aberdeen and Peterhead should be modernised and updated to take more freight and to alleviate traffic travelling north.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This is not a Structure Plan issue

Changes to be made

The ports are run as private businesses and the extent to which the structure plan can influence such commercial decisions is limited.
Rep. Number
329

2

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
The draft strategic plan promotes and actively encourages economic growth along strategic growth corridors. Economic development in
other areas is to be met and encouraged ‘according to local demand’ according to the plan.
The board of Turriff & District would like to see a more active encouragement and stimulation of economic development within rural areas
and towns such as Turriff. This might take the form for example of speculative build business parks, possibly for high tech engineering
companies, in towns like Turriff. The result of a more proactive approach being laid down in the strategic plan, would be to help dissipate
some of the activity and wealth from the strategic growth corridors into the intervening areas.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The suggested mechanisms for encouraging and stimulating economic development may be pursued, but do not need an explicit reference
in the structure plan to be delivered. These could easily be accommodated as part of a mixed use development, but in planning policy terms
would be better addressed in the local development plan if felt appropriate. However, it would take more than planning support to bring such
initiatives to fruition.
Rep. Number
330

4

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
There is a weakness in the draft structure plan as opportunities for the North East from indigenous gas, new import facilities and Carbon
capture and Storage technology need to be included.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The attraction of these facilities to the area would surely be welcomed and the plan makes several references to building on the energy
sector and diversifying the economy. However, it is not site specific and could not identify a proposal that remains speculative at this time.
Rep. Number
330

14

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
SCDI believes that the final Structure Plan should reproduce as a priority the ACSEF target of 2.5% per annum growth rate in GVA.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan is closely aligned with the ACSEF Action Plan, but must remain within its own scope and areas which it can truly
influence. The inclusion of the GVA target would be superfluous when a concise, strategic land use plan is the aim.
Rep. Number
330

15

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
The commitment to ensure at least 60 hectare of land supply available for business within the City and Shire at all times is necessary to
improve their attractiveness for international investors. High quality telecommunications infrastructure is the significant attraction to
corporate investment and Aberdeen will need to be able to offer competitive transport, utility and communications connectivity with this land
supply.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

These points are all included in the plan.
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Rep. Number
330

17

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
SCDI welcomes the retail developments taking place that will help Aberdeen move forward and hopefully stop the leak of retail income to
tertiary markets. The Structure Plan should make it clearer that the problems of losing retail trade cannot be solved by retail alone – a range
of other activities will also be needed. A target should be to enhance Aberdeen’s reputation as the principle cultural centre of the North East
and increase the sense of cultural vibrancy and civic pride. There is a need to improve the built environment and urban design with new
cultural infrastructure.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan refers to the retail ranking for Aberdeen and City Centre Masterplan. The plan could have little or no direct influence over
cultural vibrancy or civic pride and small scale projects, no matter how locally important, are not an issue for this plan.
Rep. Number
330

19

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
SCDI welcomes the commitment that all new development in the Strategic Growth Areas will use modern, up to date high speed
telecommunications networks, and supports the city region’s plans for IT Hotspots and Business Beacons. However, while supporting the
particular priority given to the areas of most development SCDI highlight that potential of improved telecommunications to support
businesses and communities in regeneration priority areas of local growth and diversification, for instance, tourism businesses. SCDI
believes that there is a strong case for extending this target for high speed networks to all new developments in the city region.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Whilst it may be desirable to cover the whole region in a high speed telecommunications network, limitations are currently known in terms of
cost in particular. Technology moves quickly and new innovations will emerge as time passes, this should allow subsequent plans to
promote wider coverage than in the SGA's.
Rep. Number
331

5

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Development in the SGA’s should not damage businesses in the city centre or indirectly favor out of town retail development. In this regard,
the structure plan and both local plans have to dovetail with national land use and planning policies.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

The plan would not wish to damage existing businesses and takes account of relevant SPP's dealing with strategic issues.
Rep. Number
331

6

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
There is also an essential relationship between the volume of office jobs within the city centre and the success of the retail, culture, leisure
and entertainment sectors. A policy which encourages job location into the city centre is consistent with increase use of public transport. It
also creates a critical mass for the successful growth of the city centre economy and the provisions of services which serve the entire
region. One of the features of Aberdeen city centre is the lack of transition between the day, evening and the night time economies. This is
as a consequence of previous regional land use, economic and transport polities. The retail and hospitality sectors alone cannot grow a
successful city centre economy.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Encouragement for particular City Centre uses is more likely to be dealt with by the Aberdeen local development plan and any
supplementary guidance that is required.
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Rep. Number
332

1

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Aberdeen is clearly seen as a priority growth area by the Scottish Government and we support this view. The Aberdeen City and Shire
Economic Forum also offers a strong vision for growth in the region through its economic manifesto Building on Energy, with an intention to
boost GVA in the area by 25% by 2025. The ambitions related to the Energetica initiative, the science parks and the expansion of the airport
are all initiatives that as an organisation the Scottish Property Federation welcomes and encourages. We see our industry playing a key role
in providing the facilities to promote this growth and the development plan process as key to delivering on these. In relation to the draft
structure plan we therefore make three points.
We have concerns about the supply of land for appropriate commercial development.
The identification and level of developer contributions to be required together with an understanding of development economics
More accurate data to support the future development of the SDP, including better and transparent floorspace statistical analysis.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The supply of land for commercial development is stated for the SGA's
It is recognised that the plan must be deliverable and development viable. However, in order to create the type of communities that the plan
aims for, higher levels of developer contributions will be required and this message has been conveyed continually for some time.
Monitoring data may be gathered from sources other than stated in the plan.
Rep. Number
332

2

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
In Aberdeen, figures from Scottish Enterprise identify a take up of some 50,000 m2 in the three years to September 2007. More recent
information from CB Richard Ellis finds that 2008 has been a strong year in the market and the some 41,000 m2 of commercial property
floorspace has already been transacted. The result is a buoyant prime property market with an increase in rental yields that has
outperformed the rest of the UK. This bodes well for the prospect of future investment in the region and the development plan can seek to
take advantage of this situation. Indeed we believe that if Aberdeen is to maximise the opportunity of these circumstances then it must see
its planning service as a priority and engage with the private sector to ensure that the plan making process is a genuine facilitator of
economic progress.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted.
Rep. Number
332

3

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
It is apparent however that both the supply and land available for commercial development and the development rates had been a cause for
concern in the City Shire region. There is a strong development pipeline on progress at the moment and early progress in the master plan
for the city centre and other local development plans for Aberdeenshire will support further investment potential. It is important not to risk
deterring the location of service businesses in particular through lack of appropriate modern business premises.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted.
Rep. Number
332

6

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
The key connections to us would appear to be the development of the airport where the ACSEF have offered a strong vision of how the
airport should develop. This is important for the future service industry developments and the success of attracting major business
headquarters to the area. Airport enhancement should also encourage tourism growth for the region.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted. The Airport Masterplan is mentioned in the plan.
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Rep. Number
332

7

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Crucially the Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route will be a vital link for settlements around the edge of Aberdeen and for the business
growth beyond the city centre. The Route is the subject of a Public Inquiry but, should the Reporters find in favour of the route we see this
as a priority for the development of land that will support sustainable economic growth in the City Shire region and we would expect that it
will itself be a corridor of economic opportunity. Given the timings of the draft Structure Plan and the Public Local Inquiry it could mean that
the AWPR cannot receive much emphasis in the draft beyond being a Proposal in the plan at this stage but we would hope that it somewhat
more strongly with supplementary planning guidance then becoming available to provide further detail should the Inquiry support the AWPR
development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The AWPR as a development corridor was considered as an option for the spatial strategy (and rejected). The two local development plans
will be responsible for specific allocations, but these must fit with national policy and the approved structure plan.
Rep. Number
335

2

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Although figures are given for the amount of land to be made available for industrial development and for the number and location of future
housing there is no mention made of the chronic lack of accommodation for business visitors. The planned economic growth of the region
will not be achieved without a planned expansion of hotel, guest house and B&B rooms available for business visitors. Reference should be
made to the need for this accommodation and if possible land allocation in for its development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

There is no provision in national policy for identifying land for hotel or other tourist accommodation. This use is compatible with employment
designations, or could come forward on any number of sites where there is perceived to be unmet demand. The trend appears to have been
for closures in recent years and it is not the role of the planning system to intervene in commercial decisions taken by private companies in
these cases.
Rep. Number
338

2

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Particularly welcome the desire to position Aberdeen in the top 25 retail area in the UK.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
338

4

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Available expenditure for retail goods will continue to grow over the next 10 years but without the necessary infrastructure and quality hotel
developments this will be challenging to maintain.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted.
Rep. Number
338

5

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Visitor numbers will only grow if the final structure plan includes a strategic approach to tackling the North East’s transport issues, supports
the growth and access to Aberdeen airport, recognises the pivotal role and invests in the city centre and encourages a planning culture
which makes it happen.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Whilst many of these issues are reflected in the plan, the structure plan can and will mainly influence the latter.
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Rep. Number
368

7

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
There is very little information in this report which gives any kind of lead as to where the economic growth is coming from. Energetica is an
initiative which is promoted and yet there is insufficient attention to growth in the towns of Fraserburgh or Ellon.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan addresses the land use implications of economic growth. The plan makes reference to a number of sectors that have the
ability to maintain and enhance the economy, including oil & gas, knowledge, R&D, tourism etc. The Energetica Initiative is referred to a few
times, but the plan does not set out where growth will take place, preferring to leave this to local development plans. This is consistent with
the ACSEF strategy.
Rep. Number
373

2

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Detail is not given as to where the economic growth is to come from.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan addresses the land use implications of economic growth. The plan makes reference to a number of sectors that have the
ability to maintain and enhance the economy, including oil & gas, knowledge, R&D, tourism etc. This is consistent with the ACSEF strategy.
Rep. Number
382

9

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
A number of good intentions in mind regarding retail, communication technology and transport infrastructure - the reader has not been told
which industries/services exactly (which fields of research and science? which form of tourism? which special areas of technology? which
services?) will be encouraged, which investors have been approached and which incentive schemes are in place.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan addresses the land use implications of economic growth. The plan makes reference to a number of sectors that have the
ability to maintain and enhance the economy, including oil & gas, knowledge, R&D, tourism etc. This is consistent with the ACSEF strategy.
Rep. Number
382

11

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
The plan is vague in specifiying which new industries should settle in the region and which incentives are there for investors plus the fact
that developers are being given an active role in devising this plan allows for one conclusion only - this Draft Structure Plan provides the
justification for promoting one industry exclusively: Developers - it’s all about housing, hence the vast numbers.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan has a responsibility to ensure a framework is in place to provide enough homes and jobs for the area. Work has been
done for several years prior to the publication of the draft plan and a range of key stakeholders have been involved, including the
development industry, Chamber of Commerce, Scottish Water, SEPA and SNH amongst others. A high growth scenario has been selected
for this plan and approved by both Council's, hence the seemingly high numbers proposed.
Rep. Number
387

3

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Queried whether there will be an Economic Development Plan running in conjunction with this plan to encourage inward investment and
create jobs.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The main economic development plan is the ACSEF Action Plan 'Building on Energy' published mid 2008.
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Rep. Number
397

15

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Questioned the appropriateness of targets against the 'SMART' criteria:
Page 9. "60 hectares of land available to businesses at all times". This is not realistic (nor in a sense time-bound). A large employer moving
in and taking up a large area of land may satisfy the region’s employment needs for some years to come. It would then be wasteful to rush to
allocate another 60 hectares which become subject to planning blight, and may lie unused for a period of years thereafter.
Page 9. "top-25 retail areas". This is not measurable unless criteria are defined. (Top in price? Top in size or number of shops? Top in
being highest, or farthest north? The last should be achievable in Aberdeen, at least!).
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

These targets are time-bound when considered alongside the table on p.10. The scenario outlined is not likely given that the 60ha is to be
spread across a range of places and should a single, large employment use arise the planning system has the flexibility to accommodate
this. Such a proposal would be in addition to the 'normal' requirement.
Rep. Number
398

5

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Questioned whether economic growth is the correct strategy. Suggests that with modern communication systems, there is little or no
rationale for businesses to be located in city sites:
- Average sized business in Grampian has a work force of ten.
- Promote rural development (e.g. develop farmsteads into five/ten clusters complete with business workspace attached) instead of further
urbanisation.
- Village communities, in which residents know and interact socially and culturally with each other, have the potential to be happier safer
environments than soulless cities in which residents do not even know their neighbours, is the norm? Such anonymity breeds social
disorder.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The emphasis in the plan is about more than locating in the City, but about integrating business in accessible locations and as part of new
developments. The approach outside the SGA's will be set out in the local development plan for Aberdeenshire and may go some way
toward achieving the aspirations above.
Rep. Number
403

4

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
There is a lack of availability of sites for small and medium sized businesses to relocate to within the city and the main towns. There are
limited brown field sites and insufficient new build sites .
These should be identified in a variety of locations and of varying sizes. There are some excellent proposals for oil related businesses and
to attract high profile businesses to the area, but it is essential for a diverse economy to allow existing small businesses to grow. Clear
guidance on this in the structure plan will filter down to the local plan in due course and therefore is important, to consider all areas of
Aberdeen and the Shire, not just the SGAs.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

A similar approach to employment land and residential land has been taken for this plan; only to identify requirements to the corridor level.
The allocation of specific sites will be taken by each Council as part of their local development plan process. These sites will vary in size
and be provided in a range of locations. Employment in smaller towns and villages and rural areas will also depend on the approach in the
local development plan for Aberdeenshire.
Rep. Number
411

12

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Structure plan does not state a target figure for increases in business office floor space and business industrial centre areas. The city and
shire should have an increased plan to provide fully serviced units at main settlement areas. The quoted figures of development land
available at any one time are wholly inappropriate for a developing region. Suggest 2000 hectares available at any one time rather than 120
hectares.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan operates at a strategic level and sets out allocations for business land according to the spatial strategy. These
allocations are envisaged at a range of locations, although it will be the role of the local development plan to determine exactly where. Whilst
there may be an argument for an increase in the amount of land to ensure demand and supply are in line, the quoted figure is plainly
excessive and would do little to stimulate growth or provide certainty to developers or infrastructure providers.

23 February 2009

Page 178 of 420

Rep. Number
419

2

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
The sections on the Vision and Economic Growth are not very specific on what action will be done to improve the economic situation.
We know that the oil and gas industry in the North Sea will decline over the years to come (see future production profiles from the DBERR).
A clear plan is missing what these new industries will be apart from mentioning ideas that exists in the academic world. This undermines, in
my view, the quoted numbers of expected increase in population numbers for the area.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan addresses the land use implications of economic growth. The plan makes reference to a number of sectors that have the
ability to maintain and enhance the economy, including oil & gas, knowledge, R&D, tourism etc. This is consistent with the ACSEF strategy.
However, clearly success is dependent on a number of external factors outwith the control of planning or Councils' in general.
Rep. Number
422

5

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
The oil and gas industry in NE Scotland is in decline. Historically, a high world oil price has been directly correlated with a boom in
employment in the Aberdeen area. However, that link seems to have now been broken. Companies are much more cautious about
increasing staffing levels, and even new graduate recruitment is low, despite record oil prices. This is a very worrying sign of the state of
health of the industry at a time of record world oil prices.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted.
Rep. Number
426

21

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Targets are weightless.
In the past the business land bank has not been certain. Queried what has changed.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The targets have been subject to early consultation and, taken with those in other objectives, will provide an appropriate framework for
development in the north-east. No alternatives are proposed.
It will be up to the local development plan to guide development allocations set out in the structure plan and the approach to employment
land in the SGA's.
Rep. Number
437

6

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Building two new supermarkets near Stonehaven will bring negative effects to the existing small shops in the town centre.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This is not a Structure Plan issue

Changes to be made

This is an issue for the local development plan and development management.
Rep. Number
439

2

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Forestry has not been taken into consideration as an industry that the area relies on for economic growth. There should be a mention within
the plan of the Indicative Forestry Strategy from the existing structure plan 'North East Scotland Together'
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan tries not to involve itself with issues that are neither strategic, nor cross-boundary. This in no way is a reflection on the importance
of any particular industry or environmental benefit, but an attempt to keep this new-style plan as concise as possible. Local development
plans may continue to refer to the Indicative Forestry Strategy etc.
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Rep. Number
441

8

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Aberdeen to be a top 25 retailler is not a legitimate aspiration. The expansion of retail areas: denies use of land for other applications,
artificially promotes the interest of one commercial centre, not supported by any analysis of public need, environmental effects need to be
examined, does not recognise possible changes in shopping centres.
There is the need to be an environmental assessment on retailling as an activity.
The needs of the population to get essential goods has been achieved by: expansion of sales per square meter from existing facilities and
the expansion of sales per customer visit, by encouraging the public to make fewer visits per week.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Improving the retail offering and vitality of the town centre must be a legitimate aspiration for this plan. Aberdeen is the regional centre for
the majority of the population, although others will travel to Dundee or Inverness. Therefore, for retail (and other uses) the hinterland is
interdependent on the City. However, increasingly settlements such as Inverurie, Westhill and Peterhead are improving their offering,
creating more vibrant centres.
This plan and the local development plan will both have been subject to a strategic environmental assessment.
Rep. Number
444

1

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Prudent to provide alternative employment for some of the existing workforce and tapping into the energy expertise found locally makes
sense, but there is no need to take on the Energetica initiative. Better to reduce the local population and allow a degree of economic
migration; this would be more sustainable.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. However, the plan will continue to promote population growth as well as more sustainable
patterns of development and buildings with lower environmental impact, renewable energy technologies etc., which will provide the balance
of social, economic and environmental elements that reflects sustainability.
Rep. Number
449

8

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
I feel the plan is too restricted. In terms of targets for economic growth, business will dominate, but roads need to be a top priority.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The new format of structure plan does not provide detail of how objectives will be met, rather each council will provide the detail in on the
whole in local development plans and other documents.
All objectives have the same weight and are inter-related. It is only through the achievement of all six that the vision of the Plan can be fully
realised.
Roads and Accessibility are important issues and the Strategy will help to promote accessibility by making sure that future development
also allows for improvements in the rail and road networks and will provide further opportunities for road and rail improvements. However
councils, in isolation, cannot deliver a fully integrated transport system and the structure plan takes account of numerous regional strategies
and plans (prepared by Scottish Government, Nestrans, ACSEF etc) which have an important influence on the delivery of many of the
transport aspects of the plan.
Rep. Number
450

3

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Important to guarantee the vitality of town centers by stopping the building of out of town shopping centres. Strategies should be employed
to prevent business vitality loss and undo past mistakes.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The plan does refer to providing shopping facilities in line with SPP8, which promotes a sequential approach that least favours out of town
locations. It will be for individual planning authorities and development management to implement the plan.
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Rep. Number
455

2

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
The objective shown for economic growth is vague. It acknowledges the Oil & Gas industry is in decline and that investment is needed in
other industries but other than the 'knowledge and service' industry no other industry is highlighted.
Tourism should be considered as being an important industry contributing more jobs and income to the Scottish economy than agriculture
and the whisky industry but is ignored in the structure plan.
Provisions for tourist marketing, accommodation and transport should be considered and not solely tailored to those who visit the region for
business. Planning strategy must not allow the accommodation sector to die especially in the Aberdeenshire towns of Inverurie, Banchory,
Ellon and Stonehaven.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan addresses the land use implications of economic growth. The plan makes reference to a number of sectors that have the
ability to maintain and enhance the economy, including oil & gas, knowledge, R&D, tourism etc. This is consistent with the ACSEF strategy.
Tourism is recognised as part of the local economy and an industry that could be more prominent in some areas of Aberdeenshire. The
extent to which the structure plan can influence this is limited. Local plans may have a greater role to play, but attempts to use these land
use plans should not be over-emphasised when other plans and strategies are better placed.
Rep. Number
457

8

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
More emphasis needs to be placed on promotion of economic growth rather than solely housing growth.
People should be attracted to come and work in the area and as a consequence live in the area.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The plan is intended to be read together, not as thematic sections. Therefore to make the north-east attractive needs jobs, quality housing at
the right price, a high quality environment and access to services and facilities. The plan aims to achieve all this and not in any particular
order.
Rep. Number
458

6

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Need to show a distinction between new local retail in new mixed-use, walkable neighbourhoods (not merely ‘edge of centre’), designed to
complement existing town centres and out-of-town retail developments.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

The plan does refer to providing shopping facilities in line with SPP8, which promotes a sequential approach that least favours out of town
locations. It will be for individual planning authorities and development management to implement the plan.
Rep. Number
469

6

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
This objective should make reference to the need to ensure reduced pressures on environmental assets. There should be appropriate
mention of this in the Issues and Targets section.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan is intended to be read together rather than under separate thematic headings. The statements in the 'quality of the environment'
section should therefore be enough to translate through into use in a local development plan.
Rep. Number
470

8

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
The overall objective meets with ACSEF's objectives and responds to the concerns of the majority of the 1200 businesses which ACSEF
has consulted to date. The targets outlined for the provision of business land would appear modest and the mechanism for calculating the
amount and location appears to be based on historic trends and projections.
Acknowledge that the 60ha figure is an increase beyond current targets, however, it does not reflect the businesses who have been forced
to relocate outwith the area due to lack of suitable employment sites.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan requires considerable new allocations to be made and the minimum target in Aberdeen is 50% higher than the current level.
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Rep. Number
476

6

Subject

Objective (Economic Growth)

Summary
Diversification from oil and gas into all energy technologies with a greater emphasis on high technology and R&D will be the main driver of
the local economy and land use proposals should reflect this. Improvements and investment to the City centre are vital and it is of primary
importance that the right quantity and quality of business land is available. In this context, Energetica has the potential to accommodate high
quality business locations, planned in an integrated fashion which will be more attractive to industry than small scale development appended
to existing business locations. As the energy industry matures, it is likely there will be more demand for campus style, R&D developments
rather than traditional industrial estates.
The amount of business land shown on p.10 will be useful in achieving this objective, provided the land is properly immediately available in
terms of development plan status, infrastructure and utility services. Within the Energetica corridor there should be flexibility to
accommodate individual low density, high quality, campus style developments outwith allocated business land sites.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan aims to establish the framework in which local development plans can identify sites in a range of accessible locations
across the City and Shire. The approach to R&D, campus style or other more innovative types of employment development should also
emerge through the LDP's.
Rep. Number
185

9

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Supports the proposal to tackle climate change, but would like to emphasise that it is not as simple as requiring all new houses, for example
to use renewable energy facilities. Certain types are better suited to renewable than others. But note that it will be down to Local
Development Plans to promote a gradual use towards buildings which are carbon neutral.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The structure plan makes provision for development plans to identify suitable areas/technologies that can contribute to the targets set for
production of renewable energy, this will be in addition to measures to bring about carbon neutrality and renewables in new housing. As
the representation suggests, the implementation of many of the climate change measures, (such as carbon neutral housing) will be down to
Local Development Plans and supplementary guidance.
Rep. Number
197

12

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
The University is committed to this objective as evidenced in recent projects on the Aberdeen campus.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The statement is noted.
Rep. Number
205

8

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Support the plan's objective, however, it seems to lack deliverability mechanisms. For example, it is noted that 'significant changes' are
required to reduce the amount of BMW disposed in landfill sites, but there is no mention of the alternative methods through which the plan
aims to achieve this.
The plan also makes reference to the increased risk of flooding and the need to take account of these changes. However, there is no
mention of the need to protect recognised flood plains from further development that does not necessitate such a location.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The delivery mechanisms will be implemented through the system of local development plans and the Action Programme.
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Rep. Number
206

4

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Support this objective and will be promoting land interests at Millmoss Farm, Turriff through the local development plan that can deliver
aspirations for sustainable development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan
process. A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
207

4

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Support this objective and will be promoting land interests at Nethermill, Cruden Bay through the local development plan that can deliver
aspirations for sustainable development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan
process. A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
208

4

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Support this objective and will be promoting land interests at Wellheads farm, Alford through the local development plan that can deliver
aspirations for sustainable development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan
process. A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
209

4

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Strongly support this objective and will be promoting land interests at Stoneywood through the local development plan as a site that can
deliver aspirations for sustainable development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan
process. A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
210

4

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Support this objective and will be promoting land interests at Newmachar through the local development plan that can deliver aspirations for
sustainable development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process.
A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
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Rep. Number
211

4

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Support this objective and will be promoting land interests at Oldmeldrum through the local development plan that can deliver aspirations for
sustainable development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process.
A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
212

4

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Support this objective and will be promoting land interests at Hatton through the local development plan that can deliver aspirations for
sustainable development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan
process. A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
213

5

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Support this objective but feel this section too prescriptive and should be left for local development plans, e.g. requirement for all new
developments to be carbon neutral and all to use water-saving technology.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan
process. A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
214

4

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Support this objective and will be promoting land interests at St Katherines, Fyvie through the local development plan that can deliver
aspirations for sustainable development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan
process. A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
215

5

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Support this objective but feel this section too prescriptive and should be left for local development plans, e.g. requirement for all new
developments to be carbon neutral and all to use water-saving technology.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The structure plan sets out the principle only, while the detail will be determined through the Local Development Plan process.
Rep. Number
216

5

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Support this objective but feel this section too prescriptive and should be left for local development plans, e.g. requirement for all new
developments to be carbon neutral and all to use water-saving technology.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The structure plan sets out the principle only, while the detail will be determined through the Local Development Plan process.
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Rep. Number
217

5

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Support this objective but feel this section too prescriptive and should be left for local development plans, e.g. requirement for all new
developments to be carbon neutral and all to use water-saving technology.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The main detail will be determined through the Local Development Plan process, however it is important to set the strategic targets in the
structure plan.
Rep. Number
218

5

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Support this objective in principle, however, would query whether it is appropriate to place the entire onus on LDP's (and or SPG) to achieve
the targets that are set out.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The Local Development Plan process is the appropriate medium to provide the detail on this principle and to help achieve the targets set out
in the structure plan.
Rep. Number
219

4

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Support this objective but feel this section too prescriptive and should be left for local development plans, e.g. requirement for all new
developments to be carbon neutral and all to use water-saving technology.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The main detail will be determined through the Local Development Plan process, however it is important to set strategic targets in the
structure plan.
Rep. Number
220

4

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Support this objective and will be promoting land at Keithhall as a site which can deliver aspirations for sustainable development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan
process. A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
221

4

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Support this objective and will be promoting land at Craigdam as a site which can deliver aspirations for sustainable development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan
process. A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
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Rep. Number
222

4

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Believe that much of the detail in this section should be a matter for the LDP to determine.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The main detail will be determined through the Local Development Plan process, however it is important to set the strategic targets in the
structure plan.
Rep. Number
223

4

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Support this objective but feel this section too prescriptive and should be left for local development plans.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The main detail will be determined through the Local Development Plan process, however it is important to set the strategic targets in the
structure plan.
Rep. Number
224

4

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Support this objective but feel this section too prescriptive and should be left for local development plans.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The main detail will be determined through the Local Development Plan process, however it is important to set the strategic targets in the
structure plan.
Rep. Number
225

4

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Support this objective but feel this section too prescriptive and should be left for local development plans.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The main detail will be determined through the Local Development Plan process, however it is important to set the strategic targets in the
structure plan.
Rep. Number
226

5

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Support this objective but feel this section too prescriptive and should be left for local development plans
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The main detail will be determined through the Local Development Plan process, however it is important to set the strategic targets in the
structure plan.
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Rep. Number
227

5

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Support this objective but feel this section too prescriptive and should be left for local development plans.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The main detail will be determined through the Local Development Plan process, however it is important to set the strategic targets in the
structure plan.
Rep. Number
228

5

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Support this objective but feel this section too prescriptive and should be left for local development plans.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The main detail will be determined through the Local Development Plan process, however it is important to set the strategic targets in the
structure plan.
Rep. Number
229

4

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Will be promoting the land east of Aberdeen Gateway as a site which can deliver the plan aspirations for sustainable development. Current
development here is focused on ensuring requirements of PAN84 are adhered to.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process.
A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
230

6

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Support goal of this objective; to reduce carbon emissions. However, have some concerns over how this will be achieved. Uncertainty
remains over carbon neutral buildings and how they can be delivered, either through planning or building regulations. Do not feel it is
realistic to set a target for "all new buildings to be carbon neutral by 2016" when a standard definition is yet to be confirmed. In particular,
requirements for on-site electricity generation (as in PAN84) are questionable at best. Far more can be achieved through insulation; a more
cost effective solution.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The target for all new buildings to be carbon neutral by 2016 is supported by both the Sullivan report (2007) A Low Carbon Building
Standards Strategy For Scotland, and SPP6, and demonstrates the councils and the Scottish Governments commitment to sustainable
development. The target for carbon neutrality of new buildings by 2016 is an ambitious target, but one that is required to meet the city region
objective to take a lead on reducing CO2 emissions. The main detail and delivery of carbon neutral buildings will be determined within the
Local Development Plan process, building regulations and other guidance.
On site electricity generation as outlined in SPP6 and PAN84 can play an important role in helping to meet the regions electricity needs and
meeting the Governments ambitious renewable targets. Aberdeen City and the Shire region is well placed to harness the renewable
resources through both onsite generation and larger scale electricity generation. It is envisaged that insulation could be used to reduce
energy consumption, but other measures such as those outlined in guidance will be required to meet both carbon neutrality and renewable
targets.
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Rep. Number
231

6

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Support goal of this objective; to reduce carbon emissions. However, have some concerns over how this will be achieved. Uncertainty
remains over carbon neutral buildings and how they can be delivered, either through planning or building regulations. Do not feel it is
realistic to set a target for "all new buildings to be carbon neutral by 2016" when a standard definition is yet to be confirmed. In particular,
requirements for on-site electricity generation (as in PAN84) are questionable at best. Far more can be achieved through insulation; a more
cost effective solution. Shelter belts are also important and Causeway enjoys some protection from these already.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The target for all new buildings to be carbon neutral by 2016 is supported by both the Sullivan report (2007) A Low Carbon Building
Standards Strategy For Scotland, and SPP6, and demonstrates the councils and the Scottish Governments commitment to sustainable
development. The target for carbon neutrality of new buildings by 2016 is an ambitious target, but one that is required to meet the city region
objective to take a lead on reducing CO2 emissions. The main detail and delivery of carbon neutral buildings will be determined within the
Local Development Plan process, building regulations and other guidance.
On site electricity generation as outlined in SPP6 and PAN84 can play an important role in helping to meet the regions electricity needs and
meeting the Governments ambitious renewable targets. Aberdeen City and the Shire region is well placed to harness the renewable
resources through both onsite generation and larger scale electricity generation. It is envisaged that insulation could be used to reduce
energy consumption, but other measures such as those outlined in guidance will be required to meet both carbon neutrality and renewable
targets.
Rep. Number
232

6

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Support goal of this objective; to reduce carbon emissions. However, have some concerns over how this will be achieved. Uncertainty
remains over carbon neutral buildings and how they can be delivered, either through planning or building regulations. Do not feel it is
realistic to set a target for "all new buildings to be carbon neutral by 2016" when a standard definition is yet to be confirmed. In particular,
requirements for on-site electricity generation (as in PAN84) are questionable at best. Far more can be achieved through insulation; a more
cost effective solution.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The target for all new buildings to be carbon neutral by 2016 is supported by both the Sullivan report (2007) A Low Carbon Building
Standards Strategy For Scotland, and SPP6, and demonstrates the councils and the Scottish Governments commitment to sustainable
development. The target for carbon neutrality of new buildings by 2016 is an ambitious target, but one that is required to meet the city region
objective to take a lead on reducing CO2 emissions. The main detail and delivery of carbon neutral buildings will be determined within the
Local Development Plan process, building regulations and other guidance.
On site electricity generation as outlined in SPP6 and PAN84 can play an important role in helping to meet the regions electricity needs and
meeting the Governments ambitious renewable targets. Aberdeen City and the Shire region is well placed to harness the renewable
resources through both onsite generation and larger scale electricity generation. It is envisaged that insulation could be used to reduce
energy consumption, but other measures such as those outlined in guidance will be required to meet both carbon neutrality and renewable
targets.
Rep. Number
234

6

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Support a general aim to reduce carbon emissions. As there is still significant debate over delivering such buildings (with a preference
emerging via building control) it is not realistic to set a target of "all new buildings to be carbon neutral by 2016".
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The target for all new buildings to be carbon neutral by 2016 is supported by both the Sullivan report (2007) A Low Carbon Building
Standards Strategy For Scotland, and SPP6, and demonstrates the councils and the Scottish Governments commitment to sustainable
development. The target for carbon neutrality of new buildings by 2016 is an ambitious target, but one that is required to meet the city region
objective to take a lead on reducing CO2 emissions. The main detail and delivery of carbon neutral buildings will be determined within the
Local Development Plan process, building regulations and other guidance.
On site electricity generation as outlined in SPP6 and PAN84 can play an important role in helping to meet the regions electricity needs and
meeting the Governments ambitious renewable targets. Aberdeen City and the Shire region is well placed to harness the renewable
resources through both onsite generation and larger scale electricity generation. It is envisaged that insulation could be used to reduce
energy consumption, but other measures such as those outlined in guidance will be required to meet both carbon neutrality and renewable
targets.
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Rep. Number
236

7

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Support goal of this objective; to reduce carbon emissions. However, have some concerns over how this will be achieved. Uncertainty
remains over carbon neutral buildings and how they can be delivered, either through planning or building regulations. Do not feel it is
realistic to set a target for "all new buildings to be carbon neutral by 2016" when a standard definition is yet to be confirmed. In particular,
requirements for on-site electricity generation (as in PAN84) are questionable at best. Far more can be achieved through insulation; a more
cost effective solution.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The target for all new buildings to be carbon neutral by 2016 is supported by both the Sullivan report (2007) A Low Carbon Building
Standards Strategy For Scotland, and SPP6, and demonstrates the councils and the Scottish Governments commitment to sustainable
development. The target for carbon neutrality of new buildings by 2016 is an ambitious target, but one that is required to meet the city region
objective to take a lead on reducing CO2 emissions. The main detail and delivery of carbon neutral buildings will be determined within the
Local Development Plan process, building regulations and other guidance.
On site electricity generation as outlined in SPP6 and PAN84 can play an important role in helping to meet the regions electricity needs and
meeting the Governments ambitious renewable targets. Aberdeen City and the Shire region is well placed to harness the renewable
resources through both onsite generation and larger scale electricity generation. It is envisaged that insulation could be used to reduce
energy consumption, but other measures such as those outlined in guidance will be required to meet both carbon neutrality and renewable
targets.
Rep. Number
237

8

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Support goal of this objective; to reduce carbon emissions. However, have some concerns over how this will be achieved. Uncertainty
remains over carbon neutral buildings and how they can be delivered, either through planning or building regulations. Do not feel it is
realistic to set a target for "all new buildings to be carbon neutral by 2016" when a standard definition is yet to be confirmed. In particular,
requirements for on-site electricity generation (as in PAN84) are questionable at best. Far more can be achieved through insulation; a more
cost effective solution.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The target for all new buildings to be carbon neutral by 2016 is supported by both the Sullivan report (2007) A Low Carbon Building
Standards Strategy For Scotland, and SPP6, and demonstrates the councils and the Scottish Governments commitment to sustainable
development. The target for carbon neutrality of new buildings by 2016 is an ambitious target, but one that is required to meet the city region
objective to take a lead on reducing CO2 emissions. The main detail and delivery of carbon neutral buildings will be determined within the
Local Development Plan process, building regulations and other guidance.
On site electricity generation as outlined in SPP6 and PAN84 can play an important role in helping to meet the regions electricity needs and
meeting the Governments ambitious renewable targets. Aberdeen City and the Shire region is well placed to harness the renewable
resources through both onsite generation and larger scale electricity generation. It is envisaged that insulation could be used to reduce
energy consumption, but other measures such as those outlined in guidance will be required to meet both carbon neutrality and renewable
targets.
Rep. Number
238

5

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Support goal of this objective; to reduce carbon emissions. However, have some concerns over how this will be achieved. Uncertainty
remains over carbon neutral buildings and how they can be delivered, either through planning or building regulations. Do not feel it is
realistic to set a target for "all new buildings to be carbon neutral by 2016" when a standard definition is yet to be confirmed. In particular,
requirements for on-site electricity generation (as in PAN84) are questionable at best. Far more can be achieved through insulation; a more
cost effective solution.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The target for all new buildings to be carbon neutral by 2016 is supported by both the Sullivan report (2007) A Low Carbon Building
Standards Strategy For Scotland, and SPP6, and demonstrates the councils and the Scottish Governments commitment to sustainable
development. The target for carbon neutrality of new buildings by 2016 is an ambitious target, but one that is required to meet the city region
objective to take a lead on reducing CO2 emissions. The main detail and delivery of carbon neutral buildings will be determined within the
Local Development Plan process, building regulations and other guidance.
On site electricity generation as outlined in SPP6 and PAN84 can play an important role in helping to meet the regions electricity needs and
meeting the Governments ambitious renewable targets. Aberdeen City and the Shire region is well placed to harness the renewable
resources through both onsite generation and larger scale electricity generation. It is envisaged that insulation could be used to reduce
energy consumption, but other measures such as those outlined in guidance will be required to meet both carbon neutrality and renewable
targets.
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Rep. Number
239

7

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Support goal of this objective; to reduce carbon emissions. However, have some concerns over how this will be achieved. Uncertainty
remains over carbon neutral buildings and how they can be delivered, either through planning or building regulations. Do not feel it is
realistic to set a target for "all new buildings to be carbon neutral by 2016" when a standard definition is yet to be confirmed. In particular,
requirements for on-site electricity generation (as in PAN84) are questionable at best. Far more can be achieved through insulation; a more
cost effective solution.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The target for all new buildings to be carbon neutral by 2016 is supported by both the Sullivan report (2007) A Low Carbon Building
Standards Strategy For Scotland, and SPP6, and demonstrates the councils and the Scottish Governments commitment to sustainable
development. The target for carbon neutrality of new buildings by 2016 is an ambitious target, but one that is required to meet the city region
objective to take a lead on reducing CO2 emissions. The main detail and delivery of carbon neutral buildings will be determined within the
Local Development Plan process, building regulations and other guidance.
On site electricity generation as outlined in SPP6 and PAN84 can play an important role in helping to meet the regions electricity needs and
meeting the Governments ambitious renewable targets. Aberdeen City and the Shire region is well placed to harness the renewable
resources through both onsite generation and larger scale electricity generation. It is envisaged that insulation could be used to reduce
energy consumption, but other measures such as those outlined in guidance will be required to meet both carbon neutrality and renewable
targets.
Rep. Number
240

5

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Support goal of this objective; to reduce carbon emissions. However, have some concerns over how this will be achieved. Uncertainty
remains over carbon neutral buildings and how they can be delivered, either through planning or building regulations. Do not feel it is
realistic to set a target for "all new buildings to be carbon neutral by 2016" when a standard definition is yet to be confirmed. In particular,
requirements for on-site electricity generation (as in PAN84) are questionable at best. Far more can be achieved through insulation; a more
cost effective solution.
Taking the principle of sustainability back to locational principles, believe that the proximity of growth areas to Aberdeen be a vital
consideration; this would support further development at Stonehaven.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The target for all new buildings to be carbon neutral by 2016 is supported by both the Sullivan report (2007) A Low Carbon Building
Standards Strategy For Scotland, and SPP6, and demonstrates the councils and the Scottish Governments commitment to sustainable
development. The target for carbon neutrality of new buildings by 2016 is an ambitious target, but one that is required to meet the city region
objective to take a lead on reducing CO2 emissions. The main detail and delivery of carbon neutral buildings will be determined within the
Local Development Plan process, building regulations and other guidance.
On site electricity generation as outlined in SPP6 and PAN84 can play an important role in helping to meet the regions electricity needs and
meeting the Governments ambitious renewable targets. Aberdeen City and the Shire region is well placed to harness the renewable
resources through both onsite generation and larger scale electricity generation. It is envisaged that insulation could be used to reduce
energy consumption, but other measures such as those outlined in guidance will be required to meet both carbon neutrality and renewable
targets.
The plan states that the Strategic Growth Areas will be the focus for the vast majority of growth (75-80%) and so it is agreed that these
areas will be vital to achiving sustainability goals.Stonehaven will be an important development area in the Hunty to Laurancekirk SGA,
however the main detail will be determined within the Local Development Plan process.
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Rep. Number
241

5

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Support goal of this objective; to reduce carbon emissions. However, have some concerns over how this will be achieved. Uncertainty
remains over carbon neutral buildings and how they can be delivered, either through planning or building regulations. Do not feel it is
realistic to set a target for "all new buildings to be carbon neutral by 2016" when a standard definition is yet to be confirmed. In particular,
requirements for on-site electricity generation (as in PAN84) are questionable at best. Far more can be achieved through insulation; a more
cost effective solution. Taking the principle of sustainability back to locational principles, we believe that the proximity of growth areas to
Aberdeen to be a vital consideration.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The target for all new buildings to be carbon neutral by 2016 is supported by both the Sullivan report (2007) A Low Carbon Building
Standards Strategy For Scotland, and SPP6, and demonstrates the councils and the Scottish Governments commitment to sustainable
development. The target for carbon neutrality of new buildings by 2016 is an ambitious target, but one that is required to meet the city region
objective to take a lead on reducing CO2 emissions. The main detail and delivery of carbon neutral buildings will be determined within the
Local Development Plan process, building regulations and other guidance. However, new development needs to take signficant and urgent
steps in this direction.
On site electricity generation as outlined in SPP6 and PAN84 can play an important role in helping to meet the regions electricity needs and
meeting the Governments ambitious renewable targets. Aberdeen City and Shire is well placed to harness renewable resources through
both onsite generation and larger scale electricity generation. It is agreed that much more can be done by limiting demand as well as
through carbon efficient supply of energy.
It is agreed that proximity of growth areas to Aberdeen is a key locational consideration. The carbon footprint of those potential strategies
which had a focus for development in and around Aberdeen performed better than the alternatives.
Rep. Number
242

5

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Support goal of this objective; to reduce carbon emissions. However, have some concerns over how this will be achieved. Uncertainty
remains over carbon neutral buildings and how they can be delivered, either through planning or building regulations. Do not feel it is
realistic to set a target for "all new buildings to be carbon neutral by 2016". Taking the principle of sustainability back to locational principles,
believe that the proximity to Aberdeen to be a much more vital consideration.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The target for all new buildings to be carbon neutral by 2016 is supported by both the Sullivan report (2007) A Low Carbon Building
Standards Strategy For Scotland, and SPP6, and demonstrates the councils and the Scottish Governments commitment to sustainable
development. The target for carbon neutrality of new buildings by 2016 is an ambitious target, but one that is required to meet the city region
objective to take a lead on reducing CO2 emissions. The main detail and delivery of carbon neutral buildings will be determined within the
Local Development Plan process, building regulations and other guidance. However, new development needs to take signficant and urgent
steps in this direction.
On site electricity generation as outlined in SPP6 and PAN84 can play an important role in helping to meet the regions electricity needs and
meeting the Governments ambitious renewable targets. Aberdeen City and Shire is well placed to harness renewable resources through
both onsite generation and larger scale electricity generation. It is agreed that much more can be done by limiting demand as well as
through carbon efficient supply of energy.
It is agreed that proximity of growth areas to Aberdeen is a key locational consideration. The carbon footprint of those potential strategies
which had a focus for development in and around Aberdeen performed better than the alternatives.
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Rep. Number
243

8

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Support goal of this objective; to reduce carbon emissions. However, have some concerns over how this will be achieved. New settlements
and larger scale proposals provide an opportunity to provide renewable energy solutions for the community as a whole and not just individual
house design.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The on site electricity generation is an issue for local development plans and supplementary guidance, but as outlined in SPP6 and PAN84
these technologies can play an important role in helping to meet the regions electricity needs and meeting the Governments ambitious
renewable targets. Aberdeen City and Shire is well placed to harness renewable resources through both onsite generation and larger scale
electricity generation.
It is agreed that community scale solutions have significant potential which is one of the reasons why the draft structure plan is enabling of
this approach. Masterplans will need to tackle this important issue.
The Action Programme will need to set out the details of implementation.
Rep. Number
255

12

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Bancon fully supports the objective for the region to be a leader in carbon reduction and in discouraging the use of non-renewables. The
targets set for achieving this objective are aspirational.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The plan's target for all electricity needs to be met by renewables demonstrates the commitment to 'take a lead' (pg5) on tackling climate
change as stated in the vision. The increase of the target over national figures demonstrates both Aberdeen City and Shire's commitment
and potential for renewable energy.
Rep. Number
262

4

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
We support proposals for carbon neutral buildings, renewable energy sources, sustainable water management and a reduction in waste
going to landfill.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
262

5

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
We note the target "To avoid developments on land which is at risk from coastal or river flooding (as identified by the Scottish Environment
Protection Agency) except in exceptional circumstances". In this regard we would urge caution, having experienced development control
decisions where heavy reliance has been put upon the SEPA indicative flood map rather than on detailed site specific flood risk
assessments or on the known position at the site.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

We note the concern expressed in the representation. The use of SEPA’s indicative flood map is important but not the only tool available.
Rep. Number
263

4

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
We support proposals for carbon neutral buildings, renewable energy sources, sustainable water management and a reduction in waste
going to landfill.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
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Rep. Number
263

5

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
We note the target "To avoid developments on land which is at risk from coastal or river flooding (as identified by the Scottish Environment
Protection Agency) except in exceptional circumstances". In this regard we would urge caution, having experienced development control
decisions where heavy reliance has been put upon the SEPA indicative flood map rather than on detailed site specific flood risk
assessments or on the known position at the site.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

We note the concern expressed in the representation. The use of SEPA’s indicative flood map is important but not the only tool available.
Rep. Number
264

2

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
There is little in realistic terms that this document is going to achieve in terms of taking on the urgent challenge of climate change.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

It is the draft plan's objective to take a lead on mitigation and adaptation to climate change. The targets expressed for carbon neutrality of
new housing (by 2016) and renewable targets (100% by 2020) exceeds the Scottish Governments ambitions by a large extent. Additionally
measures to reduce waste and protect developments from flooding can help tackle the challenge of climate change. The Action Programme
to be proposed next year will provide a suite of actions to ensure that the city region meets it's climate change objectives.
Rep. Number
264

16

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
The section of sustainable development and climate change should remove all reference to carbon neutral buildings by 2016. That is a
matter for national government and building regulations to deal with. Similarly concerns relating to BMW fall to other agencies to respond to.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Low Carbon Building Standards Strategy for Scotland (2007) known as the Sullivan Report, makes recommendations to Scottish
Ministers on how to achieve further reductions in CO 2 emissions from buildings. It is recognised that building regulations have a vital role
to play in meeting the targets but the Scottish Government recognise that the planning system has a role as well.
Providing for appropriate waste management facilities is a planning issue that needs to be tackled at a strategic level.
Rep. Number
264

17

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
It is suggested that the increased risk of flooding and rising sea levels is overstated and is impossible to evaluate with any accuracy over the
plan period..
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Increased risk of flooding is a factor that must be taken into account when planning new developments. The Plan is not attempting to
evaluate the risk of flooding or sea level raise, rather we must protect new development by using SEPA expertise from the increased risks of
flooding that climate change brings.
Rep. Number
271

7

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Support this objective and feel that there are many opportunities throughout Aberdeenshire for new sustainable development but fear these
are suppressed by the significant emphasis on the City and SGAs.
Emphasis should be placed on individual proposals to show how they can reduce carbon emissions while providing the necessary
infrastructure.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Significant growth opportunities exist throughout Aberdeen and Aberdeenshire. Opportunities to deliver sustainable mixed communities will
exist throughout the area and the onus will be on individual proposals to reduce carbon emissions and provide the required infrastructure.
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Rep. Number
276

9

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Wholly support the objectives of addressing carbon dioxide and climate change impacts.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
278

23

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Support Homes for Scotland comments on this objective.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This position is noted.
Rep. Number
282

13

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Supplementary guidance has been used illegally in the past in Aberdeenshire to alter development plan policies. This must not be allowed to
happen again and SPG should only be used in its statutory context. The reference on p.12 does not give much confidence this will happen.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

No "illegal" use has been made of supplementary guidance.
The Plan was produced in a different format than previous; it does not cover all planning issues, but provides a more focused plan with
objectives on strategic issues where action is required by both the councils working together.
Supplementary guidance has a valid role in providing detail or responding to emerging issues. Under Planning etc (Scotland) Act 2006 it
can have statutory status as part of the development plan.
Rep. Number
282

14

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
The reference to monitoring of development built on land at risk of flooding is confusing; does the draft plan suggest it will be acceptable to
build on such land?
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Plan states that development of land which is at risk from flooding should be avoided expect in exceptional cases. The decision of
where exceptional cases exist is not a structure plan issues and will be decided by the local development plans. Monitoring of building on
such land is proposed to ensure that the Plan target is achieved.
Rep. Number
285

12

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
The use of the term "all developments" in the targets may mean that it is difficult to deliver development that would otherwise be acceptable,
but for example, fails to meet the carbon neutrality target . Removal of the word "all" would allow greater flexibility, whilst retaining the
principle.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The removal of the word "all" would not have the desired effect. However, the target sets a clear direction for change and will be kept under
review.
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Rep. Number
285

13

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Not sure the targets relating to renewable are achievable.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The concern raised is noted, however one of the objectives of the city region is to take a lead on the issue of sustainable development and
climate change. Scottish Government targets state that 50% of electricty needs must be met by renewable sources by 2020. The city
region target reflects both the objective to take a lead on climate change issues and the potential of the region to develop its renewable
resources.
It is recognised that the actions required to achieve this target will be significant.
Rep. Number
286

35

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
The objective here needs to be reworded as fail to see how "taking the lead in reducing the amount of carbon dioxide released into the air"
can be measured.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The objective to 'reduce the amount of carbon dioxide released into the air' can be measured by indicative indicators such as those
suggested in the monitoring section, i.e. monitoring the use of renewable energy levels and measuring the amount of CO2 released from
new developments.
"Taking the lead" is about being recognised for the actions being taken and success achieved.
Rep. Number
286

36

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
The second paragraph of the issues on p.11 is not required to tackle climate change as is suggested; instead it is best practice.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Best practice can be used to help tackle climate change. The use of design and efficient use of resources can contribute towards tackling
climate change.
Rep. Number
286

37

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
The third paragraph of the issues on p.11 needs clarity as a sequential approach should be adopted. Firstly, there should be an increase in
the supply of energy from utility companies that is generated from renewable sources; then developments should be more energy efficient
(resulting in a reduction in demand from these developments). The current wording is ambiguous and could be interpreted that there is an
automatic requirement for the use of micro-renewables in all developments.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

It is most effective to tackle both demand and supply of energy simultaneously. Although the use of micro-renewables in developments
would meet both issues stated in the Plan, however it is expected that the increasing role of renewables will come from a variety of sources
likely to include an element of micro renewables where appropriate.
Rep. Number
286

38

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
The target specifying "all new buildings to be carbon neutral by 2016" does not accord with SPP6 or PAN84; these should be reflected in
the plan. As the plan is to be reviewed every three years, it will be possible to capture any updates from the Government on the topic.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

It is not the role of this plan to replicate Government policy but to apply it at the regional level.
The targets for carbon neutrality of new builds by 2016 exceeds the Scottish Governments targets and demonstrates the City and Shire's
commitment to be an exemplar in tackling climate change issues. The target represents the importance that the Plan gives to tackling
climate change.
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Rep. Number
287

20

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Concerned about the premature introduction of local sustainable building standards that will lead to inconsistency across the country. HfS
maintain that the industry is not yet adequately experienced in the design, operation and cost issues associated with sustainable power
generation. Would also question whether the technology is sufficiently robust and cost-effective for use in large scale housing
developments. In addition we remain to be convinced on whether there is yet sufficient customer buy-in for these technologies to be used on
a significant scale in the private house building sector.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The draft plan does not propose "local sustainable building standards". What is does recognise, however, is that a significant change is
required in new development and that change needs to start now. Considerable good practice exists to build upon which may well require a
re-think of the housebuilding "model" in Scotland.
Rep. Number
287

21

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Concerned about different Council's having different standards for carbon dioxide emissions across Scotland. Would prefer changes
through Building Standards promoted by SBSA instead. This approach is backed up by the Sullivan Report. Industry wishes to make sure
that guidance is well founded and will not result in a slower planning process.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The desire for consistency across Scotland is not an excuse for delay. A lot can be done to make signficant strides towards meeting the
target and Aberdeen City and Shire want to take a lead. The approach is consistent with current Government policy and advice.
Rep. Number
291

10

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
The target to be met from renewable sources by 2020 is unrealistic unless nuclear energy is part of the equation.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The renewable target in the plan states that all the region's electricity needs will be met by renewable sources by 2020. This is viewed as
realistic given the regions renewable resources and the commitment to tacking climate change.
Rep. Number
295

2

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Insufficient data provided to determine the feasability of the targets.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Comment noted.
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Rep. Number
297

16

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
There is no evidence in the plan of urgent climate change issues or indeed in the SEA which only makes fleeting comments about the
possiblility that reduced precipitation may reduce water levels.
These issues are not identified as being a high priority and therefore it is difficult to understand how climate change will affect the region
within the plans period.
Its seems more appropriate to state the objective in terms relating to mitigation (ie as defined in the glossary "actions required to reduce
carbon dioxide and other harmful substances into the air") Otherwise the objective is empty rhetoric inserted into the plan for the purposes
of political expediency.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Promoting sustainable development was one of the key objectives of the first National Planning Framework and there is a statutory
requirement that subsequent Frameworks should contribute to sustainable development.
Research indicates that temperatures in Scotland have risen more quickly over the last four decades than at any other time since records
began and in addition areas of the country have also become much wetter. The NPF2 states "Scotland is also likely to experience increased
minimum temperatures, less snow, a rise in sea level and a loss of species and habitats" so it is important to take the urgent steps set out
in the Plan.
It is accepted that the plan is less specific about adaptation than mitigation but this will need to be addressed in the Action Programme and
first review.
Rep. Number
297

17

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
To have a target of meeting the regions electricity needs from renewables by 2020 is mere posturing, an effort to tick all the boxes.
To increase the proportion from renewables would be sensible and achievable.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan's target for all electricity needs to be met by renewables demonstrates the commitment to 'take a lead' (pg5) on tackling climate
change as stated in the vision. The target suggested would not sufficiently demonstrate this, and would not enable the city region to meet
the aim of the Scottish Government that 50% of Scottish demand for electricity should be met from renewable sources by 2020.
The increase of the target demonstrates both Aberdeen City and Shire's commitment and potential for renewable energy and will have
economic as well as environmental benefits.
Rep. Number
297

18

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
In the specific issues no mention is made of the Don or other rivers which could provide alternative sources of drinking water.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The river Dee is currently the main source of drinking water and is a resource that requires protection.
Rep. Number
297

19

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Welcome recognition that the Dee needs protection the wording of the target does not appear sufficiently robust.
This should be replaced by a target that states that the volume of water will not be increased from a baseline set at the commencement of
the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. In the absence of a clearer understanding of the scale of the issue, the target in the draft
plan is appropriate. However the Action Programme will need to highlight working in partnership with SEPA, SNH and Scottish Water
towards a long-term solution.
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Rep. Number
298

9

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
The best way to help the carbon footprint is to encourage employment in the area.
Lack of jobs in the Fraserburgh area for young people.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Locating employment close to residential areas is one important method that would help reduce the regions carbon footprint, and is an
important aspect of new development as outlined in the Accessibility Objective (pg18). In addition, economic growth to meet local needs is
an important feature of the strategy for Local Growth and Diversification areas. This issue has even greater prominence in Regeneration
Areas.
Rep. Number
299

17

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
We would like to see a statement that new house are built to last, are fit for purpose, and can be adapted to change.
There should be specific refence to the Index 21 system, or similar.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Your statement is noted. The issues highlighted are included within the plan. However, there is no need to mention specific tools such as
Index 21 as this would provide more detail than is appropriate in this plan.
Rep. Number
299

26

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Welcome the reduction of BMW but the plan does not mention how this will be done.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The structure plan does not provide the detail on how BMW will be reduced, as this will be achieved by both councils working together to
introduce appropriate solutions and guidance (as stated in the 'How to meet the targets' on pg12).
Rep. Number
302

8

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Welcome the city region taking a lead to reduce carbon emissions and face up to challenges of climate change.
Also welcome the targets of new buildings to be carbon neutral by 2016 and the city regions electricity to be met from renewables by 2020.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
302

9

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Surprised that there is no mention of carbon emissions from road and air transport.
The inclusion of targets on road transport in particular whould increase the focus on sustained investment in public transport projects.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Impoving the transport infrastructure is an important aspect of the structure plan for both ungrade of existing and new routes. Within the
plan there are various proposals such as road and rail improvments to reduce road emssions. Additionally the Accessibility objective is
promoting environmentally friendly transport, and reduce the reliance on car journeys in the city region. The plan is designed to be read as a
whole and cannot make explicit every important linkage.
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Rep. Number
307

13

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
The drive for including 'climate change' in this policy seems more of a Politically Correct move, and is an area where there is still great
debate and disagreement as to whether climate change is factual and if it is man made.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The challenges of sustainable development and climate change are some of the most serious we will face over the period covered by this
plan.
There is consensus over the importance of tacking climate change, and a key aim of the structure plan is that the city region should take a
lead in these matters.
Rep. Number
309

3

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Carbon neutral is a good idea but this has been suggested in the past but nothing ever happened.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The inclusion of targets and monitoring will help ensure that progress towards the target of carbon neutral buildings will be achieved.
Rep. Number
314

3

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Agree housing should be focussed on extending existing communities.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
314

4

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Support the objective on water conservation and would support a target on whereby all future housing should be designed to make use of
rainwater for all purposes in the house other than drinking water.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The suggested level of detail is more appropriate in the two local development plans.
Rep. Number
317

1

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Need to indicate in an overall statement how the targets are to be met, ie "For the city region's electricity needs to be met from renewable
sources by 2020"
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

It is important to set the strategic targets in the structure plan, however the main detail will be determined within the Local Development Plan
process, as the target suggests (pg12)
"Local development plans (and supplementary guidance) will identify areas or technology which can contribute to the supply of renewable
energy."
The Action Programme will outline how the plan should be implemented.
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Rep. Number
317

2

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
The structure plan should show where turbines would be acceptable and how many should be built.
If these developments are not controlled than the landscape will be littered with turbines on hill tops.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This is not a Structure Plan issue

Changes to be made

The main detail will be determined within the Local Development Plan process, as the target suggests (pg12)
"Local development plans (and supplementary guidance) will identify areas or technology which can contribute to the supply of renewable
energy."
Rep. Number
320

9

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
The Civic Forum welcomes and strongly supports the target to ensure that all new homes are carbon neutral by 2016.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
330

22

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
The Structure Plan should support a clear pathway to a lower carbon future. The Scottish Government’s 2050 target should be stated, along
with any interim target, and the regional contribution towards this should be identified.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The mitigation of climate change is an important aspect of the plan (pg11), and clear targets are set out in order to achieve a low carbon
future in the lifetime of the plan. The Scottish Governments 2050 target (50% reduction of emissions) has been taken into account when
setting the 100% target set out in the plan. In doing so the city region is taking a lead in ensuring a low carbon future. In addition the target
for carbon neutrality of new housing by 2016 is also key and again exceeds the Governments targets clearly supporting a clear pathway to a
low carbon future.
Rep. Number
330

23

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
SCDI supports the ambition for new development to use energy and water resources more efficiently. There is a need to influence design at
an early stage and drive up quality. The objective must be creating sustainable communities and not simply housing estates, and this means
not just considering the carbon footprint of new stock but locating it in areas where employment, services and amenities can be achieved by
public transport or shorter car journeys. The draft Structure Plan proposed a target of all new buildings being carbon neutral by 2016.
However, given the aforementioned problems in the housing industry it will be important that this target does not impose unrealistic burdens
which undermine its recovery and ability to meet Government targets. Even at pre-credit crunch levels of development only 2% of the
housing stock was new every year. If fewer houses are being built over the initial years of the Structure Plan, then in addressing sustainable
development and climate change, the need to focus more on energy efficiency of the existing stock will be all the greater and the planning
system will need to be more supportive of microregeneration.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
As the Plan is planning for up to 72,000 new houses over the plan period the policy of carbon neutrality has the potential to have a major
impact on reducing emissions. As suggested energy efficiency in existing building is important, however the structure plan is not the best
tool to facilitate this policy goal.
The target will be reviewed when the plan is reviewed to take account of the situation at that time.

23 February 2009

Page 200 of 420

Rep. Number
330

24

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
The identification of areas or technology which can contribute to the supply of renewable energy is welcome. The draft Structure Plan also
proposes a target: For the city region’s electricity needs to be met from renewable sources by 2020. SCDI can see the merit in setting a
target to increase renewable energy in the city region, but questions the value of this target. Even with substantial growth in renewable
electricity, the fact is that the majority of the city region’s energy need, particularly heating and transport, will continue to be met be oil and
gas.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The target is for electricity need to be met 100% from renewables. The wider energy use of the region will as suggested continue to be
dominated by oil/gas. Targets in the Plan can help to reduce the current levels of use such as increasing energy efficient building
standards, and the accessibility goals, which seek to reduce the need to travel and encourage walking, cycling and public transport.
Rep. Number
330

26

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
While accepting that the proposed renewable energy target is notional, SCDI also consider that it is somewhat unclear and misleading.
There does not appear to be a baseline figure for generation in the region. Renewable sources are intermittent and it is not stated whether
the target is for installed capacity or actual generation.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

The target is not 'notional', however clarification is needed of current level of renewables, and whether the target is installed capacity or
actual generation. This will be addressed through the Action Programme.
Rep. Number
330

30

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
SCDI recognizes the intent behind the City’s greenbelt and believe that the most important areas should be preserved. But it does not
regard the greenbelt as supporting the sustainable of the City or the environment when residential, business and retail development is
simply forced to a ring outside it, and travel distances to the City Centre are increased. SCDI welcomes the review of the greenbelt as part
of the local development plan processes.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
332

4

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
We make broader comments on statistics later but we would point out that the importance of redevelopment of commercial premises should
be factored into the plan. Increasing demands for more energy efficient buildings and the position of possible new Scottish Government
Regulations on existing commercial property stock may make this imperative. It could be that a high replacement rate of commercial
buildings will be necessary in the early years of the plan and whilst this may be for the purpose of meeting wider policy goals than economic
growth government policies to reduce carbon emissions may impact relocation or accommodation strategies.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Commercial re-development on brownfield sites will be important, and as with building on greenfield sites the developments will be subject
to the same building standards and energy efficiency targets, depending on the level of rebuilding carried out.
Rep. Number
334

17

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Sustainable development and climate change needs to be addressed throughout the Shire environment, where natural resources are reality
available.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The plan advocates a city region wide approach to tackling the issue of sustainable development and climate change.
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Rep. Number
335

4

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Guidance should be given to Local plan in quantifying the area needed to achieve the supply of renewable energy envisaged by the plan.
This should be out in terms if the output of renewable energy technologies and land area required for the establishment of sustainable wood
fuel production.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. The Action Programme will set out what
needs to be done to implement the plan.
Rep. Number
347

5

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
I also wish to comment on the statement that for all housing developments over 1 hectare to have no less than 30 dwellings per hectare.
This is simply overdevelopment and far too prespective.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

This is to encourage better layouts with a variety of house types. It is in accordance with SPP3 Planning for Homes where it states "higher
densities more appropriate in the most central and accessible locations." This density is specifically aimed at SGAs and uses the word
generally because in some circumstances it may not be appropriate. It is also only for sites of over a hectare.
Rep. Number
348

3

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
I would like to hope we could see a new village community developed. Any other development should look at quality of life and people
interacting and living in distances to local amenities that are walkable.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted. It is a Objective of the Plan to 'make sure that all new developments contribute towards reducing the need to travel and encourage
people to walk, cycle or use public transport by making these attractive choices' (pg18).
Rep. Number
350

14

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
The plan contradicts itself in relation to protection of the environment. It forces increased travel to work since the jobs will be concentrated in
three corridors.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The 3 corridors identified in the spatial strategy represent area where the majority of development (both residential and commercial) will be
encouraged. The clear linkages between the two landuses re-enforces the Plan's commitment to the environment, especially when read in
conjunction with the Objective of Accessibility (pg18) which is;
"To make sure that all new developments contribute towards reducing the need to travel and encourage people to walk, cycle or use public
transport by making these attractive choices."
Rep. Number
350

15

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
We need a stable workforce to be able to develop our economy yet no provisions are mentioned to provide much needed affordable housing
and good services to retain the workforce.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

It is agreed that a stable workforce is need to be able to develop our economy, and the provision of affordable housing is of great
importance. The Objective on Sustainable Mixed Communities has a target to ensure that;
"new housing meets the needs of the whole community by providing at least 25% of affordable housing"
The plan also recognises the importance of service provision.
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Rep. Number
375

5

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
The target of generating the regions electricity entirely from renewables by 2020 is, even to a layman, pie in the sky.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan's target for all electricity needs to be met by renewables demonstrates the commitment to 'take a lead' (pg5) on tackling climate
change as stated in the vision.
The increase of the target demonstrates both Aberdeen City and Shire's commitment and potential for renewable energy.
Rep. Number
397

16

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Questioned the appropriateness of targets against the SMART criteria:
Page 11. "All new buildings to be carbon neutral by 2016."
Questioned the achievability since the only truly carbon-neutral buildings in the UK at present are exotic experimental ones.
Page 11. "region’s electricity needs to be met from renewable sources by 2020."
Questioned whether this laudable objective is realistic since, short of covering the entire region in wind turbines (which would hardly
preserve our natural assets in terms of landscape), enough electricity could probably not be generated in the region. This objective therefore
assumes that other regions will make available sufficient power from renewable sources, but other regions’ decisions are not within the
control of the structure plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The target for all new buildings to be carbon neutral by 2016 is supported by both the Sullivan report (2007) A Low Carbon Building
Standards Strategy For Scotland, and SPP6, and demonstrates the councils and the Scottish Governments commitment to sustainable
development. The target for carbon neutrality of new buildings by 2016 is an ambitious target, but one that is required to meet the city region
objective to take a lead on reducing CO2 emissions. As 2016 approaches, significant design improvements will have been achieved.
Aberdeen City and the Shire region is well placed to harness the renewable resources through both onsite generation and larger scale
electricity generation. There are a variety of technologies that can be used in addition to wind energy, such as micro hydro and biomass. It is
anticapted that the city region has sufficient renewable resources to produce 100% of electricity needs by 2020, especially when measures
are viewed in totality with energy effieciency targets.
Rep. Number
397

29

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Page 11. "To avoid developments .. at risk from flooding .. except in exceptional circumstances". The last phrase is not only tautological
("except for exceptions"), but it is surely not realistic under any circumstance to build where there is a risk of flooding, especially in light of
events of the past two summers in many parts of the UK.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

In areas at risk from flooding there may be exceptional cases where development is appropriate. In the event of such a development it is
important that a pro-active approach to the provision of flood prevention measures in line with SPP7 are used.
Rep. Number
403

5

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Welcome the proposal for sustainable development and climate change, but the section on how to meet the targets relies on future
guidance being provided.
This is a structure plan and therefore requires to give strategic guidance for the area as a whole. Much more could be said about renewable
energy and wind farms in particular.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The new format of structure plan is designed to deal with strategic cross-boundary issues. Windfarms are unlikely to be one of these issues.
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Rep. Number
407

2

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
- Target for BMW diversion from landfill should be the EC Landfill Directive target of 35 percent of 1995 levels by 2020 or another
percentage figure rather than a tonnage?. This is more responsive to increases in gross tonnage over the coming years.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

The EU Landfill Directive is one of the key drivers behind the National Waste Strategy: Scotland. The Directive imposes environmental and
standards for landfills across Europe, the amount of BMW allowed to landfill will be 35% the baseline level of 1995. The 54,000 tonnes is
35% of the 1995 level that the area is aiming for (see 3.5.7 Aberdeen City and Shire Structure Plan: Report of Survey) .
Rep. Number
407

5

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
- The Plan needs to say something about the requirement for an Energy from Waste Plant in the region. This is in the Area Waste Plan and
there is general acknowledgement that there will have to be one if the required diversion from landfill is to be achieved
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

It is not the role of the structure plan to set waste management strategy. In the absence of a clear strategy the plan identifies supplementary
planning guidance as appropriate.
Rep. Number
407

6

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
- How to meet targets, and the targets, in this section should make reference to the requirements of SPP6 and PAN84 - ie on low or zero
carbon equipment required for all new devt over 500 sq.m gfa .This can be measured through relevant planning approvals.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Is is not the role of the structure plan to repeat Scottish Government policy or advice.
Rep. Number
407

7

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Tree planting and creation of community woodlands potentially has a major role to play both in terms of reducing carbon emissions and of
Quality of the Environment (improving natural heritage assets), recreation and in creating Sustainable Communities. Need targets for
woodland creation linked to the aims and actions in the Forest and Woodland Strategy for Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire 2005. PAN 84
requirements potentially results in substantial payments that would have to be reserved for woodland planting to help to meet any targets
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The potential role of trees and woodlands are recognised. However, the proposed level of detail is not appropriate to this plan.
Rep. Number
411

20

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Target to reduce landfill waste from 136,000 tonnes to 54,000 tonnes can not be a stand alone target.
There need to be targets to have worm farms to recycle waste food. The City/Shire should have local authority owned waste recovery plants
to examine and recover more recyclable products from household waste prior to going to landfill.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

It is agreed that targets for the landfill of waste cannot stand in isolation from a more comprehensive strategy. However that strategy is a
waste management strategy rather than the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
425

6

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Recognition of climate change and environmental concerns are admirable however the draft structure plan fails to repeat or highlight the real
concerns found in the environmental reports negative findings which are significant.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The origins of the 'environmental report' are unknown?
The Plan was produced in a different format than previous plans; it does not cover all planning issues, but provides a more focused plan
with objectives on strategic issues where action is required by both the councils working together.
Rep. Number
426

30

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
The government’s most optimistic and ambitious figures on renewable energy doesn’t come near the structure plans targets.
What is so courageous about the promotion of a gradual move to carbon neutral?
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan's target for all electricity needs to be met by renewables demonstrates the commitment to 'take a lead' (pg5) on tackling climate
change as stated in the vision.
The target demonstrates both Aberdeen City and Shire's region's commitment and potential for renewable.
The target for all new buildings to be carbon neutral by 2016 is supported by both the Sullivan report (2007) A Low Carbon Building
Standards Strategy For Scotland, and SPP6, and demonstrates the councils and the Scottish Governments commitment to sustainable
development. The target for carbon neutrality of new buildings by 2016 is an ambitious target, but one that is required to meet the city region
objective to take a lead on reducing CO2 emissions.
Rep. Number
439

3

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
More trees should be planted in the North East to help in the fight on climate change.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This is not a Structure Plan issue

Changes to be made

The plan tries not to address issues that are neither strategic, nor cross-boundary. This in no way is a reflection on the importance of any
particular industry or environmental benefit, but an attempt to keep this new-style plan as concise as possible.
Rep. Number
440

4

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
There should be no more abstraction rates from River Dee/Deveron before holding dams/reservoirs are constructed. Should consider
recycling water from sewage.
People should be educated the rural population on the use of chemicals in drains.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

This issue of water abstraction is at present being considered by Scottish Water, SEPA, SNH and other stakeholders. There is currently
permission to abstract a certain level of water from the Dee and Devron. However this plan is moving towards the changes that are
required ie water saving technologies. Agree that there is definately the need to reuse water more and this is addressed in the plan.
Further guidance on this aspect will come forward through the policies in the Local Development Plans, Supplementary Guidance and
Government policy.
The use of chemicals in drains is not a structure plan issue.

23 February 2009

Page 205 of 420

Rep. Number
443

3

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Aim of achieving sustainable development is laudable. However, the plan contains very little substance regarding how this will be achieved
and refers to LDP's or SPG's for much of this. Water, energy supply and waste management are already critical services, need a coherent
plan for where and how these will be delivered before further development proceeds.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Plan was produced in a different format than previous; it does not cover all planning issues, but provides a more focused plan with
objectives on strategic issues where action is required by both the councils working together. An action programme will set out the detil of
implementation.
As indicated the main detail will be determined within the Local Development Plan process, and in further guidance.
Rep. Number
450

4

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Target 2 for the regions electricity to come from renewable sources by 2020. Electricity only represents a small proportion of energy use
what targets are being set energy used in heating, production and transport?
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Replacing non-renewable sources of electricity is as suggested only part of what is needed to tackle climate change. Wider energy use will
as suggested continue to come from non-renewables, however other targets (outwith the Sustainable development section) in the Plan can
help to reduce the current levels of use such as building standards, and the accessibility goals.
Reducing energy consumption involves the interaction of various other strategies outwith the structure plan.
Rep. Number
450

5

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
The paragraph at the bottom of column 1 fails to address the serious inadequacies in the area’s water supply infrastructures. The area
lacks the possibility to impound water and relies upon abstracting water from the River Dee irrespective of river flow. Abstraction most
damaging to ecology and decrease water quality, the decreased area of river bed can decrease the numbers of migratory fish.
Must limit abstraction to 10% the infrastructure to support this will take time to develop suggests target of 2025, The target on page 11 of
avoiding the licensed quantity of water that Scottish Water (SW) can abstract form the Dee is unacceptably unambitious. SW licensed to
abstract 149.546 Mlitres/day but actual use is 105Mlitres/day. A rise to licensed levels would raise abstraction 45% thus failing to address
the issue of sustainable development in the light of climate change.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The issue of water abstraction is at present being considered by Scottish Water, SEPA, SNH and other stakeholders. There is currently
permission from SEPA to abstract a certain level of water from the Dee. It is agreed that this issue needs to be addressed but the Structure
Plan is not the mechanism to achieve this. This needs to be decided between the bodies mentioned above. The structure plan will have a
role in planning for the implications of that decision.
Rep. Number
458

7

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Support localised responses under 'How to meet the targets'. However issues such as heating and energy etc can only be addressed
through long-term holistic plans drawn up by each community. Need for greater development contributions delivered through long-term
master plans and in areas where demand for development is sufficient. Targets balanced against affordable housing, transport,
infrastructure and community facilities.
Timber not mentioned in the plan - its use should be encouraged in construction and the production of heat and energy.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The main detail will be determined through the Local Development Plan process, within which there will be extensive community
involvement and consultation.
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Rep. Number
462

6

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Belies the section title is too ambitious and the plan does not in any way seek to address the global problem of climate change. Plans need
to be put in place for waste treatment plants and incinerators. Better planning required for waste disposal.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Plan seeks to reduce the level of emissions and resources used within the city region, thus by starting to addressing problems of
sustainable development and climate change at a level where the two councils have control and can have a major impact.
As suggested in the 'How to meet targets' section the detail of waste management solutions will be determined within the Local
Development Plan process and in other guidance.
Rep. Number
465

10

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
TSC8 - Surprised that there is no mention of transportation in the 'sustainable development and climate change' section, given the
contribution that this sector makes to carbon emissions and planning authorities key role in transport planning and provision.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Sustainable development is at the centre of the city regions vision. It is vital to recognise the links between the different parts of the plan,
this has been highlighted by not dividing the plan into topic-based chapters but by recognising that individual topics (such as sustainable
development) as suggested relate to a number (if not all) of the objectives.
This can be seen in other objectives such as Accessibility which plans to 'To make sure that all new developments contribute towards
reducing the need to travel and encourage people to walk, cycle or use public transport by making these attractive choices.'
Rep. Number
469

7

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Do not disagree with the intentions of this objective, the objective, issues and targets need to go further and in some cases are contradicted
by other aspects of development in the area. For example, in connection with climate change, the stated intentions here are entirely different
from where resources are being directed, namely to the AWPR.
A target to reduce per capita CO2 emissions should be included here.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Meeting both sustainable development and other objectives of the Plan need not be mutually exclusive. However, ir is recognised that the
aim of the plan may sometimes be in conflict. Decisions are required which address this.
A per capita CO2 target is not a structure plan issue.
Rep. Number
469

8

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Flooding and the River Dee are the only substantial land use related environmental issue mentioned in this section. There should be some
clear strategic direction here towards positive management of flooding through flood plain restoration, but more importantly there should be
mention in the context of sustainable development of the need to avoid loss of 'critical natural capital' in the form of natural habitats and
associated biodiversity and a commitment made to their restoration. There should be specific targets and monitoring actions for this as
development cannot be judged as sustainable if such losses are occurring. There should be cross-reference to the 'quality of the
environment' objective.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Several targets within this objective have a land use implication; waste, energy generation, use of flood plains etc. The SEA that has been
undertaken has highlighted a small number of changes and an Appropriate Assessment will also be completed. The plan aims to be short
and focused and therefore the amount of information included must be carefully monitored, this is not intended to diminish the importance
of such issues, but some issues are better dealt with by other plans and strategies. The plan must also be read as a whole and not as
thematic sections.
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Rep. Number
476

7

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Sustainable development and climate change are likely to assume significance at the national and international level. There is an opportunity
for Aberdeen to take a leading role in CO2 and energy reduction based on the local expertise in the energy industry. New developments
within the Energetica corridor should be exemplars in the most efficient use of energy and adoption of renewable technology.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Your point is noted.
Rep. Number
479

16

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Welcome the targets in this section, but would recommend that in line with the mention of water saving technology, the plan should require
the use of domestic, local and district scale heating and power generation to support making all new buildings carbon neutral by 2016.
Disappointed that the plan gives no indication of where larger scale renewable schemes could be located, particularly in relation to the CNP
and peatlands. It would be useful to explain why the River Dee is designated as a SAC and what the implications are in terms of appropriate
assessment.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The local development plan will promote measures to ensure all new buildings carbon neutral by 2016, and to identify areas or technology
which can contribute to the supply of renewable energy. The absence of such information in the structure plan is not due to the lack of
importance of the issues, rather an attempt to keep this new-style plan as concise as possible. An ammendment to the plan will be
proposed to deal with the heat issue. The detail requested in relation to the Dee is not appropriate in the structure plan.
Rep. Number
479

17

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
Disappointed that the plan does not provide any guidance on the scale, nature and location of landfill and other forms of waste disposal.
There is also no promotion of new enterprises to re-use or recycle waste in order to help reduce the disposal of waste. Given these would
serve the whole region, we would expect such provision to be in the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan tries not to involve itself with issues that are neither strategic, nor cross-boundary. This in no way is a reflection on the importance
of any particular industry or environmental benefit, but an attempt to keep this new-style plan as concise as possible. However, more
detailed information will be provided from supplementary guidance and as a result of the two councils identifying appropriate solutions.
Rep. Number
480

5

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Development-Climate Change)

Summary
SEPA objects to the Draft Structure Plan as it does not provide clear guidance on existing flood risk and the location of new development
and civil infrastructure in relation to land identified at risk of flooding. SEPA would withdraw its objection if the text is amended as outlined
above.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Amendments have been proposed in discussion with SEPA and it is understood that these address their concerns.
Rep. Number
184

2

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Support the population growth objective and the targets on page 13 on housebuilding numbers.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
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Rep. Number
185

2

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Support the population growth objective and the targets on page 13 on house building numbers.
Regards should also be had to existing settlements and whether there is potential to maintain and expand these facilities.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Allocation to specific settlements will be determined through the Local Development Plan process.
Rep. Number
186

2

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Supportive of proposal on population growth and targets to built 2,500 new homes each year by 2014 and at least 3,000 by 2020.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
189

6

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Need to update the Strategic Forecasts to reflect more recent national projections.
Sufficient land should be allocated to meet the GRO recent projections of a population of 500,000 by 2031. Increased population equals
increased people so an increased housing requirement. Need to increase the allocations.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan provides significant opportunities for development early in the plan period. This will be able to accommodate a range of
growth scenarios prepared by the councils. Although the GRO(S) high migration scenarios is higher than the most optimistic of the three
forecast scenario prepared by the councils, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic Planning Committee, in January 2008, agreed that the
GRO(S) projection did not invalidate the AC & S forecasts.
The plan will be replaced with a strategic development plan within five years and the opportunity will be taken at that point to re-access
progress.
Rep. Number
190

7

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Need to update the Strategic Forecasts to reflect more recent national projections.
Sufficient land should be allocated to meet the GROS recent projections of a population of 500,000 by 2031. Increased population equals
increased people so an increased housing requirement. Need to increase the allocations.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. It is a key aim of the recent planning
reforms (2006) to facilitate a swifter planning process, however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date
development plans. An annual target of 2,500 new houses by 2014 is outlined in the plan, with this increasing to 3,000 by 2020.
SPG will undoubtedly have a more significant role to play and this is recognised in the draft plan.
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Rep. Number
193

6

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Need to update the Strategic Forecasts to reflect more recent national projections.
Sufficient land should be allocated to meet the GRO recent projections of a population of 500,000 by 2031. Increased population equals
increased people so an increased housing requirement. Need to increase the allocations.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan provides significant opportunities for development early in the plan period. This will be able to accommodate a range of
growth scenarios prepared by the councils. Although the GRO(S) high migration scenarios is higher than the most optimistic of the three
forecast scenario prepared by the councils, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic Planning Committee, in January 2008, agreed that the
GRO(S) projection did not invalidate the AC & S forecasts.
The plan will be replaced with a strategic development plan within five years and the opportunity will be taken at that point to re-access
progress.
Rep. Number
197

13

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Welcome this objective, this requires land to be made available for housing as quickly as possible at the start of the plan period. The
University can assist with this.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The identification of land for development will be done through the local development plan process in both Aberdeen City and
Aberdeenshire.
Rep. Number
197

15

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Support the strategy for growth and targets for population growth in particular. However, development land needs to come forward timeously
to meet these requirements; the University can contribute to this. The University population accounts for about 10% of that of the City and if
graduates can be encouraged to stay this would help counteract adverse demographics.
Incentives for engagement between the University and business need to be improved. The University can therefore support the strategy
through working with local planning authorities to ensure that employment opportunities are available to enable graduates to remain in
Scotland. This would be a significant step in growing the population.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
Some of these issues can appropriately be dealt with in the subsequent Action Programme.
Rep. Number
205

9

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Welcome the aspiration to promote population growth, but as previously stated, remain concerned about the lack of clarity on its distribution.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Given the focus of this plan on issues which Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire councils need to work on jointly it cannot provide the level of
detail sought.
Rep. Number
205

15

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Note the reference to the use of CPO powers and welcome this. However, would ask that the wording of this bullet is amended to read
"..commercial, health and community service uses and providing the necessary physical infrastructure".
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The term 'infrastructure' is included in the glossary and includes the elements proposed. There is no need to go into the proposed level of
detail here.
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Rep. Number
206

5

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Support this objective to increase the population. For this to happen the number of houses built each year will have to increase. However,
sufficient land will have to be released and planning permissions granted more quickly. Believe that greater use of SPG will be required to
release land, particularly if a five year supply is to be maintained.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. It is a key aim of the recent planning
reforms (2006) to facilitate a swifter planning process, however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date
development plans. An annual target of 2,500 new houses by 2014 is outlined in the plan, with this increasing to 3,000 by 2020.
SPG will undoubtedly have a more significant role to play and this is recognised in the draft plan.
Rep. Number
207

5

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Support this objective to increase the population. For this to happen the number of houses built each year will have to increase. However,
sufficient land will have to be released and planning permissions granted more quickly. Believe that greater use of SPP15 will be required to
release land, particularly if a five year supply is to be maintained.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. It is a key aim of the recent planning
reforms (2006) to facilitate a swifter planning process, however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date
development plans. An annual target of 2,500 new houses by 2014 is outlined in the plan, with this increasing to 3,000 by 2020.
SPG will undoubtedly have a more significant role to play and this is recognised in the draft plan.
Rep. Number
208

5

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Support this objective to increase the population. For this to happen the number of houses built each year will have to increase. However,
sufficient land will have to be released and planning permissions granted more quickly. Believe that greater use of SPP15 will be required to
release land, particularly if a five year supply is to be maintained.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. It is a key aim of the recent planning
reforms (2006) to facilitate a swifter planning process, however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date
development plans. An annual target of 2,500 new houses by 2014 is outlined in the plan, with this increasing to 3,000 by 2020.
SPG will undoubtedly have a more significant role to play and this is recognised in the draft plan.
Rep. Number
209

5

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Support this objective to increase the population. For this to happen the number of houses built each year will have to increase. However,
sufficient land will have to be released and planning permissions granted more quickly. Believe that greater use of SPG will be required to
release land, particularly if a five year supply is to be maintained.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. It is a key aim of the recent planning
reforms (2006) to facilitate a swifter planning process, however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date
development plans. An annual target of 2,500 new houses by 2014 is outlined in the plan, with this increasing to 3,000 by 2020.
SPG will undoubtedly have a more significant role to play and this is recognised in the draft plan.

23 February 2009

Page 211 of 420

Rep. Number
210

5

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Support this objective to increase the population. For this to happen the number of houses built each year will have to increase. However,
sufficient land will have to be released and planning permissions granted more quickly.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. It is a key aim of the recent planning
reforms (2006) to facilitate a swifter planning process, however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date
development plans. An annual target of 2,500 new houses by 2014 is outlined in the plan, with this increasing to 3,000 by 2020.
SPG will undoubtedly have a more significant role to play and this is recognised in the draft plan.
Rep. Number
211

5

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Support this objective to increase the population. For this to happen the number of houses built each year will have to increase. However,
sufficient land will have to be released and planning permissions granted more quickly.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. It is a key aim of the recent planning
reforms (2006) to facilitate a swifter planning process, however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date
development plans. An annual target of 2,500 new houses by 2014 is outlined in the plan, with this increasing to 3,000 by 2020.
SPG will undoubtedly have a more significant role to play and this is recognised in the draft plan.
Rep. Number
212

5

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Support this objective to increase the population. For this to happen the number of houses built each year will have to increase. However,
sufficient land will have to be released and planning permissions granted more quickly.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. It is a key aim of the recent planning
reforms (2006) to facilitate a swifter planning process, however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date
development plans. An annual target of 2,500 new houses by 2014 is outlined in the plan, with this increasing to 3,000 by 2020.
SPG will undoubtedly have a more significant role to play and this is recognised in the draft plan.
Rep. Number
213

6

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Support this objective to increase the population. For this to happen the number of houses built each year will have to increase. However,
sufficient land will have to be released and planning permissions granted more quickly. Research in Peterhead area has indicated a major
issue with housing need and demand and it is requested that a long term / phasing approach to allocations be encouraged through the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. It is a key aim of the recent planning
reforms (2006) to facilitate a swifter planning process, however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date
development plans. An annual target of 2,500 new houses by 2014 is outlined in the plan, with this increasing to 3,000 by 2020.
SPG will undoubtedly have a more significant role to play and this is recognised in the draft plan.
It is agreed that the issue of phasing should be raised more explicitly, but the plan does present a long-term approach.
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Rep. Number
214

5

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Support this objective to increase the population. For this to happen the number of houses built each year will have to increase. However,
sufficient land will have to be released and planning permissions granted more quickly.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. It is a key aim of the recent planning
reforms (2006) to facilitate a swifter planning process, however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date
development plans. An annual target of 2,500 new houses by 2014 is outlined in the plan, with this increasing to 3,000 by 2020.
SPG will undoubtedly have a more significant role to play and this is recognised in the draft plan.
Rep. Number
215

6

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Support this objective to increase the population. For this to happen the number of houses built each year will have to increase. However,
sufficient land will have to be released and planning permissions granted more quickly.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. It is a key aim of the recent planning
reforms (2006) to facilitate a swifter planning process, however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date
development plans. An annual target of 2,500 new houses by 2014 is outlined in the plan, with this increasing to 3,000 by 2020.
SPG will undoubtedly have a more significant role to play and this is recognised in the draft plan.
Rep. Number
217

6

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Support this objective to increase the population. For this to happen the number of houses built each year will have to increase. However,
sufficient land will have to be released and planning permissions granted more quickly.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. It is a key aim of the recent planning
reforms (2006) to facilitate a swifter planning process, however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date
development plans. An annual target of 2,500 new houses by 2014 is outlined in the plan, with this increasing to 3,000 by 2020.
SPG will undoubtedly have a more significant role to play and this is recognised in the draft plan.
Rep. Number
218

6

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Support this objective to increase the population. For this to happen the number of houses built each year will have to increase. However,
sufficient land will have to be released and planning permissions granted more quickly.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. It is a key aim of the recent planning
reforms (2006) to facilitate a swifter planning process, however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date
development plans. An annual target of 2,500 new houses by 2014 is outlined in the plan, with this increasing to 3,000 by 2020.
SPG will undoubtedly have a more significant role to play and this is recognised in the draft plan.
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Rep. Number
220

5

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Support this objective to increase the population. For this to happen the number of houses built each year will have to increase. However,
sufficient land will have to be released and planning permissions granted more quickly.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. It is a key aim of the recent planning
reforms (2006) to facilitate a swifter planning process, however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date
development plans. An annual target of 2,500 new houses by 2014 is outlined in the plan, with this increasing to 3,000 by 2020.
SPG will undoubtedly have a more significant role to play and this is recognised in the draft plan.
Rep. Number
221

5

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Support this objective to increase the population. For this to happen the number of houses built each year will have to increase. However,
sufficient land will have to be released and planning permissions granted more quickly.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. It is a key aim of the recent planning
reforms (2006) to facilitate a swifter planning process, however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date
development plans. An annual target of 2,500 new houses by 2014 is outlined in the plan, with this increasing to 3,000 by 2020.
SPG will undoubtedly have a more significant role to play and this is recognised in the draft plan.
Rep. Number
222

5

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Support this objective to increase the population. For this to happen the number of houses built each year will have to increase. However,
sufficient land will have to be released and planning permissions granted more quickly.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. It is a key aim of the recent planning
reforms (2006) to facilitate a swifter planning process, however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date
development plans. An annual target of 2,500 new houses by 2014 is outlined in the plan, with this increasing to 3,000 by 2020.
SPG will undoubtedly have a more significant role to play and this is recognised in the draft plan.
Rep. Number
223

5

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Support this objective to increase the population. For this to happen the number of houses built each year will have to increase. However,
sufficient land will have to be released and planning permissions granted more quickly.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. It is a key aim of the recent planning
reforms (2006) to facilitate a swifter planning process, however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date
development plans. An annual target of 2,500 new houses by 2014 is outlined in the plan, with this increasing to 3,000 by 2020.
SPG will undoubtedly have a more significant role to play and this is recognised in the draft plan.
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Rep. Number
224

5

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Support this objective to increase the population. For this to happen the number of houses built each year will have to increase. However,
sufficient land will have to be released and planning permissions granted more quickly.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. It is a key aim of the recent planning
reforms (2006) to facilitate a swifter planning process, however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date
development plans. An annual target of 2,500 new houses by 2014 is outlined in the plan, with this increasing to 3,000 by 2020.
SPG will undoubtedly have a more significant role to play and this is recognised in the draft plan.
Rep. Number
225

5

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Support this objective to increase the population. For this to happen the number of houses built each year will have to increase. However,
sufficient land will have to be released and planning permissions granted more quickly.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. It is a key aim of the recent planning
reforms (2006) to facilitate a swifter planning process, however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date
development plans. An annual target of 2,500 new houses by 2014 is outlined in the plan, with this increasing to 3,000 by 2020.
SPG will undoubtedly have a more significant role to play and this is recognised in the draft plan.
Rep. Number
226

6

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Support this objective to increase the population. For this to happen the number of houses built each year will have to increase. However,
sufficient land will have to be released and planning permissions granted more quickly.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. It is a key aim of the recent planning
reforms (2006) to facilitate a swifter planning process, however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date
development plans. An annual target of 2,500 new houses by 2014 is outlined in the plan, with this increasing to 3,000 by 2020.
SPG will undoubtedly have a more significant role to play and this is recognised in the draft plan.
Rep. Number
227

6

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Support this objective to increase the population. For this to happen the number of houses built each year will have to increase. However,
sufficient land will have to be released and planning permissions granted more quickly.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. It is a key aim of the recent planning
reforms (2006) to facilitate a swifter planning process, however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date
development plans. An annual target of 2,500 new houses by 2014 is outlined in the plan, with this increasing to 3,000 by 2020.
SPG will undoubtedly have a more significant role to play and this is recognised in the draft plan.
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Rep. Number
228

6

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Support this objective to increase the population. For this to happen the number of houses built each year will have to increase. However,
sufficient land will have to be released and planning permissions granted more quickly.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. It is a key aim of the recent planning
reforms (2006) to facilitate a swifter planning process, however this relies to a large extent on quality applications and up-to-date
development plans. An annual target of 2,500 new houses by 2014 is outlined in the plan, with this increasing to 3,000 by 2020.
SPG will undoubtedly have a more significant role to play and this is recognised in the draft plan.
Rep. Number
230

7

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Support the objective of increasing the population of the City region. The building rates of new homes are also welcomed. However, the
relevant local plans will have to be progressed faster than in the past, especially through the inquiry phase.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
It is a key aim of the recent planning reforms to facilitate a swifter planning process. The new system changes the whole system , including
the inquiry (examination) process.
Rep. Number
231

7

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Support the objective of increasing the population of the City region. The building rates of new homes are also welcomed. However, the
relevant local plans will have to be progressed faster than in the past, especially through the inquiry phase.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
It is a key aim of the recent planning reforms to facilitate a swifter planning process. The new system changes the whole system , including
the inquiry (examination) process.
Rep. Number
232

7

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Support the objective of increasing the population of the City region. The building rates of new homes are also welcomed. However, the
relevant local plans will have to be progressed faster than in the past, especially through the inquiry phase. Demographic expansion must go
hand-in-hand with growth in employment opportunities and that requires just as much proactive and positive intervention as the residential
sector, if not more.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
It is a key aim of the recent planning reforms to facilitate a swifter planning process. The new system changes the whole system , including
the inquiry (examination) process.
Rep. Number
236

8

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Support the objective of increasing the population of the City region. The building rates of new homes are also welcomed. However, the
relevant local plans will have to be progressed faster than in the past, especially through the inquiry phase.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
It is a key aim of the recent planning reforms to facilitate a swifter planning process. The new system changes the whole system , including
the inquiry (examination) process.
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Rep. Number
237

9

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Support the objective of increasing the population of the City region. The building rates of new homes are also welcomed. However, the
relevant local plans will have to be progressed faster than in the past.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
It is a key aim of the recent planning reforms to facilitate a swifter planning process. The new system changes the whole system , including
the inquiry (examination) process.
Rep. Number
238

6

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Support the objective of increasing the population of the City region. The building rates of new homes are also welcomed. However, the
relevant local plans will have to be progressed faster than in the past.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
It is a key aim of the recent planning reforms to facilitate a swifter planning process. The new system changes the whole system , including
the inquiry (examination) process.
Rep. Number
239

8

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Support the objective of increasing the population of the City region. The building rates of new homes are also welcomed. However, the
relevant local plans will have to be progressed faster than in the past.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
It is a key aim of the recent planning reforms to facilitate a swifter planning process. The new system changes the whole system , including
the inquiry (examination) process.
Rep. Number
240

6

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Support the objective of increasing the population of the City region. The building rates of new homes are also welcomed. However, the
relevant local plans will have to be progressed faster than in the past.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
It is a key aim of the recent planning reforms to facilitate a swifter planning process. The new system changes the whole system , including
the inquiry (examination) process.
Rep. Number
241

6

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Support the objective of increasing the population of the City region. The building rates of new homes are also welcomed. However, the
relevant local plans will have to be progressed faster than in the past.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
It is a key aim of the recent planning reforms to facilitate a swifter planning process. The new system changes the whole system , including
the inquiry (examination) process.
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Rep. Number
243

10

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Support the objective of increasing the population of the City region. The building rates of new homes are also welcomed. However, the
relevant local plans will have to be progressed faster than in the past, especially through their decision phases.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
It is a key aim of the recent planning reforms to facilitate a swifter planning process. The new system changes the whole system , including
the inquiry (examination) process.
Rep. Number
247

5

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
The adoption of a high growth scenario is supported and provides the best possible opportunity to achieve the Governments desire to
increase the rate of new supply to at least 35,000 houses per year. We feel that in order to allow for growth and not stifle it through under
provisions this is an appropriate approach to adopt.
We believe the targets are SMART and will contribute significantly to achieving the vision.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
248

5

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
The adoption of a high growth scenario is supported and provides the best possible opportunity to achieve the Governments desire to
increase the rate of new supply to at least 35,000 houses per year. We feel that in order to allow for growth and not stifle it through under
provisions this is an appropriate approach to adopt.
We believe the targets are SMART and will contribute significantly to achieving the vision.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
249

5

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
The adoption of a high growth scenario is supported and provides the best possible opportunity to achieve the Governments desire to
increase the rate of new supply to at least 35,000 houses per year. We feel that in order to allow for growth and not stifle it through under
provisions this is an appropriate approach to adopt.
We believe the targets are SMART and will contribute significantly to achieving the vision.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
250

5

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
The adoption of a high growth scenario is supported and provides the best possible opportunity to achieve the Governments desire to
increase the rate of new supply to at least 35,000 houses per year. We feel that in order to allow for growth and not stifle it through under
provisions this is an appropriate approach to adopt.
We believe the targets are SMART and will contribute significantly to achieving the vision.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
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Rep. Number
251

5

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
The adoption of a high growth scenario is supported and provides the best possible opportunity to achieve the Governments desire to
increase the rate of new supply to at least 35,000 houses per year. We feel that in order to allow for growth and not stifle it through under
provisions this is an appropriate approach to adopt.
We believe the targets are SMART and will contribute significantly to achieving the vision.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
252

5

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
The adoption of a high growth scenario is supported and provides the best possible opportunity to achieve the Governments desire to
increase the rate of new supply to at least 35,000 houses per year. We feel that in order to allow for growth and not stifle it through under
provisions this is an appropriate approach to adopt.
We believe the targets are SMART and will contribute significantly to achieving the vision.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
254

4

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
New development and growth however is underpinned by the population growth assumptions and the spatial distribution of strategic
allocations. The plans objective of seeking to grow the City and Shire’s population by 40,000 to 480,000 persons by 2031 is supported.
However the latest population projections suggest that the area’s population will be a further 20,000 more than the Plan’s present
predictions. This will necessitate a review of the proposed targets in a finalized version of the Plan and an associated review of the strategic
housing land allocations.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The GRO(s) principal projection (468,253) is below the population target in the draft plan, so there is no need to review the targert
upwards. This information was known before the plan was published for consultaion.The structure plan provides significant opportunities
for development early in the plan period. This will be able to accommodate a range of growth scenarios. Although the GRO(S) high
migration scenarios is higher than the most optimistic of the three forecast scenario prepared by the councils, the Aberdeen City and Shire
Strategic Planning Committee, in January 2008, agreed that the GRO(S) projection did not invalidate the AC & S forecasts. More detail is
provided in the "Background Paper" published alongside the draft plan.
The plan will be replaced with a strategic development plan within five years and the opportunity will be taken at that point to re-access
progress.
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Rep. Number
255

13

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
The objective of increasing the population of the City Region and trying to achieve a balanced age arrange is fully supported. However,
achieving these targets will be dependent both on achieving substantial economic growth, and maintaining a high quality environment, as
well as the other specific targets mentioned.
Bancon feel that as current GRO statistics indicate that the regions population is to grow to over 500,000 people then the draft plan should
be more ambitious with a target of 15% population growth, taking the population to 506,000 – an increase of 66,000 rather than 40,000.
This suggested target of 15% population growth should be (at least) matched across the working age population.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The GRO(s) principal projection (468,253) is below the population target in the draft plan, so there is no need to review the targert
upwards. This information was known before the plan was published for consultaion.The structure plan provides significant opportunities
for development early in the plan period. This will be able to accommodate a range of growth scenarios. Although the GRO(S) high
migration scenarios is higher than the most optimistic of the three forecast scenario prepared by the councils, the Aberdeen City and Shire
Strategic Planning Committee, in January 2008, agreed that the GRO(S) projection did not invalidate the AC & S forecasts. More detail is
provided in the "Background Paper" published alongside the draft plan.
The plan will be replaced with a strategic development plan within five years and the opportunity will be taken at that point to re-access
progress.
Rep. Number
262

6

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
The ambitious house building targets of 2,500 new homes annually by 2014 and 3,000 new homes annually by 2020 are to be supported these targets reinforce the need to identify sufficient developable land within Local Development Plans.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
263

6

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
The ambitious house building targets of 2,500 new homes annually by 2014 and 3,000 new homes annually by 2020 are to be supported these targets reinforce the need to identify sufficient developable land within Local Development Plans.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
264

18

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
The population growth section is completely compromised by the inadequacies of the preferred strategic option and the fact that little
housing land is likely to be available through the structure plan until around 2012.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan provides significant opportunities for development early in the plan period. Targets for house building are set to ensure
that the number of homes built increases from the current level (yearly 2200) to accommodate the increase in households resulting from
demographic change and migration. The population projections demonstrate an increase so this must be planned for. Regular monitoring of
demographics and house building will ensure that the levels of housing require are planned for.
The 9% target for population growth comes from the Strategic Forecasts for Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire (2006-2031) high forecast
for population growth. The population target of 480,000 by 2030 set out in the draft structure plan is higher than both the ‘Principal
Projection’ of the GROS and the Probable-case forecast prepared by the two councils. However, the target is within the range established
by both publications, and is lower than the GROS high projection (2006 based) of over 500,000.
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Rep. Number
264

19

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
The target of 2500 new homes by 2014 does not accommodate the Firm Foundations target and needs to be increased.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

An annual target of 2,500 new houses by 2014 is outlined in the plan, with this increasing to 3,000 by 2020. The process of calculating
housing requirement also has to take into account historical supply issues and account for housing land that will not be built upon, in
addition future regeneration of current housing stock. An additional factor is the Scottish Government's goal to see a 40% increase in
housebuilding across Scotland.
Rep. Number
271

8

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Question the targets being met with such development tournique on vast areas of the Shire.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The draft plan makes provision for significant growth across the area. There is no 'tournique on vast areas of the Shire'.
Rep. Number
276

10

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Support the objective of increasing the population in association with economic growth.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
278

22

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Support Homes for Scotland comments on this population Growth objective.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Regarding the Homes for Scotland comments.
The targets suggested in the Population Growth section (Pg13) are to facilitate an increase from the current house building total (of 2200)
to supply the extra housing that will be require for the city region to achieve the plan vision. The two targets (2500 till 2014 and 3000 by
2020) reflect the need to stage the target to allow the house building industry to adjust to the new rate of residential development.
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Rep. Number
282

15

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
The targets outlined on p.13 are grossly inadequate and clearly designed to limit house building whenever planning officers desire. The
number of houses built over the previous 15 years has been grossly constrained and therefore it is wrong to base future housing
requirement on these figures. This will only continue the current position where 17,000 people are on the council house waiting lists and it is
disturbing the officers are intent on constraining land and economic growth, particularly in the AHMA. The targets need to be increased by
at least a further 40% if the backlog is to be tackled.
The plan states that one way of meeting the targets is to ‘make land available for housing as quickly as possible at the start of the structure
plan period’. Why has this important target not been reflected in Aberdeenshire?
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Background Paper has further details of forecasts ranging from 33,000 to 59,000 new homes required over the period depending on
the scenario used. The process of calculating housing requirement also has to take into account historical supply issues and account for
housing land that will not be built upon, in addition future regeneration of current housing stock. An additional factor is the Scottish
Government's goal to see a 40% increase in housebuilding across Scotland.
The structure plan provides significant opportunities for development early in the plan period. This will be able to accommodate a range of
growth scenarios prepared by the councils. Although the GRO(S) high migration scenarios is higher than the most optimistic of the three
forecast scenario prepared by the councils, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic Planning Committee, in January 2008, agreed that the
GRO(S) projection did not invalidate the AC & S forecasts.
The plan will be replaced with a strategic development plan within five years and the opportunity will be taken at that point to re-access
progress.
Rep. Number
282

16

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
The suggestion that CPO powers could be used to deliver new housing land is the most nonsensical to appear in any structure plan since
the cause of the current lack of housing in the north-east is the Councils own failure to produce a competent development plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

CPO powers may have a role in unlocking the potential of sites, particularly in a brownfield context.
Rep. Number
285

10

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
The target for population growth is good and the aim to increase the mix and provision of housing are to be applauded. However, this may
not be achievable in terms of the requirement to build on brownfield land.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Brownfiled sites are likely to form a small minority of development sites in most locations.
Rep. Number
286

40

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Support the objective to grow the working population of the north-east. However, believe the wording needs to be changed as it is open to
interpretation, particularly with regard to "balanced age range" and how this "improves people’s quality of life". It is not clear or explained in
the issues section.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Your point is noted. However the issues of concern are first introduced in the objective before an explanation is set out in the issues section.
The issues section discusses the need to increase 'people of working age' to balance the increasingly elderly population. Many issues are
created by an unbalanced age profile, such as declining services (both private and public), together with impacts on employment such as
skills gaps and shortage of workers. The knock on effect can be falling local taxes and a further decline in local services and provision for
the elderly.
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Rep. Number
286

41

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
The issue section on p.13 needs to make it clear that housing land supply has been constrained in recent years due to delays in the plan
making process. The Councils need to be proactive in ensuring there is enough land to meet housing demand and a five year supply to
make sure this does not happen in the future.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The targets for house building ensure that there is an increase from the current house building total (of 2200) to supply the extra housing
that will be required for the city region to achieve the plan vision. The two targets (2500 till 2014 and 3000 by 2020) reflect the need to stage
the target to allow the house building industry to adjust to the new rate of residential development.
The housing allowances Schedule 1 (pg22) and LDPs will allocate land throughout the the structure plan period.
Rep. Number
286

42

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
The commitment to deliver 3,000 homes each year is confused by two separate targets, where a lower figure of 2,500 is mentioned up to
2014; this should be deleted as it does not deliver the correct message. The remaining time in the 2007-2016 period after approval of the
plan means that a target of at least 3,000 homes per annum needs to be set for the lifetime of the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

The targets suggested in the Population Growth section (Pg13) are to ensure that there is an increase from the current house building total
(of 2200) to supply the extra housing that will be require for the city region to achieve the plan vision. The two targets (2500 till 2014 and
3000 by 2020) reflect the need to stage the target to allow the house building industry to adjust to the new rate of residential development.
The housing allowances Schedule 1 (pg22) and LDPs will allocate land throughout the the structure plan period.
Rep. Number
286

43

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
In respect of the "how to meet the targets" section on p.14, definition of "quick progress" in the first bullet is needed; timescales for adoption
of local development plans should be included. This point also applies to "quickly" in the third bullet. The need for SPG to release land in
advance of the local plan process should also be addressed in this section.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

In order to meet the targets set out in the population growth section the progress of local development plans have to be prepared in a timely
maner. Setting a timescale for LDP development would make a target in itself, which is not needed given the housing targets are already
set on pg13.
Rep. Number
287

22

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
A target of 3,000 homes per annum needs to be set for the lifetime of the plan. The two separate targets do not deliver the correct message;
this is particularly important given the ambition to front-load the releases. Also need to know what is meant by "making land available for
housing as quickly as possible at the start of the structure plan period"
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

The targets suggested in the Population Growth section (Pg13) are to facilitate an increase from the current house building total (of 2200)
to supply the extra housing that will be require for the city region to achieve the plan vision. The two targets (2500 till 2014 and 3000 by
2020) reflect the need to stage the target to allow the house building industry to adjust to the new rate of residential development.
The housing allowances Schedule 1 (pg22) and LDPs will allocate land throughout the the structure plan period.
Rep. Number
290

2

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
GROS predicts a combined increase for Aberdeen City and Shire somewhere in the range of 6%-13% between 2006 and 2030.
Predictions for the City are very different from the Shire. In the city it ranges from a decrease in population of 9% to a possible increase of
1%. An increase in the shire is predicated between 19% and 24%, all dependant on the amount of inward migration.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

These figures are set out in the 'Background Paper' published with the draft plan.
The population will not grow unless the area becomes an even more attractive place to live, visit and do business. People will not move to
the area without good employment opportunities. The strategy runs in parallel with the Aberdeen City and Shire Economic Future's
economic manifesto for the area.
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Rep. Number
290

3

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
An overall population increase is not impossible but this is largely dependant on the future fortunes of the energy sector.
The future of the oil industry is doubtful and the influx of economic migrants into the North-East has begun to reverse.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Plan acknowledges that for the economy and population to grow the region must overcome factors such as changes in the Oil and Gas
sectors. These could have a major impact, so the plan has a strong emphasis on diversifying the regional economy, as does the Aberdeen
City and Shire Economic Future's "Economic Manifesto.
Rep. Number
291

8

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Whilst mostly in agreement with the way to meet the targets on page 14 but are doubtful if compulsory purchase would be effective unless
the necessary safeguards are in place and adhered to.
Planning gain should also be more transparent.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
Rep. Number
295

3

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Concerns with the population growth figures having a major presumption that there is forced input by migration from outwith Scotland in
order to increase the population for economic factors.
There are conflicting views and opinions in respect of this strategy.
There is a need for models to establish the various population estimates.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The Aberdeen city region has been successful in attracting migration from both the rest of the UK and overseas. Figures from GROS (Mid2007 Population Estimates Scotland 2008) suggest that in 2006-07 there was a net gain in both Aberdeenshire (Rest of UK 852, Overseas
520) and Aberdeen City (Rest of UK 358, Overseas 2936). Although this is a one year snapshot it demonstrates the regions ability to attract
migration from outwith Scotland.
Both (GROs) projections and locally produced forecasts both suggest a growing populaiton for the Aberdeen City and Shire area to 2030.
The plan will be replaced with a strategic development plan within five years and the opportunity will be taken at that point to re-access
progress.
Rep. Number
297

21

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Cannot see how population growth can be an objective.
No evidence is apparent on why a declining population is a negative thing and it could be argued that in terms of quality of life the opposite
view could be taken.
The plan should allow the infrastructure to respond to changes rather than engineer changes which may or may not be required to support
the local economy at some point in the future.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

To tackle many of the important challenges we face over the duration of the vision period there must be a holistic strategy to tackle the aims
outlined in the plan as a whole. It is only by doing so that the vision will be successful.
Population growth is a challenge that must be met to ensure prosperity of the city region over the plan period. A growing and balanced
population is key, underpinning economic growth and ensuring that quality of life is maintained/improved. Without a viable population both
public and private services suffer, leading to a decline in QofL rather than an increase as is suggested in the representation.
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Rep. Number
297

22

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Figure 3 population growth is misleading and is significantly different than the local planning authorities 2004/2005 and also the NPF2
which predicts a 18% decline in the City.
Concerns that the figures are too high and do not reflect accurate predictions.
Suggest that the numerical targets included in this section are reassessed to more accurately reflect the Council's own population forecasts
that the plan is amended overall to reflect these more realistic expectations.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The draft NPF2 figures are based on data from GROS that has subsequently been updated. The latest data can be found in the
"Background Paper" published with the draft plan. This contains information on both the GROS projections and Council forecasts.
The 9% target for population growth comes from the high forecast for population contained in the Strategic Forecasts for Aberdeen City and
Aberdeenshire (2006-2031) . The population target of 480,000 by 2030 set out in the draft structure plan is higher than both the ‘Principal
Projection’ of the GROS and the Probable-case forecast prepared by the two councils. However, the target is within the range established
by both publications, and is lower than the GROS high projection (2006 based) of over 500,000.
The plan will be replaced with a strategic development plan within five years and the opportunity will be taken at that point to re-access
progress.
Rep. Number
297

23

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
The plan states a lot of the population increase will be through inward migration, there is nothing in the plan to show how the area will be
marketed and how this inward migration will be achieve.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Both planning authorities will need to act in a number of ways for us to achieve this objective, such as allocating land for housing, quick
preparation of LPs, and other measures.
As the plan suggests "As well as these, there are also other actions we need to take to meet this objective. These actions are covered
under other objectives which focus on the quality of development and will help make the area even more attractive place to live, visit and do
business. In this way, providing land for housing (and increasing the population) is one part of a strategy to increase the quality of life in the
area."
An action programme will be prepared dureing 2009 which will draw together the wide range of actions required to deliver the plan.
Rep. Number
299

10

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
The strategic housing forecast (of 9% growth) is based on economic assumptions 2 years out of date,
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Both the GROS projections and the Strategic Forecasts for Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire (2006-2031) start from a base year of mid
2006 for each of the components of population and households. The draft plan is based on the most up-to-date information in terms of
population and household forecasts and projections.
New GROS population projections will not be available until early 2010. However, the draft plan will be regularly reviewed and changing
expectations taken into account.
Rep. Number
299

18

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Not clear where the figures of 9% used in the plan comes from, unsure why it is greater than the most optimistic forecasts.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The 9% comes from the Strategic Forecasts for Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire (2006-2031) high forecast for population growth.
Although the population target of 480,000 by 2030 set out in the draft structure plan is higher than both the ‘Principal Projection’ of the
GROS and the Probable-case forecast prepared by the two councils, the target is within the range established by both publications and is
not as high as the 'high migration' scenerio of the GRO(S) which sees a population of over 500,000 by 2030.
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Rep. Number
299

20

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
It is vital the Structure plan gives details and guidance on housesize and proportions because of changes in demographics, the need in local
plans to specify the types of houses and the requirement for more affordable units.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The draft plan says a number fo things about house size and affordable housing already, particularly but not exclusively under "sustainbale
mixed communities". It stresses that our future communities must be mixed in terms of the type and size of homes, meeting the needs of
the whole community. While the structue plan cannot be explicit, it does identify a role for supplementary gudance to perform this role.
Rep. Number
299

21

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
It seems illogical to create the Structure Plan in advance of completing the Housing Needs analysis.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The housing need and demand assessment is currently being produced. The level of detail needed to continue with the structure plan will
be available on time and the plan will be amended accordingly as stated on p.17.
Rep. Number
299

22

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
The target of 3000 houses per year (presumably, therefore, 1500 per year for Aberdeenshire) and 25% affordable (on page 17) means 375
affordable homes per year, every year. The current Local Plan Policy (Hou\8) is for 35%. Both of these are at odds with the SOA statement
(at 7.3) of a current baseline of 108 houses/year and a target of 350 per year.
There is a need for a clear definition in numerical terms for affordable housing.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

A Housing Need and Demand Assessment is being carried out to determine exactly what level of affordable housing is required in the area,
as set out on p17. The figure of 375 is not significantly different from the SOA target of 350 per year.
Rep. Number
302

14

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Reject the need for this objective.
The driver appears to the the ageing population but the majority of people over 65 are relativelly fit into their 70s making a net contribution to
the economy as consumers and taxpayers.
There is no need to build 2,200 homes per year in anticipation of a level of economic activity that may not happen.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

To tackle many of the important challenges we face over the duration of the vision period there must be a holistic strategy to tackle the aims
outlined in the plan as a whole. It is only by doing so that the vision will be successful.
However will not be built in anticipation of a level of economic activity but in response to demand.
Population growth is a challenge that must be met to ensure prosperity of the city region over plan period. A growing and balanced
population is key, underpinning economic growth and ensuring that quality of life is maintained/improved. On the whole the over 65 group
require more public services than people of working age, thus an aging population could have a major impact on resources. Furthermore,
the decline of economically active residents has major impacts on the ability of both the region to attract new investment and to satisfy the
need from existing business.
The population of the city region is predicted by GROS and the councils own strategic forecasts to increase over the Plan period. The
population increase must be planned effectively for the vision to be achieved. Growth of the population, especially of working age is required
to meet economic growth targets and to provide a sustainable population. The sustainable development objectives are equally important and
the city region will take a lead in tackling these challenges. Un-planned growth would be significantly less sustainable.
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Rep. Number
304

1

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Reservations about the projected population growth as being overestimated.
Figures will require regular monitoring.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The Strategic Forecasts for Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire 2006-2031 was used to estimate the population growth for the region. . The
population target of 480,000 by 2030 set out in the draft structure plan is higher than both the ‘Principal Projection’ of the GROS and the
Probable-case forecast prepared by the two councils. However, the target is within the range established by both publications.
It is agreed that monitoring is extremely important and is embedded within each part of the plan. The structure plan will be replaced by a
strategic development plan within five years and on a five-yearly cycle thereafter and these oportunities will be taken to assess progress and
respond accordingly.
Rep. Number
307

14

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
We consider the estimates for population growth to be unrealistic and outwith the control of the City & Shire Councils - There is in fact a
population decline.
The Scottish Government is unsuccessful in achieving its aspirational targets for increasing population much less chance that Aberdeen
City & Shire would be more successful.
Any increase in population could only be sustainable if supported by better public transport, or the quality of live / making the NE an
attractive place to live will grind to a halt, with the gridlock.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

It is agreed that population growth is outwith the controll of the councils. However they can have a significant influence.
he Strategic Forecasts for Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire 2006-2031 was used to estimate the population growth for the region. . The
population target of 480,000 by 2030 set out in the draft structure plan is higher than both the ‘Principal Projection’ of the GROS and the
Probable-case forecast prepared by the two councils. However, the target is within the range established by both publications.
Within the Population Growth section the plan aknowledges the potential problem population decline poses for the region, and suggests
measures that will help the region meet the plan targets.
The last point made is noted, and the plan suggests 'other actions we need to take to meet this objective (of population growth). These
actions are covered under other objectives which focus on the quality of development and will help to make the North East an even more
attractive place to live, visit and do business. In this way, providing land for housing (and increasing the population) is one part of a strategy
to increase the quality of life in the area' (pg14)
Rep. Number
308

6

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
It is agreed that the population is ageing but surely when the older generation dies there will not be the requirement for as many houses
anymore as the birth rate has not increased accordingly.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan aims to increase the population of the region by approx. 40,000 people through both natural increase and migration. Additionally
changes in family structures, increasing life expectancy and lifestyle changes has resulted in an increase in household numbers and a
requirement for more housing even if population was stable. When these factors are considered the solution suggested would be far from
adequate.
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Rep. Number
309

4

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
To increase the population of the city something must be done to encourage people to live here, additionally shutting many amenities does
not do this.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

To tackle many of the important challenges we face over the duration of the plan period there must be a holistic strategy to tackle the aims
outlined in the plan as a whole. It is only by doing so that the vision will be successful. However, it is important that short term actions do not
prevent the realisation of the longer term vision.
Population growth is a challenge that must be met to ensure prosperity of the city region over plan period. A growing and balanced
population is key, underpinning economic growth and ensuring that quality of life is maintained/improved. Other objectives focus on the
quality of development
and will help to make the region become a more attractive place to live, visit and do business.
Rep. Number
314

6

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Compulsary purchase should be used as a last resort considering the landowner are to bear significant increased costs for infrastructure
etc.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

There is no suggestion in the plan that CPO powers would be used except in exceptional cases.
Rep. Number
318

3

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
We could perceive no real advantage by increasing the population of the City.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

An increase in the working age population in particular is seen as a pre-requisite to economic growth. It is widely recognised that the City
has seen a shortage in family housing in recent years and this must be rectified. Economic, environmental and social benefits will result
from growth in the City.
Rep. Number
330

20

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Increasing the population further in line with a target of 9% growth to 480,000 by 2030 is welcomed by SCDI. This will be important for
sustaining the success of the economy while diversifying, attracting new investments and boosting the cultural vitality of the city region.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
330

21

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
SCDI welcomes the clear intention in the draft Structure Plan to increase the number of new homes built each year to at least 2,500 each
year by 2014 and to at least 3,000 by 2020. However, with 8.66% of Scotland’s population, the city region will only be building 7.14% of its
new homes by the middle of the next decade but it would query if the draft Structure Plan’s targets are high enough and accelerating at the
necessary trajectory to meet the city region’s population growth target.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The targets suggested in the Population Growth section (Pg13) are to facilitate an increase from the current house building total (of 2200)
to supply the extra housing that will be require for the city region to achieve the plan vision. The two targets (2500 till 2014 and 3000 by
2020) reflect the need to stage the target to allow the house building industry to adjust to the new rate of residential development and for the
land to be brought forward through the development plan. However, the allowances contained in Schedule 1 are more than sufficient to
build well in excess of the area's pro-rata contribution to the national goal..
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Rep. Number
332

10

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
The draft Structure Plan identifies a need for some 2500 new homes per year to be built in the area by 2014 and 3000 per year to sustain
the expected population and drive economic growth. The current state of the housing market puts this increase of 300 then 800 homes per
year in some doubt for outright occupation. The Aberdeen residential lettings market is currently strong with some types of property going
particularly quickly [City Lets report that 31 percent of 1 bed flats in Aberdeen are taking less than a week to rent] and it could be that
identifying land for built to let could be an effective strategy given the strong centres of higher education and the energy industry in the area.
Further evidence of strong demand and weak supply in the lettings market can be seen in the same report’s view that rents have remained
higher or like property lettings and that this position has remained the same for some two years. Indeed with the continuing difficulties
afflicting the mortgage finance markets it is likely that renting will continue to perform strongly.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The plan covers the period up to 2030 and so must plan effectively despite the current state of the housing market. The targets reflect the
level of house building needed to meet the population increases the vision requires. The plan does not propose a particular level of private
rented new-build but the targets stated are for all tenures.
Rep. Number
334

10

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
As far as possible existing settlements should be developed to full potential before creating new settlements.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Your point is noted.
Rep. Number
334

13

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
In regard to Population Growth, these targets will be impossible to achieve for City growth whilst still achieving a balance of housing types
suitable to varying age groups.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Meeting the population targets and providing a balance of housing types are not mutually exclusive. Indeed the provision of new
development that meets the needs of the whole community, both now and future is vital to attracting the investment and population growth.
Rep. Number
345

2

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Consideration should be given to provision for new settlements which would reduce pressure on Stonehaven.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites to meet the requirements of the structure plan is a matter for the local development plans. A number of "new
settlement" proposals were submitted in response to the draft structure plan, some of which were in line with the plan's spatial strategy and
some were not. These vary considerably in size from small villages, through major extensions to existing villages to stand alone
communities of many thousands. However, none were at a stage where they could be given support through the structure plan. If local
development plan processes were to show that a new settlement(s) is the best way of meeting the structure plan's requirements and would
be consistent with the plan as a whole, the strategic development plan team would seek to assist its delivery.
Rep. Number
346

1

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
While the population of Aberdeenshire is increasing clearly this has not been the case in the city, and so I welcome the proposal to increase
the population of the city region as a whole and hope that proposed new homes in the city will help reverse the population trend in Aberdeen
itself.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
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Rep. Number
347

2

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
I do not think specific numbers should be allocated to timescales. Rather, I feel any targets should be linked directly to appropriate
infrastructure provision. i.e. roads, rail, bus services, health centres, schools. No homes should be built until provision of the essential
infrastructure is such that it meets the needs of the currents population BEFORE any further development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Providing timescales are important to enable effective planning of developments throughout the Plan period. Infrastructure provision is an
essential part of planning new developments and it is important to have measures in place to ensure that needs are met.
The plan acknowledges that there is a need to invest in the infrastructure of the region, particularly if we want to maintain and improve
people’s quality of life. These need for new infrastructure will ‘have to be carefully considered very early in the land-development process,
even before land is identified in local development plans’ (pg19). It is expected that much of the investment will come from developers,
through the need to make contributions towards necessary infrastructure and services, although the public sector will also contribute.
The funding of local government does not enable the opposed scenarios to be achieved. In many cases, however, investment can be timed
in such a way as to give efficiency savings.
Rep. Number
349

5

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
The Group accepts the desire that around half of all new development in the City region should be within Aberdeen city, and welcomes the
expressed preference for this should be primarily directed towards brownfield sites. However, it also recognises that this is an ambitious
objective and we would seek to be reassured that any shortfall in reaching target will not result in the imposition of any restraint on the
Shire’s development targets. The Group takes the view that any serious shortfall in development targets towards the latter part of the Plan
might be best addressed by the reallocation of target capacity between City and Shire such matter being the subject of negotiation.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The new development plans will be reviewed every five years. The numbers are seen to be reasonable and implementable, and at an
appropriate level to ensure the vision is met, and the aspirations for the North east achieved. If there are issues with the numbers they can
be addressed thought this process in accordance with the Housing Land Audit.
Rep. Number
355

2

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Figures (particularly population growth and number of houses) do not add up.
As the population is likely to fall it may take a long period of time for the number of houses proposed to be inhabited.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The population of the area has been growing for a number of years and forecasts/projections anticipate that this will continue. However, s
we have seen over recent months, houses will not be built unless there is effective demand for them.
The Background Paper has further details but it is accepted that further clarification should be provided in the text. Forecasts range from
33,000 to 59,000 new homes required over the period depending on the scenario used. The process of calculating housing requirement
also has to take into account historical supply issues and account for housing land that will not be built upon, in addition future regeneration
of current housing stock. An additional factor is the Scottish Government's goal to see a 40% increase in housebuilding across Scotland.
The 9% comes from the Strategic Forecasts for Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire (2006-2031) high forecast for population growth. The
population target of 480,000 by 2030 set out in the draft structure plan is higher than both the ‘Principal Projection’ of the GROS and the
Probable-case forecast prepared by the two councils. However, the target is within the range established by both publications.
T
Rep. Number
356

1

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Projected population figures do not warrant the expansion of town(s).
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Your point is noted; however the plan aims to increase the population of the region by approx. 40,000 people and 72,000 new houses. This
increase in housing numbers will necessitate appropriate expansion of towns, however the allocation of specific sites will be determined
through the Local Development Plan process.
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Rep. Number
361

11

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Providing homes may respond to household formation rates for an existing population, but will not increase the population growth unless
significant steps are taken to make houses affordable. If this is achieved in the Shire the likelihood is that the city population will actually fall
as people will be encouraged to migrate away to more rural areas.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The housing element is an integral part of the wider vision for economic growth and diversification and will not be achieved in isolation.
Although one potential flow is identified, thre are also likely to be others - including people meeting their housing needs in the city where
before they were priced out.
Rep. Number
368

2

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Raised concern that the plan has been based on incorrect/misleading information.
The percentages are at least 3 times higher than information coming from the Scottish Executive regarding population increases.
There is very little information in this report which gives any kind of lead as to where the population growth is coming from.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The 9% target for population growth comes from the high forecast for population contained in the Strategic Forecasts for Aberdeen City and
Aberdeenshire (2006-2031). The population target of 480,000 by 2030 set out in the draft structure plan is higher than both the ‘Principal
Projection’ of the GROS and the Probable-case forecast prepared by the two councils. However, the target is within the range established
by both publications, and is lower than the GROS high projection (2006 based) of over 500,000. More detail is set out in the 'Background
Paper' published with the draft plan, but changes will be made to the plan itself to provide increased clarity on this issue.
Rep. Number
373

1

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
The projection figures are too wide off the upper mark and no reference is made to where the figures come from.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The 9% target for population growth comes from the high forecast for population contained in the Strategic Forecasts for Aberdeen City and
Aberdeenshire (2006-2031) . The population target of 480,000 by 2030 set out in the draft structure plan is higher than both the ‘Principal
Projection’ of the GROS and the Probable-case forecast prepared by the two councils. However, the target is within the range established
by both publications, and is lower than the GROS high projection (2006 based) of over 500,000. More detail is set out in the 'Background
Paper' published along with the draft plan.
Rep. Number
375

3

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
This policy objective is in part driving the excessively high figure of 72,000 houses. This policy objective can form no part of a structure
plan. If this objective was to be adopted as an instrument of policy the projections are badly flawed.
The aim to raise the percentage of working age individuals to offset the rising percentage of over 60s may seem desirable but is one in
which the City and Shire will be in competition with every area of the UK, let alone Scotland due to reliance on migration. A projection of a
total population of 450,000 or at most 460,000 seems more realistic.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

It is recognised that the population target is aspirational.
The 9% population growth comes from the Strategic Forecasts for Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire (2006-2031) high forecast for
population growth. Although the population target of 480,000 by 2030 set out in the draft structure plan is higher than both the ‘Principal
Projection’ of the GROS and the Probable-case forecast prepared by the two councils, the target is within the range established by both
publications, and is lower than the GROS high projection (2006 based) of over 500,000. More detail is set out in the "Background Paper"
published with the draft plan.
It is recognised that the area will be competing with the rest of the UK which is why development must be of excepional quality, helping to
make Aberdeen City and Shire an excellent place to live, visit and do business.
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Rep. Number
377

5

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Would like to see extra highlighting of certain words within the population growth objective 'how to meet the targets' section (details given).
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Highlighting individual words and phrases would have an adverse impact on the clarity of the document.
Rep. Number
380

1

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Acknowledges problems associated with an ageing population.
However, addressing this simply by trying to encourage working age people to the region will only postpone the problem as these new
people will age. Ultimately this is not sustainable.
A solution has to be found that works with a larger proportion of the population in the higher age groups.
Also, Aberdeen (shire) will be trying to attract people from the UK and Europe which all face the same issues.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Attracting people of working age to counteract the aging population will both have positive impact on the economy and in the provision of
public services. People in the 16-65 age range are generally those who are more likely to have or be considering families further adding to
the population of the region and increasing the birthrate which will ultimately help redress age in-balance.
It is recognised, however that efforts will need to be made to address the wider issues of an aging population, some of which are addressed
in the plan.
Providing quality environments and a high quality of life will help retention of the population.
Rep. Number
382

5

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
The Draft Structure Plan contains some crude information about the anticipated population growth.
Page 13 sees a population growth forecast extrapolated in Figure 3, described as 'high scenario‘. This 'high scenario‘ is linked to the target
of increasing the population of the region by 9%.
However, the Aberdeen City and Shire Forecasts 2006-2031 predict 3.1% population growth as the 'probable‘ scenario - this represents the
realistic estimate of the volume of employment, housing, infrastructure and services needed within 22 years time.
Yet the same authorities promote a plan to manipulate structural change to the threefold of the predicted population growth with no evidence
that this projection will become a reality.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The draft plan aspires to growth rates in excess of the "probable" scenario. It is recognised that this will represent a considerable
challenge. It is worth noting that the GRO(s) projections include a "high" scenario which sees the populaiton rise to 500,000. More detail is
set out in the "Background Paper" published with the draft plan.
Rep. Number
383

3

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Care Home and provision for an ageing population. The plan makes no provision for this ensuing problem.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Objective of the Sustainable mixed community section is to; ‘To make sure that new development meets the needs of the whole
community…..’ including the elderly. Providing homes to meet the meet of the community is key and ensuring that it meets the needs will be
vital to providing housing for the elderly.
Additionally the plan states that with an ‘ageing population and smaller households, new development will need to meet the changing needs
of society over its whole life and provide homes suitable for all.'
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Rep. Number
387

1

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
The population forecasts seem to be out of line with your predictionsWhich are the most accurate?
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The population of the city region is predicted by GROS and the councils own strategic forecasts to increase over the Plan period.
Population growth comes from the high forecast for population contained in the Strategic Forecasts for Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire
(2006-2031) . The population target of 480,000 by 2030 set out in the draft structure plan is higher than both the ‘Principal Projection’ of the
GROS and the Probable-case forecast prepared by the two councils. However, the target is within the range established by both
publications, and is lower than the GROS high projection (2006 based) of over 500,000. More detail is set out in the 'Background Paper'
published with the draft plan.
The population increase must be planned effectively for the vision to be achieved. Growth of the population, especially of working age is
required to meet economic growth targets and to provide a sustainable population. The sustainable development objectives are equally
important and the city region will take a lead in tackling these challenges.
The level of population growth is vital to allow the economy to fulfill its potential
Rep. Number
397

10

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
What evidence supports the assertion that "A falling population has a negative effect on investors’ confidence" (p. 13)?
An employer looking to invest in the area is not directly concerned about population size, but only about finding a pool of suitable labour. A
population might in fact be falling because people were having to move away to seek work, and that would be a positive encouragement for
the prospective investor as he would probably find recruitment easy.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

When a business is looking to invest in an area an important factor is a balanced population, both as potential customers and as
employees. Furthermore, a declining population can be followed by a reduction in the ability of both public and private service provision and
so hasten the loss of population. As the population of an area declines it follows that the overall labour market (direct and indirect) also
reduces, hence recruitment becomes more difficult within the region, and the decline of services makes attraction of workers to the region
difficult. So a falling population has a negative effect on investor’s confidence.
Rep. Number
397

11

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
What is the evidence that "A falling population has a negative effect on .. the ability of the public and private sectors to provide services and
facilities"?
While the population as a whole may have been falling slowly as stated, the population of parts of the Shire in the Aberdeen housing market
area has undoubtedly increased rapidly.
According to the argument in the draft, that should be ideal for "the ability to provide services and facilities". Experience suggests the
opposite: there are frequent complaints from the affected settlements that their population increase has placed intolerable demands on their
facilities, and that few or no improvements in their services and facilities have been forthcoming. Far from having a negative effect, a falling or at worst a no-longer increasing - population looks essential to give services and facilities an opportunity to catch up on accumulated
demand.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The ability of the public and private sectors to provide services and facilities is based on revenue, and so the number of people using
services. So a decline in population would result in a reduction in services; e.g. the closure of shops (private), and facilities/ services
(public). Additionally a decline in population would result in the reduction in the ability of the councils to generate local tax revenues, which
would lead to cuts in services.
The pattern of decline/increase as suggested is not even in distribution. This is a reason for the spatial strategy outlined in the Structure
Plan to respond to the local circumstances.
Contributions towards necessary infrastructure, services and facilities within developments will be undertaken by developers, however, in
cases where development has wider effects, we will have to secure extra contributions to provide a large percentage of the new
infrastructure needed, in addition the public sector will also need to make an important contribution.
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Rep. Number
397

12

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
In more general terms, an increasing population is logically inconsistent with the main aim of promoting "sustainable development".
We cannot go on for ever building more houses to accommodate an indefinitely increasing population, for the whole land will eventually
become one housing estate.
Also, while we may struggle to reduce per capita consumption of non-renewable resources by (say) 10%, if the population grows by 10% we
will have achieved almost nothing.
Population is of course not just a regional consideration, but one which will soon require to be addressed globally to a greater extent than is
the case at present. Until that time, it is accepted that the region may have to receive a share of national population growth.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Population growth and sustainable development are not mutually exclusive. Population growth and sustainable development objectives are
equally important and the city region will take a lead in tackling these challenges. Un-planned growth would be significantly less
sustainable.The Plan suggests targets to ensure that all new development must be designed and built to use resources more efficiently and
be located in places where they have as little an effect on the environment as possible. Additionally targets to reduce energy consumption,
and emissions from new development will contribute to the sustainable development of the city region.
The target for renewable energy is not based on pre capita consumption. It states 'For the city region’s electricity needs to be met from
renewable sources by 2020." (pg11)
It is important that the Plan addresses the issue of population growth to ensure the region is able to attract the level of population required to
fulfill the city region vision.
Rep. Number
397

13

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Turning to the question of age range, the draft is correct to identify the problem, but this is a national not a local one.
If the region aims to "increase the population of people of working age", this can be done only by attracting into the region a disproportionate
number of incomers in that age group.
That would be selfish, because it would exacerbate the population age profile in the regions from which those people were drawn. It would
also be storing up greater problems for our next generation, as the increased number of working age people do not remain in that age group
indefinitely.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

It is recognised that the problem is a national one but it finds expression a the local level and the GROS projections indicate that
Aberdeenshire will experience the largest percentage increase in over 65's in Scotland.
Attracting people of working age is a target the Aberdeen city region need to meet to ensure that the Plan's vision is achieved.
Attracting people of working age to counteract the aging population will both have positive impact on the economy and in the provision of
public services. People in the 16-65 age range are generally those who are more likely to have or be considering families further adding to
the population of the region and increasing the birthrate which will ultimately help redress age in-balance.
Providing quality environments and a high quality of life will help retention of the population. It is recognised that the Aberdeen City and
Shire will be competing against other areas.
Rep. Number
398

4

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Questioned whether population growth is the correct strategy. Suggests that the plan should focus on provision for the current population
and develop a skill base for them not compound our current problems with population growth
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

For the vision to be fully realised we need at least a stable population, but to fully make the vision a reality, we need population growth to
allow the economy of the area to fulfill its potential. Additionally the number of people who are of working age (16 to 65) is predicted to fall.
This will have a significant effect on the economy of the area and the way in which services are provided for an increasingly elderly
population. So there is an urgency to reverse this trend and provide a more balanced population profile. However, this does not remove the
need to provide in an appropriate way for the current population but is complementary to it.
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Rep. Number
403

1

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Concerned about the proposal to grow the population of the City region by 9%:
- not convinced that the other policies will enable the building of the required houses and associated infrastructure.
- A new settlement would provide a cleaner and more directed form of new development and prevent new houses being aded to exisiting
settlements without provision of the associated services, as we have seen in many areas over the last 20 years.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Note your concern however the objectives of the plan are all interlinked and are aimed to support each other. The policies and allocations of
the Local Development Plans will provide more detail on the issues and implementation of the objectives.
The allocation of specific sites to meet the requirements of the structure plan is a matter for the local development plans. A number of "new
settlement" proposals were submitted in response to the draft structure plan, some of which were in line with the plan's spatial strategy and
some were not. These vary considerably in size from small villages, through major extensions to existing villages to stand alone
communities of many thousands. However, none were at a stage where they could be given support through the structure plan. If local
development plan processes were to show that a new settlement(s) is the best way of meeting the structure plan's requirements and would
be consistent with the plan as a whole, the strategic development plan team would seek to assist its delivery.
Rep. Number
412

2

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Aberdeen City and Shire is basing its target of 72,000 houses on 9% population growth over the same period. Probable growth is 3-5%.
There seems to be an error in the calculation of houses. House build calculation based on that 9% figure would in fact be 59,000 (not
72,000) or 47,000 based on the council’s own "probable" figures. When you break these numbers down to local level, the number of
houses "earmarked" for Stonehaven/Portlethen should be 3,988, not 6,000.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The 9% target for population growth comes from the high forecast for population contained in the Strategic Forecasts for Aberdeen City and
Aberdeenshire (2006-2031) . The population target of 480,000 by 2030 set out in the draft structure plan is higher than both the ‘Principal
Projection’ of the GROS and the Probable-case forecast prepared by the two councils. However, the target is within the range established
by both publications, and is lower than the GROS high projection (2006 based) of over 500,000. More detail is set out in the 'Background
Paper' published with the draft plan.
The Background Paper has further details but it is accepted that further clarification should be provided in the text. Forecasts range from
33,000 to 59,000 new homes required over the period depending on the scenario used. The process of calculating housing requirement
also has to take into account historical supply issues and account for housing land that will not be built upon, in addition future regeneration
of current housing stock. An additional factor is the Scottish Government's goal to see a 40% increase in housebuilding across Scotland.
Rep. Number
419

3

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Confused by the statement made on page 13: "..we need the population to grow to allow the economy of the area to fulfil its potential?"..
Where is the evidence for that?
Only when the job market is there population growth will happen and as a result more houses are needed. A high quality of living conditions
is secondary to the before mentioned. This part of the Plan is almost written the other way around. Lets build the houses then the people will
come and work will be created.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

For the vision to be fully realised we need at least a stable population, but to fully make the vision a reality, we need population growth to
allow the economy of the area to fulfill its potential. Additionally the number of people who are of working age (16 to 65) is predicted to fall.
This will have a significant effect on the economy of the area and the way in which services are provided for an increasingly elderly
population. So there is an urgency to reverse this trend and provide a more balanced population profile.
Housing is needed alongside economic growth as the lag between demand for housing and building would be too great and would result in
under supply with severe implications for population growth.
These targets are part of an integrated strategy - homes wont be built unless there are people to buy them and there won't be people to buy
them unless there are jobs to be filled and the area is attractive.
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Rep. Number
421

1

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
The Planning Authorities own strategic forecast is 3% so where does this ridiculous 9% growth come from?
Examination of the criteria applied in making this forecast of high growth scenario suggests complete misrepresentration of the facts.
Indeed even the 3% is perhaps ambitious considering the recent prediction of recession.
Basing future housing numbers on such forecasts is completely unacceptable and must be revised.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The 9% target for population growth comes from the high forecast for population contained in the Strategic Forecasts for Aberdeen City and
Aberdeenshire (2006-2031) . The population target of 480,000 by 2030 set out in the draft structure plan is higher than both the ‘Principal
Projection’ of the GROS and the Probable-case forecast prepared by the two councils. However, the target is within the range established
by both publications, and is lower than the GROS high projection (2006 based) of over 500,000. More detail is set out in the 'Background
Paper' published with the draft plan.
The level of population growth is vital to allow the economy to fulfill its potential.
The population of the area rose by 1.2% in the year to June 2007 which indicates that the targets are not without foundation.
Rep. Number
422

1

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
The fundamental failing of the draft is the confusion between a forecast and a goal. The plan has an admirable goal of reversing the 10 year
declining population trend, but the action to achieve this goal seems to be to create a forecast of a 9% growth in population.
Making a "forecast" without any apparent basis will do nothing to achieve the goal. The plan contains virtually no actions that will contribute
to population growth; there simply seems to be an expectation that if it is called a "forecast", it will become reality. Planning on the basis of
a forecast which has no substance to it is a recipe for disaster - it will not be good for the NE economy to suffer long term population
decline, but it would be a disaster to compound the effects of this decline by destroying many rural communities by building unwanted
houses.
The ability of the authority to forecast population growth over the next 20+ years is very much in doubt. Did the planners correctly forecast
the decline in population since 1995? Certain that a review of historical forecasts would show that a forecast issued 10 years ago would
place today’s population significantly above the current figure. The plan appears to put the "cart before the horse", by planning/allocating
significant housing development land ahead of any evidence that it is required. Land should only be allocated in response to a
demonstrated need, not a poor, baseless "forecast".
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

An action programme will be prepared in 2009 which will indintify what actions are required by the councils and other partners to deliver the
plan. It is recognised that the growth and diversification of the economy is key to delivering the visionof the plan.
It is interesting to note that the populationof the area rose by 1.2% in the year to June 2007 which indicates that the targets are not
"baseless".
The 9% target for population growth comes from the high forecast for population contained in the Strategic Forecasts for Aberdeen City and
Aberdeenshire (2006-2031) . The population target of 480,000 by 2030 set out in the draft structure plan is higher than both the ‘Principal
Projection’ of the GROS and the Probable-case forecast prepared by the two councils. However, the target is within the range established
by both publications, and is lower than the GROS high projection (2006 based) of over 500,000. More detail is set out in the 'Background
Paper' published with the draft plan.
The level of population growth is vital to allow the economy to fulfill its potential.
As the Plan covers the period up to 2030 population must be forecast to ensure that a lack of housing supply does not limit economic
growth. The Planning System will need to ensure that the supply of land for new housing development in the region is adequate to meet the
housing needs of the plan area in full and that the land is made available in good time throughout the plan period. Any lag between
identification housing need and completion could significantly impact on the economic growth of the region.
Rep. Number
422

11

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
"If the population grows to the levels we are aiming for ...". This is a very big "if" on which to base housing allocations. Targets for growth
do nothing to help achieving growth. Where are the plans to attract employers and workforce into the area in such significant numbers?
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan is not a strategy for economic growth, but makes reference to a number of sectors that have the ability to maintain and
enhance the economy, including oil & gas, knowledge, R&D, tourism etc. It is the role of ACSEF, Scottish Enterprise, Council Economic
Development Services and other agencies to pursue such leads, and ensure strategies are in place to help achieve this growth and the
planning system has a role to play in helping to deliver them.
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Rep. Number
422

13

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
How to meet the targets:
"These actions are covered under other objectives which focus on the quality of development and will help to make the North East an even
more attractive place to live, visit and do business."
Where are these other plans? Nothing in this section addresses how population growth targets will be achieved. It is a fallacy to think that
people will want to move into the area because there are plenty of empty houses. If anything, people will be wary of moving into areas with
large numbers of unsold houses, for fear that they will struggle to sell in the future. People will only move into the area if there are jobs.
How is a growth in employment opportunities going to be achieved?
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Householders will not build houses unless they think they will sell.
Quality of place and quality of employment opportunities are the issues that will attract people and the planning system has a role in
delivering both. However that role is not exclusive. An action programme to be prepared in 2009 will help to expand upon this issue. For
example, the Aberdeen City and Shire Economic Future, Scottish Enterprise and the two councils have a key role in boosting economic
growth but the planning system can help to provide the framework and opportunities.
Rep. Number
423

1

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
The growth projections on which much of the proposed options are based seem to be wildly optimistic, and far in excess of the Council's
own figures.
This discrepancy in forecast growth and figures used to produce the estimates should be urgently addressed.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The 9% target for population growth comes from the high forecast for population contained in the Strategic Forecasts for Aberdeen City and
Aberdeenshire (2006-2031) . The population target of 480,000 by 2030 set out in the draft structure plan is higher than both the ‘Principal
Projection’ of the GROS and the Probable-case forecast prepared by the two councils. However, the target is within the range established
by both publications, and is lower than the GROS high projection (2006 based) of over 500,000. More detail is set out in the 'Background
Paper' published with the draft plan.
Rep. Number
425

8

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Simplified view of population growth and mixed communities.
It is a backward approach to bracket the current and future population into three groups of under 16 demanding, 16-65 soakable and over
65 draining, when the positive view is to see them as an expanding continuum.
Age groupings are not as rigid in reality and upper working years will most probably increase at the same time that the lower age bracket will
rise to take into account further education.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

These are the age groupings most commonly used by the Government and GROS for describing demographic profiles. It is indeed a
simplified view, but it does not really change the issues raised in the Plan, the population is growing older. The Strategic Forecasts for
Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire 2006-2031 (2007) predicts that there will be very large increases in the two oldest age groups (55.3% 6574 and 95.7% plus 75) over the period of the plan.
The plan seeks a balanced age structure and does not label the different age groups as suggested. All age groups are important for the
future of the area.
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Rep. Number
426

11

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Do not support the strategy for growth and the targets for population growth. Do not accept the premise on population growth which seems
to predicate all which follows.
Wish to see the evidence for the truth of the statement. In any event, there is no mechanism proposed or available to the planning system to
promote or enforce the conclusions.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The 9% target for population growth comes from the high forecast for population contained in the Strategic Forecasts for Aberdeen City and
Aberdeenshire (2006-2031) . The population target of 480,000 by 2030 set out in the draft structure plan is higher than both the ‘Principal
Projection’ of the GROS and the Probable-case forecast prepared by the two councils. However, the target is within the range established
by both publications, and is lower than the GROS high projection (2006 based) of over 500,000. More detail is set out in the 'Background
Paper' published with the draft plan.
The implementation of a spatial plan such as the draft structure plan extends beyond the statutory planning system. An action programme
will be prepared during 2009 to provide more detail. However, the planning system does have a role to play.
Rep. Number
426

23

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Populations and their housing requirements are largely outwith the public sector’s influence, and certainly beyond its control.
It is not the population which attracts investments, it is their money. Competition and quality drives advancement, not quantity.
This objective should be totally reconsidered.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The planning system will ensure that the supply of land for new housing development in the city region is adequate to meet the housing
needs of the area in full and that the land is made available in good time. The local development plans will make land available for homes in
line with the spatial strategy and schedule 1 of this plan.
The plan has a very clear focus on quality because it is recognised that this is fundamental to delivering growth - ensuring the area is an
excellent place to live, visit and do business.
Rep. Number
435

2

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Appreciate the desire for a healthy economy, but with a mature oil industry, over half the fishing fleet decommissioned and no huge
investment in renewables, the answer is not to plan for a stretched population increase of 40,000.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The 9% target for population growth comes from the high forecast for population contained in the Strategic Forecasts for Aberdeen City and
Aberdeenshire (2006-2031) . The population target of 480,000 by 2030 set out in the draft structure plan is higher than both the ‘Principal
Projection’ of the GROS and the Probable-case forecast prepared by the two councils. However, the target is within the range established
by both publications, and is lower than the GROS high projection (2006 based) of over 500,000. More detail is set out in the 'Background
Paper' published with the draft plan.
The level of population growth is vital to allow the economy to fulfill its potential.
The population will not grow unless the area becomes an even more attractive place to live, visit and do business. People will not move to
the area without good employment opportunities. The strategy runs in parallel with the Aberdeen City and Shire Economic Future's
economic manifesto for the area.
Rep. Number
441

7

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Population numbers should be the outcomes of certain aims and policies and not an aim in it's own right. If economic growth is successful
population will grow, if we have prior knowledge of the extent of the growth then there can be planning for suitably qualified manpower - may
be the case for establishing the region and a centre of excellence in a subject like Animal Husbandry and Vetinary sciences. It is not an
acceptable policy position to say there will be economic growth.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

An increase in the working age population in particular is seen as a pre-requisite to economic growth. The plan must therefore consider the
framework that must be in place in terms of homes and employment land to deliver the overall vision and aims. It must be noted that the
plan should be read as a whole and not broken down into thematic sections.
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Rep. Number
443

4

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
The scale of population growth appears arbitrary and excessive. As there is not yet a complete housing need and demand assessment, the
figure of 72,000 new homes appears to be without basis. This scale of development will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the green
belt and surrounding settlements, particularly in the AHMA. Would contend that the overall target for new dwellings should be significantly
reduced to the levels achieved over the past 10-15 years.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Council’s, in consultation with communities and stakeholders, have decided that the high forecast, taking the population to over
480,000 by 2030, is the preferred option.The housing need and demand assessment is currently underway but will impact more fully on the
first Strategic Development Plan. The green belt will be reviewed to accommodate the levels of growth anticipated in the plan, but it will be
for the local development plan to identify specific sites for development. The targets for new housing reflect the desire of the Scottish
Government in ‘Firm Foundations’ to increase levels of housebuilding to 35,000 per annum across Scotland. Further information is provided
in the Background Paper.
Rep. Number
447

4

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
The concept that population growth will improve quality of life is questionable and compulsory purchase plans based on these arbitrary
targets would be inappropriate.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The links between population growth and quality of life relate to maintenance of existing services and provision of new services and facilities
that would otherwise not emerge. Examples of this could be local schools, shops, bus services or other investment decisions, which could
be at the small or large town level, or even at the City level. The compulsory purchase reference is concerned with development generally
and not just population growth. This is an example of where the plan must be read as a whole.
Rep. Number
450

6

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Increasing population does not increase sustainable living (increased population x increased standard of living = greater energy
consumption). Population decrease should be seen as positive less pressure on resources and facilities.
Accepts declining rural populations can be an issue but as far as the city is concerned a the population decrease will not compromise
current services. Problem of less people at working age remedied by increasing working age to 70.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Increasing population can improve sustainability due to economies of scale and the maintenance and provision of services and facilities at
many spatial levels. The impact caused by the individual is a social and educational dimension that this plan cannot mitigate. However,
collectively improved design, higher standards of construction and greater awareness of environmental responsibilities will reduce the
impact of new development.
Population decrease in the City has been widely recognised as a problem in recent years and this has the potential to impact on services,
which although less acute than in rural areas, can still have a negative impact on certain communities. Increasing the working age is not a
structure plan issue.
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Rep. Number
451

10

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Challenge aspects of the strategy for growth: Challenge implication that people over 65 cannot make a significant impact upon the economy
as more people will be in this category in the future.
Also clarification and further explanation required as to why 72,000 new homes are required when the population growth is only 40,000.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The plan does not suggest that those over 65 cannot have a significant impact on the economy, however the issue is that the main
workforce age group (16-65) is declining and the population will become unsustainable.
For the vision to be fully realised we need at least a stable population, and to fully make the vision a reality, we need population growth to
allow the economy of the area to fulfill its potential. Additionally the number of people who are of working age (16 to 65) is predicted to fall.
This will have a significant effect on the economy of the area and the way in which services are provided for an increasingly elderly
population. So there is an urgency to reverse this trend and provide a more balanced population profile.
The Background Paper has further details on both new housing and population, but it is accepted that further clarification should be
provided in the text. The population of the city region is predicted by GROS and the councils own strategic forecasts to increase over the
Plan period. The population increase must be planned effectively for the vision to be achieved. Growth of the population, especially of
working age is required to meet economic growth targets and to provide a sustainable population.
Forecasts range from 33,000 to 59,000 new homes required over the period depending on the scenario used. The process of calculating
housing requirement also has to take into account historical supply issues and account for housing land that will not be built upon, in
addition future regeneration of current housing stock. An additional factor is the Scottish Government's goal to see a 40% increase in
housebuilding across Scotland.
Rep. Number
454

1

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
The plan uses the General Registrar’s Office of Scotland figures to determine population increase/decrease. These figures are used to set
targets for housing, jobs and school places etc.
It is believed these figures are taken from the 2001 census and National Insurance register but they do not take sufficient account of the
increase in population due to migration into the area particularly from Eastern Europeans. Migration is not mentioned in the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The 9% target for population growth comes from the high forecast for population contained in the Strategic Forecasts for Aberdeen City and
Aberdeenshire (2006-2031). The population target of 480,000 by 2030 set out in the draft structure plan is higher than both the ‘Principal
Projection’ of the GROS and the Probable-case forecast prepared by the two councils. However, the target is within the range established
by both publications, and is lower than the GROS high migration projection (2006 based) of over 500,000. More detail is set out in the
'Background Paper' published with the draft plan.
Both the GROS and the forecast for the councils take into account migration in the scenarios.
Rep. Number
455

4

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
The development in the City and SGAs is based on forecasts for the population to grow by 9% 2030 and those of working age to increase
by 15%. This projected increase may not be realistic given the current decreasing population level and aging population. Plans for where
jobs will come from must be incorporated into the structure plan to avoid mass unemployment.
Information on public transport is based on incorrect data. For example travel in the Laurencekirk - Huntly corridor is problematic except by
private car. Increasing populations will exacerbate the problem.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The population of the city region is predicted by GROS and the councils own strategic forecasts to increase over the Plan period. The
population increase must be planned effectively for the vision to be achieved. Growth of the population, especially of working age is required
to meet economic growth targets and to provide a sustainable population.
The population will not grow unless the area becomes an even more attractive place to live, visit and do business. People will not move to
the area without good employment opportunities. The strategy runs in parallel with the Aberdeen City and Shire Economic Future's
economic manifesto for the area.
The transport needs of the future population of the region must be considered when planning housing. The plan seeks to reduce the need to
travel and to promote links between land use and transport infrstructure. Several proposals such as road and rail improvements are also
planned.
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Rep. Number
457

7

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Population Growth, figure 3 ought to present the medium and low scenarios as well as the high scenario.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The objective of population growth is to plan for the high growth scenario, and so it could be confusing/misleading to present the other
scenarios explored. The alternative scenarios are presented in the 'Background paper'.
Rep. Number
459

6

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Support all objectives with the exception of objective 3 - unwarranted social engineering instead focus should be educating the existing
population.
Support targets for population growth to an extent - important to streamline planning legislation and put in place infrastructure to support the
population.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Education of the existing population is of course very important, but the point outlined in the population growth section is that the total
population of the city region must be stablised and if possible increased. Additionally people of working age must be attracted and retained
in the city region, as explained in the plan
'if as predicted, the number of people who are of working age (16 to 65) falls, this will have a significant effect on the economy of the area
and the way in which services are provided for an increasingly elderly population.'
Education and training can have an important role to play in attracting people to the area, and retaining the population base, as well as
enabling them to be more economically productive.
Education of the current population alone will not be sufficient to provide both private and public sectors with the levels of workforce required.
Rep. Number
462

5

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Disagree that rising population attracts investment. Inconsistency on p13 over last 15 year the population has declined but major
investments made.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

When a business is looking to invest in an area an important factor is a balanced population, both as potential customers and as
employees. Furthermore, a declining population can be followed by a reduction in the ability of both public and private service provision and
so hasten the loss of population. As the population of an area declines it follows that the overall labour market (direct and indirect) also
reduces, hence recruitment becomes more difficult within the region, and the decline of services makes attraction of workers to the region
difficult. So a falling population has a negative effect on investor’s confidence.
Over the last 15 years population has declined, however the numbers of working age (although declining) were enough to support the
growing economy, but the number of people of working age (16 to 65) is predicted to decline faster over the plan period. The Strategic
Forecasts for Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire 2006-2031 (2007) predicts that there will be very large increases in the two oldest age
groups (55.3% 65-74 and 95.7% plus 75) over the period of the plan. This will have a significant effect on the economy of the area and the
way in which services are provided for an increasingly elderly population. Hence the urgency to reverse this trend and provide a more
balanced population profile.
Rep. Number
469

9

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Strongly advise against the plan encouraging population growth, instead resources should be balanced towards approximate stability (as
acknowledged in second paragraph of the issues section), ensuring a balanced demographic profile within this. Population growth may
occur in spite of any action by Council's, it is rash in the extreme to facilitate a growth of 40,000 people within 24 years.
This one strategic objective will undermine all other attempts to achieve sustainable development outcomes. This whole section should be
reviewed as a priority.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The population of the city region is predicted by GROS and the councils own strategic forecasts to increase over the Plan period. The
population increase must be planned effectively for the vision to be achieved. Growth of the population, especially of working age is required
to meet economic growth targets and to provide a sustainable population. The sustainable development objectives are equally important and
the city region will take a lead in tackling these challenges. Un-planned growth would be significantly less sustainable.
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Rep. Number
470

9

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
The figures for population growth (particularly of working age) can only be achieved if additional workers from outwith the area are attracted
to live and work here.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

The vision of the plan is to make the area an excellent place to live, visit and do business to encourage people and business to locate here.
The level of growth proposed will not be achieved through 'natural change'.
Rep. Number
472

8

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Support the targets for growth and population growth in particular. However, the strategy to increase the working age population requires
further consideration given the changes that are likely from introduction of extended working and increased retirement ages. An opportunity
exists to market the area as one of the, if not the safest area to reside and bring up a family, this is not used in the current draft.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
These are the age groupings most commonly used by the Government and GROS for describing demographic profiles. It is indeed a
simplified view, but it does not really change the issues raised in the Plan, the population is growing older. The Strategic Forecasts for
Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire 2006-2031 (2007) predicts that there will be very large increases in the two oldest age groups (55.3% 6574 and 95.7% plus 75) over the period of the plan.
Rep. Number
476

8

Subject

Objective (Population Growth)

Summary
Support the principle of growing the population by 9% by 2030, since this will be necessary to support the level of economic activity which
ACSEF and the business community aspire to. This level of population is also required to provide the critical mass to preserve and develop
the social and cultural infrastructure within the region.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
185

10

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Supports the proposal to maintain and improve the region's built, natural and cultural assets.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
206

6

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Support this objective and proposed development at Millmoss Farm, Turriff will reflect this in the treatment of the site.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
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Rep. Number
207

6

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Support this objective and proposed development at Nethermill, Cruden Bay will reflect this in the treatment of the site.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
208

6

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Support this objective and proposed development at Wellheads Farm, Alford will reflect this in the treatment of the site.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
209

6

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Support this objective and proposed development at Stoneywood will reflect this in the treatment of the natural environment and listed
buildings on the site.
Note the plan requires a green belt review to be carried out jointly between both Council's. For the number of houses proposed for
Aberdeen, fairly radical alterations will require to be made to the current GB boundaries and the opportunity should also be taken to
redesignate area no longer appropriate as GB, or which no longer contribute to the objectives of GB. The review should be done as early as
possible in 2009 to ensure LDP preparation is not delayed. Also wish to participate in the review and ask that a public consultation exercise
is an integral part of the process.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
The Green Belt review is required by 2010 as shown in the targets on page and it is accepted that it will be required prior to allocation of
sites by the LDPs.
Rep. Number
210

6

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Support this objective and proposed development at Newmachar will reflect this in the treatment of the site.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
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Rep. Number
211

6

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Support this objective and proposed development at Oldmeldrum will reflect this in the treatment of the site.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
212

6

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Support this objective and proposed development at Hatton will reflect this in the treatment of the site.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
213

7

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Support this objective and proposed development at Peterhead will reflect this in the treatment of the natural environment, provision of open
space, nature reserve, public access and woodland.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
214

6

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Support this objective and proposed development at St Katherines, Fyvie will reflect this in the treatment of the site.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
215

7

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Support this objective and proposed development at Ellon will reflect this in the treatment of the site.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.

23 February 2009

Page 244 of 420

Rep. Number
216

7

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Support this objective and proposed development at Mintlaw will reflect this in the treatment of the site.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
217

7

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Support this objective and proposed development at Fraserburgh will reflect this in the treatment of the site.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
218

7

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Support this objective in principle. Note the plan requires a green belt review to be carried out jointly between both Council's. For the number
of houses proposed for Aberdeen, fairly radical alterations will require to be made to the current GB boundaries and the opportunity should
also be taken to redesignate area no longer appropriate as GB, or which no longer contribute to the objectives of GB. The review should be
done as early as possible in 2009 to ensure LDP preparation is not delayed. Also wish to participate in the review and ask that a public
consultation exercise is an integral part of the process.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
The Green Belt review is required by 2010 as shown in the targets on page and it is accepted that it will be required prior to allocation of
sites by the LDPs.
Rep. Number
219

6

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Support this objective and the proposed development at Kintore will reflect this in the treatment of the natural environment and the
scheduled ancient monument nearby.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
220

6

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Support this objective and proposed development at Keithhall will reflect this in the treatment of the site.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.

23 February 2009

Page 245 of 420

Rep. Number
221

6

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Support this objective and proposed development at Craigdam will reflect this in the treatment of the site.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
222

6

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Support this objective and proposed development at Inverurie will reflect this in the treatment of the site.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
223

6

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Support this objective and proposed development at Kingseat will reflect this in the treatment of the site.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
224

6

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Support this objective and proposed development at Kirkton of Fetteresso will reflect this in the treatment of the natural and built heritage of
KoF, the provision of open space and public access.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
225

6

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Support this objective and proposed development at Rosehearty will reflect this in the treatment of the natural environment, the provision of
open space and public access.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
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Rep. Number
226

7

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Support this objective and proposed development at St Combs will reflect this in the treatment of the natural environment and the provision
of open space etc.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the LDP process.
Rep. Number
227

7

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Support this objective and proposed development at Crimond will reflect this in the treatment of the natural environment and the provision of
open space etc.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
228

7

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Support this objective and proposed development at Fetterangus will reflect this in the treatment of the natural environment and the
provision of open space etc.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
229

6

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Note the plan requires a green belt review to be carried out jointly between both Council's. For the amount of business and industrial land
proposed for Aberdeen, fairly radical alterations will require to be made to the current GB boundaries and the opportunity should also be
taken to redesignate area no longer appropriate as GB, or which no longer contribute to the objectives of GB. The review should be done as
early as possible in 2009 to ensure LDP preparation is not delayed. Also wish to participate in the review and ask that a public consultation
exercise is an integral part of the process.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

The green belt review will be carried out as soon as possible to aviod delay in the LDP process.
Rep. Number
230

8

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Support this objective.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
231

8

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Support this objective.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
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Rep. Number
232

8

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Support this objective.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
236

9

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Support this objective.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
237

10

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Generally support this objective.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
238

7

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Generally support this objective.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
239

9

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Generally support this objective.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
240

7

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Generally support this objective.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
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Rep. Number
241

7

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Generally support this objective.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
243

11

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Support the principles outlined.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
253

4

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
The draft Plan states that ‘the green belt around Aberdeen will continue to play a vital role in protecting the character and landscape setting
of the City. However, it will need to change to meet the growth this plan hopes to achieve. It must guide development to appropriate places
while protecting the most important areas’. In this respect, it is contended that the Green Belt designation at Blackdog ought to be amended
in order to:
Take account of the significant change in the character of the landscape that will occur with the future major A90/AWPR junction, when
considered in combination with the existing housing and business land uses and adjacent landfill operations;
Accommodate the new Park and Ride site which requires to be strategically located adjacent to the AWPR; and
Accommodate sensitively designed Good Food Market, which requires a countryside location and, would benefit from the strategic location
at the AWPR/A90 Interchange
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan
process.
Rep. Number
255

15

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
This is an important issue which could encourage both inward migration and economic investment. It cannot however be an over-riding
consideration. It needs to be balanced against the other objectives and aims of the plan.
It is important that the targets in the plan do not become policies, particularly to ensure that the plan remains focused on the strategic
issues, and continues to allow a greater degree of flexibility in the local plan process than previous structure plans. There is a distinct
difference between measurable targets and policies, and this must be borne in mind in finalizing the plan. It would be better to have policies
than ‘almost policies’ that can potentially be misused by objectors to specific planning applications.
In this section it is also vital that the brief for the Green Belt review is spelt out - in particular the timetable under which it should be undertaken. In Bancon’s view, it will be a fundamental requirement of the Green Belt review that it provides for the release of 21,000 Greenfield
housing sites in the City and that it is undertaken so that the required 5 year continuous land supply is not prejudiced.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

It is important to ensure the Structure Plan stays "focused, strategic and concerned with taking actions."
The green belt review will be carried out at an early stage to ensure no delay in the LDP process.
Rep. Number
271

9

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Agree with the Green Belt review but hope that this would not be restricted to merely scrutinising the outer and inner boundaries.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
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Rep. Number
279

11

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Support the imaginative approach to harnessing the positive qualities of the environment.
Also support the proposed green belt review, and that this be an imaginative, far - sighted process, undertaken as early as possible.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
286

44

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
The issues section on p.15 should give greater recognition to the need to critically review the green belt.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The issue clearly states that the green belt will need to be changed to accommodate the levels of growth planned. The primary objective of
the green belt is to protect the character and landscape setting of the city and it is important to ensure that this is still the main priority
following the review. There is sufficient recognition in the plan to ensure an effective green belt review while retaining the important areas.
Rep. Number
286

45

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Would question whether the first bullet on p.15 is measurable.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

It is measurable throught the Local Development plan review process and policy monitoring. Revised wording for the objective is proposed
and the target may require slight rewording accordingly.
Rep. Number
286

46

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
The third target on p.15 suggests a green belt review will be undertaken by 2010. Given the fundamental importance of this in delivering the
growth strategy, it is not ambitious enough and an immediate review is needed.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The green belt review will be carried out as early as possible to avoid delays in the LDP process. This should take place in 2009. It will be
done prior to specific allocations being proposed within the LDPs.
Rep. Number
286

47

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
The first bullet in "how to meet the targets" on p.15 should be revised to read "LDP’s (and SPG) will protect and improve the North East’s
natural environment and historic sites and buildings where appropriate".
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Strong wording within this objective is essential. The use of the phrase 'where appropriate' is not acceptable as it provides a level of
ambiguity that would lead to inappropriate development.
Rep. Number
286

48

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
In the fourth bullet in "how to meet the targets" on p.15, question how a GB review can be carried out jointly as part of the local development
plan process when the Councils will be preparing separate plans. The review must take place as a matter of urgency.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

There is an agreement between the two councils to carry out the greenbelt review. It will be carried out early on in the process.
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Rep. Number
286

49

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
In monitoring on p.15, concerned that bullet two cannot be measured and at bullet four, how findings from the GB review can be assessed
each year when it is a one-off review included in the local development plan, which themselves will only be reviewed every five years.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The monitoring section is to see if the findings have been put into practice. This can be carried out through policy monitoring outwith the
Structure Plan system.
Rep. Number
287

11

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
There is significant urgent demand for family housing in Aberdeen City and opportunities in terms of infrastructure. Welcome the
recognition that development will have to take place on greenfield sites and would urge an immediate review of the greenbelt to achieve this.
The early release of land in advance of the local development plan will be required through SPG, this should be recognised in the structure
plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Releasing land as quickly as possible at the start of the structure plan period is already stated on p.14.
Rep. Number
289

3

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
New development must take into account the visual impact on new developments.
Brownfield land would be more suitable, as would not result in loss of agricultural land.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Careful consideration will be given to allocation of land for new development, through the Local Development Plan process.
Agree that brownfield land is more suitable and this is reflected in the objective on sustainable mixed communities where it states- "Land
brought forward for development must be used efficiently and brownfield sites and regeneration areas should be given priority."
Rep. Number
297

25

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
The greenbelt review should be based on realistic estimates of growth because otherwise unnecessary development of the greenbelt will be
progressed.
The greenbelt review should be subject to public consultation and independent review.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The greenbelt reivew needs to be carried to ensure that the greenbelt is effective and meets todays needs.
SPP 21: Green Belts states that green belt policy should direct planned growth to the most important locations and support regeneration.
The review will ensure that the correct areas of land are covered by green belt policy. The review will be carried out by both councils and it
is for them to determine the process.
Rep. Number
299

28

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
No targets to meet the quality of local peoples environmental aspirations, such as biodiversity and habitat, there is also no link to LBAP.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

It is not for the Structure Plan to go into details about the LBAPs etc. There will be slight rewording of the objective but it will not go into
greater detail about specific plans.

23 February 2009

Page 251 of 420

Rep. Number
302

10

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Weakest objective in terms of content.
It is unclear how the council will intervene to protect the environment.
No guidance is given on how there will be changes to ensure high quality design, and how this will help stop the deceline of the NE built,
cultural and natural assets.
Need for greater clarity on how these issues will be resolved.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The objective of the plan will be translated into policy at the Local Development Plan level.
High quality design works in parallel with good layouts and appropriate siting. These all add to achieving a high quality development which
in turn protects the built, natural and cultural assets of an area.
Changes in government policy and guidance is now being produced on approriate layout, siting and design of new developments. These
documents will in themselves go some way to changing the approach to design within new developments.
Rep. Number
302

11

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Needs to be more specific criteria on the choice of sites which address the protection of woodland walks, maintenance of tranquil areas and
convergence between communities.
Concern that building 18,000 houses on green belt land will create urban sprawl.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

This a strategic level plan and the protection of woodland walks etc does not fall within the remit of this plan. These issues will be
considered within the LDP or with specific planning applications. The Land reform act goes some way to protecting access rights.
A thorough green belt review will be carried out by both councils prior to any specific allocations in the green belt being agreed through the
LDP process.
Rep. Number
307

15

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Strongly support this objective.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
309

5

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Keeping heritage is very important.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
309

6

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Hope that the review of the green belt will not mean fewer green spaces.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The review will show the areas of the green belt which are worthy of retention. There is now a greater requirement for open space provision
within new developments.

23 February 2009

Page 252 of 420

Rep. Number
320

10

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
To avoid haphazard developments and bland urban sprawl in future, would underline the importance of the way in which sites for
development are chosen and the need for high quality and innovative housing and development design to ensure that these improve and do
not lead to the loss of or damage to built, natural or cultural assets.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
It is important to achieve high quality designs in new development and this is reflected in the numerous guidance notes and policy advice
being produced by the Scottish Government at present.
Rep. Number
326

1

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
The Aberdeen Conservation area 1 (Old Aberdeen) contains remarkable structures and many natural assets and the area is also a cultural
area centred on the University, the library and museums and if it is protected as outlined in your document, it should be conserved for
present and future generations.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Agree that conservation areas have to be protected from inappropriate development for the future. Relevant policies relating to this will be
produced through the Local Development Plan.
Rep. Number
334

14

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Since growth in the plan concentrates on Aberdeen City and the Strategic Growth Areas, a highly likely outcome could be to increased car
journeys and commuting times from areas outwith the SGAs diametrically at odds with the plan's vision to promote quality of life and dealing
with climate change.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Focussing development in the SGAs where there is appropriate bus and rail network is the approach that has been taken to try to reduce
car usage. It is unclear what the representation is requesting but the plan does not mean no development outwith the SGAs. There will be
appropriate provision for employment and housing allocated at Local Development Plan within the LG&DAs and RPAs.
Rep. Number
343

3

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
On the supply of water, I notice that new development will be required to reuse water and have sustainability at their core. At a recent
Scottish water seminar I pressed the Chief Executive on where water would come from fro 72k new properties, no convincing answer was
given. A more robust answer to water supply will be required as the river stakeholders are concerned about current extractions and of
course this might be exacerbated should more industry locate to the north-east.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Scottish Water are a key stakeholder in the process and discussions are ongoing. The use of water reduction methods and reuse of water
will go some way to helping with the problem.
Rep. Number
366

1

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
The whole report does nothing for biodiversity. It contains the usual sweeping statements which mean nothing in practice.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

This is a Strategic plan that deals with high level cross boundary issues. The objective on the quality of the environment ensures that new
development maintains and improves the region's important built, natural and cultural assets. The specific mention of biodiversity would not
be appropriate within this plan, that is for the LDP to fully address.
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Rep. Number
374

2

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Queried whether the councils will live up to the statement that "the built, natural and cultural environment is a valuable resource, but one
which needs protected" following the AWPR and Trump development application. These developments do not fit with these aims. Agree
that development must be "driven by principles of sustainability to make sure that growth enhances the environment".
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan has clear aims and objectives that need to be followed. Policies will be formulated through the LDP process.
Rep. Number
382

13

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
With 36,000 houses being built in the countryside, the protection of the 'built, natural and cultural environment' is a more than ambitious
target.
Proposals like the one in the vicinity of Dunnottar Castle will breach the target "To make sure that development improves and does not lead
to the loss of, or damage to, built, natural or cultural heritage assets".
It will be difficult for the Council's to choose appropriate sites which won't pose the risk of breaching the targets on the assumption of finding
land to build 72,000 new homes.
Therefore the target "To carry out a green-belt boundary and policy review by 2010" may translate into turning parts of existing green belt
and protected areas/assets into building land in order to fit the requirements defined in the Draft Structure Plan - or does it mean that the
North-East will have more green-belts which will be even tighter protected against house building?
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific site will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. Careful consideration will be given to site
allocation of sites. The greenbelt review will examine the boundaries to accommodate the levels of growth anticipated, whilst retaining the
most important areas. Despite the high numbers, only a small percentage of land will be developed.
Rep. Number
407

4

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
- What about seawater quality (important for tourism and measured by Blue Flag beach status and associated seawater quality indicators)
- What about air quality (Aberdeen City Council has Air Quality Management Areas in the City centre that currently fail relevant standards)
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This is not a Structure Plan issue

Changes to be made

The structure plan must limit itself to issues with identifiable land use implications. Whilst these are important environmental elements, they
are best tackled by other plans and strategies.
Rep. Number
421

2

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
One of the councils objectives is to ensure new developments maintains and develops the regions important built, natural and cultural
assets this amount of housing would destroy and reduce pleasure in living on the coast and you might even see a decrease in your numbers
as we all rush to find a more pleasant environment elsewhere.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan seeks to protect environmentally sensitive areas, conservation areas, listed buildings, archaeological sites etc. However, it also
aims to provide enough homes and jobs to maintain and enhance the north-east economy. A balance often needs to be struck in planning
decisions, but a careful approach to site selection in local development plans will minimise any negative impact of allocations.
Rep. Number
426

24

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
The statement covering the improvement of standards is not sufficient and has little likelihood of compliance.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This section makes no reference to the improvement in the standards of housing quality, although this is part of sustainable mixed
communities.
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Rep. Number
439

1

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
No mention of enhancement, protection and maintenance of trees, woodlands and forestry plantations. This is needed to ensure that
development on the green belt keeps a quality of design and enhance development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

This is implicit in this sectionwhere it refers to "biodiversity, wildlife habitats and landscape". More detailed emphasis may be given in local
development plans and supplementary guidance at the site specific level.
Rep. Number
444

3

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
The Ythan Estuary is threatened by development and recreational activities. Energetica talks about proposals near the estuary, this must be
prevented before further degradation of the site takes place. Instead of attemping to 'improve the region's natural assets', they should be left
alone or protected as they are.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Energetica appears to be a wide-ranging set of individual, but linked proposals, some employment, some residential, some agriculture or
forestry related. Each of these may have a different potential impact on sites with an environmental designation and it will be for local
development plans to consider these in greater detail and allocate sites accordingly following extensive consultation.
Rep. Number
450

7

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Need to improve the management of regions assets. Need to remedy bad planning decisions regarding built assets. E.g. prevent building
on flood plains and in the long term relocate those assets already on floodplains.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

There are some instances where development on flood plains is appropriate, i.e. sports pitches, certain infrastructure. However, the plan in
sustainable development and climate change has a target to avoid such locations except in exceptional circumstances. This plan would not
concern itself with the relocation of existing assets on flood plains, even if this were practicable.
Rep. Number
457

10

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Do River Basin Management Plans have the potential to set absolute limits on housing and industry which is sustainable in Deeside?
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

A River Basin Management Plan is currently being prepared by SEPA.
Rep. Number
462

4

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Concern greenbelt will be lost where more appropriate sites may be found. Little importance placed on green space, concerns that
fragmentation of green space is bad for wildlife, their habitats and people enjoyment of green space.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

It is important to review the green belt to identify areas to continue to be protected as well as the areas that may be suitable for development.
Although a substantial amount of development may be proposed on City greenfield sites, this continues to represent a very small
percentage of the actual land available. It will be the responsibility of the local development plan to allocate specific sites and take account of
the green space network, connectivity etc.
Rep. Number
468

4

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Pleased to see that the maintenance and improvement of the quality of the environment is included as one of the objectives of the plan and
are content that this section gives appropriate recognition and balance to historic environment interests.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
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Rep. Number
469

11

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
The paragraph here on green belt is deceptive, it clearly indicates that the GB will not actually play a 'vital role' as the intent is to make
significant incursions into it. This should be openly acknowledged and debated, instead of effectively masking what is actually going to
happen. The target to monitor development losses assesses what has and will happen. There should however, be a consequential action in
the targets to reverse this if significant losses are happening, this requires monitoring to be done effectively, using appropriate data sources.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan will continue to promote the green belt in line with the provisions of SPP21. However, it is right and proper that the green belt is
reviewed through the development plan process to allow the City to grow, provided fundamental principles are adhered to. The plan makes it
clear in various places that significant development (21,000 homes and 200ha+ employment) may be allocated in the City in the period up to
2030.
Rep. Number
469

12

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Both Council's have a duty to 'further the conservation of biodiversity' under the Nature Conservation (Scotland) Act 2004 and this should be
mentioned in this section and underpin the entire plan. It is necessary to give all environmental matters very significant weight in the plan to
ensure that the environment, which is highly rated by local residents, does not come second to traditional ideas of general development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

This plan is not the place to include every environmental obligation or reference to legislation. It aims to give a high level strategic framework
that local development plans and supplementary planning guidance can build upon. The plan is intended to be read as a whole and not in
separate, thematic parts.
Rep. Number
470

10

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
The implementation of a green belt boundary and policy review is fundamental to the success of the ACSEF action plan; additional land
needs to be identified for sustainable development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The green belt review is essential in the sustainable growth of the city region.
Rep. Number
476

10

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Support the review of the green belt to accommodate appropriate sensitive development whilst protecting the essential character of the area.
Quality of life is an important part of the image of the region and a fine balance therefore needs to be struck. A high quality environment also
assists in developing tourism.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This is the very reason for the greenbelt review and a high quality environment does assist in developing tourism.
Rep. Number
479

11

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Consider that there is room to set out one key proposal for 'environmental infrastructure', namely the establishment of a green network in
and around Aberdeen and the three SGA's. This proposal is regional and strategic in nature and would be best dealt with by the two
Council's working together and as such the plan is the right place to outline such a scheme. Further details are provided in the annexe.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

This is not a SMART target suggestion issue that is measurable.
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Rep. Number
479

15

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Consider it necessary to for the plan to articulate the vision for the future function of the green belt and set out how that vision will be
secured through the local plans. The plan should require local plans to identify and assess the critical functions that are currently met by the
various parts of the green belt against clear criteria. This will allow the identification of those parts which are strategically essential and need
to be safeguarded. It will also be able to identify areas that can be given over to development and how such areas will be replaced with newly
allocated green belt land of equal or greater benefit. The GB review needs to be transparent and SNH would be pleased to be involved.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The review of the green belt will be dealt with at the LDP level. SPP 21: Green Belts shows the role and function of the green belts and how
to manage them. It also shows the role of the Development plan in revieeing them.
Your comments will be passed onto the LDP teams for their consideration. The process is for both councils to decide on.
Rep. Number
479

19

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
Disappointed that the plan makes no specific mention of the requirement to protect and enhance Natura 2000 sites and SSSI. These have
levels of statutory protection beyond those afforded to natural heritage assets elsewhere.
The plan may like to refer to model policies on Natura designations as recommended by draft SPP14 (example given). The first target on
p.15 is not specific enough to qualify as a target since it would be almost impossible to measure whether it has been achieved. Furthermore
it is a simply a repeat of the objective that precedes it. Would suggest the following target to be realistic and achievable:
"To ensure that both planning authorities prepare updated supplementary guidance on protecting and enhancing biodiversity in and around
new development" and "To produce masterplans and briefs for all LDP allocations that have been assessed in the relevant SGA as having
potentially negative impacts on landscape and biodiversity."
It then becomes obvious how to meet these targets and this would be a similar approach taken by the plan towards accessibility objectives.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Specific policies will not be included within this plan. Specific policies on topics such as Natura sites and SSSIs will be included within the
LDPs.
Rep. Number
480

14

Subject

Objective (Quality of the environment)

Summary
How to Meet the Targets
SEPA suggests that additional text should be inserted (as highlighted below in bold) at the second bullet point so that it states: "Both
councils will take part in the River Basin Management Planning process, particularly in respect of mitigating existing issues and as it relates
to new development."
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The councils are committed to take part in the River Basin Management Planning process but the Structure Plan is not an appropriate place
to include text about this issue.
Rep. Number
182

5

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Very supportive of the approach to the creation of sustainable mixed communities.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
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Rep. Number
184

6

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Considers it is important that people get to choose where they want to live.
Agrees that new development needs to focus on communities and that the plan will not support housebuilding that fails to provide services
and facilities that help to create sustainable communities.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Note the agreement with the focus of development on existing communities and that services and facilities are an essential part of achieving
sustainable mixed communities.
Rep. Number
185

5

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Considers it is important that people get to choose where they want to live.
Agrees that new development needs to focus on communities and that the plan will not support housebuilding that fails to provide services
and facilities that help to create sustainable communities.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Note the agreement with the focus of development on existing communities and that services and facilities are an essential part of achieving
sustainable mixed communities.
Rep. Number
186

4

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Considers it is important that people get to choose where they want to live.
Agrees that new development needs to focus on communities and that the plan will not support housebuilding that fails to provide services
and facilities that help to create sustainable communities.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Note the agreement with the focus of development on existing communities and that services and facilities are an essential part of achieving
sustainable mixed communities.
Rep. Number
186

5

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
It is hoped that small villages will not be ruled out.
To achieve sustainable communities it will be important for sufficient lands to be identified/released.
It was a fault of the previous Structure Plan that it limited the units to 15 outwith named settlements.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Structure plan allows for growth within small villages at an appropriate scale for that settlement. This Structure Plan does not state
that there should be any specific number of houses on specific settlements, but purely states that it should 'relate to local needs'. The level
of growth appropriate will be determined through the Local Development Plan process.
Rep. Number
197

6

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Provision of affordable housing is an important consideration as a proportion of the population are excluded from the market, including
students and key workers. Accommodation for these groups should be considered as part of affordable housing as there is an underprovision in the City.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
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Rep. Number
206

7

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Supports the creation of sustainable mixed communities and will be promoting land at Millmoss Farm, Turriff as a sustainable extension.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
207

7

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Supports the creation of sustainable mixed communities and will be promoting land at Nethermill, Cruden Bay for a new sustainable mixed
community.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
208

7

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Supports the creation of sustainable mixed communities and will be promoting land at Wellheads Farm, Alford as a sustainable extension.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
209

7

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Strongly support the creation of sustainable mixed communities and will be bringing forward proposals for such a community at
Stoneywood. These proposals will be developed using a masterplan process in full consultation with the Council and local community and a
submission under SSCI will be made.
Given the prominence in the plan to SSCI it would be appropriate to identify the Stoneywood proposal (and others that emerge in the NE) in
the plan. One way to do this would be to include it / them in the Action Programme.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Prominence is given in the Structure Plan for Sustainable Mixed Communities with the Scottish Sustainable Communities Initiative (SSCI)
being mentioned twice, once in relation to quality and design and secondly working with partners to bring proposals forward. To specifically
name, what at present are proposals, submitted to the Scottish Government would not be appropriate for the Structure Plan. If these SSCIs
are seen to be suitable for development they would be allocated and supported through the respective Local Development Plans.
The current reference already enables the issue to be picked up in the Action Programme.
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Rep. Number
210

7

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Supports the creation of sustainable mixed communities and will be promoting land at Newmachar as a sustainable extension.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
211

7

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Supports the creation of sustainable mixed communities and will be promoting land at Oldmeldrum as a sustainable extension.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
212

7

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Supports the creation of sustainable mixed communities and will be promoting land at Hatton to meet local need.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
213

8

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Supports the creation of sustainable mixed communities and will be promoting land at Peterhead to assist with the under-provision of
recreational, retail and other facilities.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team.
Rep. Number
214

7

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Supports the creation of sustainable mixed communities and will be promoting land at St Katherines, Fyvie as a sustainable extension to
meet local need.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
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Rep. Number
215

8

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Supports the creation of sustainable mixed communities and will be promoting land at Ellon to provide additional recreational, retail and
other facilities.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
216

8

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Supports the creation of sustainable mixed communities and will be promoting land at Mintlaw to provide additional recreational, retail and
other facilities. Public consultation has shown community support for the scale of development proposed over a 15 year period.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
217

8

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Supports the creation of sustainable mixed communities and will be promoting land at Fraserburgh to provide additional recreational, retail
and other facilities. Public consultation has shown community support for the scale of development proposed over a 15-20 year period.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
218

8

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Support this objective in principle, but would seek clarification on the fourth para. of the "issues" section which suggest that priority be given
to brownfield sites and regeneration areas. Land for development should be in the most appropriate location taking into account a wide
range of issues; it would be more appropriate to say that redevelopment of brownfield will be encouraged.
Target of 30dpha is unrealistic and unduly restrictive. This may restrict housing choice and push up the price of existing lower density
housing in the City and Shire. Support the efficient use of land, but there needs to be more flexibility with this target.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The support of this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
SPP 3 Planning for homes (revised 2008) states that "redevelopment of brownfield sites for housing should be preferred to development on
greenfield sites, particularly where it supports the strategy of the development plan." This shows that development on brownfield land is not
only encouraged as suggested by the proposed amendment but is preferred and as such the word priority should remain. This wording is
also more in keeping with the vision and strategy of the plan.
SPP3 Planning for homes (revised 2008) states that "The appropriate density of new development should be determined in relation to the
character of the place and its relative accessibility, with higher densities more appropriate in the most central and accessible locations."
The SGAs are located on existing transport corridors and are to take higher densities of development due to their accessibility. Sites less
than a hectare would not have to be so restrictive about densities.
The word ‘generally’ is also used within the objective so that if there is a strong planning consideration where under 30 houses per hectare
would be acceptable then it is possible to have a lower density. In addition the target can be achieved by averaging our densities over a
wider development. The target of 30dph is not too high.
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Rep. Number
219

7

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Supports the creation of sustainable mixed communities and will be promoting land at Kintore to provide additional recreational, retail and
other facilities. Intend to consult with the community at an early stage in the master planning process and take relevant issues on board.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
220

7

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Supports the creation of sustainable mixed communities and will be promoting land at Keithhhall as a sustainable extension.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
221

7

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Supports the creation of sustainable mixed communities and will be promoting land at Craigdam as a sustainable extension.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
222

7

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Agrees that land brought forward for development must be used efficiently and that brownfield land can play an important part in achieving
economic and social goals. Support the reference to the need to ensure new housing, employment and commercial uses should be
integrated to improve people's quality of life.
Accept that in order to create a sustainable mixed community, retail services need to be a main consideration in preparation of development
briefs. This accords with intentions to produce a master plan for land at Harlaw Drive with proposals for a mixed use development of
residential, retail and employment land in a highly accessible location. In line with SPP8, also support the use of the sequential approach to
the selection of sites for new development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
223

7

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Supports the creation of sustainable mixed communities and will be promoting a well designed residential development with a mix of house
types and tenures.
Kingseat has been developed as an excellent example of a sustainable mixed community with integration of housing, a modern business
park and community recreation facilities. Now an ideal opportunity to provide an extension to this, increasing Kingseat's attractiveness and
sustainability over the plan period.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
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Rep. Number
224

7

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Supports the creation of sustainable mixed communities and will be promoting a well designed residential development with a mix of house
types and tenures.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
225

7

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Supports the creation of sustainable mixed communities and will be promoting a well designed residential development with a mix of house
types and tenures.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
226

8

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Supports the creation of sustainable mixed communities and will be promoting a well designed residential development with a mix of house
types and tenures.
Delivery of existing local plan allocations has been severely constrained. Client's site has excellent potential and capacity to provide a logical
extension to the village. This allows development to be planned and delivered over a sustainable timescale, giving more certainty to
landowners and developers who can take along term view on contributions.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
227

8

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Supports the creation of sustainable mixed communities and will be promoting a well designed residential development with a mix of house
types and tenures.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
228

8

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Supports the creation of sustainable mixed communities and will be promoting a well designed residential development with a mix of house
types and tenures.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
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Rep. Number
229

7

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Supports the creation of sustainable mixed communities and will be promoting land at Aberdeen Gateway as a proposal that meets the
needs of the whole community, both now and in the future and will make the area an attractive place for residents to work and live and for
new businesses to move to.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
230

3

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Is not clear how SSCI fits with allocations in the present local plan. Once these projects move forward it is important that a non-restrictive
and flexible approach is carried forward into the local plans. Countesswells represents a good opportunity to build a sustainable community
that could accommodate 2,500 new homes.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Scottish Government have reaffirmed in recently published Scottish Planning Policy that importance of a plan led planning system.
"Bids" made for developments to be recognised under the Scottish Sustainable Communities Initiative to the Scottish Government, even if
successful, does not guarantee allocation in the development plan. However, high quality sustainable proposals are what this plan requires
and why the plan identifies working with partners to bring appropriate proposals forward when they are in line with the plan.
Your comments have been noted and forwarded to the local development plans team for information.
Rep. Number
230

9

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Agree that it is important to make the region an attractive place to live and work and focusing on the needs of the community should be
welcomed. There are a small number of locations where sustainable mixed communities can be accommodated; these will need to provide a
high quality environment, mixed house types and tenures, a range of services and facilities and infrastructure improvements. Countesswells
is one of these opportunities.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
231

9

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Agree that it is important to make the region an attractive place to live and work and focusing on the needs of the community should be
welcomed. There are a small number of locations where sustainable mixed communities can be accommodated; these will need to provide a
high quality environment, mixed house types and tenures, a range of services and facilities and infrastructure improvements.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
232

9

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Agree that it is important to make the region an attractive place to live and work and focusing on the needs of the community should be
welcomed.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
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Rep. Number
236

10

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Agree that it is important to make the region an attractive place to live and work and focusing on the needs of the community should be
welcomed. There are a small number of locations where sustainable mixed communities can be accommodated; these will need to provide a
high quality environment, mixed house types and tenures, a range of services and facilities and infrastructure improvements.
Is not clear how SSCI fits with allocations in the present local plan. Neither Council is working on or promoting a SSCI proposal, leaving it
up to the Scottish Government to sift bids. An examination of the local plan will show there are very few areas in green belt which are not
greenspace network and could potentially be developed. These are key opportunities in terms of the structure plan and SSCI.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The Scottish Sustainable Communities Initiative is a Scottish Government project. If these SSCI proposals are seen to be suitable for
development they would be allocated and supported through the respective Local Development Plans.
Local Development Plans will consider the proposed SSCIs along with all other proposals and potential sites submitted to them.
Rep. Number
243

9

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Strongly support this objective, but have some concern about the target related to densities in SGA's. In general, support the density
proposed but this needs to be closely considered as to how the relates to existing communities. Proposed densities need to reflect the local
character and take into account the existing settlement structure and facilities.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
SPP3 Planning for homes (revised 2008) states that "The appropriate density of new development should be determined in relation to the
character of the place and its relative accessibility, with higher densities more appropriate in the most central and accessible locations."
The word ‘generally’ is also used within thetarget so that if there is a strong planning consideration where under 30 houses per hectare
would be acceptable then it is possible to have a lower density. Density will be an issue considered in masterplans.
Rep. Number
254

2

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
We also note that the Plans strategy is to focus growth on a number of key locations and agree with such an approach given that this can
generate a critical mass to deliver associated infrastructure and community facilities related to the developments proposed.
We note that the Plan provides strong direction on bringing forward more sustainable developments and our client is well placed to utilize
their experience in delivering lower carbon developments. A critical element to achieving such an objective will be in tying new
developments to public transportation opportunities and that may be best achieved through the careful phasing of new infrastructure that
emphasizes the benefits of existing and enhanced public transport options over the private car.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The allocation of specific sites will be determined throught the Local Development Plan
process.
Rep. Number
255

16

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
While generally supporting the objective of sustainable Mixed Communities it is felt that there needs to be more of a focus on mixed land
use, rather than mixed housing types, particularly in large master-planned areas.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The plan already emphasises the importance of mixed use developments.
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Rep. Number
255

22

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Bancon question whether 40% of new development in the City can continue to be on brownfield land.
30 dwellings per hectare seems a high target for the more rural parts of the SGAs : e.g. Laurencekirk. A more sensible target might be 50
dwellings per hectare in the City and 30 dwellings per hectare in the rest of the AHMA with an expressed objective of maximizing the
potential sites of RHMA.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Laurencekirk could easily accommodate 30 dwellings to the hectare. There would also be no stopping the 50 to the hectare you propose in
the City, subject to the policies of the Local Development Plan.
Rep. Number
255

23

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
The target of having all new developments being 'nationally recognised' is not realistic.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The target does not relate to '"all" development. However, there is no reason why all developments cannot be of high quality. The process
would not be slowed up significanly if the quality of design was addressed at an early stage. The design at present need to be improved
greatly. This design issue is highlighted within numerous Scottish Government policy and guidance.
Rep. Number
255

24

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
There is no argument that an appropriate mix and size of house types should be provided across the housing market area
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
255

25

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
The strategic priority should be to match supply and demand wherever possible. This includes providing a mix of types and tenures across
the relevant housing market areas - rather than on each individual site.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

It is important that the mix of tenures is spread out across a variety of sites not just located in one. This has not occurred in the past and it
is important to stress in the structure plan how this will be considered in the future.
Rep. Number
255

26

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
As regards the 25% target for the provision of affordable housing, this can only be determined following an update of the Region’s Housing
Needs Assessment. The current 'proven' need for affordable housing in the City stands at 10% rather than 25%.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

As stated on page 17 of the Structure Plan the 'Housing Need and Demand Assessment' will inform the finalised plan and if amendments to
this number are required this will take plan. SPP 3 does state that "The benchmark figure is that each site should contribute 25% of the
total number of housing units as affordable housing." Considering the situation in some of the north east this 25% is not seen to be too
high, but as stated above this will be amended should the assessment show a different outcome.
Rep. Number
255

27

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
It is suggested that SPG should only be acceptable where it is available timeously, as part of the development plan, and subject to the same
scrutiny as the objectives, policies and targets etc. in the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

SPGs will be developed within a rigerous consultation process. The full extent of the process will be determined by each local authority.
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Rep. Number
256

2

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Under the heading of the ‘Sustainable and Mixed Communities’, the Draft Structure Plan highlights an objective to; ‘make sure that new
development meets the needs of the whole community, both now and in the future, and makes the area a more attractive place for residents
and business to move to.’ It is considered that in strategic terms, a new food store proposal in Inverurie would help to promote consumer
choice by providing a wider range of goods on offer. In addition to a boost in spending the proposal would also boost the vitality of the town
centre making it a more attractive place in which to shop or visit, helping to achieve the aforementioned objective.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This is not a Structure Plan issue

Changes to be made

A new food store in Inverurie is not an issue that would be covered by the Structure Plan. The Structure Plan aims to be more focused,
strategic and only covering those issues that can be best dealt with by Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire Councils working together.
Rep. Number
257

2

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Under the heading of ‘Sustainable and Mixed Communities’, the Draft Structure Plan highlights an objective to; ‘make sure that new
development meets the needs of the whole community, both now and in the future, and makes the area a more attractive place for residents
and businesses to move to.’ It is considered that in strategic terms, an extension to Banchory town centre to include a new food store would
help to promote consumer choice by locating a wider range of convenience goods in the town centre area. In addition to a boost in
convenience goods spending the proposal would also boost the vitality of the town centre making it a more attractive place in which to shop
or visit, helping to achieve the aforementioned objective.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This is not a Structure Plan issue

Changes to be made

A new food store in Banchory is not an issue that would be covered by the Structure Plan. The Structure Plan aims to be more focused,
strategic and only covering those issues that can be best dealt with by Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire Councils working together.
Rep. Number
259

6

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
In section 'Objectives' on pages 16 & 17, under the heading 'Sustainable mixed communities', we question if all communities will require
25% of affordable housing as stated in the section 'Targets'. We therefore reserve our right to review our reservations in light of the
'housing need and demand assessment' as detailed in the 'Note' at the end of the 'Sustainable mixed communities' section.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

PAN 74: Affordable housing states that "the benchmark figure is that each site should contribute 25% of the total number of units as
affordable housing." There has always been a shortage of affordable housing in the NE and as stated on p.17 the housing need and
demand assessment will give more detail on various aspects of housing across the City and Shire and it will be for local development plans
to incorporate such material into specific policies on affordable housing etc.
Rep. Number
262

7

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
In terms of sustainable mixed communities, 25% affordable housing provision appears a reasonable level, although we would stress that the
proportion should always take cognisance of the most current Housing Needs Assessment. We would query whether all communities
require 25% affordable housing provision, and would caution against a compulsory minimum provision across all areas since this may have
the unwanted effect of suppressing developer interest.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

PAN 74: Affordable housing states that "the benchmark figure is that each site should contribute 25% of the total number of units as
affordable housing." There has always been a shortage of affordable housing in the NE and as stated on p.17 the housing need and
demand assessment will give more detail on various aspects of housing across the City and Shire and it will be for local development plans
to incorporate such material into specific policies on affordable housing etc.
Rep. Number
262

8

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
In relation to sustainable mixed communities, we would comment that developments around towns within the SGAs should physically and
functionally relate to the existing settlements.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

An analysis of appropriate sites will be carried out but the LDP Team and this will ensure that they most sustainable sites are chosen.
The objective on Sustainable Mixed Communities states: "a focus on communities means that new housing and developments for
employment and commercial use should be integrated (well related to each other) to improve people’s quality of life and opportunity." The
Local Development Plans will have to meet the objectives of this plan.
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Rep. Number
263

7

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
In terms of sustainable mixed communities, 25% affordable housing provision appears a reasonable level, although we would stress that the
proportion should always take cognisance of the most current Housing Needs Assessment. We would query whether all communities
require 25% affordable housing provision, and would caution against a compulsory minimum provision across all areas since this may have
the unwanted effect of suppressing developer interest.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

PAN 74: Affordable housing states that "the benchmark figure is that each site should contribute 25% of the total number of units as
affordable housing." There has always been a shortage of affordable housing in the NE and as stated on p.17 the housing need and
demand assessment will give more detail on various aspects of housing across the City and Shire and it will be for local development plans
to incorporate such material into specific policies on affordable housing etc.
Rep. Number
263

8

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
In relation to sustainable mixed communities, we would comment that developments around towns within the SGAs should physically and
functionally relate to the existing settlements.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

An analysis of appropriate sites will be carried out but the LDP Team and this will ensure that they most sustainable sites are chosen.
The objective on Sustainable Mixed Communities states: "a focus on communities means that new housing and developments for
employment and commercial use should be integrated (well related to each other) to improve people’s quality of life and opportunity." The
Local Development Plans will have to meet the objectives of this plan.
Rep. Number
264

20

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
The preferred strategic option precludes achieving the targets set down under the sustainable mixed communities section.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

There is no explanation to this statement and it is unclear how this interpretation has been made.
However the 5 targets set out under the Sustainable Mixed Communities objective will work in parallel with the SGA proposals. These
targets ensure that development in the North East will be sustainable and ensures good design, housing variety, brownfield development,
and effecitve layouts for all developments. This in no way precludes development of any form but helps to deliver it in accordance with the
vision and aims for the area.
Rep. Number
264

21

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
The reference to 30 dwellings per hectare in SGAs should be deleted. It is an urban target which may not reasonably respect the more rural
communities within the SGAs.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

SPP3 Planning for homes (revised 2008) states that "The appropriate density of new development should be determined in relation to the
character of the place and its relative accessibility, with higher densities more appropriate in the most central and accessible locations."
The SGAs are located on existing transport corridors and are to take higher densities of development due to their accessibility. Sites less
than a hectare would not have to be so restrictive about densities.
The word ‘generally’ is also used within the objective so that if there is a strong planning consideration where under 30 houses per hectare
would be acceptable then it is possible to have a lower density.
Rep. Number
264

22

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
The structure plan should not attempt to impose the need for an appropriate mix of types and sizes of houses. This is essentially a product
of market forces which will vary.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

There is a need to ensure a mix of house types to provide sustainable mixed communities. This mix of house types is reflected in the
government guidance on layout and design and is a mechanism to achieve the improvements required. This is an issue for both the city
and shire and it is appropriate to be within the Structure Plan.
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Rep. Number
271

10

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Welcome Sustainable Mixed Communities but again feel that the draft plan fails to serve the rural areas, significant over emphasis on
development in urban areas.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
There is an emphasis of development on areas "which promotes development in places that meet the needs of business and, at the same
time, are sustainable." This is an essential aspect of the plan, and with the nature of the north east, the majority of locations that meet all
the objectives of the plan are going to be in or adjacent to urban areas.
However the plan also states that "The strategy also recognises the need to maintain and improve the area’s communities and the services
they depend on." This encourages an appropriate level of expansion for suitable smaller communities and helps to create and maintain
successful places.
This approach is in line with Scottish planning policy.
Rep. Number
276

13

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
30 dwellings to the hectare should be an average density, enabling higher densities to be balanced in some central locations, with lower
densities of 20-25 per ha.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

This density is important on sites over 1 ha within the SGAs to ensure that the sustainable mixed communities can be achieved. This is not
too high for these areas where strategic growth of development will be provided. However, it could be averaged out over a large masterplan
area and there is scope for exceptions.
Rep. Number
276

14

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
We whole heartedly support the provision of 25% affordable housing as part of a community and house type mix.
However, we also advocate tenure -blindness in design and pepper-potting of locations, to avoid stigma and optimise long term balance and
sustainability.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The detail of how affordable housing will be delivered is for Local Development Plans and masterplans.
Rep. Number
279

2

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
The concept envisages the creation of a sustainable new community in line with government policy and in conformity with the stated aims
and objections of the Structure Plan. Craibstone has potential for approximately 1,000 new homes, including provision of commercial and
new negihbourhood facilities, all based around the reuse of existing buildings.
Craibstone is located within a strategic corridor and is immediately available to meet Aberdeen City’s emerging housing land requirements.
It is located adjacent to employment sites (Dyce Drive), the airport, park and ride facilities and most crucially, the Western Peripheral Route,
making its early release a sustainable option for Aberdeen City.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

A site specific issue such as this would have its suitability decided at a the LDP level.
Rep. Number
279

4

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
The wider context of Craibstone is changing and development of a mixed use community fits in well with that context. At a local level, the
campus has a physical characteristic that also supports its suitability as a development site.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

A site specific issue such as this would be dealt with at the local level and in the LDP.
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Rep. Number
279

6

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
The proposed urban village model supports a mixed use development concept that would allow people to live, work and enjoy Craibstone
village as a self contained community. The facilities within the village will only support limited employment opportunities and would not
compete with the larger Dyce Drive employment area to the north of the A96. For the village model to be truly sustainable potential
employment opportunities should be looked at both within the village and in the sites north of the A96. Easy access to the site north off the
A96 both by bus and on foot would allow the village to be presented as a sustainable mixed use community where people can walk to work.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
279

12

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
As a critical building block of the Plan, we wholeheartedly support this objective, and welcome the references to ‘whole community’ and
‘residents and businesses’, both of which feature in our conception of planned new neighbourhoods.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
283

2

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
The structure plan is not the correct vehicle to stipulate housing density. It should also be noted that current Aberdeenshire Roads
Standards may have to be relaxed to allow for these densities. At the 30 dpha figure there will be insufficient space to provide any detached
housing at all. It would be far better simply to state that a higher density of housing is anticipated in SGA’s.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

SPP3 Planning for homes (revised 2008) states that "The appropriate density of new development should be determined in relation to the
character of the place and its relative accessibility, with higher densities more appropriate in the most central and accessible locations."
The SGAs are located on existing transport corridors and are to take higher densities of development due to their accessibility. Sites less
than a hectare would not have to be so restrictive about densities.
The word ‘generally’ is also used within the objective so that if there is a strong planning consideration where under 30 houses per hectare
would be acceptable then it is possible to have a lower density. Densities can be averaged out over a large masterplanned area and it is the
masterplan which will set the appropriate density.
Rep. Number
286

50

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
The objective on p.16 is not SMART. How can it be determined if new development meets the needs of the whole community both now and
in the future and how can how much more attractive an area is be measured?
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The intention is to have SMART targets, not objectives. The wording of the objective gives the key thrust that is then fleshed out in the
issues and targets below.
Rep. Number
286

51

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
It is not appropriate to say in para. two of the issues on p.16 that "new housing which does not meet the targets below will not be supported
by this plan". It will be impossible to assess individual planning applications against the wide-ranging targets stated.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The targets will be translated into local development plan policies. Development proposals can be assessed against these targets.
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Rep. Number
286

52

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
In para. four of the issues on p.16 it should be noted that in regeneration areas brownfield use may help close the gap between areas, but
this does not apply to all brownfield sites. The only way to close such gaps is to have a holistic approach to sustainable mixed communities
on both greenfield and brownfield sites.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted, but the emphasis on the efficient use of brownfield sites will remain.
Rep. Number
286

54

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Do not believe that the 40% target for brownfield housing development is achievable, even allowing for regeneration in the six areas of
Aberdeen. There needs to flexibility to ensure that housing requirements can be met at all times.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Background Paper contains a study on brownfield urban capacity for Aberdeen City. This concludes that "an assumption of 400 units
per annum is reasonable over the next 5-10 years. Beyond that, it can only be regarded as indicative, subject to annual monitoring and the
preparation of an updated study to coincide with the preparation of the first strategic development plan." The figures are therefore based on
recent information (with recognition of past trends) and flexibility is built in through subsequent reviews of both the brownfield study and the
next generation of plans.
Rep. Number
286

55

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Generally support housing in SGA’s to be no less than 30dpha, but would request that "determined on a site by site basis" be added to the
end of the target. To achieve this level it is essential that open space and garden sizes are reviewed in local plans as a matter of urgency.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The word 'generally' has been added to indicate that there may be circumstances where
such a target may not be achieved for whatever reason. It will be for local development plans to review open space and garden sizes as the
respondent suggests. Masterplans are the appropriate vehicle for determining densities.
Rep. Number
286

57

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Consideration should be given to change terminology such as "highest standards" to "high standards" as no comparables have been
identified.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

"Highest standards" indicates a desire to embrace best practice and the wide range of advice and policy available on all aspects of design
and build quality. 'High standards' would suggest a more lacklustre approach. Comparables are given in the first paragraph of the issues on
p.16.
Rep. Number
286

58

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
In terms of monitoring, the housing land audit cannot be the main tool as it does not provide a measurement of density, type and tenure of
property as suggested by the structure plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

As currently produced, this is correct. However, chnages to the Audit may need to be considered.
Rep. Number
291

9

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
New housing must not be located too close to industrial units.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. But careful consideration will be given to
this issue.
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Rep. Number
297

26

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Welcome much of this section which is important in preserving the high quality of life.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
297

27

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
40% of all new housing being on brownfield sites in the City is a change from previous plans which shown in the background paper as
regularly averaging at over 80% with limited greenfield development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

No changes are requested or answerable point raised, this issue is noted.
Rep. Number
297

28

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Being a target for minimum density per hectare there should be one for maximum too.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The minimum density requirement only applies on sites in SGAs over 1 ha. To stipulate a maximum density would impede development in
redevelopment areas or areas that could easily accommodate a higher level of growth.
Rep. Number
299

23

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Targets should be refined to include a clearer definition of affordable/social/smaller houses and the target percentage for social housing in
new builds needs to be much higher, say 40%.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

PAN 74 - Affordable Housing confirms that the benchmark figure for affordable housing contribution is 25%. Some areas will require
differing levels. A housing need and demand assessment will be carried out to determine exactly what level of affordable housing is
required in each area.
Rep. Number
302

12

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Recognise the positive commitments to improving standards of design but are concerned that from past experiences of the council having
supposidly done this in the past we are highly sceptical.
Need greater definition to explain how these objectives will be achieved, with commitment that the councils will be forceful in ensuring they
are upheld.
Need for greater definition to explain how these objectives will be achieved, with commitment from the councils that they will be forceful in
ensuring that standards are met.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Improvements in layout, siting and design of new developments is now at the forefront of government priorities, through guidance and
policy. This will be further reiterated within the LDPs through policies and supplementary guidance.
Rep. Number
304

2

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
In general agreement with sustainable mixed communities.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
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Rep. Number
304

3

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Currently a failure to provide affordable housing.
City centre brownfield sites should include affordable family housing.
There is also a need to consider the future supply of sheltered housing.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The issue of affordable housing needs to be addressed hence the 25% requirement within the targets in accordance with PAN 74.
The provision of sheltered housing specifically is not a Strategic issue but the plan does make clear that new development needs to met the
needs of the whole community. The housing need and demand assessment will be able to determine where the demand is for affordable
housing and Local Development Plans will respond to that.
Rep. Number
304

4

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Where possible housing should be located close to industry to reduce travelling requirements.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

The objectives are there to reduce travelling requirements and encourage homes beside businesses. The allocation of specific sites will be
determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their
information.
Rep. Number
304

5

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Should be a requirement for masterplanning to ensure integrated developments and an imaginative approach to avoid the repetition of
housing developments that have come before.
There should be sufficient open space, infrastructure and public transport within new developments.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

The plan states "In the same way, a focus on communities means that new housing and developments for employment and commercial use
should be integrated (well related to each other) to improve people’s quality of life and opportunity. This should be a particular focus in
masterplans prepared for larger development areas." This shows that the concern raised has been addressed within the plan.
Rep. Number
306

3

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Agree that it is important to focus on communities when considering development.
Communities must develop in a sustainable way and that priority is given to the needs of the community and services and facilities provided.
There is an essential need for open space within communities.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

Support and agreement for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
306

4

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
With densities of 30 houses per hectare it will be essential to provide an efficient and effective public transport system.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The plan is focused on acheiveing sustainable mixed communities and an effective public transport system would be part if this. This is the
main reason that the majority of growth is to be located in the city on on the rail corridor.
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Rep. Number
307

16

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
We strongly support and identify with the objective and Targets for this section.
Communities are not seeing any benefit from so called Planning gain and existing affordable housing figures are not being met.
New developments have not been of the highest quality and have certainly NOT focused on the needs of the community simply being a
means of "stack em high" " sell em expensive".
The need is for affordable housing, smaller housing units, and bungalows for the elderly - All supported by a vibrant infrastructure.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
309

7

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
It is hoped that 25% of houses will be affordable, and that an appropriate mix of houses will be adhered to.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

These issues are covered by the objective and should be adhered to.
Rep. Number
330

31

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
The draft Structure Plan proposes that 60% of future development in Aberdeen will be on Greenfield sites. SCDI supports the review of the
City’s greenbelt.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
Rep. Number
330

32

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
As well as quantity and location, the mix of new housing will be important to ensure an affordable supply. The draft Structure Plan says, a
range of homes will be required. This should be reflected in the targets, plans and strategies. SCDI would support the target to provide at
least 25% of affordable housing, but it may be less relevant if private renting becomes more commonplace.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The targets of the plan reflect the 25% requirement.
Rep. Number
330

33

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
SCDI supports the proposal that expanded, or new stand alone settlements should be considered where it can be demonstrated that they
show benefits over other approaches to new housing. However, these need to be properly planned, coordinated and connected, with public
transport links, utility connections and public services all considered as part of the development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

These comments are noted.
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Rep. Number
346

2

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
I welcome the commitment to provision of at least 25 percent affordable housing and would welcome more detail on that in the plan,
including ensuring that there is such provision in both City and Shire.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. As stated on p.17 the housing need and demand assessment will give more detail on
various aspects of housing across the City and Shire and it will be for local development plans to incorporate such material into specific
policies on affordable housing etc.
Rep. Number
374

1

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Welcome the emphasis on sustainability and planning for mixed communities. It is vitally important that planning takes account of creating
more community focus and fostering intergrated transport links.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
380

2

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Agree with the statement that priority needs to be given to brownfield sites and regeneration areas.
However schedule 1 identifies many rural areas for housing and will therefore have limited brownfield sites available.
This will result in losing farming land currently used for food production.
The numbers suggested for Aberdeen City suggest that the majority of houses will be built on greenfield sites (21,000 vs 15,000 for
brownfield and regeneration areas)
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The majority of housing allocated will be on greenfield sites potentially in agricultural use,
however, this is a necessary consequence of growth. This growth will be plan led, subject to extensive consultation and will be adjacent to
existing settlements in most cases, thus leaving many areas untouched.
The assumption about levels of building in the City are correct.
Rep. Number
382

8

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Page 16 explains in journalistic style what the planning team makes of the term 'sustainable mixed communities'.
Tucked away in this chapter (page 17) the reader finds crucial information about the real impact of the imagined house building: no less
than 30 dwellings per hectare should be built. For comparison, at the moment the average density of housing equals 20 dwellings in the
Stonehaven area (Imagine Stonehaven Capacity Study, page 12).
And what will these more than 30 dwellings per hectare look like? How are these 'mixed communities' to be designed exactly?
The Draft Structure Plan fails to deliver concrete information about the style, building materials, appearance of buildings, street layout and
village design. There is no concrete mentioning of the principles and standards of community layout or house design which will guide
developers - instead the reader is spoon-fed with the re-assurance that there will be 'commitment to quality', 'supplementary guidance' on
'urban design principles' or a 'design review for masterplans'.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Scottish Government guidance (SPP3) is pushing towards higher densities is accessible locations. This criteria specifically relates to
SGAs and the larger sites within then, ie greater than 1 ha. It also says generally so in some instances this may be altered.
In terms of design, materials, layout etc these are not strategic issues and would not be dealt with in a Structure Plan. Policy specific
issues will be determined within the Local Development Plan process, along with supplementary guidance etc. There is also guidance and
policy being development by the Scottish Government to ensure improvements in this aspect of planning.
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Rep. Number
397

17

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Questioned the appropriateness of targets against the SMART criteria:
Page 17. "no less than 30 dwellings per hectare". This does not appear to "help us achieve our vision", as it reads like encouragement for
closely packed houses with tiny gardens.
There should be a maximum density as well as (and more importantly than) a minimum. The maximum number of houses per hectare
should allow a reasonable minimum garden size (e.g. 120 m²) for each dwelling.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

This is to encourage better layouts with a variety of house types. It is in accordance with SPP3 Planning for Homes where it states "higher
densities more appropriate in the most central and accessible locations." This density is specifically aimed at SGAs and uses the word
generally because in circumstances it may not be appropriate. It is also only for sites of over a hectare. Maximum densities of the type
suggested would not be appropriate because the plan covers Aberdeen City as well as Aberdeenshire.
Rep. Number
403

6

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Do not consider that there are 40% new brownfield housing sites in the city of Aberdeen.
Many areas are suffering from overdevelopment and the services have not been developed to deal with the increase in population. At the
same time existing services have been reduced e.g post office, restaurants, GP practices etc.
This has resulted in increases of traffic in the area as well as reducing the services available.
Identifying a new settlement would allow proper planned growth and protect the exisitng amenities within the cities and the towns.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The Background Paper contains a study on brownfield urban capacity for Aberdeen City. This concludes that "an assumption of 400 units
per annum is reasonable over the next 5-10 years." The figures are therefore based on recent information, with recognition of past trends.
The structure plan is working closely with NHS Grampian and other public sector service providers, but can have no influence on facilities
like post offices or private businesses such as restaurants. It does however, promote greater mixed use communities, with people able to
have better, closer access to employment and services without the need to travel; this points will be reinforced through local development
plans and supplementary planning guidance.
The allocation of specific sites to meet the requirements of the structure plan is a matter for the local development plans. A number of "new
settlement" proposals were submitted in response to the draft structure plan, some of which were in line with the plan's spatial strategy and
some were not. These vary considerably in size from small villages, through major extensions to existing villages to stand alone
communities of many thousands. However, none were at a stage where they could be given support through the structure plan. If local
development plan processes were to show that a new settlement(s) is the best way of meeting the structure plan's requirements and would
be consistent with the plan as a whole, the strategic development plan team would seek to assist its delivery.
Rep. Number
404

1

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
New housing to meet the needs of local people is welcome. Developers must be encouraged to refrain from building 4/5 bedroomed luxury
houses and supply more housing for "normal" families - i.e. those on lower incomes. Provision must also be made for sheltered housing and
affordable rented properties.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The plan aims to deliver a mix of different sized housing to meet the needs of all members
of the community, including the elderly, people on lower incomes etc. These aspirations should follow through into local developmet plans
and supplementary planning guidance.
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Rep. Number
409

6

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Likes sustainable mixed communities concept aiming for:
- an exciting mix and blend of sympathetically designed housing, based on traditional styles and designs drawn from our local heritage
meeting diverse needs of a wide range of individuals and families,
- commercial buildings providing employment opportunities and shopping/retail outlets laid out in an attractive and interesting way with plenty
features
- green spaces where footpaths and cycling ways provide safe routes for all of society to use.
This type of development reduces the need for people to travel and helps make sure walking and cycling etc are attractive choices.
Suggested that settlements on the edge of Aberdeen such as Peterculter could make a significant contribution to the plan and benefit from
such development. Communities like Peterculter and Kingswells have missed out in the past.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The plan aims to facilitate developments as described in the representation. Local development plans and supplementary planning guidance
will take this forward.
It will also be the role of local development plans to consider and allocate specific sites and locations for development.
Rep. Number
411

17

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Structure plan needs to address the move towards part-time working of single parent families and semi-retired people (aged over 65) who
need suitable sized accommodation close to facilities and employment sources.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The plan does seek to ensure a greater mix of housing is provided than in the past, particularly in terms of size, tenure and cost. This
should help people in all age groups and socio-economic brackets who wish to enter the housing market.
Rep. Number
422

14

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Targets:
"For all housing development of over one hectare in SGAs to be in line with approved supplementary guidance and generally have no less
than 30 dwellings per hectare."
How does this housing density fit with the concept of mixed communities and the target of "an appropriate mix of types and sizes of
houses"? A range of sizes and types of houses - detached, terraced, flats, etc - will require a range of housing densities.
"For new housing to meet the needs of the whole community by providing at least 25% of affordable housing…". The Glossary (Page 23)
defines Affordable Housing as "Housing which is made available at a cost below full market value to meet an identified need."
How can 25% of the housing allocation be sold at a cost below market value, unless it is a trivial amount? How much below market value
should be defined. This would then at least give some meaning to the target, even if it would make clear that it is either insignificant or
unachievable. Developers are not going to sell houses for any significant amount less than market value. Will the councils subsidise the
discount?
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The 30 dpha target has a much higher chance of delivering mixed communities than the 10/12 dpha currently found in many developments.
It will discourage homogeneous estates of large detached dwellinghouses, although there may still be instances where these are
appropriate.
Affordable housing has been provided in this form for many years and is an approach accepted by Council's, developers and RSL's. The
target of 25% is the only appropriate target as large cost differences will occur across the north-east. Further studies are currently underway
in the form of the 'housing need and demand assessment' that will inform this plan and the local development plan.
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Rep. Number
425

9

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Simplified view of population growth and mixed communities.
It is a backward approach to bracket the current and future population into three groups of under 16 demanding, 16-65 soakable and over
65 draining, when the positive view is to see them as an expanding continuum.
Age groupings are not as rigid in reality and upper working years will most probably increase at the same time that the lower age bracket will
rise to take into account further education.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

These are the age groupings most commonly used by the Government and GROS for describing demographic profiles. It is indeed a
simplified view, but it does not really change the issues raised in the Plan, the population is growing older. The Strategic Forecasts for
Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire 2006-2031 (2007) predicts that there will be very large increases in the two oldest age groups (55.3% 6574 and 95.7% plus 75) over the period of the plan.
Rep. Number
426

25

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Concern with the use of the phrase "will not be supported by the plan". This phrase starts being used regularly, and reads like you are
getting in your excuses first, there is a need for courage again.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

This phrase is used twice in the plan, both times in relation to housing provision and compliance with the spatial strategy, improved
standards, density, affordable housing etc. It shows resolve to tackle this issues set out on p.16 and has nothing to do with excuses and is
not intended to be read as such.
Rep. Number
426

26

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Concern that mixed developments are undesirable to developers for very obvious reasons, so until you figure a way of forcing them on to
unwilling providers. Not sure the Councils are able to implement this aspect.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

It is essential to have all developments to be mixed tenure to ensure sustainable mixed communities. SPP 3 : Planning for Homes states
"Scottish Government policy encourages more diverse, attractive and mixed-use residential communities, in terms of tenure, demographic
and income. A range of housing types is needed to support the creation of mixed communities which provide housing options for the whole
community and all segments of the market, from affordable housing and starter homes to executive housing, as well as homes for families,
older people and people with particular housing needs." Government policy is strongly supportive of this aspect of the plan. It further goes
on to state "development plans should encourage the creation of mixed communities rather than single-tenure developments. As far as
possible, the tenure of housing should be indiscernible from its design, quality or appearance."
Rep. Number
441

6

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Recognises the need for housing on every level but concerned at the introduction of a defined proportion of any housing type (ie 25%
affordable)- an interference in the market through the planning process. To satisfy social need this can only be achieved by the Local
Authority or some other agency of government making a direct provision of the housing that is needed as developer
Half growth of Aberdeen City seems to be a likely and meaningful outcome.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The plan supports the provision of a much wider range of housing than in the past. This provision will come through established means,
such as being built by the private sector and sold below market value or transferred to an RSL. Or, delivery may come through an RSL
directly for some sites. There is also a move toward Council's once again building their own housing for rent. Either of these models, or
more likely a combination of them, will work.
Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
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Rep. Number
441

9

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Supports objective in principle with execption to 'Using Supplementary Guidance to provide more detail on the appropriate mix of properties,
urban design principles and community facilities'. Interpretation may be too narrow or conservative when applied to housing design
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The use of SPG is widely recognised as a useful tool for determining detailed, site specific information that is not appropriate to be
contained within a development plan. This tool will continue to be used and affords the opportunity for engagement between the Council,
developer and local community to achieve better quality results.
Rep. Number
443

5

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
The proposal to integrate housing with employment assumes that people will choose to live close to their place of employment. If there are
two adults, at least one will require to travel to work and it should be recognised that there are many factors which influence where people
live / work.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

As a basic principle, it is agreed that it is desireable if people can live close to where they work, this reduces congestion, car emissions,
promotes walking and cycling etc. Beyond this, the structure plan cannot force the issue and it is recognised that complex factors may
influence such decisions. However, the opportunities need to be made available.
Rep. Number
447

5

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Using design standards for dwellings to be single or 1.5 storey to blend in with the vernacular is an inefficient use of space and energy use.
Suggest a preference for three storeys or greater in order to reduce urban sprawl.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This is not a Structure Plan issue

Changes to be made

The structure plan advocates and promotes the efficient use of land in line with SPP3. However, the detail that is proposed here would be a
matter for supplementary planning guidance as local development plans may not even have this level of site specific detail.
Rep. Number
449

9

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
The objectives and targets are diffficult to achieve, e.g. the density target is very high.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Targets have to be aspirational. Higher densities are required for sites in SGAs over 1 hectare to ensure sites are not underdeveloped.
This is easily achievable and contriubutes to sustainable mixed communities. Government guidance reiterates that a mix of tenures and
densities is required to ensure sustainable mixed communities.
Rep. Number
450

8

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Disagrees with the statement at the top of column 2 "with an ageing population and smaller household, new development will need to meet
the changing needs of society over its whole life". Instead suggests that changing need of a sustainable mixed society are better met by
having a variety of housing available in every area and easy interchange between occupancies.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The concept of 'lifetime standards' is Implicit in the plan - this is the creation of accessible and adpatable homes that mean people have the
choice to remain in their own home throughout the time they share it with a family, once that family has gown up and into old age. This
would not be the same as facilitating moving home, which is not a structure plan issue. However, the plan does also promote the creation of
a range of housing throughout new developments and this will also add to the choices people have.
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Rep. Number
457

1

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Welcome the opportunity to participate in the creation of Local Development Plans as it is important to secure the supply and demand of
school places but also community learning, recreation facilities and libraries are match to local level needs.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The LDP process will involve a significant level of public consultation of which members of the public can be involved.
Rep. Number
458

9

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Strongly support objectives and issues identified. However all pertain to housing; sustainable mixed communities need to be mixed use as
well as mixed tenure in a range of sizes, this should be addressed in targets.
Support the emphasis on design under, 'How to meet the targets' rather than 'design review' as detached from the engagement process.
Early stakeholder involvement in design avoids change in direction at a later stage.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Mixed use is promoted in the plan with the reference to 'housing and developments for employment and commercial use should be
integrated" in this section. The thrid target refers to SPG and this will be the main mechanism for securing mixed use developments on
sites over 1ha.
Noted.
Rep. Number
462

8

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
The plan is vague e.g. there is a target for the number of house per hectare, minimum of 30. However on page 17 it is proposed to assess
the actual number planned after planning permission has been granted.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The vision is designed to set a general direction which is fleshed out in the rest of the plan. Extensive work has gone into creating a
coherent vision for the city region which is consistent with the regional economic strategy.
The word ‘generally’ is used within the target so that if there is a strong planning consideration where under 30 houses per hectare would
be acceptable then it is possible to have a lower density. Density will be an issue considered in masterplans. SPP3 Planning for homes
(revised 2008) states that "The appropriate density of new development should be determined in relation to the character of the place and
its relative accessibility, with higher densities more appropriate in the most central and accessible locations."
Rep. Number
464

2

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Response is in the form of a committee report and highlights concern regarding:
Para. 4.11 - The significant movement of households from Aberdeenshire into NE Angus in recent years. However, the provision of new
housing in South Aberdeenshire will provide a sustainable alternative for house purchasers.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

1,000 new units are proposed in the SGA up to the Angus boundary and further development will take place in the communities designated
as LGDs. This level of growth and the requisite level of affordable housing will provide additional choice.
Rep. Number
470

11

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
ACSEF would encourage the adoption of masterplanning to achieve the targets identified in this priority.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted, masterplans are seen as integral to the delivery of larger development sites.
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Rep. Number
476

11

Subject

Objective (Sustainable Mixed Communities)

Summary
Support development of high quality sustainable mixed communities. Integration of residential and business land should be encouraged to
reduce commuting, but will require strong design principles, particularly in greenfield locations. Sustainability transport criteria and energy
efficiency principles should be designed into all aspects of these communities.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

The structure plan refers to each of these issues to a greater or lesser degree. The level of detail is correct and local development plans
and supplementary planning guidance will give much more information. Masterplanning will have an important role to play.
Rep. Number
182

6

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Very supportive of making all major developments easily accessible by foot, cycle and public transport and would observe this is more likely
to be achievable in locations such as Loirston/Charleston which is immediately adjacent to the urban area.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined though the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
184

7

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
The accessibility objective raises issues of external travel and the fact that Aberdeenshire is a dispersed area. There is a need to ensure
additional allocations are sufficiently large to support new local facilities.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The draft plan encourages sustainable mixed communities and provides further opportunities for road and rail improvements (such as
Crossrail).
The support, and provision, of infrastructure is an essential part of achieving sustainable mixed communities and is central to the plan.
The allocations of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process.
Rep. Number
185

6

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
The accessibility objective should not mean that smaller outlying areas should not expand or consolidate further.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The accessibility objective does not preclude the expansion or consolidation of existing towns and villages.
The plan supports development in, or adjacent to, existing settlements within Local Growth and Diversification Areas. The level of growth
appropriate will be determined through the Local Development Plan process.
Whilst it is desirable that these locations are served by public transport it is recognised that given the rural nature of Aberdeenshire this is
not always possible.
Rep. Number
186

6

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Reducing the need to travel and encouraging people to cycle, walk and use public transport does not necessarily fit in with the smaller,
dispersed communities within Aberdeenshire.
Consideration needs to be given to the services which may be provided across existing areas ie housing provision and development land for
facilities.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Whilst desirable that locations are served by public transport it is recognised that given the rural nature of Aberdeenshire this is not always
possible although encouragement of cycling and walking is promoted in relation to leisure activities and promotion of healthy sustainable
mixed communities.
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Rep. Number
205

11

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Suggest that reference is made to ensuring that all new developments are easily accessible to public facilities and services. This could be
through inclusion of a fourth target in order that developers recognise the requirement to consider the proximity to leisure, recreation and
public facilities prior to progressing development of a site.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan does allow for the identification of necessary requirements to ensure that developments can be accessed by walking, cycling and
public transport.
This issue is sufficiently covered in the draft plan.
Rep. Number
206

8

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Support this objective and in particular the need to ensure new development is directed towards locations accessible by a variety of modes
of transport. Turriff is such a location.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process.
A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
207

8

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Support this objective and in particular the need to ensure new development is directed towards locations accessible by a variety of modes
of transport. Site at Cruden Bay is such a location.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process.
A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
208

8

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Support this objective and in particular the need to ensure new development is directed towards locations accessible by a variety of modes
of transport.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
209

8

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Support this objective and in particular the need to ensure new development is directed towards locations accessible by a variety of modes
of transport. Stoneywood is highly accessible by a range of transport modes and provides a great opportunity to reduce traveling times and
distance between work, home and the city centre.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process.
A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
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Rep. Number
210

8

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Support this objective and in particular the need to ensure new development is directed towards locations accessible by a variety of modes
of transport. Newmachar is such a location.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process.
A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
211

8

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Support this objective and in particular the need to ensure new development is directed towards locations accessible by a variety of modes
of transport. Oldmeldrum is such a location.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process.
A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
212

8

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Support this objective and in particular the need to ensure new development is directed towards locations accessible by a variety of modes
of transport. Site at Hatton is such a location.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process.
A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
213

9

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Support this objective and in particular the need to ensure new development is directed towards locations accessible by a variety of modes
of transport. Masterplan includes new roads infrastructure and introduce public transport and pedestrian / cycle links to the town centre.
Need to have reference to the role of trunk roads, an understanding of what improvements will be needed to achieve capacity and who will
be required to fund these.
The plan seeks to integrate with local and regional transport strategies (and should do so). However, this endorses unproven projects, such
as re-opening rail lines to Peterhead and Fraserburgh and preserving land for this purpose. This requires further investigation and clarity as
old routes affect Peterhead sites.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan
process.
Trunk roads are outwith the control of Local Authorities however the plan acknowledges and takes into account relevant regional strategies
and plans which have an important influence on this plan (Nestrans, ACSEF, Scottish Government etc).
Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice (including timescales, masterplanning and funding of
required infrastructure improvements).
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Rep. Number
214

8

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Support this objective and in particular the need to ensure new development is directed towards locations accessible by a variety of modes
of transport.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
215

9

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Support this objective and in particular the need to ensure new development is directed towards locations accessible by a variety of modes
of transport. Masterplan includes new roads infrastructure and introduce public transport and pedestrian / cycle links to the town centre.
Need to have reference to the role of trunk roads, an understanding of what improvements will be needed to achieve capacity and who will
be required to fund these.
The plan seeks to integrate with local and regional transport strategies (and should do so). However, this endorses unproven projects, such
as re-opening rail lines to Peterhead and Fraserburgh and preserving land for this purpose. Plan targets on accessibility and how they are
met should be reviewed.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan
process.
Trunk roads are outwith the control of Local Authorities however the plan acknowledges and takes into account relevant regional strategies
and plans which have an important influence on this plan (Nestrans, ACSEF, Scottish Government etc).
Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice (including timescales, masterplanning and funding of
required infrastructure improvements).
Rep. Number
216

9

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Support this objective and in particular the need to ensure new development is directed towards locations accessible by a variety of modes
of transport. Masterplan includes new roads infrastructure and provide safety improvements and introduce increased public transport
provision in the village.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process.
A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
217

9

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Support this objective and in particular the need to ensure new development is directed towards locations accessible by a variety of modes
of transport. Masterplan includes new roads infrastructure, provides safety improvements and introduces increased public transport
provision in the town.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process.
A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
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Rep. Number
219

8

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Support this objective and in particular the need to ensure new development is directed towards locations accessible by a variety of modes
of transport. Our clients land interest is adjacent to the business park and in close proximity to Aberdeen, the airport and Kirkhill Ind Est as
well as Inverurie and Westhill. Accessibility will also be vastly improved by the proposed rail halt to the north of the town.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process.
A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
220

8

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Welcome the recognition that improving the accessibility of the NE is essential to developing a strong economy.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
221

8

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Welcome the recognition that improving the accessibility of the NE is essential to developing a strong economy.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
222

8

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Support this objective and in particular the need to ensure new development is directed towards locations accessible by a variety of modes
of transport. Masterplan for town centre expansion shows a location that is highly accessible and an opportunity to reduce traveling times
and distances.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process.
A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
223

8

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Support this objective and in particular the need to ensure new development is directed towards locations accessible by a variety of modes
of transport. Kingseat proposal will include provision of roads infrastructure, improved pedestrian safety measures and an opportunity for
increased public transport provision.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process.
A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
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Rep. Number
224

8

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Support this objective and in particular the need to ensure new development is directed towards locations accessible by a variety of modes
of transport. Clients land is highly accessible by public transport and within close proximity to the rail station. Proposals will also include
provision of enhanced pedestrian safety and improved cycle links.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process.
A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
225

8

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Support this objective, in particular the recognition that improving the connectivity of the NE is essential.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
226

9

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Support this objective, in particular the recognition that improving the connectivity of the NS is essential. Proposal at St Combs will include
provision for new road infrastructure and pedestrian safety improvements.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process.
A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
227

9

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Support this objective, in particular the recognition that improving the connectivity of the NE is essential. Proposal at Crimond will include
provision for new road infrastructure and pedestrian safety improvements.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process.
A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
228

9

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Support this objective, in particular the recognition that improving the connectivity of the NE is essential. Proposal at Fetterangus will include
provision for new road infrastructure and pedestrian safety improvements.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process.
A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
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Rep. Number
229

8

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Support this objective and in particular the need to ensure new development is directed towards locations accessible by a variety of modes
of transport such as walking, cycling and public transport. Wish to emphasise that Aberdeen Gateway is highly accessible and provides a
great opportunity to reduce traveling times and distances between work and home and the city centre.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process.
A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
232

10

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Generally support this objective.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
234

7

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Generally support this objective, but suggest that the emphasis is on encouraging development close to SGA's and transport corridors.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The plan does encourage development close to SGA's and transport corridors. The Spatial Strategy Target is "For at least 75% of all
homes, built and employment land developed, to be in the SGAs by 2030."
Rep. Number
236

12

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Generally support this objective. However, the plan misses an important section relating to infrastructure. To provide sustainable
communities a great deal of infrastructure is required; the AWPR and Third Don Crossing are crucial. There are also other requirements
that will be needed for large scale growth; e.g. proposed water if no more abstraction from the Dee and capacity of AWPR junctions, which
are only for existing allocations.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The plan acknowledges the need for infrastructure improvements. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan
into practice (including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements).
A variety of proposals are detailed within the plan in relation to infrastructure improvements and requirements (including the AWPR and
Third Don Crossing).
Water abstraction is recognised as an issue although the scale and nature of the issue is currently not fully established. An additional
monitoring point will be added under the "sustainable development and climate change" objective.
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Rep. Number
237

12

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Generally support this objective. However, would suggest the emphasis on encouraging development within SGA's should not preclude
other areas from having their transport links and services improved accordingly.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.The objective does not preclude other areas from having their transport links and services
improved accordingly. However, given the rural nature of Aberdeenshire it is recognised that this will not always be possible.
Outwith the SGA's, the plan supports development in, or adjacent to, existing settlements within Local Growth and Diversification Areas.
The level of growth appropriate will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. The plan encourages sustainable mixed
communities and provides further opportunities for road improvements including improving access to and from the north and Aberdeenshire.
The support, and provision, of infrastructure is an essential part of achieving sustainable mixed communities and is central to the plan.
Rep. Number
238

9

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Generally support this objective. However, would suggest the emphasis on encouraging development within SGA's should not preclude
other areas from having their transport links and services improved accordingly. The proximity principle of sustainable development should
be the most influential in guiding new development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.The objective does not preclude other areas from having their transport links and services
improved accordingly. However, given the rural nature of Aberdeenshire it is recognised that this will not always be possible.
Outwith the SGA's, the plan supports development in, or adjacent to, existing settlements within Local Growth and Diversification Areas.
The level of growth appropriate will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. The plan encourages sustainable mixed
communities and provides further opportunities for road and rail improvements (such as Crossrail).
The support, and provision, of infrastructure is an essential part of achieving sustainable mixed communities and is central to the plan.
Rep. Number
239

11

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Generally support this objective. However, would suggest the emphasis on encouraging development within SGA's should not preclude
other areas from having their transport links and services improved accordingly. The proximity principle of sustainable development should
be the most influential in guiding new development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.The objective does not preclude other areas from having their transport links and services
improved accordingly. However, given the rural nature of Aberdeenshire it is recognised that this will not always be possible.
Outwith the SGA's, the plan supports development in, or adjacent to, existing settlements within Local Growth and Diversification Areas.
The level of growth appropriate will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. The plan encourages sustainable mixed
communities and provides further opportunities for road and rail improvements (such as Crossrail).
The support, and provision, of infrastructure is an essential part of achieving sustainable mixed communities and is central to the plan.
Rep. Number
240

9

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Generally support this objective. However, would suggest the emphasis on encouraging development within SGA's should not preclude
other areas from having their transport links and services improved accordingly. The proximity principle of sustainable development should
be the most influential in guiding new development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.The objective does not preclude other areas from having their transport links and services
improved accordingly. However, given the rural nature of Aberdeenshire it is recognised that this will not always be possible.
Outwith the SGA's, the plan supports development in, or adjacent to, existing settlements within Local Growth and Diversification Areas.
The level of growth appropriate will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. The plan encourages sustainable mixed
communities and provides further opportunities for road and rail improvements (such as Crossrail).
The support, and provision, of infrastructure is an essential part of achieving sustainable mixed communities and is central to the plan.
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Rep. Number
241

9

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Generally support this objective. However, would suggest the emphasis on encouraging development within SGAs should not preclude
other areas from having their transport links and services improved accordingly. The proximity principle of sustainable development should
be the most influential in guiding new development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.The objective does not preclude other areas from having their transport links and services
improved accordingly. However, given the rural nature of Aberdeenshire it is recognised that this will not always be possible.
Outwith the SGAs, the plan supports development in, or adjacent to, existing settlements within Local Growth and Diversification Areas.
The level of growth appropriate will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. The plan encourages sustainable mixed
communities and provides further opportunities for road and rail improvements (such as Crossrail).
The support, and provision, of infrastructure is an essential part of achieving sustainable mixed communities and is central to the plan.
Rep. Number
243

12

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Generally support this objective. However, suggest that the emphasis on encouraging development within existing transport corridors i.e.
SGA's should not preclude other areas from having their transport links and services improved accordingly. The proximity principle of
sustainable development should be the most influential in guiding new development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.The objective does not preclude other areas from having their transport links and services
improved accordingly. However, given the rural nature of Aberdeenshire it is recognised that this will not always be possible.
Outwith the SGA's, the plan supports development in, or adjacent to, existing settlements within Local Growth and Diversification Areas.
The level of growth appropriate will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. The plan encourages sustainable mixed
communities and provides further opportunities for road and rail improvements (such as Crossrail).
The support, and provision, of infrastructure is an essential part of achieving sustainable mixed communities and is central to the plan.
Rep. Number
254

1

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
We support this underlying basis for the plan as we consider the most effective means to achieve transport modal shift (away from the
private car) is though through the promotion of fast, efficient rail links. Direct express bus connections can also achieve a high level of
modal shift when also linked to accessible park and ride facilities.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. Park and Ride facilities are to be highlighted as a proposal within the plan following their
inclusion within the Strategic Transport Project Review (STPR) and in recognition of the role they can play in delivering the plan's strategy.
Rep. Number
255

17

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
This objective is fully endorsed, and it is additionally suggested that it could be further supported and expanded by reference to introducing
maximum car parking standards to discourage car use.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Promotion of environmentally friendly forms of transport and reducing the percentage of journeys made by car is outlined within the objective
however car parking standards are not a strategic land use planning issue. The Local Development Plan process will be the appropriate
medium to communicate detailed policies.
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Rep. Number
266

7

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
We suggest that the Council develops a fully integrated transport system with regular bus services linking the rural communities to the
spine of railway stations planned for the Huntly to Laurencekirk corridor.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

A regional and local transport strategy exist to address these issues. However, the Action Programme prepared in 2009 is likely to highlight
areas where further work is required.
Rep. Number
271

11

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Support the objective and the emphasis on walking and cycling ahead of the use of public transport (because that is not always readily
available).
Feel that there is a role for "local jobs for local people from local homes".
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The strategy for local growth and diversification highlights the need to diversify rural economies to meet local needs whilst the objective on
sustainable mixed communities aims to focus on communities with regards to new housing and developments for employment being related
to one another.
The Local Development Plan process will determine detailed policies and land allocations for local issues.
Rep. Number
276

15

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Strongly supports an approach to new development that reduces the need to travel and provides opportunities to walk, cycle and use public
transport.
Support the location of development that:
- Is contiguous to existing development, shops, schools and employment catchments, and is not freestanding in the countryside
- Can readily extend public transport routes in a viable manner
- Provides local employment opportunities that mitigate the need for commuting.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
279

5

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
The strategic growth proposals for the area such as the AWPR and the park and ride site both offer greater opportunities for sustainable
transport options. These new proposals should be carefully considered when looking at a framework for future development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The structure plan takes account of numerous regional strategies and plans which have an important influence on the delivery of the plan in
relation to sustainable transport options. Park and Ride facilities are to be highlighted as a proposal within the plan following their inclusion
within the Strategic Transport Project Review (STPR) and in recognition of the role they can play in delivering the plan's strategy.
The proposals coming forward have informed the content of this plan.
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Rep. Number
279

8

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
One of the key aims of the proposed vision for the new community is to make it an accessible place that is easy and safe to move around.
The success of the village concept is not dependant on the development of the Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route, however the new road
would present increased transport opportunities. The road could allow the development of a park and ride within walking distance of the
village.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan process.
A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
282

17

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
The strategy of directing growth to areas with the greatest choice of environmentally friendly forms of transport must be seen in the context
that overprovision of housing to these areas will cause a serious degradation of amenity to existing residents. It will also cause serious
decline in the remaining areas of Aberdeenshire if this is taken to the extreme.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The spatial strategy will direct development to areas that can be accessed by a greater choice of more environmentally friendly forms of
transport in accordance to the housing numbers detailed in schedule 1.
The plan does not aspire to cause serious degradation of amenity to existing residents. The plan aims to create sustainable mixed
communities which will ensure that new development meets the needs of the whole community, both now and in the future. No extreme
position is being advocated.
Rep. Number
286

61

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
The target section on p.18 requires clarity. Accessibility standards need to be set out, this would help for example with the definition of "easy
to access" which forms part of the second bullet.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan is a strategic document therefore detailed information will be set out through the Local Development Plan.
Local transport strategies set out the accessibility standards as specified in the target on page 18.
Rep. Number
286

62

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Do not agree with the first bullet of "how to meet the targets" on p.18. It is not acceptable to leave transport proposals needed due to
development to SPG; this provides no certainty to developers and allows goal posts to change at a later date.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Modernising the planning system agenda and associated legislation allows for supplementary planning guidance to become statutory and
enables local development plans to provide detailed information (such as transportation issues) within concise statutory supplementary
planning guidance. The structure plan is not the appropriate medium to relay this level of information.
The structure plan is a long term strategic document. It is not possible to be specific about infrastructure requirements at this level.
Rep. Number
286

63

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
The monitoring section on p.18 is weak and accessibility of developments should not be left to Transport Assessments, but should be done
at the plan preparation stage.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Accessibility will be a key consideration for Local Development Plans in site selection. This should be given greater emphasis under the
second bullet point of "how to meet the targets".
The structure plan is a high level strategic document and can not measure accessibility of developments at the plan preparation stage
although accessibililty issues have informed the spatial strategy.
Higher detailed plans such as Local Development Plans will allow for accessibility of developments to be assessed at the plan preparation
stage.
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Rep. Number
296

6

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Not clear on how objectives will be met and provides no high level guidance.
General aspirations for bus and rail improved are not amplified into what will be done to improve services, or how these will be delivered.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The objective will be met by meeting the targets which are detailed in the Accessibility section.
The structure plan is a high level strategic document and is not the appropriate medium to give detailed information with regards to how bus
services will be improved, however the objective must be outlined in the structure plan to enable further details to be given in local and
regional transport strategies which will provide greater levels of detail.
An action programme will be prepared in 2009 which sets out what the Councils and partner organisations need to do to deliver the plan.
Rep. Number
297

3

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Insufficient attention paid in the draft plan to the development of suitable transport infrastructure to support the level of housing and
economic development envisaged.
This is extremelly important and should be reflected in the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The support, and provision, of infrastructure is an essential part of supporting the level of housing and economic development envisaged
and is central to the plan and is reflected in the plan.
The spatial strategy directs growth to locations where there can be significant public and private investment in schools, community facilities
and transport infrastructure without affecting people's quality of life.
The plan acknowledges the need for infrastructure improvements. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan
into practice (including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements).
Rep. Number
297

29

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Improvements in public transport are needed especially the development of the crossrail network.
Concerns that there have been delays in re-opening the Laurencekirk station and lack of public transport infrastructure associated with the
new development at Portlethen.
This needs to be done to reduce the reliance on cars.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Crossrail is outlined as a proposal within the plan as one method of improving the rail network.
The structure plan is a high level strategic document and is not the appropriate medium to detail individual developments. The structure
plan sets the framework for local and regional transport strategies which will provide higher levels of guidance.
The plan acknowledges the need for infrastructure improvements. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan
into practice (including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements).
Rep. Number
297

30

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Given the existance of NESTRANS it is surprising that the level of detail contained in this section is limited and the targets are not more
specific.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan takes account of numerous local and regional strategies and plans (prepared by Scottish Government, Nestrans,
ACSEF etc) which have an important influence on the delivery of the plan.
The structure plan does not seek to replicate the content of the regional and local transport strategies.
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Rep. Number
297

31

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Concern that the WPR is mentioned a lot, this is presumptious given the ongoing enquiry.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route is is one of a number of transport projects planned to help improve road safety and accessibility,
reduce congestion and grow the local economy.
The principle of the AWPR is backed by the Scottish Government.
The Public Local Inquiry is not examining the principle of the road, but the route the road will take.
Rep. Number
299

25

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Agree with the Huntly to Laurencekirk corridor but concern that there is no mention of any transport development to go along with this.
There is no numerical target for the reduction in car miles; no mention of improved rail services; no mention of ways of improving bus
usage; and above all, no objective of the integration of transport modes.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

A number of transport interventions are highlighted for the Huntly to Laurencekirk corridor including the Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route
and Crossrail. Junction improvements are also highlighted although the location of these will largely be dependent on the location of
development.
Transport issues are more fully covered in the Regional Transport Strategy.
The accessibility targets include a reduction in the percentage of journeys which are made by car. The accessibility sections states "The
spatial strategy will help to promote accessibility by making sure that future development also allows for improvements in the rail and road
networks".
Rep. Number
301

2

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Rural Aberdeenshire needs improved transport links as a matter of priority and then positive marketing.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan acknowledges the need to improve linkages throughout the region and the Key Diagram illustrates better linkages.
However, the detail of this is a matter for Aberdeenshrie Council through their local Transport Strategy.
Rep. Number
302

13

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Provision of a high quality public transport system is critical to the success of the Structure Plan, but at present the system is in disarray.
The crossrail project has been shelved, no rail action plan has been designed by NESTRAN and Aberdeen has the poorest utilisation of
buses of any major city in Scotland and is the most expensive.
There are no plans to review the bus network and as such it is unlikely that any change in public behaviour.
There is a need for an integrated transport strategy, in advance of the approval of the Structure Plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Regional Transport Strategy has the role of facilitating the delivery of an integrated transport strategy. The structure plan cannot be
delayed until some point in the future but must recognise current opportunities and constraints.
The Regional Transport Strategy was approved by Scottish Ministers earlier this year and work is progressing with its implementation.
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Rep. Number
304

9

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
There is also the need for a better public transport system, that is cheaper and accommodates the public rather than the bus companies.
There is also the need for a high speed link from the airport.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The structure plan is a high level strategic document and is not the appropriate medium to give detailed information with regards to how
public transport services will be improved. Improvements to the public transport system are largely a matter for the regional and local
transport strategies. However, both councils are working on these issues.
Rep. Number
304

11

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Reservations that the road system cannot cope with the closure of Union Street to vehicular traffic.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This proposal has been modelled to ensure it works in transport terms but would form part of a wider package of transport measures.
Rep. Number
307

17

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
We strongly support and identify with the objective and Targets for this section.
We fully support the DSP Spatial Strategy for focusing on SGAs .
There is no existing evidence of a modal shift away from reliance on the car, as the primary mode of transport.
Bus travel is very expensive and non existant within Westhill and given the particularly harsh and long duration of inclement weather
patterns endemic to the North East of Scotland, and the remoteness of communities, the car will always have the greatest role.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The sixth aim of the paln (p5) recognises that walking, cycling and public transport need to be more attractive choices.
The bus service within Westhill is not non-existent.
Rep. Number
309

2

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
The transport network, schools, roads and other amenities should all be in place so that the area is an attractive place to live and to reduce
the car usage.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
The support, and provision, of infrastructure (transport network, schools, roads and other amenities) is an essential part of achieving
sustainable mixed communities and is central to the plan.
Rep. Number
318

4

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Better cycle paths should be made available and not adjacent to roads.
Need to provide secure storage at schools for those who cycle to school.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This is not a Structure Plan issue

Changes to be made

The structure plan is a high level strategic document and is not the appropriate place to give such detailed requirements.
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Rep. Number
330

34

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
While supporting the targets in draft Structure Plan, SCDI believes that they are inadequate, particularly in the context of the ACSEF
ambition to be the best connected region in the UK with access to global locations through and integrated transport network with efficient
and effective air, rail, road and sea links and transformed gateways to the region.
It is acknowledged that the spatial strategy does mention better road and rail links, but it is still inappropriate for a plan with an objective of
economic growth over the long term for the accessibility targets to focus exclusively on walking, cycling, and modal shift to public transport.
Infrastructure improvements are also a priority. The AWPR is an essential piece of road infrastructure to ease city centre congestion and to
improve traffic flow, and, after the public inquiry is completed attention should turn to locking in the benefits or the region. SCDI has
supported the Aberdeen Crossrail scheme in order to integrate more communities inside Aberdeen and Aberdeenshire with the City centre
economy and is concerned about the implications for the Structure Plan by suggestions that it will not be supported by the Scottish
Government. Enhanced infrastructure at Aberdeen Airport will be necessitate to improve the city region’s international connectivity. This is
will include the runway extension, expanded terminal and new parking and access arrangements.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan acknowledges the need for infrastructure improvements. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan
into practice (including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements).
The support, and provision, of infrastructure is an essential part of supporting the level of housing and economic development envisaged
and is central to the plan.
The structure plan highlights a range a proposals (including all of those mentioned - the AWPR, Crossrail and Aberdeen Airport
Masterplan) which will help achieve the Vision. However, it is the Regional Transport Strategy that takes the lead on many of these
proposals.
ACSEFs Economic Manifesto is one of the regional strategies and plans which have have had an important influence on this plan.
Rep. Number
338

3

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Any serious structure plan should focus on accessibility and transport. The Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route is of significant strategic
importance to the economy of the North East and the growth of the City of Aberdeen. Improvements in public transport and the city’s airport
are also vital. We support the development of the Aberdeen Crossrail project, the improvement plans at Aberdeen airport and the
development of a transport hub which will improve access and provide greater transport choice to the city centre.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The draft plan highlights numerous projects which will assist in the delivery of the vision (including the AWPR, Crossrail, Airport
Masterplan, road and rail improvements).
Rep. Number
343

2

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
I can confirm that residents in my Ward are unanimous that we will need to see substantial improvement to the A92 as no real investment
has taken place on that road, north of Forfar since it was built in the mid 80s.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The structure plan is a high level strategic document and is not the appropriate medium to detail individual developments.
The structure plan sets the framework for local and regional transport strategies which will provide higher levels of guidance. In terms of
commitment to any improvements, this is an issue for the Transportation & Infrastructure Service of Aberdeenshire Council.
Rep. Number
343

6

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Pubic transport in my Ward at the extremity of Aberdeenshire is not an option for many. Unless bold steps are to be taken to open up public
transport ie with dial a bus initiatives and flexible transport interchange nodes at various points along the A90 to interact with express
services, then we cannot oppose residents using their cars.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

It is recognised that public transport provision across Aberdeenshire is variable due to its geography. Public transport interventions are an
issue for the reigonal and local transport strategies. The structure plan does not "oppose" the use of cars. Aim six (p5) seeks to make the
alternatives attractive choices.
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Rep. Number
346

5

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
I welcome the fact that Aberdeen Crossrail features significantly in the plan and hope that central government responds to this. I would
further add that if the Draft Structure Plan is to achieve its aim of making the most efficient use of the transport network to ensure travel is
minimised, and making walking, cycling and public transport attractive choices then the Crossrial project it vital for the future success of the
region.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Crossrail is included within the plan as one method of improving the road and rail system in order to make environmentally friendly modes of
transport more attractive and accessible.
Rep. Number
349

6

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
The Group is extremely conscious that much of the North East’s transport problems currently arise at the ‘pinch point’ entries to Aberdeen
city primarily at Bridge of Dee, Bridge of Don and the Haudagain roundabout. The Group therefore very much welcomes the development of
the Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route as a contingent factor in providing relief to the City by reducing through traffic, and the
development of Aberdeen Airport so that it might more appropriately and competently fulfil the requirements of this thriving City Region.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for the proposals within the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
349

9

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
The Group notes that NESTRANS has so far failed to make a sufficiently substantive case to the Scottish Government for the Crossrail
Project, and trusts that the ongoing development of the Aberdeen City and Shire Structure Plan will add greatly to their case in future
presentations.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Your support for proposals within the plan is welcomed.
The provision of infrastructure (including road and rail improvements) plays a key role in assisting to deliver the plans vision and spatial
strategy. NESTRANS are actively seeking to progress the individual components, of the crossrail project and developing a "rail action plan"
Rep. Number
349

15

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Consideration should be given now to the future dualling of the A90 Ellon to Peterhead section, and the re-establishment of the Buchan rail
link to identify the optimum routes for such future developments.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

These proposals are to a significant extent matters for the regional transport strategy, prepared by NESTRANS.
Rep. Number
388

1

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
While the Huntly-Laurencekirk corridor makes sense, there needs to be major improvements to the transport infrastructure. In particular,
this plan can only be progressed once the outcome of the AWPR Public Inquiry is known, as this route is essential for development of the
corridor. The Plan should be more specific about improvements to public transport. The Aberdeen Cross Rail scheme has existed in 'hotair' for years - we need to see some results and substance.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The provision of infrastructure (including road and rail improvements and public transport improvements) play a key role in assisting to
deliver the plans vision and spatial strategy.
The AWPR is a Scottish Government supported project and the principle has been agreed. The Public Inquiry is debating the finalised
route. There is no reason to delay the structure plan for this.
The Crossrail proposal is being taken forward by NESTRANS with service improvements being delivered in December 2008 as a further
step towards full implementation.
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Rep. Number
399

4

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Page 18 talks about encouraging walking and cycling and use of public transport, however in reality Aberdeen is car orientated and little has
been done to reverse this:
- Businesses have been encouraged to locate at the extremities of the city; Altens, Tullos, Westhill, Dyce, Bridge of Don, thus walking and
cycling is only possible for a few people who live in the immediate vicinity.
- Public transport to the industrial estates is abysmal however there appears to be no initiative to make the bus services more available and
more time efficient door-to-door for commuters.
- Cross rail has been discussed for many years with no delivery in sight. Instead, the City Council and the Draft Plan continue to support
solutions that will stimulate car use - WPR, Haudagain junction, and the Third Don Crossing.
The only long term solution is to get the cars off the road rather than make their use easier. Road improvements only reduce congestion in
the short term.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The support, and provision, of infrastructure (including road and rail improvements and public transport improvements) plays a key role in
assisting to deliver the plans vision and spatial strategy.
It is accepted that in the past developments have not allowed ease of access to efficient and attractive transport options (public transport in
particular). The Structure Plan strategy focuses development in places where there are clear opportunities to encourage people to use
public transport and enables efficient provision of services whilst aiming to reduce the percentage of car journeys.
The Cross Rail proposal within the Huntly to Laurencekirk corridor aims to provide more regular journeys for more people at more stations.
The inclusion of the proposals for the AWPR and Third Don Crossing are projects which will help with the delivery of the plans vision to
allow for improved access and connections to other places and to allow environmentally friendly methods of transport to be provided.
The structure plan takes account of numerous regional strategies and plans (prepared by Scottish Government, Nestrans, Transport
Scotland, ACSEF etc) which have an important influence on the delivery of the plan. The structure plan sets the framework for local and
regional transport strategies which will provide higher levels of guidance. NESTRANS will work with both Councils in support of their Local
Transport Strategies. In terms of commitment to any improvements, this is an issue for the relevant Council.
Rep. Number
400

1

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Supports the proposal in the draft plan for 50% of new housing to be within the Aberdeen City boundaries for environmental and
sustainability reasons.
However it should be recognised that this proposal will not be achieved by adherence to normal road standards as set down in the road
manuals or adopted locally.
The structure plan should explicitly state that innovative and effective traffic management measures, that will achieve an acceptable degree
of road safety, will be encouraged away from main distributor roads (for example traffic calming measures to secure speed reductions).
This must be stated now to ensure obligation within Local Development Plans.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
This level of detail would not be appropriate in the structure plan itself, although it could be picked up in the Action Programme in terms of
plan implementation.
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Rep. Number
402

3

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Need to urgently improve transport infrastructure in a sustainable and progressive way.
Recognise and welcome the Aberdeen Bypass and proposed further dualling Aberdeen - Ellon. However this is insufficient to address the
needs of the communities North of Aberdeen now, let alone in the foreseeable future.
Must change transport policy and reduce reliance on cars, buses and freight lorries by re-introducing train links which Beeching removed in
1960s-1970s. Must re-introduce, our railway network to a modern standard. Undo Beechings cuts and take a long term view with
involvement from the private sector. Invest in modern transport infrastructure to the outlying communities to enable and attract inward
investment throughout the region not just the parts that already lie within existing infrastructure.
Must have foresight to develop fast, modern, efficient rail transport infrastructure for both passengers and freight. Would be foolish to
ignore this issue in any Regional Development Plan and perhaps at National Level.
Scotland can only sustain a strong economy if all major towns and cities are connected to the 5 major cities to attract new businesses and
develop the regional economies of the smaller towns and villages which must diversify if we are going to be sustainable in the future.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The support, and provision, of infrastructure (including road and rail improvements) play a key role in assisting to deliver the plans vision
and spatial strategy. It is accepted that in the past developments have not allowed ease of access to efficient and attractive transport
options (public transport in particular). The Structure Plan strategy focuses development in places where there are clear opportunities to
encourage people to use public transport and enables efficient provision of services whilst aiming to reduce the percentage of car journeys.
The Structure Plan acknowledges that there will be a need for diversification and growth in the economy in areas outwith the Strategic
Growth Areas.
The inclusion of the Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route proposal is one of numerous projects outlined in the Structure Plan which will help
achieve the vision for the North East over the next two decades. The Cross Rail proposal within the Huntly to Laurencekirk corridor aims to
provide more regular journeys for more people at more stations. The inclusion of the proposals for the AWPR and Third Don Crossing are
projects which will help with the delivery of the plans vision to allow for improved access and connections to other places and to allow
environmentally friendly methods of transport to be provided.
Although there may be merit in some of the suggested improvements, the structure plan is a high level strategic land use planning
document and improvements to the rail network are best dealt within within regional and/or local transport strategies.
Rep. Number
411

13

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Improved direct road links between Aberdeenshire towns and settlements is essential.
Gave example of Stonehaven - Banchory road which is in need of improvement and suggested that tourism facilities could be built in at
locations by networking with the Forestry Commission.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan acknowledges the need to improve linkages throughout the region however it is recognised that given the rural nature of
Aberdeenshire this will not always be possible.
The structure plan is a high level strategic document which sets the framework for local and regional transport strategies which will provide
higher levels of guidance. In terms of commitment to any improvements, this is an issue for the Transportation & Infrastructure Service of
Aberdeenshire Council.
Rep. Number
411

14

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Network of cycling paths should be increased and planned to be remote from vehicle roads.
Cycling underpasses and overpass bridges are necessary with the planning design process. Present policy of marking some roads with a
cycle corridor is totally unacceptable.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Aberdeen City Council and Aberdeenshire Council are currently working on developing Core Path Plans for the region.
The councils are developing a basic network of 'core paths'. The network of 'core paths' will be identified and agreed through the
preparation of a Core Paths Plan, which all local authorities are required to produce under the Land Reform (Scotland) Act 2003. The Act
states that the Core Paths Plan should "provide the basic framework of routes sufficient for the purpose of giving the public reasonable
access throughout their area. The basic framework of routes will link into, and support, wider networks of other paths".
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Rep. Number
422

4

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Public transport can handle small population growth. However, a step change in population in, for example, Portlethen - Stonehaven, as
indicated by the Housing Allowances, would require a step change in public transport provision.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The support, and provision, of infrastructure (including road and rail improvements and public transport improvements) plays a key role in
assisting to deliver the plans vision and spatial strategy to allow for improved access and connections to other places and to allow
environmentally friendly methods of transport to be provided.
It is accepted that in the past developments have not allowed ease of access to efficient and attractive transport options (public transport in
particular). The Structure Plan strategy focuses development in places where there are clear opportunities to encourage people to use
public transport and enables efficient provision of services whilst aiming to reduce the percentage of car journeys.
Rep. Number
424

7

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Given the vast area of the Shire, relying on existing road network, even with the AWPR, without fast public transport systems/links, to
achieve the target of reducing the car uses is impossible and completely unrealistic.
The fact that there are many commuters travelling to the City to work and shop cannot be ignored. Even directing new developments along
the existing railway line and dual carriageways will not ironically reduce the ownership of cars and the usages of cars. The main reason for
the public relying on cars is because of grossly inadequate public transport systems, and inefficient services. It is unlikely that buses in the
rural area could be the resolution to connect the Shire and the City.
Why are there are no visions for linking the existing rural towns by light railways? Why is strategic level for accessibility so lacking real
strategic thinking?
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The support, and provision, of infrastructure (including road and rail improvements and public transport improvements) plays a key role in
assisting to deliver the plans vision and spatial strategy.
It is accepted that in the past developments have not allowed ease of access to efficient and attractive transport options (public transport in
particular). The high level of commuters within Aberdeenshire has not been ignored. The Structure Plan strategy focuses development in
places where there are clear opportunities to encourage people to use public transport and enables efficient provision of services whilst
aiming to reduce the percentage of car journeys.
The Structure Plan does not propose that buses will be the resolution to connect the Shire and the City. For example, the Cross Rail
proposal within the Huntly to Laurencekirk corridor aims to provide more regular journeys for more people at more stations. The inclusion of
the proposals for the AWPR and Third Don Crossing are projects which will help with the delivery of the plans vision to allow for improved
access and connections to other places and to allow environmentally friendly methods of transport to be provided.
The structure plan takes account of numerous regional strategies and plans (prepared by Scottish Government, Nestrans, Transport
Scotland, ACSEF etc) which have an important influence on the delivery of the plan. The structure plan sets the framework for local and
regional transport strategies which will provide higher levels of guidance. Proposing light railways is not within the remit of a high level
strategic land use planning document.
Rep. Number
424

8

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Proposes a vision for accessibility that "A railway station/ or a light railway station/ or a bus stop from which the bus would take less than
30mins to the City centre, should be found within the range of 15minutes car journey from anywhere in the Shire area; and the total journey
time from anywhere in the Shire to the City should be less than 45 minutes".
To achieve that, the existing railway line, proposed cross rail service, improved bus links, and district-wide light railway systems should be
altogether considered. Prepared a strategic light railway route map, which was attached as an appendix to the representation.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The councils, in isolation, cannot deliver a fully integrated transport system however the structure plan takes account of numerous regional
strategies and plans (prepared by Scottish Government, Nestrans, ACSEF etc) which have an important influence on the delivery of the
plan. Numerous projects have been outlined within the plan which will encourage people to use public transport and enables efficient
provision of services whilst aiming to reduce the percentage of car journeys.
The vision for accessibility that is proposed is not appropriate for inclusion within a high level strategic land use planning document and is
unrealistic. Suggestions for improvements to the public transportation network would be best dealt with within Regional and/or Local
Transport Strategies.
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Rep. Number
426

31

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
The core paths network has so far proven to be an expensive pointless exercise of going through the motions.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

All local authorities are required to produce under the Land Reform (Scotland) Act 2003. Aberdeen City Council and Aberdeenshire Council
are currently working on developing Core Path Plans for the region.
The Act states that the Core Paths Plan should "provide the basic framework of routes sufficient for the purpose of giving the public
reasonable access throughout their area. The basic framework of routes will link into, and support, wider networks of other paths".
Rep. Number
437

2

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Is the new cycle route in Stonehaven going to decrease traffic as the cycle track is not the most desireable?
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This is not a Structure Plan issue

Changes to be made

Representation is with regards to a specific proposed development and is therefore not a structure plan issue.
Detailed proposals will be dealt with within the Local Development Plan process.
Rep. Number
437

5

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Is it likely that people will use the new bus service to Stonehaven train station?
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This is not a Structure Plan issue

Changes to be made

Representation is with regards to a specific proposed development and is therefore not a structure plan issue.
Detailed proposals will be dealt with within the Local Development Plan process.
Rep. Number
440

6

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Should be provision of a mono-rail link to Peterhead?
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This is not a Structure Plan issue

Changes to be made

Although there may be merit in suggesting alternative transportation methods, the structure plan is a high level strategic land use planning
document and improvements to the road and public transportation network are best dealt within within Regional and/or Local Transport
Strategies.
Rep. Number
441

10

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Would like to see a light railway system to operate between Dundee and Huntly (or beyond) would connect with bus services and Park and
Ride facilities
There could also be spot hire of vehicles and bikes based on the models in Edinburgh.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This is not a Structure Plan issue

Changes to be made

Although there may be merit in suggesting alternative transportation methods, the structure plan is a high level strategic land use planning
document and improvements to the road and public transportation network are best dealt within within Regional and/or Local Transport
Strategies.
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Rep. Number
443

1

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
In general, the spatial strategy seems sensible. However, there is an urgent need to improve the transport infrastructure generally and
promote Crossrail in particular. Also need to improve the radial routes around Aberdeen, such as Westhill to the City if development is going
there.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The draft plan acknowledges the need for infrastructure improvements and the support, and provision, of infrastructure (including road and
rail improvements and public transport improvements) plays a key role in assisting to deliver the plans vision and spatial strategy. The
spatial strategy focuses development in places where there are clear opportunities to encourage people to use public transport and enables
efficient provision of services whilst aiming to reduce the percentage of car journeys. The structure plan sets the framework for local and
regional transport strategies which will provide higher levels of guidance.
Crossrail is outlined as a proposal within the plan as one method of improving the road and rail network.
Rep. Number
450

2

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
The efficiency of the travel network should be improved (fuel use per passenger mile and cost to the public purse) rather than decreasing
the number of people using the network. Suggests increasing the occupancy of private motor cars.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This is not a Structure Plan issue

Changes to be made

Whilst an efficient travel network is part of the accessibility objective, the specific details mentioned are beyond the scope of the structure
plan, although they may be covered by other plans and strategies.
Rep. Number
450

9

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Paragraph 2 fails to suggest a better use of motor cars. People are unlikely to give up cars; a solution would be to create a car sharing
system. It would be better to increase private car occupancy than decrease car journeys therefore increasing fuel efficiency. Paper on car
occupancy is attached.
Public transport will only be used if a frequent service is provided and investment in more public transport is not feasible do to lack of uptake
by passengers.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The support, and provision, of infrastructure (including road and rail improvements and public transport improvements) plays a key role in
assisting to deliver the plans vision and spatial strategy.
It is accepted that in the past developments have not allowed ease of access to efficient and attractive transport options (public transport in
particular however given the rural nature of Aberdeenshire this is not always possible). The Structure Plan strategy focuses development in
places where there are clear opportunities to encourage people to use public transport and enables efficient provision of services whilst
aiming to reduce the percentage of car journeys.
The Cross Rail proposal within the Huntly to Laurencekirk corridor aims to provide more regular journeys for more people at more stations.
The inclusion of the proposals for the AWPR and Third Don Crossing are projects which will help with the delivery of the plans vision to
allow for improved access and connections to other places and to allow environmentally friendly methods of transport to be provided.
Although there may be merit in suggesting alternative transportation methods, the structure plan is a high level strategic land use planning
document and improvements to the road and public transportation network are best dealt within within regional and/or local transport
strategies.
Rep. Number
458

10

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Support objective and issues stated.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed

23 February 2009

Page 301 of 420

Rep. Number
458

11

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
A means of meeting the accessibility targets is to stress importance of mixed use planning so people are closer to work and can therefore
walk increasing their accessibility - not explicit in current targets.
Opportunities for improving accessibility and integration with existing communities should be stated in the targets especially where urban
extensions may abut previous development which may/may not of been planned with walking and cycling priorities in mind.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Mixed use planning and the importance of increasing accessibility is dealt with under the objectives for Accessibility and Sustainable Mixed
Communities. Large employment areas tend to be situated near or next to existing settlements in or around the strategic growth areas and
the target within Accessibility states that "For major developments in strategic growth areas to show that they are easy to access by walking,
cycling or using public transport..."
Within Sustainable Mixed Communities the draft plan states "A focus on communities means that new housing and developments for
employment and commercial use should be integrated (well related to each other) to improve people's quality of life and opportunity. These
should be a particular focus in masterplans prepared for larger development areas".
Further detailed guidance will be provided within Supplementary Planning Guidance.
Rep. Number
458

12

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Modify the second point, "The spatial strategy will direct development to areas that can be accessed by a greater choice of more
environmentally friendly forms of transport" to "A greater choice of more environmentally friendly forms of transport will be promoted for all
settlements particularly where new development is planned".
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Although there may be merit in the suggested rewording, the structure plan is a high level strategic land use planning document and the
promotion of environmentally friendly forms of transport throughout all settlements where no new development is planned would be
unrealistic.
However, if this proposal was to be taken forward it would be best dealt with within Local Transport Strategies.
Rep. Number
458

14

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Reference could be made to forthcoming Scottish Government policy on roads 'Designing Streets' which will complement existing policy,
'Designing Places'
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This is not a Structure Plan issue

Changes to be made

The structure plan is a high level strategic land use planning document and therefore reference to specific detailed policies is not
appropriate. Detailed information will be dealt with within the Local Development Planning process and associated Supplementary Planning
Guidance.
It is not the place of the structure plan to repeat Government policy.
Rep. Number
465

8

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
TSC6 - Transport Scotland recommends that SPP17 be referenced, including the hierarchy of transport, alongside the requirement for
appropriate appraisal, in the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Only one reference to an SPP currently appears in the draft and consideration will be given to removing this as cross references of this
nature are not necessary.
The hierarchy of transport is effectively presented in the sixth aim.
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Rep. Number
465

13

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
TSC10 - There are a number of statements in the plan referring to perceived constraints on the local and strategic transport network, such
as p.7 (para.3 of SGA's), p.9 (para.4 of Issues) and p.19 (para.1 of Providing Infrastructure). Accessibility section also makes reference to
the relationship between development and transport improvements. It must be stressed that this relationship must be identified as early in
the development planning process as possible and not as SPG as suggested here.
The need for transport interventions should be identified at the structure and local development plan stage, with detailed proposals coming
forward at the master planning stage. TS welcome the recognition of the important role the transport network plays in the development plan
process and requests that the rationale for these statements and others like them within the document is provided through the appropriate
appraisal of the transport impacts of the trips generated by the complete development plan proposals.
Recommend approach to appraisal and suggest a workshop is convened ASAP, which TS can input to through use of the LATIS model.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan and spatial strategy in particular are interdependent on an effective and efficient transport system. The work done with
Transport Scotland and close liaison with Nestrans has greatly benefitted plan production. The recent workshop was another component of
this consultation and further meetings will be held to ensure interventions can be identified as soon as practicably possible and fed into local
development plans. There may still need to be a requirement for SPG to accommodate unforeseen eventualities.
It is proposed to publish an addendum to the Background Paper in due course to support the structure plan.
Rep. Number
469

13

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Generally support this objective, but it is important that reference is made to the need for adequate resources to be made available to
achieve the aspirations here. There is a contradiction between the first paragraph of the 'issues' (connected with negative impacts from road
transport) and actual policies of the Council's in relation to the AWPR. The resources available to this project would result in a sea change
of transportation in the region.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
It is not the responsibility of a structure plan which is a high level strategic land use planning document to detail how the proposals will be
funded. The plan recognises that large investments will be required to deliver the scale of changes proposed and outlines the role that
developers will play in addition to the public sector.
An action programme will be prepared during 2009 setting out the actions partners are required to take to deliver the plan.
Rep. Number
470

12

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
The absence of a fully integrated transport infrastructure and perceived delays in planning decisions making, acts as a disincentive to
businesses to expand in the area. Implementation of both local and regional transport strategies will facilitate the policy of accessibility for
new and existing communities.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Councils, in isolation, cannot deliver a fully integrated transport system however the structure plan takes account of numerous regional
strategies and plans (prepared by Scottish Government, Nestrans, ACSEF etc) which have an important influence on the delivery of the
plan.
The structure plan sets the framework for local and regional transport strategies which will provide higher levels of guidance. In terms of
commitment to any improvements, this is an issue for the relevant Council.
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Rep. Number
472

7

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
There is a potential variance between transport infrastructure and sustainability, but good transport infrastructure is recognised as a key
element to population and business growth. The NESTRANS strategy should be a golden thread that runs through all the objectives and the
plan could be enhanced by providing each target area a specific reference to solutions for roads and public transport.
Again, it may assist individual and collective well being to have an objective relating to Community Safety in an attempt to foster better
community spirit and citizenship.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The structure plan takes account of numerous regional strategies and plans (prepared by Scottish Government, Nestrans, Transport
Scotland, ACSEF etc) which have an important influence on the delivery of the plan. The structure plan sets the framework for local and
regional transport strategies which will provide higher levels of guidance. The support, and provision, of infrastructure (including road and
rail improvements and public transport improvements) plays a key role in assisting to deliver the plans vision and spatial strategy.
The Structure Plan strategy focuses development in places where there are clear opportunities to encourage people to use public transport
and enables efficient provision of services whilst aiming to reduce the percentage of car journeys. This will help with the delivery of the
plans vision to allow for improved access and connections to other places and to allow environmentally friendly methods of transport to be
provided.
An objective relating to Community Safety is not a high level strategic cross boundary land use planning issue and would best be dealt with
through the Local Development Plan process and Supplementary Planning Guidance.
Rep. Number
476

12

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
Support development which reduce car use, however, this has to be within the context of integrated transport infrastructure that delivers
effective communications within, to and from the plan area. The AWPR is an essential piece of infrastructure to open up the economic
potential of the area north of Aberdeen. The strategic importance of the ports should also be noted.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed however the Councils, in isolation, cannot deliver a fully integrated transport system. The
structure plan takes account of numerous regional strategies and plans (prepared by Scottish Government, Nestrans, ACSEF etc) which
have an important influence on the delivery of the plan. The structure plan sets the framework for Local and Regional Transport Strategies
which will provide higher levels of guidance.
The inclusion of the proposals for the AWPR and Third Don Crossing are projects which will help with the delivery of the plans vision to
allow for improved access and connections to other places and to allow environmentally friendly methods of transport to be provided.
The ports are acknowledged as important strategic assets within the Spatial Strategy.
Rep. Number
478

5

Subject

Objective (Accessibility)

Summary
This objective should cross-refer to the importance of planning and maintaining green networks, as these improve accessibility and provide
wildlife corridors. Much can be done to build on the existing green networks within the growth areas, but it is important to recognise these at
a strategic level.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Agree that green networks are important but this is not the section of the plan to include this in. Slight rewording of the Quality of the
Environment objective may include a reference to green networks or a reference to existing and proposed open spaces.
Rep. Number
184

4

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Agree that in terms of meeting the targets the Local Plan should be produced quickly.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
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Rep. Number
185

3

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Agrees that in terms of meeting the targets the Local Plan should be produced quickly.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
197

16

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Welcome the inclusion of their initiatives in this section and also the AWPR. In addition, the land owned by the University at Balgownie
could help with the proposed Third Don Crossing.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
201

6

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
The re-opening of Laurencekirk Station should be included as a proposal on p.20.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The proposals section does not specifically identify all proposed projects which will assist in achieving the draft plans vision. The reopening of Laurencekirk Station would be dealt with under the road and rail improvements bullet point within the proposals section.
Rep. Number
202

3

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
The re-opening of Laurencekirk Station should be included as a proposal on p.20.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The proposals section does not specifically identify all proposed projects which will assist in achieving the draft plans vision. The reopening of Laurencekirk Station would be dealt with under the road and rail improvements bullet point within the proposals section.
Rep. Number
205

12

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Under 'providing infrastructure' suggest that "health and related public services" be added to the second sentence in order that specific
recognition is given to these essential services at the time of planning for infrastructure investment. The second paragraph makes reference
to securing a higher percentage of contributions to fund a large proportion of future requirements. This approach is welcomed, but it is
suggested that the third sentence is amended to read "..percentage of the new physical and community service infrastructure needed..".
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The suggested focus on healthcare facilities is too narrow.
The term 'infrastructure' is included in the glossary and includes the elements proposed. There is no need to go into the proposed level of
detail here.
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Rep. Number
206

9

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Accept that developers should make a contribution towards necessary infrastructure, but reference to securing higher contributions than in
the past is inappropriate as should be related in scale and kind. Welcome that the public sector will need to make an important contribution
to new infrastructure.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Circular 12/1996 is currently under review, with a draft replacement published for consultation in December 2008. It is anticipated that the
final document will be published before the Structure Plan is approved by Scottish Ministers. Due to current economic conditions the
Scottish Government have put their wider review of developer contributions on hold. However, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic
Development Planning Authority have made representations to Ministers on this issue.
In reference to developer contributions in scale and kind, it must be noted that large scale developments will require large scale
contributions.
Rep. Number
207

9

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Accept that developers should make a contribution towards necessary infrastructure, but reference to securing higher contributions than in
the past is inappropriate as should be related in scale and kind. Welcome that the public sector will need to make an important contribution
to new infrastructure.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Circular 12/1996 is currently under review, with a draft replacement published for consultation in December 2008. It is anticipated that the
final document will be published before the Structure Plan is approved by Scottish Ministers. Due to current economic conditions the
Scottish Government have put their wider review of developer contributions on hold. However, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic
Development Planning Authority have made representations to Ministers on this issue.
In reference to developer contributions in scale and kind, it must be noted that large scale developments will require large scale
contributions.
Rep. Number
208

9

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Accept that developers should make a contribution towards necessary infrastructure, but reference to securing higher contributions than in
the past is inappropriate as should be related in scale and kind. Welcome that the public sector will need to make an important contribution
to new infrastructure.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Circular 12/1996 is currently under review, with a draft replacement published for consultation in December 2008. It is anticipated that the
final document will be published before the Structure Plan is approved by Scottish Ministers. Due to current economic conditions the
Scottish Government have put their wider review of developer contributions on hold. However, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic
Development Planning Authority have made representations to Ministers on this issue.
In reference to developer contributions in scale and kind, it must be noted that large scale developments will require large scale
contributions.
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Rep. Number
209

9

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Accept that developers should make a contribution towards necessary infrastructure, but reference to securing higher contributions than in
the past is inappropriate as should be related in scale and kind. Welcome that the public sector will need to make an important contribution
to new infrastructure.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Circular 12/1996 is currently under review, with a draft replacement published for consultation in December 2008. It is anticipated that the
final document will be published before the Structure Plan is approved by Scottish Ministers. Due to current economic conditions the
Scottish Government have put their wider review of developer contributions on hold. However, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic
Development Planning Authority have made representations to Ministers on this issue.
In reference to developer contributions in scale and kind, it must be noted that large scale developments will require large scale
contributions.
Rep. Number
209

11

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Support the commitment to monitor and review the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
210

9

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Accept that developers should make a contribution towards necessary infrastructure, but reference to securing higher contributions than in
the past is inappropriate as should be related in scale and kind.
Welcome that the public sector will need to make an important contribution to new infrastructure.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Circular 12/1996 is currently under review, with a draft replacement published for consultation in December 2008. It is anticipated that the
final document will be published before the Structure Plan is approved by Scottish Ministers. Due to current economic conditions the
Scottish Government have put their wider review of developer contributions on hold. However, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic
Development Planning Authority have made representations to Ministers on this issue.
In reference to developer contributions in scale and kind, it must be noted that large scale developments will require large scale
contributions.
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Rep. Number
211

9

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Accept that developers should make a contribution towards necessary infrastructure, but reference to securing higher contributions than in
the past is inappropriate as should be related in scale and kind.
Welcome that the public sector will need to make an important contribution to new infrastructure.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Circular 12/1996 is currently under review, with a draft replacement published for consultation in December 2008. It is anticipated that the
final document will be published before the Structure Plan is approved by Scottish Ministers. Due to current economic conditions the
Scottish Government have put their wider review of developer contributions on hold. However, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic
Development Planning Authority have made representations to Ministers on this issue.
In reference to developer contributions in scale and kind, it must be noted that large scale developments will require large scale
contributions.
Rep. Number
212

9

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Accept that developers should make a contribution towards necessary infrastructure, but reference to securing higher contributions than in
the past is inappropriate as should be related in scale and kind.
Welcome that the public sector will need to make an important contribution to new infrastructure.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Circular 12/1996 is currently under review, with a draft replacement published for consultation in December 2008. It is anticipated that the
final document will be published before the Structure Plan is approved by Scottish Ministers. Due to current economic conditions the
Scottish Government have put their wider review of developer contributions on hold. However, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic
Development Planning Authority have made representations to Ministers on this issue.
In reference to developer contributions in scale and kind, it must be noted that large scale developments will require large scale
contributions.
Rep. Number
213

10

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Accept that developers should make a contribution towards necessary infrastructure, but reference to securing higher contributions than in
the past is inappropriate as should be related in scale and kind.
Welcome that the public sector will need to make an important contribution to new infrastructure and would be interested to learn the exact
nature of this.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Circular 12/1996 is currently under review, with a draft replacement published for consultation in December 2008. It is anticipated that the
final document will be published before the Structure Plan is approved by Scottish Ministers. Due to current economic conditions the
Scottish Government have put their wider review of developer contributions on hold. However, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic
Development Planning Authority have made representations to Ministers on this issue.
In reference to developer contributions in scale and kind, it must be noted that large scale developments will require large scale
contributions.
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Rep. Number
214

9

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Accept that developers should make a contribution towards necessary infrastructure, but reference to securing higher contributions than in
the past is inappropriate as should be related in scale and kind. Welcome that the public sector will need to make an important contribution
to new infrastructure.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Circular 12/1996 is currently under review, with a draft replacement published for consultation in December 2008. It is anticipated that the
final document will be published before the Structure Plan is approved by Scottish Ministers. Due to current economic conditions the
Scottish Government have put their wider review of developer contributions on hold. However, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic
Development Planning Authority have made representations to Ministers on this issue.
In reference to developer contributions in scale and kind, it must be noted that large scale developments will require large scale
contributions.
Rep. Number
215

10

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Accept that developers should make a contribution towards necessary infrastructure, but reference to securing higher contributions than in
the past is inappropriate as should be related in scale and kind. Welcome that the public sector will need to make an important contribution
to new infrastructure and would be interested to learn the exact nature of this.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Circular 12/1996 is currently under review, with a draft replacement published for consultation in December 2008. It is anticipated that the
final document will be published before the Structure Plan is approved by Scottish Ministers. Due to current economic conditions the
Scottish Government have put their wider review of developer contributions on hold. However, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic
Development Planning Authority have made representations to Ministers on this issue.
In reference to developer contributions in scale and kind, it must be noted that large scale developments will require large scale
contributions.
Rep. Number
216

10

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Accept that developers should make a contribution towards necessary infrastructure, but reference to securing higher contributions than in
the past is inappropriate as should be related in scale and kind. Welcome that the public sector will need to make an important contribution
to new infrastructure and would be interested to learn the exact nature of this.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Circular 12/1996 is currently under review, with a draft replacement published for consultation in December 2008. It is anticipated that the
final document will be published before the Structure Plan is approved by Scottish Ministers. Due to current economic conditions the
Scottish Government have put their wider review of developer contributions on hold. However, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic
Development Planning Authority have made representations to Ministers on this issue.
In reference to developer contributions in scale and kind, it must be noted that large scale developments will require large scale
contributions.
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Rep. Number
217

10

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Accept that developers should make a contribution towards necessary infrastructure, but reference to securing higher contributions than in
the past is inappropriate as should be related in scale and kind. Welcome that the public sector will need to make an important contribution
to new infrastructure and would be interested to learn the exact nature of this.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Circular 12/1996 is currently under review, with a draft replacement published for consultation in December 2008. It is anticipated that the
final document will be published before the Structure Plan is approved by Scottish Ministers. Due to current economic conditions the
Scottish Government have put their wider review of developer contributions on hold. However, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic
Development Planning Authority have made representations to Ministers on this issue.
In reference to developer contributions in scale and kind, it must be noted that large scale developments will require large scale
contributions.
Rep. Number
218

10

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Accept that developers should make a contribution towards necessary infrastructure, but reference to securing higher contributions than in
the past is inappropriate as should be related in scale and kind. The level of developer contributions is directly related to the overall value of
the land. Landowners may not be willing to sell land if the price that is offered by a developer is too low, which may affect the aspiration to
grow the population. Welcome that the public sector will need to make an important contribution to new infrastructure.
Needs to be a fair method for levering planning gain. In situations where there are multiple developers of a site, every one needs to pay a fair
share and not just those whose developments take place first.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Circular 12/1996 is currently under review, with a draft replacement published for consultation in December 2008. It is anticipated that the
final document will be published before the Structure Plan is approved by Scottish Ministers. Due to current economic conditions the
Scottish Government have put their wider review of developer contributions on hold. However, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic
Development Planning Authority have made representations to Ministers on this issue.
In reference to developer contributions in scale and kind, it must be noted that large scale developments will require large scale
contributions.
Rep. Number
219

9

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Accept that developers should make a contribution towards necessary infrastructure, but reference to securing higher contributions than in
the past is inappropriate as should be related in scale and kind. Welcome that the public sector will need to make an important contribution
to new infrastructure and would be interested to learn the exact nature of this.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Circular 12/1996 is currently under review, with a draft replacement published for consultation in December 2008. It is anticipated that the
final document will be published before the Structure Plan is approved by Scottish Ministers. Due to current economic conditions the
Scottish Government have put their wider review of developer contributions on hold. However, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic
Development Planning Authority have made representations to Ministers on this issue.
In reference to developer contributions in scale and kind, it must be noted that large scale developments will require large scale
contributions.
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Rep. Number
220

9

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Accept that developers should make a contribution towards necessary infrastructure, but reference to securing higher contributions than in
the past is inappropriate as should be related in scale and kind.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Circular 12/1996 is currently under review, with a draft replacement published for consultation in December 2008. It is anticipated that the
final document will be published before the Structure Plan is approved by Scottish Ministers. Due to current economic conditions the
Scottish Government have put their wider review of developer contributions on hold. However, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic
Development Planning Authority have made representations to Ministers on this issue.
In reference to developer contributions in scale and kind, it must be noted that large scale developments will require large scale
contributions.
Rep. Number
221

9

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Accept that developers should make a contribution towards necessary infrastructure, but reference to securing higher contributions than in
the past is inappropriate as should be related in scale and kind.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Circular 12/1996 is currently under review, with a draft replacement published for consultation in December 2008. It is anticipated that the
final document will be published before the Structure Plan is approved by Scottish Ministers. Due to current economic conditions the
Scottish Government have put their wider review of developer contributions on hold. However, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic
Development Planning Authority have made representations to Ministers on this issue.
In reference to developer contributions in scale and kind, it must be noted that large scale developments will require large scale
contributions.
Rep. Number
222

9

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Accept that developers should make a contribution towards necessary infrastructure, but reference to securing higher contributions than in
the past is inappropriate as should be related in scale and kind.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Circular 12/1996 is currently under review, with a draft replacement published for consultation in December 2008. It is anticipated that the
final document will be published before the Structure Plan is approved by Scottish Ministers. Due to current economic conditions the
Scottish Government have put their wider review of developer contributions on hold. However, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic
Development Planning Authority have made representations to Ministers on this issue.
In reference to developer contributions in scale and kind, it must be noted that large scale developments will require large scale
contributions.
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Rep. Number
223

9

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Accept that developers should make a contribution towards necessary infrastructure, but reference to securing higher contributions than in
the past is inappropriate as should be related in scale and kind.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Circular 12/1996 is currently under review, with a draft replacement published for consultation in December 2008. It is anticipated that the
final document will be published before the Structure Plan is approved by Scottish Ministers. Due to current economic conditions the
Scottish Government have put their wider review of developer contributions on hold. However, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic
Development Planning Authority have made representations to Ministers on this issue.
In reference to developer contributions in scale and kind, it must be noted that large scale developments will require large scale
contributions.
Rep. Number
224

9

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Accept that developers should make a contribution towards necessary infrastructure, but reference to securing higher contributions than in
the past is inappropriate as should be related in scale and kind.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Circular 12/1996 is currently under review, with a draft replacement published for consultation in December 2008. It is anticipated that the
final document will be published before the Structure Plan is approved by Scottish Ministers. Due to current economic conditions the
Scottish Government have put their wider review of developer contributions on hold. However, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic
Development Planning Authority have made representations to Ministers on this issue.
In reference to developer contributions in scale and kind, it must be noted that large scale developments will require large scale
contributions.
Rep. Number
225

9

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Accept that developers should make a contribution towards necessary infrastructure, but reference to securing higher contributions than in
the past is inappropriate as should be related in scale and kind.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Circular 12/1996 is currently under review, with a draft replacement published for consultation in December 2008. It is anticipated that the
final document will be published before the Structure Plan is approved by Scottish Ministers. Due to current economic conditions the
Scottish Government have put their wider review of developer contributions on hold. However, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic
Development Planning Authority have made representations to Ministers on this issue.
In reference to developer contributions in scale and kind, it must be noted that large scale developments will require large scale
contributions.
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Rep. Number
226

10

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Accept that developers should make a contribution towards necessary infrastructure, but reference to securing higher contributions than in
the past is inappropriate as should be related in scale and kind. Welcome that the public sector will need to make an important contribution
to new infrastructure and would be interested to learn the exact nature of this.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Circular 12/1996 is currently under review, with a draft replacement published for consultation in December 2008. It is anticipated that the
final document will be published before the Structure Plan is approved by Scottish Ministers. Due to current economic conditions the
Scottish Government have put their wider review of developer contributions on hold. However, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic
Development Planning Authority have made representations to Ministers on this issue.
In reference to developer contributions in scale and kind, it must be noted that large scale developments will require large scale
contributions.
Rep. Number
227

10

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Accept that developers should make a contribution towards necessary infrastructure, but reference to securing higher contributions than in
the past is inappropriate as should be related in scale and kind. Welcome that the public sector will need to make an important contribution
to new infrastructure and would be interested to learn the exact nature of this.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Circular 12/1996 is currently under review, with a draft replacement published for consultation in December 2008. It is anticipated that the
final document will be published before the Structure Plan is approved by Scottish Ministers. Due to current economic conditions the
Scottish Government have put their wider review of developer contributions on hold. However, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic
Development Planning Authority have made representations to Ministers on this issue.
In reference to developer contributions in scale and kind, it must be noted that large scale developments will require large scale
contributions.
Rep. Number
228

10

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Accept that developers should make a contribution towards necessary infrastructure, but reference to securing higher contributions than in
the past is inappropriate as should be related in scale and kind. Welcome that the public sector will need to make an important contribution
to new infrastructure and would be interested to learn the exact nature of this.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Circular 12/1996 is currently under review, with a draft replacement published for consultation in December 2008. It is anticipated that the
final document will be published before the Structure Plan is approved by Scottish Ministers. Due to current economic conditions the
Scottish Government have put their wider review of developer contributions on hold. However, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic
Development Planning Authority have made representations to Ministers on this issue.
In reference to developer contributions in scale and kind, it must be noted that large scale developments will require large scale
contributions.
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Rep. Number
229

9

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Accept that developers should make a contribution towards necessary infrastructure, but reference to securing higher contributions than in
the past is inappropriate as should be related in scale and kind. Welcome that the public sector will need to make an important contribution
to new infrastructure.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Circular 12/1996 is currently under review, with a draft replacement published for consultation in December 2008. It is anticipated that the
final document will be published before the Structure Plan is approved by Scottish Ministers. Due to current economic conditions the
Scottish Government have put their wider review of developer contributions on hold. However, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic
Development Planning Authority have made representations to Ministers on this issue.
In reference to developer contributions in scale and kind, it must be noted that large scale developments will require large scale
contributions.
Rep. Number
232

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Pleased with the fourth and sixth proposals on p.20 (Energetica and airport masterplan) and move from a constraining document to a
promotional, growth orientated document. If comparisons are drawn with the West Edinburgh Planning Framework, it can be seen that a
greater priority should be given to the airport and its surrounding land than any other business location (apart from the City Centre). In land
use planning terms it must be acknowledged that the generous zoning of business land elsewhere could well undermine the land at the
airport.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The draft plan looks to move away from rigid and prescriptive land use planning and not prejudge any area of Aberdeen or Aberdeenshire.
The plan aspires to be strategic, focused, accessible, action-orientated and outcome driven, flexible and appropriate for the area that it
serves.
The airport masterplan is highlighted as one of the proposals which will assist in achieving the draft plans vision for the North East.
The spatial strategy already emphasises the importance of development of employment land in Strategic Growth Areas in stating that at
least 75% of employment land will be developed in SGAs by 2030. The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local
Development Plan process.
Rep. Number
232

11

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
The plan misses an important section relating to infrastructure. To provide sustainable communities a great deal of infrastructure is
required; the AWPR and Third Don Crossing are crucial. Much greater detail needed on issues such as energy, transport, waste, water and
drainage. There are other requirements that will be needed for large scale growth; e.g. proposed water if no more abstraction from the Dee
and capacity of AWPR junctions, these should have built-in capacity, even if it has to be set against anticipated Section 75 agreements.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Plan acknowledges the need to invest heavily in the infrastructure of the region.
Local development plans will develop an action programme to support the structure plan, detailing how the plan will be put into practice,
including identifying timescales for investments, preparing masterplans and supplementary guidance to facilitate development. LDPs will
contain a programme which will identify who is to take action, when and how it will be funded.
Within the Plan the 'Putting this plan into practice' section provides some details regarding the provision of infrastructure, recognising the
need to consider investments very early in the land-development process, even before land is identified in local development plan.
Investments will come from both developers providing contributions towards necessary infrastructure, and the public sector also making an
important contribution.
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Rep. Number
255

18

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
As noted, the plan is an ambitious one, and if it is to be successful, it must be kick-started early. The ‘action programme’ therefore requires
to be produced early, to avoid slippage.
A key point which the action programme requires to address is the responsibility for infrastructure provision. At several points in this
section in the plan it refers to the need for developers to contribute to infrastructure provision on a higher scale than previously. However,
as pointed out above, plan should provide firm guidance and wherever possible, certainty for developers, the public and service providers
alike. As currently framed, these references to increased levels of ‘planning gain’ are unclear and accordingly unhelpful, undermining the
confidence of developers – and particularly landowners – in the potential viability of projects. It is most important that clarity is achieved in
this area before ‘developer bids’ are requested for Local Plans. The clarification provided, however, also needs to bear in mind that
‘planning gain’ and the extent to which Councils can require contribution, are controlled by Government guidance, which has only recently
been reinforced.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Circular 12/1996 is currently under review, with a draft replacement published for consultation in December 2008. It is anticipated that the
final document will be published before the Structure Plan is approved by Scottish Ministers. Due to current economic conditions the
Scottish Government have put their wider review of developer contributions on hold. However, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic
Development Planning Authority have made representations to Ministers on this issue.
In reference to developer contributions in scale and kind, it must be noted that large scale developments will require large scale
contributions.
Rep. Number
261

19

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
In respect of the listed projects we would promote speedy action on the WPR and rail improvements.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The support, and provision, of infrastructure (including road and rail improvements) play a
key role in assisting to deliver the plans vision and spatial strategy.
Rep. Number
266

6

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
There appears to be no policy for the provision of playing fields for organised or casual sport. The plan mentions the new football stadium
for Aberdeen FC but nothing about the Council's aspirations to provide or encourage sporting facilities in other communities.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The support, and provision, of infrastructure (which includes community facilities such as sporting facilities) is an essential part of achieving
sustainable mixed communities and is central to the plan.
The Structure Plan "aims to be more focused, strategic" and only aims to cover those issues that "can be best dealt with by Aberdeen City
and Aberdeenshire Councils working together. The spatial strategy provides flexibility for the Local Development Plan process to determine
detailed policies and land allocations for local issues.
Rep. Number
266

9

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
It would be helpful if the reinforcement of the electricity grid could be underground or otherwise imaginatively screened.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This is not a Structure Plan issue

Changes to be made

The Scottish Government have highlighted Grid Reinforcements as a national development (though the Draft National Planning Framework
2) however the detail of the grid reinforcements is not an issue which can be dealt with through the structure plan.
Whilst these are relevant concerns, they are best tackled through other plans and strategies.
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Rep. Number
267

21

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
One omission would appear to be resolving access from the south.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan contains numerous proposals which will assist in resolving access from the south. These include the Aberdeen
Western Peripheral Route, expanding the Park and Ride network and improvements to the road and rail network. The structure plan sets
the framework for local and regional transport strategies which will provide higher levels of guidance. These infrastructure improvements will
allow for improved access and connections to other places and to allow environmentally friendly methods of transport to be provided.
The support, and provision, of infrastructure (including road and rail improvements) play a key role in assisting to deliver the plans vision
and spatial strategy. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice (including timescales,
masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements).
Rep. Number
273

9

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Agree that there is a need to invest in the infrastructure ie sewers, roads and schools as they at present would not be able to cope with the
demands of extra development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome. The support, and provision, of infrastructure (including schools, community facilities, road
and rail improvements) play a key role in assisting to deliver the plans vision and spatial strategy.
Rep. Number
276

18

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Support the AWPR and third don crossing as an important part of the infrastructure to meet the plans aspirations.
Also support the regeneration in N Aberdeen and the Airport masterplan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. The support, and provision, of infrastructure (including road and rail improvements) play a
key role in assisting to deliver the plans vision and spatial strategy.
Rep. Number
276

19

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
The Structure Plan needs to provide the confident and courageous platform for decision-making, by all sectors, over the next few years. We
very much hope this Plan will provide that basis and the levels of certainty to secure co-ordinated investment by all key parties.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed. Preparing the plan has involved a great deal of consultation with key stakeholders, the
public and private sector as well as with the wider community.
An Action Programme will be prepared during 2009 which will set out the detailed actions required by the Councils and their partners to
implement the plan.
Rep. Number
278

21

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Clarification is sought on the implementation of the City Centre Masterplan in terms of its funding and delivery.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

A Development Framework is currently under preparation to bring about radical and far reaching improvements to Aberdeen City Centre.
As part of the Aberdeen Design Campaign, Aberdeen City Council is working with the Scott Sutherland School of Architecture and the Built
Environment at the Robert Gordon University to produce a development framework to define the planning and urban design strategy for the
future of Aberdeen City Centre.
This will include identified themes of Aberdeen City Centre as a Key Business Location, Retail Centre, Major Tourist Destination, Historical
and Cultural Centre, Leisure and Entertainment Centre, Key Transport Node and a Place where people live and feel safe.
The extent to which the structure plan can influence this is limited. Local plans may have a greater role to play, but attempts to use these
land use plans should not be over-emphasised when other plans and strategies are better placed.
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Rep. Number
278

25

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Where possible key proposals should identify: The means of implementation, the cost of delivery, the sources and availability of funding,
the timing of delivery and any endorsement by outside bodies; or commitment.
The plan should also address key infrastructure requirements ie drainage, water and education.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

An Action Programme will be prepared during 2009 which will set out the detailed actions required by the Councils and their partners to
implement the plan.
The support, and provision, of infrastructure is an essential part of supporting the level of housing and economic development envisaged
and is central to the plan.
Rep. Number
278

26

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Trust that the Councils’ Action Plans will confirm there are appropriate staffing levels to ensure this plans on time delivery.
The issue of resourcing also applies to the timeous preparation of Local Development Plans, Supplementary Planning Guidance, and
Master Plans as well as to the determination of planning applications.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

An Action Programme will be prepared during 2009 which will set out the detailed actions required by the Councils and their partners to
implement the plan.
Rep. Number
284

10

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Some proposals are given too much detail. For example, it makes no sense to mention the community stadium or Union St pedestrianisation.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The stadium will be a regional facility and will be used by, and benefit, communities throughout the region. Its development is of strategic
importance for the region in economic and social terms and due to its nature, scale and location will have wide reaching impacts and is an
appropriate proposal within the Structure Plan.
Improvements to the shopping environment of Union Street are key to enhancing its importance as a retail destination meeting structure
plan targets.
Rep. Number
285

14

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
The expectation that developers will meet infrastructure costs through higher land values may result in schemes no longer being viable and
not proceeding. While this may not be a problem in Aberdeen, it may be a real factor in Aberdeenshire. The implications for certainty in
investment and long term delivery of the plan will be affected.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Circular 12/1996 is currently under review, with a draft replacement published for consultation in December 2008. It is anticipated that the
final document will be published before the Structure Plan is approved by Scottish Ministers. Due to current economic conditions the
Scottish Government have put their wider review of developer contributions on hold. However, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic
Development Planning Authority have made representations to Ministers on this issue.
In reference to developer contributions in scale and kind, it must be noted that large scale developments will require large scale
contributions.
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Rep. Number
286

64

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
This should be the strongest part of the plan to ensure the plans aims and objectives are delivered; however this is not achieved. Needs to
be more than the purpose of development plans, should set clear timescales for delivery of local development plans and for provision of a
measurable Action Plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Each section within the plan details how the targets will be met in addition to monitoring methods.
An Action Programme will be prepared during 2009 which will set out the detailed actions required by the Councils and their partners to
implement the plan. Provision of timescales for local development plans, prepared separately by Aberdeen City Council and Aberdeenshire
Council, would not be appropriate within the structure plan.
Rep. Number
286

65

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
The Action Programme will have to confirm that the Councils have the appropriate levels of staff to ensure the plan is delivered. There also
needs to be commitment that the necessary SPG, master plans and decisions on planning applications will not be unduly delayed.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

An Action Programme will be prepared during 2009 which will set out the detailed actions required by the Councils and their partners to
implement the plan.
Rep. Number
286

66

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Have concerns regarding the "providing infrastructure" section on p.19. Recognise that delivery of development on this scale will require a
significant level of investment. However, contributions must relate directly to the development and fairly and reasonably relate to the scale of
development. Care therefore needs to be taken with some of the statements made.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Circular 12/1996 is currently under review, with a draft replacement published for consultation in December 2008. It is anticipated that the
final document will be published before the Structure Plan is approved by Scottish Ministers. Due to current economic conditions the
Scottish Government have put their wider review of developer contributions on hold. However, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic
Development Planning Authority have made representations to Ministers on this issue.
In reference to developer contributions in scale and kind, it must be noted that large scale developments will require large scale
contributions.
Rep. Number
286

67

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
There is no land tax in place as the "providing infrastructure" section on p.19 suggests; this section therefore needs to be re-written.
Contributions can only be sought in line with Circular 12/1996 until any central government changes are made.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Circular 12/1996 is currently under review, with a draft replacement published for consultation in December 2008. It is anticipated that the
final document will be published before the Structure Plan is approved by Scottish Ministers. Due to current economic conditions the
Scottish Government have put their wider review of developer contributions on hold. However, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic
Development Planning Authority have made representations to Ministers on this issue.
In reference to developer contributions in scale and kind, it must be noted that large scale developments will require large scale
contributions.
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Rep. Number
286

68

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
The "proposals" section appears to be an afterthought. Only strategic proposals should be included and would therefore question the need
for the new prison for Peterhead to be included. Proposals (such as Crossrail, AWPR, Third Don Crossing and Airport Access) should be
in the relevant section.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Strategic land use proposals which will help to meet the aims and vision of the structure plan have been included within the proposals
section. As Peterhead prison is of regional and cross boundary importance it is relevant to be included as a proposal.
Rep. Number
287

23

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
This section must be strong and set out clear timescales for deliver of the local development plans and action programme. The action
programme will need to confirm the appropriate levels of staffing are in place to ensure plans are delivered. There also needs to be a
commitment that any necessary SPG, master plan and planning applications will not be unduly delayed.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Each section within the plan details how the targets will be met in addition to monitoring methods.
An Action Programme will be prepared during 2009 which will set out the detailed actions required by the Councils and their partners to
implement the plan. Provision of timescales and commitments for local development plans, SPGs, masterplans and planning applications,
prepared and dealt with separately by Aberdeen City Council and Aberdeenshire Council, would not be appropriate within the structure plan.
Rep. Number
287

24

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
The section related to "providing infrastructure" must be re-written. Recognise that increased housing numbers will need a significant level
of investment in infrastructure. There should be no policy of taxing the uplift in land value created by the granting of planning permission,
rather must meet the terms of Circular 12/1996 and be related in scale and kind until the Government review this legislation.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Circular 12/1996 is currently under review, with a draft replacement published for consultation in December 2008. It is anticipated that the
final document will be published before the Structure Plan is approved by Scottish Ministers. Due to current economic conditions the
Scottish Government have put their wider review of developer contributions on hold. However, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic
Development Planning Authority have made representations to Ministers on this issue.
In reference to developer contributions in scale and kind, it must be noted that large scale developments will require large scale
contributions.
Rep. Number
289

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Lack of infrastructure such as schools, shops public transport etc in Fintry and Blackburn.
New development must have sufficient infrastructure.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The support, and provision, of infrastructure is an essential part of achieving sustainable mixed communities and is central to the plan. The
plan strongly emphasises the need to ensure required infrastructure improvements are in place prior to development.
Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice (including timescales, masterplanning and funding of
required infrastructure improvements).
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Rep. Number
297

32

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
The aim about securing a higher percentage of increase in land values than in the past, is a laudible aim but without any definate targets it
lacks substance.
There is obviously restrictions in public expenditure how much will need to be raised from developers to achieve the objectives of the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Circular 12/1996 is currently under review, with a draft replacement published for consultation in December 2008. It is anticipated that the
final document will be published before the Structure Plan is approved by Scottish Ministers. Due to current economic conditions the
Scottish Government have put their wider review of developer contributions on hold. However, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic
Development Planning Authority have made representations to Ministers on this issue.
In reference to developer contributions in scale and kind, it must be noted that large scale developments will require large scale
contributions.
Rep. Number
297

33

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Nothing within the proposals that states how the WPR will provide an environmentally friendly method of transport.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The AWPR is a Scottish Government supported project and the principle has been agreed by Scottish Ministers. The AWPR will release
significant infrastructure constraints, in combination with 3rd Don Crossing (and associated measures) and dualling of A90, to the North of
Aberdeen.
The Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route is the most important infrastructure project taking place in the North East and will facilitate
development in line with the Structure Plan whilst bringing in a range of substantial benefits to the region.
Its impact will be felt in the economy by relieving the currently constrained infrastructure. It will improve the air quality for over 55,000
properties. It will improve road safety through a reduction of thousands of vehicles passing through Aberdeen (including the city centre) and
access to the North East. It will also enable many improvements to, and integration of, private and public transport schemes (such as Park
and Ride). Plans to pedestrianise Union Street will also be assisted by the route.
The route will remove thousands of vehicles from the area’s rural roads which are unsuitable for high volumes of traffic.
Rep. Number
299

29

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
These are all at this stage just proposals.
They all involve much investment, very little of which is currently sourced, let alone guaranteed.
The draft does not contain any measure of the risks associated with building these into the plan.
There needs to be a discussion of the effect of any one or more of these not coming to fruition within the 25 year planning period.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The section states that the proposals are a "range of projects which have been proposed" and whilst "some are well under way, others are
at an early stage". A number of the proposals will be funded externally and have received commitment from the Scottish Government.
It is agreed that the proposals will involve investment, however they will assist in delivering the plans vision and allow for short and long term
developments with varying timescales over the plan period.
The proposals are strategic, cross boundary issues which will provide benefits for the entire city region. It is not the place of a structure plan
to measure risks associated to building these into the plan. Risks will be measured when further details are available with regards to each
proposal through the appropriate plans and strategies.
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Rep. Number
299

33

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
It is vital to link the draft plan to other plans including:
The Strategic (Population) Forecasts, The ACSEF 'Building on Energy' business growth Strategy, A Housing Need Analysis and Strategy,
A Waste Management Strategy for City and Shire, An Environmental Strategy and The NESTRANS Strategy etc.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan is a statutory land use planning document and aims to reflect the modernising planning agenda by removal of
superfluous information and duplication of other plans and strategies. This is not to say these are not important elements in the growth and
protection of the north-east and it is likely that the "action programme" referred to throughout the plan (but particularly on p.19) will include
projects as well as who will lead them, when they should happen and how they will be funded.
The introduction states that regional strategies and plans have had an important influence on the structure plan and includes the other plans
suggested.
Rep. Number
304

13

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Reservations about promoting a community stadium where the major beneficiary will be a private company
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The stadium will be a regional facility and will be used by, and benefit, communities throughout the region. Its development is of strategic
importance for the region in economic and social terms and due to its nature, scale and location will have wide reaching impacts and is an
appropriate proposal within the Structure Plan.
Rep. Number
307

18

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Support the list of proposals but have concerns with the statement This plan sets the framework for other plans and strategies, and promotes targets to achieve our aims. This plan will be put into practice
through local development plans and supplementary guidance. These will be prepared separately by Aberdeen City Council and
Aberdeenshire Council and must be consistent with this plan.
The phasing and goals of the Aberdeenshire Council - Westhill Capacity Study (WCS) appear to be at odds with the Aberdeen City & Shire
Draft Structure Plan (DSP). The WCS is being sold as a "Draft" and for "consultation".
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The Westhill capacity study has identified some of the significant challenges posed by the further growth of the town with the AWPR and
associated measures needing to be in place before transport issues can start to be resolved. It is appropriate therefore to consider the role
of Westhill in the context of the first strategic development plan in 2/3 years time.
Rep. Number
312

2

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
For those living north of Aberdeen the third don crossing would just about be number 1 on the list.
Do not share the view that the AWPR will relieve some of the will help and the new crossing is the only way to resolve the problem.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The AWPR is a Scottish Government supported project and the principle has been agreed by Scottish Ministers. The AWPR will release
significant infrastructure constraints, in combination with 3rd Don Crossing (and associated measures) and dualling of A90, to the North of
Aberdeen.
The Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route is the most important infrastructure project taking place in the North East and will facilitate
development in line with the Structure Plan whilst bringing in a range of substantial benefits to the region.
Its impact will be felt in the economy by relieving the currently constrained infrastructure. It will improve the air quality for over 55,000
properties. It will improve road safety through a reduction of thousands of vehicles passing through Aberdeen (including the city centre) and
access to the North East. It will also enable many improvements to, and integration of, private and public transport schemes (such as Park
and Ride). Plans to pedestrianise Union Street will also be assisted by the route.
The route will remove thousands of vehicles from the area’s rural roads which are unsuitable for high volumes of traffic.
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Rep. Number
312

4

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
The strategic plan makes reference to the 'master plan' for Aberdeen Airport.
CC considers that the master plan should be redrawn to take into account the Trump development and the number of guests expected.
Trump proposal should be a catalyst for making the improvements now.
The continued investment in the current terminal to the west of the main runway is seen as muddled, in that the railway line is to the East.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This is not a Structure Plan issue

Changes to be made

This is not a structure plan issue.
The structure plan takes account of the positive impacts of the Airport Masterplan in relation to assisting in achieving the draft plans vision
however it is not the place of the structure plan to request that the masteplan be redrawn to take into account specific developments.
Rep. Number
319

5

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Imaginative rapid public transport developments e.g. from Westhill, Kingswells to centre past hospital and Woodhill House has not been
considered.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan is a high level strategic land use planning document and improvements to public transport are best dealt with through
regional and/or local transport strategies working in partnership with NESTRANS.
Aberdeenshire Council funds and supports a large number of bus services as well as developing demand-response bus services. Since the
adoption of Aberdeenshire Council’s first Local Transport Strategy (LTS) significant investment in transportation has seen improvements
made across the network. These range from major infrastructure projects through investment in walking and cycling to the introduction of
innovative passenger transport services, such as A2B Dial-A-Bus. 'A2B' dial-a-bus is a Demand Responsive door to door transport service
introduced by Aberdeenshire Council in 2004 with assistance from the Scottish Executive.
In addition, the north east is currently served by three bus-based park and ride sites, at Ellon, Bridge of Don and Kingswells. Rail park and
ride facilities are also provided at Stonehaven and Inverurie railway stations. They contribute to reducing traffic in and on approaches to the
City, and free up parking demand in the City Centre. Future proposals are for the completion of a ring of Park & Ride services around
Aberdeen, linked to the AWPR, enabling easy access to the City. Further details are provided within the Regional Transport Strategy.
Rep. Number
320

12

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Agree that there needs to be significant investment in the infrastructure of the structure plan area as well as in facilities and services for
communities.
This is vital because in the past facilities, services and infrastructure have not automatically kept pace, with development which, as noted in
the plan, has immediate implications for quality of life.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The support, and provision, of infrastructure is an essential part of achieving sustainable mixed communities and is central to the plan.
Rep. Number
320

13

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Encourage the inclusion of renewable energy proposals, which will help to deliver the sustainable development and climate change objective.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
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Rep. Number
320

14

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Concern with City centre masterplan and feel public transport should extend along the length of Union Street.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Improvements to the shopping environment of Union Street are key to enhancing its importance as a retail destination meeting structure
plan targets.
A Development Framework is currently under preparation to bring about radical and far reaching improvements to Aberdeen City Centre.
As part of the Aberdeen Design Campaign, Aberdeen City Council is working with the Scott Sutherland School of Architecture and the Built
Environment at the Robert Gordon University to produce a development framework to define the planning and urban design strategy for the
future of Aberdeen City Centre.
This will include identified themes of Aberdeen City Centre as a Key Business Location, Retail Centre, Major Tourist Destination, Historical
and Cultural Centre, Leisure and Entertainment Centre, Key Transport Node and a Place where people live and feel safe.
The extent to which the structure plan can influence this is limited. Local plans may have a greater role to play, but attempts to use these
land use plans should not be over-emphasised when other plans and strategies are better placed.
Rep. Number
320

15

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
No need to include new city stadium.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The stadium will be a regional facility and will be used by, and benefit, communities throughout the region. Its development is of strategic
importance for the region in economic and social terms and due to its nature, scale and location will have wide reaching impacts and is an
appropriate proposal within the Structure Plan.
Rep. Number
322

2

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
In the section entitled "Putting this Plan into Practice" we note that on page 20 the proposals include the regeneration of "some of the city
region's most disadvantaged areas."
These proposals include our own proposed New Mosque and Community Centre which will reflect Aberdeen's more inclusive society and
contribute to the vision as set out on page 5.
This proposal should be mentioned in the proposal on page 20. It will be of an innovative and prestigious nature, with inspiring architectural
beauty and uniquely attractive landscaping.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The proposals section details a range of projects which have high level, strategic land use cross boundary planning implications for the
region.
The plan aims to be short and focused and therefore the amount of information included must be carefully monitored, this is not intended to
diminish the importance of other proposals, but some are better dealt with by other plans and strategies such as the Local Development
Plan which will determine land allocations for local issues.
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Rep. Number
330

36

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
The draft Structure Plan is predicated on higher developer contributions early in the land development process to fund affordable housing,
infrastructure, serves and facilities. SCDI has supported the use of Section 75 levies to replace arbitrary proportions of hosing schemed
which are required to be reserved for affordable housing. However, in the wake of collapse of the house-building sector the Scottish
Government has recently postponed the review of the system of developer contribution in Scotland to avoid placing new burdens on
development at this time.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Circular 12/1996 is currently under review, with a draft replacement published for consultation in December 2008. It is anticipated that the
final document will be published before the Structure Plan is approved by Scottish Ministers. Due to current economic conditions the
Scottish Government have put their wider review of developer contributions on hold. However, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic
Development Planning Authority have made representations to Ministers on this issue.
In reference to developer contributions in scale and kind, it must be noted that large scale developments will require large scale
contributions.
Rep. Number
330

37

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
SCDI would support all projects which are identified to help achieve that vision for the North East, SCDI has the following specific
comments:
New community stadium – of the two locations currently being investigated, SCDI prefers the Loirston site. It is a gateway that would open
up the area, is not on common good land and offers the potential for a better funding mix.
Third crossing of the River Don – SCDI welcomes the progress which has been made in identifying the preferred scheme for Haudagain
roundabout. However, as work by NESTRANS has identified, a Third Don Crossing would be an integral part of the solution, reduce
congestion and improve air quality.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed.
Comments relating to the location of a new community stadium are noted however this decision will not be taken through the structure plan
process. The stadium will be a regional facility and will be used by, and benefit, communities throughout the region. Its development is of
strategic importance for the region in economic and social terms and due to its nature, scale and location will have wide reaching impacts
and is an appropriate proposal within the Structure Plan.
Rep. Number
332

5

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
We agree that transport connection can drive economic growth. New development may also bring additional infrastructure requirements and
our view is that developers ought to be asked to contribute proportionately and with reference to their development as per the provision of
circular 12/96, which we understand is to be the reviewed in the next few months by the Scottish Government further to the First Minister’s
statement on 19 August.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Circular 12/1996 is currently under review, with a draft replacement published for consultation in December 2008. It is anticipated that the
final document will be published before the Structure Plan is approved by Scottish Ministers. Due to current economic conditions the
Scottish Government have put their wider review of developer contributions on hold. However, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic
Development Planning Authority have made representations to Ministers on this issue.
In reference to developer contributions in scale and kind, it must be noted that large scale developments will require large scale
contributions.
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Rep. Number
332

9

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
We believe that a greater appreciation of development economics needs to be realised by the planning authority before it determines policy
in relation to developer contributions. It could be that the Aberdeen City and Shire is in one of the more identifiable City regions in which to
formulate appropriate contributions that are proportionate to developments. Hence we call for engagement with the development community
so that a private sector perspective can be ascertained by the councils and set against public sector requirements arising from new
development and the relative demands made upon infrastructure.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Circular 12/1996 is currently under review, with a draft replacement published for consultation in December 2008. It is anticipated that the
final document will be published before the Structure Plan is approved by Scottish Ministers. Due to current economic conditions the
Scottish Government have put their wider review of developer contributions on hold. However, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic
Development Planning Authority have made representations to Ministers on this issue.
In reference to developer contributions in scale and kind, it must be noted that large scale developments will require large scale
contributions.
Rep. Number
333

5

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
It is absolute fundamental that this plan should set out specific projects for the area which promotes sustainable economic growth and in
particular business growth.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

An important objective of the plan is to grow the economy of the City and Shire.
The structure plan is a landuse strategy for growth, and is not specifically about economic growth, however, it makes reference to a number
of sectors that have the ability to maintain and enhance the economy, including oil & gas, knowledge, R&D, tourism etc. However, clearly
success is dependent on a number of external factors outwith the control of planning or Council's in general. It is the role of ACSEF,
Scottish Enterprise, Council Economic Development Services and other agencies to pursue such leads, and ensure strategies are in place
to help achieve this growth and the planning system has a role to play in helping to deliver them.
An action programme to be prepared in 2009 will help to expand upon this issue. For example, the Aberdeen City and Shire Economic
Future, Scottish Enterprise and the two councils have a key role in boosting economic growth but the planning system can help to provide
the framework and opportunities.
Rep. Number
346

3

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
I would welcome more details on how developers will be encouraged to make contributions towards community facilities within their
development sites.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Circular 12/1996 is currently under review, with a draft replacement published for consultation in December 2008. It is anticipated that the
final document will be published before the Structure Plan is approved by Scottish Ministers. Due to current economic conditions the
Scottish Government have put their wider review of developer contributions on hold. However, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic
Development Planning Authority have made representations to Ministers on this issue.
In reference to developer contributions in scale and kind, it must be noted that large scale developments will require large scale
contributions.
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Rep. Number
353

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Objection to AWPR.
No benefits of the AWPR are foreseen.
Worried about the destruction of the greenbelt.
Concerned about the cost for the AWPR and who is paying for it.
Alarmed that the Public Inquiry for the AWPR does not seem to take into account the opinion of the people of Aberdeen.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The AWPR is a Scottish Government supported project and the principle has been agreed by Scottish Ministers. The AWPR will release
significant infrastructure constraints, in combination with 3rd Don Crossing (and associated measures) and dualling of A90, to the North of
Aberdeen.
The Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route is the most important infrastructure project taking place in the North East and will facilitate
development in line with the Structure Plan whilst bringing in a range of substantial benefits to the region.
Its impact will be felt in the economy by relieving the currently constrained infrastructure. It will improve the air quality for over 55,000
properties. It will improve road safety through a reduction of thousands of vehicles passing through Aberdeen (including the city centre) and
access to the North East. It will also enable many improvements to, and integration of, private and public transport schemes (such as Park
and Ride). Plans to pedestrianise Union Street will also be assisted by the route.
The route will remove thousands of vehicles from the area’s rural roads which are unsuitable for high volumes of traffic.
Rep. Number
354

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
AWPR is too expensive under current economic conditions.
AWPR will encourage long-distance commuting.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The AWPR is a Scottish Government supported project and the principle has been agreed by Scottish Ministers. The AWPR will release
significant infrastructure constraints, in combination with 3rd Don Crossing (and associated measures) and dualling of A90, to the North of
Aberdeen.
The Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route is the most important infrastructure project taking place in the North East and will facilitate
development in line with the Structure Plan whilst bringing in a range of substantial benefits to the region.
Its impact will be felt in the economy by relieving the currently constrained infrastructure. It will improve the air quality for over 55,000
properties. It will improve road safety through a reduction of thousands of vehicles passing through Aberdeen (including the city centre) and
access to the North East. It will also enable many improvements to, and integration of, private and public transport schemes (such as Park
and Ride). Plans to pedestrianise Union Street will also be assisted by the route.
The route will remove thousands of vehicles from the area’s rural roads which are unsuitable for high volumes of traffic.
Rep. Number
356

5

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Substantial upgrading of transport links, and most specifically the railway, is required.
Numerous improvements were outlined:
- Redoubling of the track from Aberdeen to Inverurie (at least).
- Update signalling along the whole ‘corridor’ (especially Stonehaven to Inverurie) to allow closer spacing of trains.
- Introduce cross rail and include new stations (not just at the present satellite towns, villages and ‘new town’ but also to include town stops
for commuters to alight at. (a number of possible stations were suggested)
- Introduce rail link to the airport from Stoneywood. Alternatively there should be a moving pedestrian way beneath the runways from Dyce
station to the terminal building.
- Electrify the cross rail in order to initiate further electrification to Edinburgh and satisfy one of the Governments long term aims for
Scotland.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The draft structure plan support upgrades to the transport networks including some of those listed. However, the Regional Transport
Stretegy takes the lead on many of these issues.
The provision of infrastructure (including road and rail improvements) play a key role in assisting to deliver the plans vision and spatial
strategy.
The structure plan is not the appropriate medium to give detailed information with regards to how rail links will be improved.
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Rep. Number
364

2

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Construction of the Third Don Crossing must be considered as possibly the most important piece of transportation infrastructure in
delivering the aspirations of the Aberdeen to Peterhead SGA for the following reasons:
- To reduce traffic congestion
- Improve journey times
- Improve air quality in the city
(all of the above are key transport objectives and priorities supported by the NTS)
- Allow growth in and to the north of the city
- Significantly reduce congestion at Haudagain roundabout
Construction of the Third Don Crossing should be implemented prior to construction of more housing in the Aberdeen to Peterhead SGA.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this proposal is welcomed, the Third Don Crossing will remain in the plan in recognition of its importance and presence in the
Regional and Local Transport Strategies.
Phasing of development in the Aberdeen to Peterhead SGA has been given careful consideration, hence the minimal numbers allocated
until the Balmedie to Tipperty dualling, AWPR, Third Don Crossing and Haudagain projects are delivered around 2013-14.
Rep. Number
364

3

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
The Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route is the single most important issue facing the economic development of the region. It will:
- Help deliver the Modern & Regional Transport Strategy
- Ensure we will have a transport infrastructure that enables businesses to be more competitive and individuals to have a better choice;
- It will reduce congestion
- Improve journey times across the city
- Reduce costs thereby retaining businesses, safeguarding jobs
- Ensure the continued prosperity of the region which will otherwise be adversely affected should the project be delayed or not go ahead.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The AWPR is a Scottish Government supported project and the principle has been agreed by Scottish Ministers. The AWPR will release
significant infrastructure constraints, in combination with 3rd Don Crossing (and associated measures) and dualling of A90, to the North of
Aberdeen.
The Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route is the most important infrastructure project taking place in the North East and will facilitate
development in line with the Structure Plan whilst bringing in a range of substantial benefits to the region.
Its impact will be felt in the economy by relieving the currently constrained infrastructure. It will improve the air quality for over 55,000
properties. It will improve road safety through a reduction of thousands of vehicles passing through Aberdeen (including the city centre) and
access to the North East. It will also enable many improvements to, and integration of, private and public transport schemes (such as Park
and Ride). Plans to pedestrianise Union Street will also be assisted by the route.
The route will remove thousands of vehicles from the area’s rural roads which are unsuitable for high volumes of traffic.
Rep. Number
365

2

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Building on Energy is surely a key document which should be referenced in this plan to help achieve the vision of the draft structure plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The structure plan is closely aligned with ACSEFs Economic Action Plan and is one of the regional strategies and plans which have had an
important influence on this plan.
Building on Energy - The Economic Manifesto for Aberdeen City and Shire was produced by ACSEF and the draft structure plan
Introduction states that "The regional strategies and plans which have an important influence on this plan include... The Aberdeen City and
Shire Economic Future's (ACSEF) Economic Manifesto."
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Rep. Number
365

7

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
The plan rightly recognises the need to invest in the infrastructure of the structure plan area in order to maintain peoples quality of life
together with investment in facilities and services for communities however the statements relating to this have an aspirational quality rather
than inspiring real confidence that this will be delivered.
Recognition of the fundamental importance of facilities, services and infrastructure is being in place is not enough. The document needs to
make clear how this will be ensured and needs to categorically state that in their absence permission to be built will not be given.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The support, and provision, of infrastructure is an essential part of achieving sustainable mixed communities and is central to the plan. The
plan strongly emphasises the need to ensure required infrastructure improvements are in place prior to development.Within the sustainable
mixed communities section of the plan it is stated that "This plan will not support house-building that fails to provide these services and
facilities which help make successful and sustainable communities."
An Action Programme will be prepared during 2009 which will set out the detailed actions required by the Councils and their partners to
implement the plan.
Rep. Number
372

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Priority to progress Energetica must be a dual carriageway all the way to Peterhead. Without this there will always be limited scope for new
businesses to locate ouwith Aberdeen or in attracting more people to the area to work/live.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The support, and provision, of infrastructure is an essential part of supporting the level of housing and economic development envisaged
and is central to the plan. The plan makes it clear that the resolution of transportation problems across the north-east must be a priority and
it has attempted to devise a strategy that does not impact negtively on these problems. Proposals to the north of Aberdeen are dependent
on the AWPR and A90 upgrading at Balmedie / Tipperty. Until these take place, only limited development is proposed for this corridor.
Trunk roads are outwith the control of Local Authorities however the plan acknowledges and takes into account relevant regional strategies
and plans which have an importance influence on this plan (Nestrans and Scottish Government etc).
At the time the draft structure plan was prepared, the Energetica concept was not well developed. However, a ‘strategic framework’ has
since been published which sets out more clearly what it might mean. Although the detail of the framework is not something that can be
supported through the structure plan, the concept of supporting economic growth in the corridor is. The Action Programme will need to set
out how the concept can be further developed and implemented. It is important to note that Energetica is an initiative being promoted by
ACSEF and Scottish Enterprise, not Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire Councils.
The plan presents a clear and rounded view of future development and represents a vision of the future shared across the whole of the city
and shire area. It is acknowledged that housing and employment run in parallel with each other however there are infrastructure constraints
in this corridor that require to be addressed prior to houses being built. This is reflected in the lower numbers in the first plan period.
Rep. Number
383

6

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Rail Links
Stations should be opened up from Laurencekirk in the south expanding the network with new stations at Newtonhill, Cove and to the north
open new stations along the rail line. A 30-minute service should run from 7am-9am and 4pm - 6pm with bus services connecting to the rail
service providing public transport links to Altens/Tullos and Dyce Industrial parks. This would provide a solution to the congestion on the
road and would be much better for the environment.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The support, and provision, of infrastructure (including road and rail improvements play a key role in assisting to deliver the plans vision and
spatial strategy.
Although there may be merit in some of the suggested improvements, the structure plan is a high level strategic land use planning
document and improvements to the rail network are best dealt within within regional and/or local transport strategies.
The structure plan is a high level strategic document and is not the appropriate medium to give detailed information with regards to how rail
links will be improved, however the objective must be outlined in the structure plan to set the framework for local and regional transport
strategies which will provide higher levels of guidance.
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Rep. Number
397

18

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
The list on page 20 is a good basis.
However, the region needs not only "a new community stadium" but a range of international-standard sports facilities which will allow
budding athletes to train, as well as providing more opportunities for the public at large. These facilities could reasonably be distributed
across the region or, if more cost-effective, located in a single multi-sport complex. Most obvious of the needs is an Olympic-standard
swimming pool to replace the dated and now-closed Bon Accord Baths. With the coming to the UK of the 2012 Olympics and 2014
Commonwealth Games, this is surely an essential and realistic aspiration for a modern City region.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welomed.
The stadium will be a regional facility and will be used by, and benefit, communities throughout the region. Its development is of strategic
importance for the region in economic and social terms and due to its nature, scale and location will have wide reaching impacts and is an
appropriate proposal within the Structure Plan.
There may be some merit to the new facilities which are suggested, however the extent to which the structure plan can influence this is
limited. Local plans may have a greater role to play, but attempts to use these land use plans should not be over-emphasised when other
plans and strategies are better placed.
Rep. Number
397

19

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Concerned about, and did not understand, the expressed expectation (p. 19) "that the increase in land value .. will fund a large percentage
of the new infrastructure". Land values will indeed increase and expects that developers will protest that because of the high price they paid
for land, they cannot afford to make major contributions to infrastructure. How, therefore, is the money in the hands of the newly rich former
land-owners to be released to fund that infrastructure? This needs to be explained in the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Circular 12/1996 is currently under review, with a draft replacement published for consultation in December 2008. It is anticipated that the
final document will be published before the Structure Plan is approved by Scottish Ministers. Due to current economic conditions the
Scottish Government have put their wider review of developer contributions on hold. However, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic
Development Planning Authority have made representations to Ministers on this issue.
In reference to developer contributions in scale and kind, it must be noted that large scale developments will require large scale
contributions.
Rep. Number
398

3

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Concern expressed that as the fossil fuel era is coming to an end (with no alternative energy source in place), and in the very likely scenario
that energy (and food) prices will continually increase, the potential decline on traffic volumes and essential related developments in public
transport may be significant enough to put into question whether the AWPR route is needed.
Queried whether the money required to develop the AWPR would be better spent on upgrading existing routes, public transport and new
energy sources. Suggested that the plan should address energy supply, delivery of an electrified cross rail and a sophisticated system of
on call mini bus services throughout the city and region.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The support, and provision, of infrastructure (including road and rail improvements) play a key role in assisting to deliver the plans vision
and spatial strategy. However, this is more an issue for the Regional Transport Strategy than the structure plan which sets the framework
for local and regional transport strategies to provide higher levels of guidance.
The AWPR is a Scottish Government supported project and the principle has been agreed by Scottish Ministers. The AWPR will release
significant infrastructure constraints, in combination with 3rd Don Crossing (and associated measures) and dualling of A90, to the North of
Aberdeen.
The Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route is the most important infrastructure project taking place in the North East and will facilitate
development in line with the Structure Plan whilst bringing in a range of substantial benefits to the region.
Its impact will be felt in the economy by relieving the currently constrained infrastructure. It will improve the air quality for over 55,000
properties. It will improve road safety through a reduction of thousands of vehicles passing through Aberdeen (including the city centre) and
access to the North East. It will also enable many improvements to, and integration of, private and public transport schemes (such as Park
and Ride). Plans to pedestrianise Union Street will also be assisted by the route.
The route will remove thousands of vehicles from the area’s rural roads which are unsuitable for high volumes of traffic.
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Rep. Number
409

7

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
If the AWPR does go ahead there will be pressure from many quarters to develop along it, particularly near to access junctions.
Development is inevitable to achieve the vision and must be done correctly.
Suggested that development could be focussed on being attached to an existing settlement like Peterculter. A new road/street could link the
Banchory/Drumoak side of the North Deeside Road with the Milltimber AWPR junction which would ease the congestion in Peterculter's
main street in addition to providing facilities, green spaces and services.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The support, and provision, of infrastructure is an essential part of achieving sustainable mixed communities and is central to the plan. The
structure plan focusses development on existing communities and emphaises that services and facilities are an essential part of achieving
sustainable mixed communities. The level of growth appropriate will be determined through the Local Development Plan process which will
determine policies and land allocations for local issues.
The AWPR is a Scottish Government supported project and the principle has been agreed by Scottish Ministers. The AWPR will release
significant infrastructure constraints, in combination with 3rd Don Crossing (and associated measures) and dualling of A90, to the North of
Aberdeen.
The Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route is the most important infrastructure project taking place in the North East and will facilitate
development in line with the Structure Plan whilst bringing in a range of substantial benefits to the region.
Its impact will be felt in the economy by relieving the currently constrained infrastructure. It will improve the air quality for over 55,000
properties. It will improve road safety through a reduction of thousands of vehicles passing through Aberdeen (including the city centre) and
access to the North East. It will also enable many improvements to, and integration of, private and public transport schemes (such as Park
and Ride). Plans to pedestrianise Union Street will also be assisted by the route.
The route will remove thousands of vehicles from the area’s rural roads which are unsuitable for high volumes of traffic.
Rep. Number
411

10

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Structure plan should have a connection with Scottish Water for provision of drinking and waste water facilities. Major dalays will occur due
to problems with Scottish Water if the structure plan does not adequately address the locations of future business/residential development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The support, and provision, of infrastructure (including water provision) play a key role in assisting to deliver the plans vision and spatial
strategy.
Preparing the plan has involved a great deal of consultation with key stakeholders (Scottish Water included), the public and private sector
as well as with the wider community. The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process.
An action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Rep. Number
411

11

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
High speed rail service from London/Edinburgh should be included within the structure plan as this would mean a new Aberdeen terminus
and a modern rail line route in addition to the existing rail corridor which would become more suited to local traffic.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The support, and provision, of infrastructure (including road and rail improvements) play a key role in assisting to deliver the plans vision
and spatial strategy.
Although there may be merit in some of the suggested improvements, the structure plan is a high level strategic land use planning
document and improvements to the rail network are best dealt within regional and/or local transport strategies working in partnership with
NESTRANS, Network Rail etc.
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Rep. Number
411

16

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Inclusion of Peterhead and Fraserburgh in the national rail network is important to the development of these towns and should be included
in the structure plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The support, and provision, of infrastructure (including road and rail improvements) play a key role in assisting to deliver the plans vision
and spatial strategy.
Although there may be merit in some of the suggested improvements, the structure plan is a high level strategic land use planning
document and improvements to the rail network are best dealt within regional and/or local transport strategies working in partnership with
NESTRANS, Network Rail etc.
Rep. Number
422

2

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
How will the required infrastructure changes be funded?
Both councils are in a desperate financial position, and a declining/aging population will not help. Expecting "planning gain" to fund major
infrastructure investment is naive in the extreme, as history has shown. For example, how many schools have been built by developers in
NE Scotland (at their cost) rather than simply making land available to the council?
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Circular 12/1996 is currently under review, with a draft replacement published for consultation in December 2008. It is anticipated that the
final document will be published before the Structure Plan is approved by Scottish Ministers. Due to current economic conditions the
Scottish Government have put their wider review of developer contributions on hold. However, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic
Development Planning Authority have made representations to Ministers on this issue.
In reference to developer contributions in scale and kind, it must be noted that large scale developments will require large scale
contributions.
Rep. Number
422

15

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
"Developers will have to accept the need for contributions towards necessary infrastructure, services and facilities within their own site."
How, why? "However, in cases where development has wider effects, we will have to secure extra contributions." How?
"We also expect that the increase in land value, as a result of granting planning permission, will fund a large percentage of the new
infrastructure needed, although the public sector will also need to make an important contribution."
How does an increase in land value fund infrastructure? Does this mean "planning gain"? If so, it has never funded more than some minor
local projects, and invariably comes at the end of a development. How will the public sector make a contribution?
"We will need to secure a higher percentage of the increase in land values than we have in the past, to be able to create sustainable mixed
communities." How? This is a repeat of the previous sentence.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Circular 12/1996 is currently under review, with a draft replacement published for consultation in December 2008. It is anticipated that the
final document will be published before the Structure Plan is approved by Scottish Ministers. Due to current economic conditions the
Scottish Government have put their wider review of developer contributions on hold. However, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic
Development Planning Authority have made representations to Ministers on this issue.
In reference to developer contributions in scale and kind, it must be noted that large scale developments will require large scale
contributions.
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Rep. Number
422

16

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
No mention is made of any actions that will ensure growth of employment opportunities and hence population. The proposals will have
minimal effect, if any. How does a new prison at Peterhead help the economy of the area? If the growth targets are to be met, something
significant to replace the declining oil and gas industry will need to be found.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

An important objective of the plan is to grow the economy of the City and Shire.
A new prison in the Peterhead area has been identified in the structure plan for a range of reasons. The Scottish Government announced
on 24/08/2007 that it would be replacing prisons in Aberdeen and Peterhead with a new prison in the Peterhead area. The announcement
made it clear that the Scottish Prison Service would seek to build the new prison as quickly as possible. The new prison will be of regional
and national importance and retain vital local employment and economic spin-offs for the area. The Scottish Government’s announcement
in August 2007 effectively ended the possibility that replacement prisons could be built in both Aberdeen and Peterhead.
The structure plan is a landuse strategy for growth, and is not specifically about economic growth, however, it makes reference to a number
of sectors that have the ability to maintain and enhance the economy, including oil & gas, knowledge, Research & Development, tourism
etc. However, clearly success is dependent on a number of external factors outwith the control of planning or Council's in general. It is the
role of ACSEF, Scottish Enterprise, Council Economic Development Services and other agencies to pursue such leads, and ensure
strategies are in place to help achieve this growth and the planning system has a role to play in helping to deliver them.
The plan acknowledges that changes are taking place in the oil and gas sector and action must be taken on this and other issues. This
involves working with partners to help diversify the economy and build upon areas of expertise that already exist. This is set out in various
parts of the plan.
An action programme to be prepared in 2009 will help to expand upon this issue. For example, the Aberdeen City and Shire Economic
Future, Scottish Enterprise and the two councils have a key role in boosting economic growth but the planning system can help to provide
the framework and opportunities.
Rep. Number
423

4

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
The premise that new infrastructure would be provided by developers is risible as we know from the past that developers provide very little
additional facilities.
The burden will fall on Local Authorities to provide the infrastructure required for this level of growth and it is very obvious that these same
local authorities cannot even afford to sustain the existing infrastructure, with toilets closed and existing facilities at risk.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Circular 12/1996 is currently under review, with a draft replacement published for consultation in December 2008. It is anticipated that the
final document will be published before the Structure Plan is approved by Scottish Ministers. Due to current economic conditions the
Scottish Government have put their wider review of developer contributions on hold. However, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic
Development Planning Authority have made representations to Ministers on this issue.
In reference to developer contributions in scale and kind, it must be noted that large scale developments will require large scale
contributions.
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Rep. Number
424

10

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
As this Plan is for a strategic level consideration, what is the significance for proposing a new prison in Peterhead?
Why stadium sites are identified in this structure plan, but not other major "bad neighbour" developments, such as incinerators, which are
equally important? Why the Trump's golf course development, which has estimated cost of £1bn is not shown in the structure plan
(although it potentially could be refused)? I think this is large and significant enough development, similar to the AWPR.
Although the Aberdeen Airport is currently under the ownership of BAA, there is no guarantee that it would not be owned by the local council
by 2030. Are the local authorities getting prepared? What is the vision for the future of the airport? Is there any expansion or even relocation
plan in the future? Any land reserved for it?
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

A new prison in the Peterhead area has been identified in the structure plan for a range of reasons. The Scottish Government announced
on 24/08/2007 that it would be replacing prisons in Aberdeen and Peterhead with a new prison in the Peterhead area. The announcement
made it clear that the Scottish Prison Service would seek to build the new prison as quickly as possible. The new prison will be of regional
and national importance and retain vital local employment and economic spin-offs for the area. The Scottish Government’s announcement
in August 2007 effectively ended the possibility that replacement prisons could be built in both Aberdeen and Peterhead.
However, the advantages of retaining a prison in Aberdeen are recognised in terms of facilitating prison visits and reducing transport costs
and emissions (social, economic and environmental factors). Consideration will therefore be given as to how support can be given for a new
facility in Aberdeen as well.
The stadium will be a regional facility and will be used by, and benefit, communities throughout the region. Its development is of strategic
importance for the region in economic and social terms and due to its nature, scale and location will have wide reaching impacts and is an
appropriate proposal within the Structure Plan.
The structure plan takes account of the positive impacts of the Airport Masterplan in relation to assisting in achieving the draft plans vision
however it is not the place of the structure plan to duplicate information contained within other plans and strategies. The Action programme
will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders, infrastructure providers and the
two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice (including timescales, masterplanning
and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Rep. Number
426

29

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Do not see anything being achieved from this plan and the other plans either. Should show more confidence in the existing plans and
produce the programmes showing who, what, when, where and how much now.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’.
Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice (including timescales, masterplanning and funding of
required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
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Rep. Number
432

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Concerned about possible effects on quality of life and the unique features of the River Don from a Third Crossing, more thought should be
given to its environmental impact.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The Third Don Crossing is a fundamental element of both the regional and local transport strategies. It is a key element of a package of
integrated transport measures being developed to improve access to the City from the north. The new crossing is also an integral part of
the package of measures designed to tackle congestion at the A96 (T)/A90 (T) Haudagain roundabout junction. As such it is a fundamental
piece of infrastructure which will facilitate growth in and to the north and north west of Aberdeen. The associated infrastructure
improvements will also improve access into Aberdeen by public transport which addresses significant aims of the structure plan.
The structure plan supports the principle of a third crossing of the River Don. However, the structure plan is not site-specific and
consideration of the detail of a particular proposal is not a matter for the structure plan. Consideration of the detail (including any
environmental impact) is rightly a matter for the Local Development Plan in Aberdeen City as well as the processes surrounding any
planning application.
Further details of the Third Don Crossing and other transport interventions proposed in the structure plan are outlined in the Background
Paper to be published in parallel with the Finalised Structure Plan.
Any assessment of a proposal in the context of the local development plan or a planning application would rightly consider the detailed
impacts of the package of interventions proposed in the context of a full STAG appraisal of the scheme. Any such proposal would need to
take into account the findings of the Reporters at the Aberdeen City Local Plan Inquiry in 2006. However, the findings of that Inquiry do not
invalidate the inclusion of the principle of the proposal within the structure plan.
Rep. Number
437

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Where will the new road linking the A92 to the A957 south of Stonehaven be located? Bervie Braes has problems with land slips and would
ruin the south east edge of Dunnottar Woods.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This is not a Structure Plan issue

Changes to be made

Representation is with regards to a specific proposed development and is therefore not a structure plan issue.
Detailed proposals will be dealt with within the Local Development Plan process.
Rep. Number
440

5

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
The new sporting complex should be in the South of the city for crowd control purposes.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Comments relating to the location of a new community stadium are noted however this decision will not be taken through the structure plan
process.
Rep. Number
441

12

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Need to grow 'knowledge jobs' as these shall provide greater incomes than those available in the tourist industry. Commercial premises for
supporting locally based employee's should be encouraged. Also need to develop the NE as a centre of excellence for renewable energy
and support services. The new prison should not be an aim, the aim should be to reduce the prison population.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan is a landuse strategy for growth, and is not specifically about economic growth, however, it makes reference to a number
of sectors that have the ability to maintain and enhance the economy, including oil & gas, knowledge, Research & Development, tourism
etc. However, clearly success is dependent on a number of external factors outwith the control of planning or Council's in general. It is the
role of ACSEF, Scottish Enterprise, Council Economic Development Services and other agencies to pursue such leads, and ensure
strategies are in place to help achieve this growth and the planning system has a role to play in helping to deliver them.
At the settlement level, the allocation of specific sites and detailed policies will be undertaken by the relevant council as part of the local
development plan process.
The new prison is not an aim, it is a proposal which will help to meet the aims and vision of the structure plan. The new prison will be of
regional and national importance and retain vital local employment and economic spin-offs for the area.
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Rep. Number
443

2

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Note that the AWPR is identified on p.20, but this is not yet a certainty and fail to see how it will facilitate "environmentally friendly methods
of transport"
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The AWPR is a Scottish Government supported project and the principle has been agreed by Scottish Ministers. The AWPR will release
significant infrastructure constraints, in combination with 3rd Don Crossing (and associated measures) and dualling of A90, to the North of
Aberdeen.
The Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route is the most important infrastructure project taking place in the North East and will facilitate
development in line with the Structure Plan whilst bringing in a range of substantial benefits to the region.
Its impact will be felt in the economy by relieving the currently constrained infrastructure. It will improve the air quality for over 55,000
properties. It will improve road safety through a reduction of thousands of vehicles passing through Aberdeen (including the city centre) and
access to the North East. It will also enable many improvements to, and integration of, private and public transport schemes (such as Park
and Ride). Plans to pedestrianise Union Street will also be assisted by the route.
The route will remove thousands of vehicles from the area’s rural roads which are unsuitable for high volumes of traffic.
Rep. Number
447

3

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Development along rail routes is welcomed and consideration should be given to the reinstatement of the Formartine & Buchan Way. The
Airport Terminal should be located at Dyce Station and it might be beneficial to install a tramline along the Old Deeside railway line. Road
corridors just lead to bottlenecks.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The support, and provision, of infrastructure (including road and rail improvements) play a key role in assisting to deliver the plans vision
and spatial strategy. A range of proposals are outlined within the plan including ones which will deal with congestion and allow growth in
and to the north of the city.
Although there may be merit in suggesting alternative transportation methods, the structure plan is a high level strategic land use planning
document and improvements to the road and public transportation network are best dealt within within regional and/or local transport
strategies.
Rep. Number
451

12

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Proposals should consider stimulating the local food economy and self sufficiency for the area.
Forestry should be considered as important for building materials and energy.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan aims to achieve sustainable mixed communities and encourages diversification of the regions economy however the plan tries not
to involve itself with issues that are neither strategic, nor cross-boundary. This in no way is a reflection on the importance of any particular
industry or environmental benefit, but an attempt to keep this new-style plan as concise as possible.
Local forestry may have a role to play.The extent to which the structure plan can influence this is limited. Local plans may have a greater
role to play, but attempts to use these land use plans should not be over-emphasised when other plans and strategies are better placed.
Local development plans may continue to refer to the Indicative Forestry Strategy etc.
Rep. Number
452

15

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Questions whether a new community stadium is really needed, will it bring about the level of benefits suggested.
Attention should be drawn to AECC whose future was cast in doubt with the dissolution of the Grampian region. Who will maintain and run
the stadium and who will be accountable should it be unsuccessful.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The stadium will be a regional facility and will be used by, and benefit, communities throughout the region. Its development is of strategic
importance for the region in economic and social terms and due to its nature, scale and location will have wide reaching impacts and is an
appropriate proposal within the Structure Plan.
Day to day maintance and running of the stadium is not a structure plan issue.
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Rep. Number
457

12

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
The statement about developer contributions for necessary infrastructure are welcomed.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
458

15

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Providing Infrastructure: Proposals such as the pedestrianisation of Union Street and the provision of a community stadium seem too
specific for this plan. Instead recommend long-term framework plans for key settlements, regeneration areas and potential growth areas to
direct growth.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Strategic land use proposals which will help to meet the aims and vision of the structure plan have been included within the proposals
section.
Improvements to the shopping environment of Union Street are key to enhancing its importance as a retail destination meeting structure
plan targets.
The stadium will be a regional facility and will be used by, and benefit, communities throughout the region. Its development is of strategic
importance for the region in economic and social terms and due to its nature, scale and location will have wide reaching impacts and is an
appropriate proposal within the Structure Plan.
Rep. Number
465

2

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
As a strategic tier plan, we would expect the draft to resolve cross-boundary issues between Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire and allow an
assessment to be made of the effect of the proposals on strategic infrastructure. Particularly in the latter area, the plan is considered light
on detail and justification. For example, does the level of detail on housing and business allocations allow the likes of Transport Scotland
and Scottish Water to assess the impact of the plan?
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The support, and provision, of infrastructure plays a key role in assisting to deliver the plans vision and spatial strategy. Preparing the plan
has involved a great deal of consultation with key stakeholders (Scottish Water and Transport Scotland included), the public and private
sector as well as with the wider community.
The structure plan and spatial strategy in particular are interdependent on an effective and efficient transport system. The work done with
Transport Scotland and close liaison with Nestrans has greatly benefited plan production. The recent workshop was another component of
this consultation and further meetings will be held to ensure interventions can be identified as soon as practicably possible and fed into local
development plans. There may still need to be a requirement for SPG to accommodate unforeseen eventualities. It is proposed to publish
an addendum to the Background Paper in due course to support the structure plan.
An action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Rep. Number
465

14

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
TSC11 - Welcome the intention to "consider the level of investment required in infrastructure very early in the land -development process",
this is entirely consistent with the approach now being taken by TS.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
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Rep. Number
465

15

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
TSC12 - Note a number of statements referring to the funding of infrastructure improvements, including in the final paragraph of p.19. It is a
requirement that any intervention for which funding or consent is sought from TS should have emerged from an appropriate appraisal using
principles of STAG. Therefore, ask that the following statement is included within the plan:
"It is a requirement for any transport intervention for which Scottish Government / Transport Scotland funding, and / or consent is sought,
that such an intervention has emerged from an appropriate transport appraisal process using the principles of Scottish Transport Appraisal
Guidance (STAG)."
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan and spatial strategy in particular are interdependent on an effective and efficient transport system. The work done with
Transport Scotland and close liaison with Nestrans has greatly benefitted plan production. The recent workshop was another component of
this consultation and further meetings will be held to ensure interventions can be identified as soon as practicably possible and fed into local
development plans. There may still need to be a requirement for SPG to accommodate unforeseen eventualities.
It is proposed to publish an addendum to the Background Paper in due course to support the structure plan.
Rep. Number
470

13

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
The ACSEF Board would welcome the opportunity to discuss the most effective way of aligning the plan with the ACSEF Action Plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The ACSEF Board continue to be involved within the Keystakeholder Reference Group and the structure plan has taken account of
'Building on Energy' within the remit of land use planning.
The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’.
Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice (including timescales, masterplanning and funding of
required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Rep. Number
472

10

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
There are other recreational and commercial developments that could be referenced (incl. a number of golf course local resorts). There are
also proposals for a new HQ for the Fire Service, Aberdeen City Council and accommodation for Grampian Police in Peterhead and
Aberdeen. A new health centre in Inverurie could also be included, along with new educational facilities. A new 50m pool and upgrade of
Aberdeenshire pools is an opportunity to market the area and working in partnership with the universities and NHS Trust to develop new
treatments will enhance the region as a preferred location for learning.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The suggestions are noted. However, they are not of a nature which make them critical to the delivery of the plan.
This is not to say these are not important elements in the growth and protection of the north-east and it is likely that the "action programme"
referred to throughout the plan (but particularly on p.19) will include projects as well as who will lead them, when they should happen and
how they will be funded.
Rep. Number
476

15

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
Need to clearly articulate the principle of expecting developers to contribute towards wider infrastructure provision given the scale of new
infrastructure required within the plan. Infrastructure provision to be addressed by the public sector should also be defined.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Action Programme will provide further details. The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team
during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders, infrastructure providers and the two councils’.
Circular 12/1996 is currently under review, with a draft replacement published for consultation in December 2008. It is anticipated that the
final document will be published before the Structure Plan is approved by Scottish Ministers. Due to current economic conditions the
Scottish Government have put their wider review of developer contributions on hold. However, the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic
Development Planning Authority have made representations to Ministers on this issue.
In reference to developer contributions in scale and kind, it must be noted that large scale developments will require large scale
contributions.
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Rep. Number
478

1

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
The vision and aims are clearly set out and easy to read. However, it would be useful to clarify if the action programme referred to will be
produced following the final version of the plan, if stakeholders will be involved in preparing this programme and its likely content.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Rep. Number
479

21

Subject

Putting this plan into practice

Summary
This is the section where we would like to see a proposal for establishing a green network covering Aberdeen City and the 3 Strategic
Growth Areas.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The proposals listed are important in terms of strategic cross boundary land use planning in the North East.
Agree that green networks are important but this is not the section of the plan to include this in. Slight rewording of the Quality of the
Environment objective may include a reference to green networks or a reference to existing and proposed open spaces.
It will be the responsibility of the local development plan to allocate specific sites and take account of the green space network, connectivity
etc.
Rep. Number
206

11

Subject

Monitoring and reviewing this plan

Summary
Support the commitment to monitor and review the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
207

11

Subject

Monitoring and reviewing this plan

Summary
Support the commitment to monitor and review the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
210

11

Subject

Monitoring and reviewing this plan

Summary
Support the commitment to monitor and review the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
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Rep. Number
211

11

Subject

Monitoring and reviewing this plan

Summary
Support the commitment to monitor and review the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
212

11

Subject

Monitoring and reviewing this plan

Summary
Support the commitment to monitor and review the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
213

12

Subject

Monitoring and reviewing this plan

Summary
Support the commitment to monitor and review the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
214

11

Subject

Monitoring and reviewing this plan

Summary
Support the commitment to monitor and review the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
215

12

Subject

Monitoring and reviewing this plan

Summary
Support the commitment to monitor and review the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
216

12

Subject

Monitoring and reviewing this plan

Summary
Support the commitment to monitor and review the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
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Rep. Number
217

12

Subject

Monitoring and reviewing this plan

Summary
Support the commitment to monitor and review the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
218

12

Subject

Monitoring and reviewing this plan

Summary
Support this section of the plan as it will be of huge importance to ensure the plan is kept up to date and reacts to the changes in the
economic climate of the north-east.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
219

11

Subject

Monitoring and reviewing this plan

Summary
Support the commitment to monitor and review the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
220

11

Subject

Monitoring and reviewing this plan

Summary
Support the commitment to monitor and review the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
221

11

Subject

Monitoring and reviewing this plan

Summary
Support the commitment to monitor and review the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
222

11

Subject

Monitoring and reviewing this plan

Summary
Support the commitment to monitor and review the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
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Rep. Number
223

11

Subject

Monitoring and reviewing this plan

Summary
Support the commitment to monitor and review the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
224

11

Subject

Monitoring and reviewing this plan

Summary
Support the commitment to monitor and review the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
225

11

Subject

Monitoring and reviewing this plan

Summary
Support the commitment to monitor and review the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
226

12

Subject

Monitoring and reviewing this plan

Summary
Support the commitment to monitor and review the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
227

12

Subject

Monitoring and reviewing this plan

Summary
Support the commitment to monitor and review the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
228

12

Subject

Monitoring and reviewing this plan

Summary
Support the commitment to monitor and review the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
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Rep. Number
229

11

Subject

Monitoring and reviewing this plan

Summary
Support the commitment to monitor and review the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
290

9

Subject

Monitoring and reviewing this plan

Summary
Planners need to exert a stronger control over future developments, there are examples of bad planning from the past. i.e. traffic congestion
at the Bridge of Dee, Kepplestone flats etc.
Future monitoring arrangements will need to be much better, inappropriate developmetns will need to be weeded out.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Monitoring and reviewing the plan is key to its success and the monitoring outlined in the plan will help ensure targets are met. Individual
developments are dealt with at a local development plan level and by development management. However, this plan places significant
emphasis on development quality and infrastructure provision.
Rep. Number
299

27

Subject

Monitoring and reviewing this plan

Summary
Would like to see the monitoring of quality of build.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This is not a Structure Plan issue

Changes to be made

The planning system has no control or influence over the quality of construction in new development.
Rep. Number
332

11

Subject

Monitoring and reviewing this plan

Summary
The structure plan identifies a number of means of monitoring take up and progress. We agree this is important and will help to inform
decision making as the plan progresses. We would like to see the inclusion in the structure plan of floor space statistics for the commercial
sector rather than simply hectare of land supply.
Our reasons for suggesting floor space statistics to inform the progress of the plan is based in greater accuracy and ability for the planning
authorities to take an up to date view on the success of the SDP in delivering sustainable economic growth. There may well be a need for
some flexibility as the plan unfolds in progress. What was previously viewed as necessary for business and industry may in fact become a
requirement for retail development depending on other factors such as population growth, housing development and changes in the
business environment. If the statistics were published this may also inform developers and investors considering the potential of Aberdeen
to meet commercial demand in retail, office or industrial sectors. Floorspace statistics would offer a better indicator of progress and
availability than the Employment Land Audit and we would hope this could readily be facilitated via the Valuation Roll or through commercial
suppliers such as the Scottish Property Network/Co star who currently inform Scottish Enterprise’s statistics.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
The monitoring of the structure plan will not be limited to the indicators identified explicitly in the plan. Consideration will be given to how the
information cited could be used in the monitoring process but it is not proposed to make any amendments to the plan.
Rep. Number
183

3

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Concern that three options are shown in Schedule 1. It is unclear what is proposed with the choices.
Is it the case that the finalised plan will only contain one option? It is also surprising that the Structure Plan does not indicate how the
72,000 houses will be delivered, leaving the distribution for subsequent Local Plans.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The alternatives were provided to demonstrate that a number of options and combinations exist and to stimulate debate. The alternatives will
not feature in the final published plan. Allocations to individual settlements will be a matter for the Local Development Plans.
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Rep. Number
183

4

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
One or two new settlements may be required to meet the scale of housing proposed whilst meeting the objectives of sustainability. The plan
fails to mention this as an option.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites to meet the requirements of the structure plan is a matter for the local development plans. A number of "new
settlement" proposals were submitted in response to the draft structure plan, some of which were in line with the plan's spatial strategy and
some were not. These vary considerably in size from small villages, through major extensions to existing villages to stand alone
communities of many thousands. However, none were at a stage where they could be given support through the structure plan. If local
development plan processes were to show that a new settlement(s) is the best way of meeting the structure plan's requirements and would
be consistent with the plan as a whole, the strategic development plan team would seek to assist its delivery.
Rep. Number
183

5

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Schedule 1 provides very little strategic guidance for Local Development Plans or subsequent planning applications it simply identifies the
Strategic Growth Areas.
When this is also considered along with the extent of Green Belt that need reviewed to accommodate the growth it would appear to be
impossible for this plan to identify either areas for no development or areas where it would be appropriate.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The flexibility in this plan is appropriate as it gives each Council latitude to determine their own interpretation of the plan without it being
overly prescriptive when many decisions are not strategic or cross-boundary. The structure plan does not need to determine how many
homes go to main settlements, or the Aberdeenshire areas as NEST did. These decisions should be taken by Aberdeenshire Council as
part of the local development plan process, provided the spatial strategy is adhered to.
Rep. Number
188

6

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Need to update the strategic forecasts to reflect national projections.
Sufficient land should be allocated to meet the GRO recent projections of a population of 500,000 by 2031. Increased population equals
increased people so an increased housing requirement.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The housing allocations are already generous and based on a high growth scenario. The plan aims to grow the population by 40,000 by
2030 with a longer term ambition to achieve 500,000. The plan will be subject to regular review, this will give the opportunity to revisit these
targets as time progresses.
Rep. Number
189

4

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
6,000 houses in schedule 1 on the Portlethen to Stonehaven corridor should be considered as the absolute minimum.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted.
Rep. Number
189

5

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
There is an argument to increase the allocations set out in V1 and V2 within the Portlethen-Stonehaven area, this could be addressed by
increasing the overall allocation.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The alternatives have been provided to demonstrate that a number of options and combinations exist and to stimulate debate. The
alternatives will not feature in the final published plan.
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Rep. Number
191

1

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Seek an increase in the number of allocations for the Inverurie - Blackburn area.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Allocations in this SGA are already generous. However, it must be remembered that the plan will be subject to regular review and this will
give the opportunity to reconsider allocations if necessary.
Rep. Number
191

4

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Concern must be expressed at the current uncertainty as regards the scale of allocation to the Inverurie-Blackburn area.
Alternatives shown in Schedule 1 show 10,000 or 1,000. 1000 is entirely unacceptable and there is evidence to suggest that the 6,500 units
favored within Schedule 1 should be increased as part of an overall increase in housing allocations.
An increase would help to exceed current completions and meet government policy.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The alternatives have been provided to demonstrate that a number of options and combinations exist and to stimulate debate. The
alternatives will not feature in the final published plan.
The total housing allowances in the draft plan were in line with Scottish Government policy and aspiration. An "overall increase in housing
allocations" is not justified.
Rep. Number
192

4

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Concern must be expressed at the current uncertainty as regards the scale of allocation to the Inverurie-Blackburn area.
Alternatives shown in Schedule 1 show 10,000 or 1,000. 1000 is entirely unacceptable and there is evidence to suggest that the 6,500 units
favored within Schedule 1 should be increased as part of an overall increase in housing allocations.
An increase would help to exceed current completions and meet government policy.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The alternatives have been provided to demonstrate that a number of options and combinations exist and to stimulate debate. The
alternatives will not feature in the final published plan.
The total housing allowances in the draft plan were in line with Scottish Government policy and aspiration. An "overall increase in housing
allocations" is not justified.
Rep. Number
193

7

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Further justification for increasing the housing numbers is that the headline figure includes 5,000 houses emerging for regeneration areas
within the city. These are simple replacements and because of this the net increase being promoted by the plan is 67,000 not 72,000.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The forecasts on which the housing numbers are based took account of a significant level (4,800) of demolitions in the Community
Regeneration Areas in Aberdeen. These units do not represent double counting because the forecast required for housing would have been
4,800 lower if they had not been included.
However, changing expectations of the nature and speed of delivery of the Community Regeneration Strategy mean that these figures will
need to be revised downwards. Due to the status of these units however (as outlined above), they do not require to be replaced. Progress
and future expectations, however, will be kept under review and this plan would encourage faster progress than the plan may suggest
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Rep. Number
193

8

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
The requested increase in figures should be distributed between the larger settlements in the SGA within the RHMA together with a greater
allocation of housing in the AHMA where some of the larger settlements in the Local Growth Areas are able to absorb additional residential
development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The proportion of development allocated to the LG&DA is around 25% of the gross amount; this still represents several thousand homes
and a substantial amount of employment land. The local development plan for Aberdeenshire will make decisions on the allocations for
specific settlements within the framework set out in the structure plan. This level of detail would be too prescriptive for this plan.
Rep. Number
193

10

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Over the past 7 years house completions in Laurencekirk have averaged 38 units per year. Anticipated completions over the next 5 years
average out at 65 units per year, thus an increase in the current rate. An analysis against the headline figures for housing allowances in the
draft plan for the south of Drumlithie to Marykirk corridor indicates 15.4 years supply. Incorporating the effective land supply indicates 19
years, 5 years short of the lifespan of the plan.
Based upon the lifespan of the plan and anticipated completions, Laurencekirk along requires a headline figure of 1,560 dwellings along,
thus significantly greater than the 1,000 proposed.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan is not predicated on past rates of completion. However, it must be remembered that the plan will be subject to regular
review, which will give the opportunity to reconsider allocations, particularly in the third period beyond 2023.
Rep. Number
193

11

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
In Pitmedden an analysis of the average house completions over the past 7 years compared with the Draft plans requirements highlights
that in the Aberdeenshire part of the AHMA there is a 21.5 year supply, which is considerably less than the RHMA of 31.5 years. The
RHMA figures go beyond the lifetime of the plan and justify an increase in the AHMA numbers, in order to provide a comparable supply
between each HMA.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The situation in Pitmedden (or Formartine even) cannot be taken as a barometer for the whole of the AHMA or Aberdeenshire. The 2008
Housing Land Audit on p.16-17, clearly demonstrates that the effective land supply in the AHMA is 5.7 years and the RHMA is 10.1 years.
There is no requirement for the HMA's to have exactly the same figure, only to ensure the maintenance of an effective five year housing land
supply. The fact that the figure in the AHMA has fallen below this level means that …
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Rep. Number
195

9

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
The scale of overall housing allocations should be increased to reflect the most optimistic forecasts and encourage growth. Appears to be
based on the highest of the Council's strategic forecasts plus 20% flexibility, which equates to the 72,000 proposed. These forecasts were
however prepared in 2007 and require to be updated to reflect more recent projections; including the GRO(S) 2006 based population
projections published in January '08, which envisage a population of 500,000 by 2031 (20,000 more than planned). This could amount to in
excess of 8,000 houses based on 2.4 person per house average and housing allocations should be reconsidered and increased.
Understand that the 5,000 houses emerging for regeneration areas are simply replacements, there is therefore scope for an increase in
allocations by at least these 5,000 units.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The average rate of new house completions in Aberdeen and Aberdeenshire over recent years has been approximately 2,200 per annum. If
this were to continue over the nest 24 years to 2030, this would represent an additional 52,800 homes. However, this plan is seeking to
achieve economic and population growth over this period as well as a significant improvement in the quality of new development. In order to
facilitate this, additional land needs to be identified.
The headline figure of 72,000 has been decided upon as a result of selection of the high demographic forecast as the preferred option for
the region, taking the population to over 480,000 by 2030.
When account is taken of a range of factors, including vacant and second homes and demolitions, the ‘housing requirement’ published in
the forecasts for the high population scenario was 59,000 over the period. In addition to this scale of development an allowance is required
for the fact that not all identified sites will come forward, it is recognised that there is a significant unmet demand for housing
However, the annual targets for new housing also reflect the desire of the Scottish Government in ‘Firm Foundations’ to increase levels of
housebuilding to 35,000 per annum across Scotland (a 40% increase). Further information is provided in the Background Paper.
The forecasts on which the housing numbers are based took account of a significant level (4,800) of demolitions in the Community
Regeneration Areas in Aberdeen. These units do not represent double counting because the forecast required for housing would have been
4,800 lower if they had not been included.
However, changing expectations of the nature and speed of delivery of the Community Regeneration Strategy mean that these figures will
need to be revised downwards. Due to the status of these units however (as outlined above), they do not require to be replaced. Progress
and future expectations, however, will be kept under review and this plan would encourage faster progress than the plan may suggest
Rep. Number
196

7

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
The allocation of 6,000 homes in the Portlethen to Stonehaven corridor emphasises its ability to accommodate further strategic growth. The
provision of adequate employment land to Portlethen should be in balance with the population and housing increases envisaged. This will
also help with the accessibility objective and targets.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The plan seeks to promote mixed use development along the lines envisaged, although it will be for Aberdeenshire Council to determine the
scale of growth in Portlethen in the context of the structure plan.
Rep. Number
197

7

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Due to the considerable interests the University have in the City, it is suggested a greater proportion of housing land is provided within the
City boundary. Consideration should be given to the production of a similar proposal for employment land in order to appreciate where these
are intended to be located.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The location of residential and employment land within Aberdeen City will be determined through the local development plan process. The
plan already proposes considerable growth in Aberdeen, especially when compared with the recent past.
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Rep. Number
198

5

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
The scale of overall housing allocations should be increased to reflect the most optimistic forecasts and encourage growth. Appears to be
based on the highest of the Council's strategic forecasts plus 20% flexibility, which equates to the 72,000 proposed. These forecasts were
however prepared in 2007 and require to be updated to reflect more recent projections; including the GRO(S) 2006 based population
projections published in January '08, which envisage a population of 500,000 by 2031 (20,000 more than planned). This could amount to in
excess of 8,000 houses based on 2.4 person per house average and housing allocations should be reconsidered and increased.
Understand that the 5,000 houses emerging for regeneration areas are simply replacements, there is therefore scope for an increase in
allocations by at least these 5,000 units.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The average rate of new house completions in Aberdeen and Aberdeenshire over recent years has been approximately 2,200 per annum. If
this were to continue over the nest 24 years to 2030, this would represent an additional 52,800 homes. However, this plan is seeking to
achieve economic and population growth over this period as well as a significant improvement in the quality of new development. In order to
facilitate this, additional land needs to be identified.
The headline figure of 72,000 has been decided upon as a result of selection of the high demographic forecast as the preferred option for
the region, taking the population to over 480,000 by 2030.
When account is taken of a range of factors, including vacant and second homes and demolitions, the ‘housing requirement’ published in
the forecasts for the high population scenario was 59,000 over the period. In addition to this scale of development an allowance is required
for the fact that not all identified sites will come forward, it is recognised that there is a significant unmet demand for housing
However, the annual targets for new housing also reflect the desire of the Scottish Government in ‘Firm Foundations’ to increase levels of
housebuilding to 35,000 per annum across Scotland (a 40% increase). Further information is provided in the Background Paper.
The forecasts on which the housing numbers are based took account of a significant level (4,800) of demolitions in the Community
Regeneration Areas in Aberdeen. These units do not represent double counting because the forecast required for housing would have been
4,800 lower if they had not been included.
However, changing expectations of the nature and speed of delivery of the Community Regeneration Strategy mean that these figures will
need to be revised downwards. Due to the status of these units however (as outlined above), they do not require to be replaced. Progress
and future expectations, however, will be kept under review and this plan would encourage faster progress than the plan may suggest
Rep. Number
198

6

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
The increase in housing allocations justified in 198.6 should be allocated to the LG&DA's within the AHMA as an analysis of housing
completions highlights there is a 21.8 year supply in the Aberdeenshire part of the AHMA and a 31.5 year supply in the RHMA; this justifies
why any increase should go to this area.
Other than the main settlements in the RHMA, the focus should be on the AHMA as settlements there are well served by community
facilities and relatively well established road and public transport links with the City. These will require upgrading, but this can only be
achieved by encouraging further development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

It is important that both Housing Market Areas are able to grow and diversify to meet the vision of the plan. The two areas have different
challenges and opportunities which need to be reflected in the plan.
The spatial strategy does not identify particular settlements and the scale of development for them, this is a task for Aberdeenshire Council.
This will involve extensive consultation and site selection will be based on social, economic and environmental criteria and infrastructure
requirements.
Rep. Number
198

10

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
The present allocation of 4,700 in the LG&DA (AHMA) against 12,400 in the LG&DA (RHMA) is disproportionate and does not reflect
demand or completion rates. Further to this the RHMA has the largest amount of constrained sites, adding 12,400 will exacerbate this.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan proposes that demand in the AHMA will largely be met in the SGAs, rather than in the LG&DAs. As a consequence, the
analysis presented is not relevant. The structure plan covers the period to 2030 and a considerable volume of new sites will be required in
the RHMA over this period.
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Rep. Number
199

7

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
The scale of overall housing allocations should be increased to reflect the most optimistic forecasts and encourage growth. Appears to be
based on the highest of the Council's strategic forecasts plus 20% flexibility, which equates to the 72,000 proposed. These forecasts were
however prepared in 2007 and require to be updated to reflect more recent projections; including the GRO(S) 2006 based population
projections published in January '08, which envisage a population of 500,000 by 2031. This increased population will have consequences in
terms of households and housing allocations should therefore be reconsidered and increased.
Understand that the 5,000 houses emerging for regeneration areas are simply replacements, there is therefore scope for an increase in
allocations by at least these 5,000 units.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The average rate of new house completions in Aberdeen and Aberdeenshire over recent years has been approximately 2,200 per annum. If
this were to continue over the nest 24 years to 2030, this would represent an additional 52,800 homes. However, this plan is seeking to
achieve economic and population growth over this period as well as a significant improvement in the quality of new development. In order to
facilitate this, additional land needs to be identified.
The headline figure of 72,000 has been decided upon as a result of selection of the high demographic forecast as the preferred option for
the region, taking the population to over 480,000 by 2030.
When account is taken of a range of factors, including vacant and second homes and demolitions, the ‘housing requirement’ published in
the forecasts for the high population scenario was 59,000 over the period. In addition to this scale of development an allowance is required
for the fact that not all identified sites will come forward, it is recognised that there is a significant unmet demand for housing
However, the annual targets for new housing also reflect the desire of the Scottish Government in ‘Firm Foundations’ to increase levels of
house building to 35,000 per annum across Scotland (a 40% increase). Further information is provided in the Background Paper.
The forecasts on which the housing numbers are based took account of a significant level (4,800) of demolitions in the Community
Regeneration Areas in Aberdeen. These units do not represent double counting because the forecast required for housing would have been
4,800 lower if they had not been included.
However, changing expectations of the nature and speed of delivery of the Community Regeneration Strategy mean that these figures will
need to be revised downwards. Due to the status of these units however (as outlined above), they do not require to be replaced. Progress
and future expectations, however, will be kept under review and this plan would encourage faster progress than the plan may suggest
Rep. Number
200

6

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
The scale of overall housing allocations should be increased to reflect the most optimistic forecasts and encourage growth. Appears to be
based on the highest of the Council's strategic forecasts plus 20% flexibility, which equates to the 72,000 proposed. These forecasts were
however prepared in 2007 and require to be updated to reflect more recent projections; including the GRO(S) 2006 based population
projections published in January '08, which envisage a population of 500,000 by 2031. This increased population will have consequences in
terms of households and housing allocations should therefore be reconsidered and increased.
Understand that the 5,000 houses emerging for regeneration areas are simply replacements, there is therefore scope for an increase in
allocations by at least these 5,000 units.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The average rate of new house completions in Aberdeen and Aberdeenshire over recent years has been approximately 2,200 per annum. If
this were to continue over the nest 24 years to 2030, this would represent an additional 52,800 homes. However, this plan is seeking to
achieve economic and population growth over this period as well as a significant improvement in the quality of new development. In order to
facilitate this, additional land needs to be identified.
The headline figure of 72,000 has been decided upon as a result of selection of the high demographic forecast as the preferred option for
the region, taking the population to over 480,000 by 2030.
When account is taken of a range of factors, including vacant and second homes and demolitions, the ‘housing requirement’ published in
the forecasts for the high population scenario was 59,000 over the period. In addition to this scale of development an allowance is required
for the fact that not all identified sites will come forward, it is recognised that there is a significant unmet demand for housing
However, the annual targets for new housing also reflect the desire of the Scottish Government in ‘Firm Foundations’ to increase levels of
housebuilding to 35,000 per annum across Scotland (a 40% increase). Further information is provided in the Background Paper.
The forecasts on which the housing numbers are based took account of a significant level (4,800) of demolitions in the Community
Regeneration Areas in Aberdeen. These units do not represent double counting because the forecast required for housing would have been
4,800 lower if they had not been included.
However, changing expectations of the nature and speed of delivery of the Community Regeneration Strategy mean that these figures will
need to be revised downwards. Due to the status of these units however (as outlined above), they do not require to be replaced. Progress
and future expectations, however, will be kept under review and this plan would encourage faster progress than the plan may suggest
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Rep. Number
202

4

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
The scale of overall housing allocations should be increased to reflect the most optimistic forecasts and encourage growth. Appears to be
based on the highest of the Council's strategic forecasts plus 20% flexibility, which equates to the 72,000 proposed. These forecasts were
however prepared in 2007 and require to be updated to reflect more recent projections; including the GRO(S) 2006 based population
projections published in January '08, which envisage a population of 500,000 by 2031. This increased population will have consequences in
terms of households and housing allocations should therefore be reconsidered and increased.
Understand that the 5,000 houses emerging for regeneration areas are simply replacements, there is therefore scope for an increase in
allocations by at least these 5,000 units.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The average rate of new house completions in Aberdeen and Aberdeenshire over recent years has been approximately 2,200 per annum. If
this were to continue over the nest 24 years to 2030, this would represent an additional 52,800 homes. However, this plan is seeking to
achieve economic and population growth over this period as well as a significant improvement in the quality of new development. In order to
facilitate this, additional land needs to be identified.
The headline figure of 72,000 has been decided upon as a result of selection of the high demographic forecast as the preferred option for
the region, taking the population to over 480,000 by 2030.
When account is taken of a range of factors, including vacant and second homes and demolitions, the ‘housing requirement’ published in
the forecasts for the high population scenario was 59,000 over the period. In addition to this scale of development an allowance is required
for the fact that not all identified sites will come forward, it is recognised that there is a significant unmet demand for housing
However, the annual targets for new housing also reflect the desire of the Scottish Government in ‘Firm Foundations’ to increase levels of
housebuilding to 35,000 per annum across Scotland (a 40% increase). Further information is provided in the Background Paper.
The forecasts on which the housing numbers are based took account of a significant level (4,800) of demolitions in the Community
Regeneration Areas in Aberdeen. These units do not represent double counting because the forecast required for housing would have been
4,800 lower if they had not been included.
However, changing expectations of the nature and speed of delivery of the Community Regeneration Strategy mean that these figures will
need to be revised downwards. Due to the status of these units however (as outlined above), they do not require to be replaced. Progress
and future expectations, however, will be kept under review and this plan would encourage faster progress than the plan may suggest
Rep. Number
203

5

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
The scale of overall housing allocations should be increased to reflect the most optimistic forecasts and encourage growth. Appears to be
based on the highest of the Council's strategic forecasts plus 20% flexibility, which equates to the 72,000 proposed. These forecasts were
however prepared in 2007 and require to be updated to reflect more recent projections; including the GRO(S) 2006 based population
projections published in January '08, which envisage a population of 500,000 by 2031. This increased population will have consequences in
terms of households and housing allocations should therefore be reconsidered and increased.
Understand that the 5,000 houses emerging for regeneration areas are simply replacements, there is therefore scope for an increase in
allocations by at least these 5,000 units.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The average rate of new house completions in Aberdeen and Aberdeenshire over recent years has been approximately 2,200 per annum. If
this were to continue over the nest 24 years to 2030, this would represent an additional 52,800 homes. However, this plan is seeking to
achieve economic and population growth over this period as well as a significant improvement in the quality of new development. In order to
facilitate this, additional land needs to be identified.
The headline figure of 72,000 has been decided upon as a result of selection of the high demographic forecast as the preferred option for
the region, taking the population to over 480,000 by 2030.
When account is taken of a range of factors, including vacant and second homes and demolitions, the ‘housing requirement’ published in
the forecasts for the high population scenario was 59,000 over the period. In addition to this scale of development an allowance is required
for the fact that not all identified sites will come forward, it is recognised that there is a significant unmet demand for housing
However, the annual targets for new housing also reflect the desire of the Scottish Government in ‘Firm Foundations’ to increase levels of
housebuilding to 35,000 per annum across Scotland (a 40% increase). Further information is provided in the Background Paper.
The forecasts on which the housing numbers are based took account of a significant level (4,800) of demolitions in the Community
Regeneration Areas in Aberdeen. These units do not represent double counting because the forecast required for housing would have been
4,800 lower if they had not been included.
However, changing expectations of the nature and speed of delivery of the Community Regeneration Strategy mean that these figures will
need to be revised downwards. Due to the status of these units however (as outlined above), they do not require to be replaced. Progress
and future expectations, however, will be kept under review and this plan would encourage faster progress than the plan may suggest
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Rep. Number
204

2

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Concerned about the indicative housing allocations to the Inverurie area as this area is to include Kintore and Blackburn also. Allocations
appear to be unevenly distributed through plan periods, artificially restricting the release of land until 2024. Levels of growth are significantly
below recent recorded levels of actual development (see tables in document). This restriction does not align with the plan's objective to
"increase the population of the city region by 9%".
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Allocations are phased, in part, to account for the provision of key infrastructure to enable development to proceed. This particularly relates
to secondary school provision and the need to phase the provision of new schools across Aberdeenshire. The plan has a strategy for
growth, but needs to be phased in particular areas over different timescales to make it deliverable.
Rep. Number
204

3

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Do not support the v.1 figures in Schedule 1. Allocating only 1,000 units over the entire plan period does not recognise the strategic
significance of the Inverurie corridor, nor the definition of the SGA in the spatial strategy. Inverurie is one of the most sustainable
settlements in Aberdeenshire and is therefore well placed to absorb a higher proportion than has been allocated. Recommend v.1 is
abandoned.
Higher allocations will allow the market to operate at an efficient rate and allow required physical and community service infrastructure
investment that will be required to be planned.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

The alternatives have been provided to demonstrate that a number of options and combinations exist and to stimulate debate. The
alternatives will not feature in the final published plan.
The allocation in the draft plan of 6,500 will remain.
Rep. Number
204

4

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
The scale of overall housing allocations should be increased to reflect the most optimistic forecasts and encourage growth. Appears to be
based on the highest of the Council's strategic forecasts plus 20% flexibility, which equates to the 72,000 proposed. These forecasts were
however prepared in 2007 and require to be updated to reflect more recent projections; including the GRO(S) 2006 based population
projections published in January '08, which envisage a population of 500,000 by 2031. This increased population will have consequences in
terms of households and housing allocations should therefore be reconsidered and increased.
Understand that the 5,000 houses emerging for regeneration areas are simply replacements, there is therefore scope for an increase in
allocations by at least these 5,000 units.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The average rate of new house completions in Aberdeen and Aberdeenshire over recent years has been approximately 2,200 per annum. If
this were to continue over the nest 24 years to 2030, this would represent an additional 52,800 homes. However, this plan is seeking to
achieve economic and population growth over this period as well as a significant improvement in the quality of new development. In order to
facilitate this, additional land needs to be identified.
The headline figure of 72,000 has been decided upon as a result of selection of the high demographic forecast as the preferred option for
the region, taking the population to over 480,000 by 2030.
When account is taken of a range of factors, including vacant and second homes and demolitions, the ‘housing requirement’ published in
the forecasts for the high population scenario was 59,000 over the period. In addition to this scale of development an allowance is required
for the fact that not all identified sites will come forward, it is recognised that there is a significant unmet demand for housing
However, the annual targets for new housing also reflect the desire of the Scottish Government in ‘Firm Foundations’ to increase levels of
housebuilding to 35,000 per annum across Scotland (a 40% increase). Further information is provided in the Background Paper.
The forecasts on which the housing numbers are based took account of a significant level (4,800) of demolitions in the Community
Regeneration Areas in Aberdeen. These units do not represent double counting because the forecast required for housing would have been
4,800 lower if they had not been included.
However, changing expectations of the nature and speed of delivery of the Community Regeneration Strategy mean that these figures will
need to be revised downwards. Due to the status of these units however (as outlined above), they do not require to be replaced. Progress
and future expectations, however, will be kept under review and this plan would encourage faster progress than the plan may suggest
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Rep. Number
205

5

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
The scale of overall housing allocations should be increased to reflect the most optimistic forecasts and encourage growth. Appears to be
based on the highest of the Council's strategic forecasts plus 20% flexibility, which equates to the 72,000 proposed. These forecasts were
however prepared in 2007 and require to be updated to reflect more recent projections; including the GRO(S) 2006 based population
projections published in January '08, which envisage a population of 500,000 by 2031.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The average rate of new house completions in Aberdeen and Aberdeenshire over recent years has been approximately 2,200 per annum. If
this were to continue over the nest 24 years to 2030, this would represent an additional 52,800 homes. However, this plan is seeking to
achieve economic and population growth over this period as well as a significant improvement in the quality of new development. In order to
facilitate this, additional land needs to be identified.
The headline figure of 72,000 has been decided upon as a result of selection of the high demographic forecast as the preferred option for
the region, taking the population to over 480,000 by 2030.
When account is taken of a range of factors, including vacant and second homes and demolitions, the ‘housing requirement’ published in
the forecasts for the high population scenario was 59,000 over the period. In addition to this scale of development an allowance is required
for the fact that not all identified sites will come forward, it is recognised that there is a significant unmet demand for housing
However, the annual targets for new housing also reflect the desire of the Scottish Government in ‘Firm Foundations’ to increase levels of
housebuilding to 35,000 per annum across Scotland (a 40% increase). Further information is provided in the Background Paper.
Rep. Number
210

12

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Alternative v.2 should be deleted from the plan as it allows for virtually no growth in large parts of Aberdeenshire. However, if retained, the
figure of 1,100 should be replaced with 4,700 or greater.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The alternatives have been provided to demonstrate that a number of options and combinations exist and to stimulate debate. The
alternatives will not feature in the final published plan.
Rep. Number
211

12

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Alternative v.2 should be deleted from the plan as it allows for virtually no growth in large parts of Aberdeenshire. However, if retained, the
figure of 1,100 should be replaced with 4,700 or greater.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The alternatives have been provided to demonstrate that a number of options and combinations exist and to stimulate debate. The
alternatives will not feature in the final published plan.
Rep. Number
246

3

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
We support the focus placed on the corridor to the south of Aberdeen and the potential to increase housing provision through alternatives v1
and v2. It is considered that each settlement should take its appropriate share of new housing to provide for quality and choice at a
settlement level and in order to achieve the sustainability and environmental objectives of the plan. The share and location of housing
throughout the plan area should be determined by a detailed planning assessment through the local plan review.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
There will however be no alternatives provided within the Approved Structure Plan.
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Rep. Number
254

5

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
It is unclear how the Shire’s allocation can be effectively split 50/50 between the Aberdeen and Rural Housing Market Areas given the
expectation that there will be a higher need generated within the Aberdeen HMA in contrast to the Rural HMA. We would anticipate that any
increased strategic allocation that is generated through a review of strategic requirements was directed to the Aberdeen HMA.
Taking the above, we would support the proposed distribution of proposed housing allocations for the Shire and in particular the Inverurie
area as detailed within the Draft Structure Plan as minimum.
For Inverurie, the V1 Alternative would be unfortunate given that it would not generate any critical mass to support the significant
infrastructure investment that is need within Inverurie to take it beyond the current committed developments; the area having effectively
reached a critical threshold point.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The Shire allocations are not split 50/50 between the AHMA and RHMA, but are 50/50 between SGAs and LG&DAs. The respective
figures are contained within Schedule 1. The AHMA includes Aberdeen City.
The allocations for the Blackburn to Inverurie SGA are proposed to remain as shown in the draft plan; 6,500 units.
The alternatives were provided to demonstrate that a number of options and combinations exist and to stimulate debate. The alternatives will
not feature in the final published plan.
Rep. Number
255

2

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Firstly, looking at the schedule, one cannot immediately ascertain whether one’s home would be affected by the plan. Identifying the main
areas of development in corridors disguises the fact that individual settlements might be significantly affected. This seems contrary to the
advice that plans should generally try to provide more certainty for developers, the public and service providers alike.
Secondly, there is no reasoned justification for the allocations in the schedule, and no obvious explanation of how they are derived from the
spatial strategy.
Thirdly, there is no explanation for the alternative strategies set out in the schedule. Bancon have been advised variously (at public
meetings) that these are either: a one/two academy strategy, an alternative new settlement strategy, or have been included to stimulate
debate. However, for the layman looking at the plan, they are difficult to understand, if not plain confusing.
Bancon feel that it would be inappropriate for the finalized plan to proceed in this way and that there requires to be greater clarity on all these
issues, and in particular a preferred strategy in place, before the public, developers and other stakeholders can make any meaningful
comment on the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

This plan is intended to operate at the strategic level, where the role of individual settlements is not explored and level of growth is not
imposed; this is a task for Aberdeenshire Council through the local development plan. The plan does provide certainty as it allows Council
Services and strategic infrastructure providers to forward plan, whilst giving developers the opportunity to submit bids for scrutiny by each
Council and be debated publicly.
A justification for the overall figure the plan promotes is to be found in the Background Paper. Specific allocations are phased, in part, to
account for the provision of key infrastructure to enable development to proceed. This particularly relates to secondary school provision and
the need to phase provision of new schools across Aberdeenshire.
The alternatives were provided to demonstrate that a number of options and combinations exist and to stimulate debate. The alternatives will
not feature in the final published plan. However, the draft plan did include a 'preferred' solution.
The fundamental principles of the plan and level of detail will not be amended, the information that the respondant seeks is a matter for local
development plans.
Rep. Number
255

14

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
The idea of ‘front loading’ the land release is welcomed. However, it is questioned whether this is in fact achieved in Schedule 1. If anything
then Schedule 1 is geared to providing more intense development in the mid to later periods of the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Phasing within particular corridors is based on infrastructure constraints that will need to be resolved prior to significant levels of
development taking place. An example of this is the limited numbers in the A90 (north) corridor until the AWPR, Balmedie to Tipperty
dualling and Third Don Crossing are in place. It is also necessary to ensure that there is sufficient concentration of development to facilitate
the timeous provision of community services, facilities and necessary infrastructure, which means that development tends to be focused on
a particular area during a particular period.
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Rep. Number
259

7

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
In 'Schedule 1: Housing Allowances', page 22, it is unclear what the columns 'Alternatives' relate to and therefore requires clarification.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The alternatives have been provided to demonstrate that a number of options and combinations exist and to stimulate debate. The
alternatives will not feature in the final published plan.
Rep. Number
259

8

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
In 'Schedule 1: Housing allowances', page 22, it is unclear why some areas have a high proposed uptake early whilst other areas have a
high proposed uptake much later in the plan period and this therefore requires clarification.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The alternatives have been provided to demonstrate that a number of options and combinations exist and to stimulate debate. The
alternatives will not feature in the final published plan.
Rep. Number
264

5

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
The housing section of the structure plan has been unduly influenced by a perverse need to locate the majority of new developments within
sight of a railway line regardless of the fact that rail transportation account for an extremely small fraction of all journeys within the NE.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The spatial strategy emerged after extensive consultation within the Council's and with communities and other stakeholders. It does focus
development in the City and corridors where the opportunities to encourage public transport are greatest. The concentration of 75-80% of
development in these locations has other benefits related to economies of scale for provision of services and facilities. This is believed to be
the most appropriate response to the challenges facing the north-east.
Rep. Number
264

24

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
The housing land requirements for each HMA require to be identified for each plan period and the basis upon which these requirements
have been calculated need to be made available.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Schedule 1 attempts to convey a great deal of information in as succinct a form as possible. It is important that Schedule 1 contains all
necessary information for the production of local development plans. Whilst this may appear cumbersome, there is a high degree of logic to
the separations of the SGAs and phasing contained therein.
Rep. Number
264

25

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
While the city has substantial allocations in the first plan period the Shire has effectively bailed out of the housing provision in the AHMA by
substantially inadequate total allocations and by directing substantial allocations to the Inverurie -Blackburn corridor and the PortlethenStonehaven corridor where over 50% of the current total established land supply in the Shire part of the AHMA is located.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Phasing within particular corridors is based on infrastructure constraints that will need to be resolved prior to significant levels of
development taking place. An example of this is the limited numbers in the A90 (north) corridor until the AWPR, Balmedie to Tipperty
dualling and Third Don Crossing are in place. It is also necessary to ensure that there is sufficient concentration of development to facilitate
the timeous provision of community services, facilities and necessary infrastructure, which means that development tends to be focused on
a particular area during a particular period.
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Rep. Number
268

4

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
The inclusion of Mintlaw in the Northern SGA would require an increase of total allocations in the Northern SGA.
The proposed development would have potential to create 1000 houses over a long term plan, so propose an increase in housing totals in
this area of up to a 1000, spread through the 3 phases.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The distance of Mintlaw from the A90 corridor is too great to justify inclusion in the northern SGA. As part of the local development plan
process, Aberdeenshire Council will have to consider the distribution of the significant allocation to the RHMA.
Rep. Number
269

5

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Concern that there are insufficient numbers allocated to the Drumlithie/Marykirk corridor.
The site at Edzell woods could accommodate 500 alone, feel an increase to 1000 would be more appropriate allowing growth in
Laurencekirk as well as Edzell woods.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The allocations to this corridor are already generous and have been given substantial consideration and been subject to technical
assessment to ensure they are deliverable. Specific allocations are phased, in part, to account for the provision of key infrastructure to
enable development to proceed. This particularly relates to secondary school provision and the need to phase provision of new schools
across Aberdeenshire.
It will be for the local development plan to consider if growth will take place and on what scale in Laurencekirk and Edzell Woods.
Rep. Number
278

12

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Housing allowances makes an artificial distinction in Aberdeen City between the Housing Allocations for Brownfield and Regeneration
Areas.
Presumably most brownfield development will take place in the Regeneration Areas thereby reducing the contribution as it cannot be
counted twice!
The Draft Brownfield Urban Capacity Study states that brownfield requirements can be met within the City. However this is an indicative
assumption based on an essentially theoretical approach.
It goes onto say: "It therefore needs to be considered whether it is desirable to continue with historical levels of brownfield housing
development , in particular the rates of development of the last 10 years. Many of the brownfield housing developments over the last 25
years have been on sites which had a non housing use. Of the 45 potential sites identified in this study, only around 3 were last in
residential use. This has sustainability implications in respect of the mix [or lack of mix] of uses within the urban area." In the light of these
reservations Barratt considers that less reliance should be placed upon the contribution from brownfield development with a commensurate
increase in the City’s greenfield requirement.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Over the plan period, 10,000 homes (almost 28%) are proposed for brownfield sites in Aberdeen. This level is substantially lower than in
previous years, when brownfield development represented between 60-90%. The Background Report published goes into this subject in
more detail and concludes that, despite Aberdeen not having a legacy of industrial decline, it should be possible for the City to continue to
accommodate significant levels of brownfield housing development. The sustainable mixed communities objective acknowledges that
monitoring of this will be required through the housing land audit and flexibility will be built into the future strategic development plan as a
result.
The Urban Capacity Study contained in the Background Paper provides the justification for the brownfield allowances until 2016. The
allowances beyond 2016 will be reviewed in future strategic development plans in light of updated urban capacity information. Each of the
three headings (greenfield, brownfield and regeneration) are distinct and separate and no double-counting is intended. The brownfield sites
identified in the Background Paper are not found in the six community regeneration areas and other sites that come forward for
redevelopment are also likely to be more central.
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Rep. Number
278

14

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
No explanations for the Schedule 1 alternatives.
Westhill should be given a specific allocation of at least 1,200 dwellings over the Plan period with a corresponding reduction in the figure for
the RHMA.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The alternatives were provided to demonstrate that a number of options and combinations exist and to stimulate debate. The alternatives will
not feature in the final published plan.
No justification has been provided for this comment. However, the structure plan makes no specific allocation to any settlement in the Shire,
this is the role of Aberdeenshire Council through its local development plan.
Rep. Number
278

15

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Allocations for Inverurie- Blackburn should provide for 4000 houses as opposed to 1000 in the first phase to provide front-loading and early
delivery of house-building targets; greater certainty for communities and the development industry, greater choice and it will also capitalise
upon a multi-site approach using the wider range of opportunities provided by the three key settlements of Inverurie, Kintore and Blackburn.
A multi- site approach could also be used in the Stonehaven corridor, and would kick start the early delivery of house building tagets.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Specific allocations are phased, in part, to account for the provision of key infrastructure to enable development to proceed. This particularly
relates to secondary school provision and the need to phase provision of new schools across Aberdeenshire. The decision has been taken
to promote the Aberdeen to Stonehaven corridor before the Inverurie corridor.
A 'multi-site approach' is an option for the corrridor, but the allocation of specific sites will be taken by Aberdeenshire Council as part of the
local development plan process within the framework set down in the structure plan.
Rep. Number
281

3

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Propose that Portlethen be the main focus for development in the Stonehaven corridor as it represents the most sustainable long term
strategic opportunity for development when compared with other settlements and the key considerations of SPP3 (para.56).
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Portlethen is likely to be a key settlement on the A90 south SGA. However, this along with the scale of any development proposed and the
identification of specific sites will be undertaken by Aberdeenshire Council as part of the local development plan process.
Rep. Number
282

18

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Schedule 1 bears no relation to the HLA results outlined in the Councils own 2004 HNA.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

There are many factors which influenced the allowances in Schedule 1. Housing need was one of these but so were infrastructure
constraints and the need to ensure that the requirements were met in the most sustainable way possible.
Rep. Number
284

8

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
It is worth noting that the numbers against the regeneration areas are not new, but replacement unless an increase in density occurs. This
must be accounted for correctly in housing land audits, otherwise there will be a shortfall in the number of units that need to be provided in
the period of the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The forecasts on which the housing numbers are based took account of a significant level (4,800) of demolitions in the Community
Regeneration Areas in Aberdeen. These units do not represent double counting because the forecast required for housing would have been
4,800 lower if they had not been included.
However, changing expectations of the nature and speed of delivery of the Community Regeneration Strategy mean that these figures will
need to be revised downwards. Due to the status of these units however (as outlined above), they do not require to be replaced. Progress
and future expectations, however, will be kept under review and this plan would encourage faster progress than the plan may suggest.
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Rep. Number
284

9

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
The housing land audit should be changed. It should not only consider future allocations, but also review actual completions over the
preceding two year period and compare these against figures indicated in the structure plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This is not a Structure Plan issue

Changes to be made

The HLA is a monitoring tool that has evolved over time in accord with PAN38 and in consultation with the development industry. Any
further amendments to the process would have to be considered similarly. The structure plan makes it clear (on p.14 and p.17) that the HLA
will be used in monitoring the targets in the plan and to inform any subsequent review.
Rep. Number
284

11

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
The 18,000 units for Aberdeen City will never be achieved bearing in mind it is nearly 2009. Would doubt the City will manage to allocate the
full 36,000 units in the whole plan period.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Aberdeen City is currently covered by NEST and the Aberdeen City Local Plan (2008), which has recently released 795 units through
supplementary planning guidance. The structure plan will inform the City local development plan that will replace the 2008 local plan. The
figures for the first period shown in Schedule 1 are allocations only and do not have to be completed by 2016. The structure plan will be
subject to regular reviews and this will give the opportunity to reconsider the scale of allocations, however, Aberdeen City Council are well
aware of the amount of development proposed on brownfield and greenfield sites and are committed to its delivery.
Rep. Number
284

12

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
The Huntly to Pitcaple allocation should be at least 500 units in each period, with a total of 1,500 units overall.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The allocations for each corridor have been given substantial consideration and been subject to technical assessment to ensure they are
deliverable. Specific allocations are phased, in part, to account for the provision of key infrastructure to enable development to proceed. This
particularly relates to secondary school provision and the need to phase provision of new schools across Aberdeenshire.
Rep. Number
284

13

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
The S. of Drumlithie to Marykirk allocation should be at least 600 units in each period, with a total of 1,800 units overall.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The allocations for each corridor have been given substantial consideration and been subject to technical assessment to ensure they are
deliverable. Specific allocations are phased, in part, to account for the provision of key infrastructure to enable development to proceed. This
particularly relates to secondary school provision and the need to phase provision of new schools across Aberdeenshire.
Rep. Number
286

69

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Propose that Schedule 1 should be revised. Main changes are increase in City G/F allocation by 2,500 over entire plan (with 2,500 taken
from B/F in the City). Removal of 2,000 in the Inverurie to Blackburn corridor in the 2024-2030 period, to go to the Portlethen to Stonehaven
corridor in the same period. Finally, removal of 4,000 from the local growth (RHMA) to go to the local growth (AHMA).
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

No particular justification has been provided for these revisions, which are presumed to be based on controlled land. Specific allocations are
phased, in part, to account for the provision of key infrastructure to enable development to proceed. This particularly relates to secondary
school provision and the need to phase provision of new schools across Aberdeenshire. To make significant amendments to the numbers
in the SGA's would jeopardise the delivery of some necessary projects.
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Rep. Number
287

15

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Support the principle of RPA's as they can make a positive contribution and community focus. However, any replacement of existing stock
should not be counted towards meeting overall housing requirement.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The forecasts on which the housing numbers are based took account of a significant level (4,800) of demolitions in the Community
Regeneration Areas in Aberdeen. These units do not represent double counting because the forecast required for housing would have been
4,800 lower if they had not been included.
However, changing expectations of the nature and speed of delivery of the Community Regeneration Strategy mean that these figures will
need to be revised downwards. Due to the status of these units however (as outlined above), they do not require to be replaced. Progress
and future expectations, however, will be kept under review and this plan would encourage faster progress than the plan may suggest.
Rep. Number
287

19

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
In regeneration areas, only units provided over and above the number demolished can be counted. Thus, there is a requirement for an
additional 5,000 units to be included in Schedule 1.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The forecasts on which the housing numbers are based took account of a significant level (4,800) of demolitions in the Community
Regeneration Areas in Aberdeen. These units do not represent double counting because the forecast required for housing would have been
4,800 lower if they had not been included.
However, changing expectations of the nature and speed of delivery of the Community Regeneration Strategy mean that these figures will
need to be revised downwards. Due to the status of these units however (as outlined above), they do not require to be replaced. Progress
and future expectations, however, will be kept under review and this plan would encourage faster progress than the plan may suggest.
Rep. Number
289

8

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
The majority of the surveys received by the Community Council rejected further development in both Blackburn and Fintray.
In the medium term there should either be minimal house building or none or at most minimum in Blackburn and Fintray.
A number of surveys preferred a new town so this would minimise development in towns where it is unwelcome.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The decision whether a settlement is in or out of an SGA and the allocation of specific sites will be taken by Aberdeenshire Council as part
of the local development plan process. The phasing of development is dependent upon various factors, but primarily the removal of
infrastructure constraints.
The allocation of specific sites to meet the requirements of the structure plan is a matter for the local development plans. A number of "new
settlement" proposals were submitted in response to the draft structure plan, some of which were in line with the plan's spatial strategy and
some were not. These vary considerably in size from small villages, through major extensions to existing villages to stand alone
communities of many thousands. However, none were at a stage where they could be given support through the structure plan. If local
development plan processes were to show that a new settlement(s) is the best way of meeting the structure plan's requirements and would
be consistent with the plan as a whole, the strategic development plan team would seek to assist its delivery.
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Rep. Number
290

1

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Housing allocations have been grossly exaggerated.
Also strongly contest that the release of land in the green belt will sustain the north east economy.
The greenfield allocations are excessive and at odds with the local plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The average rate of new house completions in Aberdeen and Aberdeenshire over recent years has been approximately 2,200 per annum. If
this were to continue over the nest 24 years to 2030, this would represent an additional 52,800 homes. However, this plan is seeking to
achieve economic and population growth over this period as well as a significant improvement in the quality of new development. In order to
facilitate this, additional land needs to be identified.
The headline figure of 72,000 has been decided upon as a result of selection of the high demographic forecast as the preferred option for
the region, taking the population to over 480,000 by 2030.
When account is taken of a range of factors, including vacant and second homes and demolitions, the ‘housing requirement’ published in
the forecasts for the high population scenario was 59,000 over the period. In addition to this scale of development an allowance is required
for the fact that not all identified sites will come forward, it is recognised that there is a significant unmet demand for housing
However, the annual targets for new housing also reflect the desire of the Scottish Government in ‘Firm Foundations’ to increase levels of
housebuilding to 35,000 per annum across Scotland (a 40% increase). Further information is provided in the Background Paper.
It is acknowledged in the plan that a significant level of development will have to be accommodated on greenfield sites; this is shown clearly
in Schedule 1. In the City this will involve a review of the green belt as also stated in the plan since all greenfield land in the City is also
identified as green belt. Although a substantial amount of development may be proposed on City greenfield / green belt sites, even with this
development, more than 50% of the area within the Aberdeen City Council boundary will remain undeveloped. Development in Aberdeen is
critical to the future of the city region as it minimises the need to travel and encourages walking and cycling and public transport in line with
the strategy of the plan.
The structure plan precedes a replacement local development plan, which itself will have to comply with the approved structure plan.
Rep. Number
290

5

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
From 2006-2031 GROS predicts that 5,040 new houses will be required in the city and 32,820 in the shire.
The council predict 16,470 in the city rather which is a high increase. It can only be assumed that this is based on intention.
Even at the extreme limits of inward migration it is clear that nowhere near 72,000 additional homes will be required.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The average rate of new house completions in Aberdeen and Aberdeenshire over recent years has been approximately 2,200 per annum. If
this were to continue over the nest 24 years to 2030, this would represent an additional 52,800 homes. However, this plan is seeking to
achieve economic and population growth over this period as well as a significant improvement in the quality of new development. In order to
facilitate this, additional land needs to be identified.
The headline figure of 72,000 has been decided upon as a result of selection of the high demographic forecast as the preferred option for
the region, taking the population to over 480,000 by 2030.
When account is taken of a range of factors, including vacant and second homes and demolitions, the ‘housing requirement’ published in
the forecasts for the high population scenario was 59,000 over the period. In addition to this scale of development an allowance is required
for the fact that not all identified sites will come forward, it is recognised that there is a significant unmet demand for housing
However, the annual targets for new housing also reflect the desire of the Scottish Government in ‘Firm Foundations’ to increase levels of
housebuilding to 35,000 per annum across Scotland (a 40% increase). Further information is provided in the Background Paper.
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Rep. Number
290

7

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Concerns with the level of housing allocated for the period to 2016. The numbers in the city are clearly excessive of the GROS predictions
and lower than required in the Shire. This could lead to serious housing shortages in the Shire during the period to 2016.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The average rate of new house completions in Aberdeen and Aberdeenshire over recent years has been approximately 2,200 per annum. If
this were to continue over the nest 24 years to 2030, this would represent an additional 52,800 homes. However, this plan is seeking to
achieve economic and population growth over this period as well as a significant improvement in the quality of new development. In order to
facilitate this, additional land needs to be identified.
The headline figure of 72,000 has been decided upon as a result of selection of the high demographic forecast as the preferred option for
the region, taking the population to over 480,000 by 2030.
When account is taken of a range of factors, including vacant and second homes and demolitions, the ‘housing requirement’ published in
the forecasts for the high population scenario was 59,000 over the period. In addition to this scale of development an allowance is required
for the fact that not all identified sites will come forward, it is recognised that there is a significant unmet demand for housing
However, the annual targets for new housing also reflect the desire of the Scottish Government in ‘Firm Foundations’ to increase levels of
housebuilding to 35,000 per annum across Scotland (a 40% increase). Further information is provided in the Background Paper.
Rep. Number
290

8

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
There is discrepancies between the Draft Structure Plan and the Aberdeen Local Plan.
The City local plan states that there is a requirement for 2,195 houses in total on greenfield land in comparison to the 12,000 set out in the
Draft Structure Plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan precedes a replacement local development plan, which itself will have to comply with the approved structure plan.
Rep. Number
295

4

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
There are no models or figures apparent to justify the front loading of 12,000 houses on Green field sites from 2007 - 2016.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

It is acknowledged in the plan that a significant level of housing will have to be accommodated on greenfield sites; this is shown clearly in
Schedule 1. In the City this will involve a review of the green belt as also stated in the plan since all greenfield land in the City is also
identified as green belt. Although a substantial amount of development may be proposed on City greenfield / green belt sites, even with this
development, more than 50% of the area within the Aberdeen City Council boundary will remain undeveloped.
Development in Aberdeen is critical to the future of the city region as it minimises the need to travel and encourages walking and cycling
and public transport in line with the strategy of the plan.
Rep. Number
297

2

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
The information in the draft plan is not sufficient to allow any decisions to be taken on the appropriateness of these allocations.
This is extremelly important given the potential impact on the greenbelt and and rural settlements .
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The plan operates at the strategic level that does not require the allocation of numbers to individual settlements or specific areas of
Aberdeen City. This flexibility leaves the Council's the ability to identify specific sites through the local development plan process. This will
involve extensive consultation and site selection will be based on a significant number of criteria.
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Rep. Number
297

24

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Concern that the housing forecasts are founded on flawed assumptions, are unrealistic and too high..
The 72,000 houses split between the city and shire is dangerously high and as such may destory the qualities that the plan seeks to
promote.
The 72,000 houses is 40% higher than even the most wildly optimistic forecasts of what will be required.
The plan should be for 40,000 at most, with a proportion held in reserve, identified and ready to be brought forward if needed.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The average rate of new house completions in Aberdeen and Aberdeenshire over recent years has been approximately 2,200 per annum. If
this were to continue over the nest 24 years to 2030, this would represent an additional 52,800 homes. However, this plan is seeking to
achieve economic and population growth over this period as well as a significant improvement in the quality of new development. In order to
facilitate this, additional land needs to be identified.
The headline figure of 72,000 has been decided upon as a result of selection of the high demographic forecast as the preferred option for
the region, taking the population to over 480,000 by 2030.
When account is taken of a range of factors, including vacant and second homes and demolitions, the ‘housing requirement’ published in
the forecasts for the high population scenario was 59,000 over the period. In addition to this scale of development an allowance is required
for the fact that not all identified sites will come forward, it is recognised that there is a significant unmet demand for housing
However, the annual targets for new housing also reflect the desire of the Scottish Government in ‘Firm Foundations’ to increase levels of
housebuilding to 35,000 per annum across Scotland (a 40% increase). Further information is provided in the Background Paper.
Rep. Number
297

25

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
The 21,000 houses on greenfield sites in the city will reinforce the movement of people from the city to the shire which is what the plan is
trying to avoid.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

It is acknowledged in the plan that a significant level of housing will have to be accommodated on greenfield sites; this is shown clearly in
Schedule 1. In the City this will involve a review of the green belt as also stated in the plan since all greenfield land in the City is also
identified as green belt. Although a substantial amount of development may be proposed on City greenfield / green belt sites, even with this
development, more than 50% of the area within the Aberdeen City Council boundary will remain undeveloped.
Development in Aberdeen is critical to the future of the city region as it minimises the need to travel and encourages walking and cycling
and public transport in line with the strategy of the plan. There is no evidence that people will move to the Shire as a result, quite the
opposite is anticipated.
Rep. Number
297

26

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Have serious concerns that the housing numbers will be front loaded and not allow back tracking and that the developments will be begun
and not finished.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

There is an element of front-loading in Aberdeen City and the Stonehaven SGA. Despite the current economic difficulties the first period of
the plan runs until 2016 and it is necessary to make an allowance that will provide for an improvement in the situation and attempt to satisfy
any un-met demand. It is unlikely that developments will be begun and not finished, but these are usually commercial decisions by
developers and outwith the scope of the structure plan.

23 February 2009

Page 360 of 420

Rep. Number
297

34

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Uncertainty in the plan on numbers the final plan needs to be clearer.
The variations are not clear.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The average rate of new house completions in Aberdeen and Aberdeenshire over recent years has been approximately 2,200 per annum. If
this were to continue over the nest 24 years to 2030, this would represent an additional 52,800 homes. However, this plan is seeking to
achieve economic and population growth over this period as well as a significant improvement in the quality of new development. In order to
facilitate this, additional land needs to be identified.
The headline figure of 72,000 has been decided upon as a result of selection of the high demographic forecast as the preferred option for
the region, taking the population to over 480,000 by 2030.
When account is taken of a range of factors, including vacant and second homes and demolitions, the ‘housing requirement’ published in
the forecasts for the high population scenario was 59,000 over the period. In addition to this scale of development an allowance is required
for the fact that not all identified sites will come forward, it is recognised that there is a significant unmet demand for housing
However, the annual targets for new housing also reflect the desire of the Scottish Government in ‘Firm Foundations’ to increase levels of
housebuilding to 35,000 per annum across Scotland (a 40% increase). Further information is provided in the Background Paper.
The alternatives presented in Schedule 1 of the draft plan were intended to stimulate debate, which they have done. No alternatives will
appear in the final plan.
Rep. Number
297

35

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Concerns with the grouping of settlements in the plan ie Portlethen - Stonehaven.
The general public, developers and landowners need certainty.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The groupings are based on the identified strategic growth areas and these represent the best opportunities for development to be served
by public transport in the form of rail, bus and park and ride services. They are then separated by the boundary between the Aberdeen and
Rural Housing Market Area.
The plan does provide certainty as it allows Council Services and strategic infrastructure providers to forward plan, whilst giving developers
the opportunity to submit bids for scrutiny by each Council.
Rep. Number
299

4

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
No explanation has been provided on the alternative patterns.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The alternatives have been provided to demonstrate that a number of options and combinations exist and to stimulate debate. The
alternatives will not feature in the final published plan.
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Rep. Number
299

5

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
No explanation on the 72,000 houses.
No justification included for the sub division over various SGAs. Unhelpful not to have subdivision of numbers in the Portlethen/Stonehaven
corridor.
Does not reflect community needs, ie ageing population.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The average rate of new house completions in Aberdeen and Aberdeenshire over recent years has been approximately 2,200 per annum. If
this were to continue over the nest 24 years to 2030, this would represent an additional 52,800 homes. However, this plan is seeking to
achieve economic and population growth over this period as well as a significant improvement in the quality of new development. In order to
facilitate this, additional land needs to be identified.
The headline figure of 72,000 has been decided upon as a result of selection of the high demographic forecast as the preferred option for
the region, taking the population to over 480,000 by 2030.
When account is taken of a range of factors, including vacant and second homes and demolitions, the ‘housing requirement’ published in
the forecasts for the high population scenario was 59,000 over the period. In addition to this scale of development an allowance is required
for the fact that not all identified sites will come forward, it is recognised that there is a significant unmet demand for housing
However, the annual targets for new housing also reflect the desire of the Scottish Government in ‘Firm Foundations’ to increase levels of
housebuilding to 35,000 per annum across Scotland (a 40% increase). Further information is provided in the Background Paper.
The groupings are based on the identified strategic growth areas and these represent the best opportunities for development to be served
by public transport in the form of rail, bus and park and ride services. They are then separated by the boundary between the Aberdeen and
Rural Housing Market Area. Further subdivision is a task for Aberdeenshire Council through their local development plan.
Community expectations will be met through the sustainable mixed communities section.
Rep. Number
299

12

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
No reason to assume that the constrained land will be unconstrained by 2031 and as such constrained land should be removed from the
plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

No assumption is being made about constrained land being developed. However, this is a source of land supply that has the potential to be
developed and the two Councils, in line with SPP3, should seek to facilitate this.
Rep. Number
299

13

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Housing targets for the City and Shire should be 47,110, the "probable" forecast target and figures reduced accordingly.
The figure of 72,000 is in excess of the high-end forecast (in 'Strategic Forecasts 2006' 2031) that has already been discounted by
Aberdeenshire Council itself
The forecast has been generated to meet the alleged needs of the Development Plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The average rate of new house completions in Aberdeen and Aberdeenshire over recent years has been approximately 2,200 per annum. If
this were to continue over the nest 24 years to 2030, this would represent an additional 52,800 homes. However, this plan is seeking to
achieve economic and population growth over this period as well as a significant improvement in the quality of new development. In order to
facilitate this, additional land needs to be identified.
The headline figure of 72,000 has been decided upon as a result of selection of the high demographic forecast as the preferred option for
the region, taking the population to over 480,000 by 2030.
When account is taken of a range of factors, including vacant and second homes and demolitions, the ‘housing requirement’ published in
the forecasts for the high population scenario was 59,000 over the period. In addition to this scale of development an allowance is required
for the fact that not all identified sites will come forward, it is recognised that there is a significant unmet demand for housing
However, the annual targets for new housing also reflect the desire of the Scottish Government in ‘Firm Foundations’ to increase levels of
housebuilding to 35,000 per annum across Scotland (a 40% increase). Further information is provided in the Background Paper.
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Rep. Number
299

19

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Having arbitrary year breakdowns in the Structure Plan hinders the correct linkage to future Local Plans.
Should be seperated into 5-year, 10-year, 15-year and 20-year totals.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The breakdown of years in Schedule 1 is linked to the anticipated approval and adoption of subsequent strategic and local development
plans.
Rep. Number
299

32

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
It would be better if values for the current situation were shown ie available brownfield land and existing housing numbers.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Information on available brownfield land is difficult to maintain due to the frequency at which sites become available and are developed.
However, the Background Paper gives a 'snapshot' which makes it clear that further studies will have be undertaken in due course. Existing
housing numbers are outlined in various forms in the annual housing land audit and schedule 1 shows the currently available supply.
Rep. Number
303

2

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Building 72,000 new houses will not maintain and improve the quality of life.
The housing boom in Kintore has seen a significant reduction in public open space and the non provision of community facilities both of
which have caused a deterioration in quality of life. This issue is apparent elsewhere too.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The plan promotes sustainable growth as a basic principle. The location and quality of this growth will determine whether an improvement in
quality of life emerges, but this is a strategic level document that aims to provide a framework for lower tier plans and supplementary
planning guidance.
Capacity studies may be used and masterplans produced for use at the settlement and large site level to try and ensure that the situation
outlined above is not repeated.
Rep. Number
307

5

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Schedule 1 not easy to understand or challenge.
The shire figures seem higher than the city and do not appear to equate to a 50/50 split.
Given the credit crunch scale and timing will need to be revised.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

It is important that Schedule 1 contains all necessary information for the production of local development plans. Whilst this may appear
cumbersome, there is a high degree of logic to the separations of the SGAs and phasing contained therein.
The figures for each Council area equate to approximately 50% of the total allocation.
Given that this is a plan over the medium / long-term, it is not intended to reduce the scale of allocations or phasing as indications are that
the economic situation will recover sufficiently by 2010. It must also be noted that the figures shown are allocations and need not all be built
by 2016. Subsequent reviews of the plan will consider this further.
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Rep. Number
314

7

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Proposal should include the Donald Trump championship golfcourse and the numbers in the schedule should reflect this.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The decision was made on 16 December 2008 by Scottish Ministers to grant outline planning permission subject to conditions and
conclusion of a planning agreement for this proposal. The conditions include phasing conditions which preclude new homes until Phase 1
is complete and limits new housing development until the Balmedie to Tipperty dualling is complete.
This means that 500 new homes are now likely to be built in this corridor. These new homes were not accounted for in the effective land
supply on the base date of the plan, so will need to be set against the allowance for the first two plan periods. This phasing between the first
and second plan period should reflect the progress expected to be made on site and will allow the allocation of other sites through the local
development plan.
Rep. Number
320

3

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
The scale of housing being proposed is exceptionally high reflecting, as it does, the very ambitious economic and population growth targets
assumed throughout the document.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The average rate of new house completions in Aberdeen and Aberdeenshire over recent years has been approximately 2,200 per annum. If
this were to continue over the nest 24 years to 2030, this would represent an additional 52,800 homes. However, this plan is seeking to
achieve economic and population growth over this period as well as a significant improvement in the quality of new development. In order to
facilitate this, additional land needs to be identified.
The headline figure of 72,000 has been decided upon as a result of selection of the high demographic forecast as the preferred option for
the region, taking the population to over 480,000 by 2030.
When account is taken of a range of factors, including vacant and second homes and demolitions, the ‘housing requirement’ published in
the forecasts for the high population scenario was 59,000 over the period. In addition to this scale of development an allowance is required
for the fact that not all identified sites will come forward, it is recognised that there is a significant unmet demand for housing
However, the annual targets for new housing also reflect the desire of the Scottish Government in ‘Firm Foundations’ to increase levels of
housebuilding to 35,000 per annum across Scotland (a 40% increase). Further information is provided in the Background Paper.
Rep. Number
345

1

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Laurencekirk should be included in the Aberdeen Housing Market Area. The Railway station will be opened next year with a journey time to
and from Aberdeen of approximately 35 minutes. The housing allocation for Laurencekirk should be substantially increased as a
consequence. The proposed housing allocation for Stonehaven should be reduced by the number allocated to Laurencekirk.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

In 2006, Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire Councils jointly commissioned DTZ Consulting and Research to undertake a review of housing
market areas. The review found some evidence to support the extension of the existing Aberdeen Housing Market Area (HMA) boundary
however it was felt that the scale of change proposed did not warrant a change of Housing Market boundary for this Structure Plan. The
first Strategic Development Plan will provide an opportunity to revaluate this position.
The allocation to this corridor is already generous, but will be subject to regular review.
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Rep. Number
348

1

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
I believe that we are allocating too many houses to greenbelt on the Aberdeen City side. I would like to see better use of brownfield
sites/poor quality flatted housing areas to create terraced cottages etc to bring families into the city.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

It is acknowledged in the plan that a significant level of housing will have to be accommodated on greenfield sites; this is shown clearly in
Schedule 1. In the City this will involve a review of the green belt as also stated in the plan since all greenfield land in the City is also
identified as green belt. Although a substantial amount of development may be proposed on City greenfield / green belt sites, even with this
development, more than 50% of the area within the Aberdeen City Council boundary will remain undeveloped.
Development in Aberdeen is critical to the future of the city region as it minimises the need to travel and encourages walking and cycling
and public transport in line with the strategy of the plan.
Over the plan period, 10,000 homes (almost 28%) are proposed for brownfield sites in Aberdeen. The Background Report published goes
into this subject in more detail and concludes that, despite Aberdeen not having a legacy of industrial decline, it should be possible for the
City to continue to accommodate significant levels of brownfield housing development. The Urban Capacity Study contained in the
Background Paper provides the justification for the brownfield allowances until 2016. The allowances beyond 2016 will be reviewed in future
strategic development plans in light of updated urban capacity information.
Rep. Number
348

2

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
I would like to see a small number of houses being placed round Peteculter but would emphasis that I would not support any attempt to
bring in urban sprawl type developments which would be deterimental to the village character.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This is not a Structure Plan issue

Changes to be made

It will be for the local development plan to determine exactly where development takes place and on what scale.
Rep. Number
349

16

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
The Group supports local growth and diversification in our rural communities and will seek to promote sustainable development in the
country side which will secure the long term sustainability of those rural communities. It is important that this must not be perceived as a
token gesture, but must be implemented effectively as the most suitable development vehicle for the specialisation needs of such
communities. To adequately cater for such growth we would seek to increase the RHMA allowance by a further 300 units in the 2017 -2023
period.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan seeks to provide a balance between the provision of sufficient development over the plan period for local growth in the RHMA and
ensuring that over-allocation leading to constrained sites does not occur. It is felt that the allocations are generous, however, given the need
to review the plan regularly and replace it with a strategic development plan is due course, there will be an opportunity to reconsider the
allocations.
Rep. Number
350

5

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
A Structure Plan must be fair and equitable in allocating development across Aberdeenshire, this one is not.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The role of a structure plan is to set a clear direction for future development; this requires consideration of a very wide range of issues and
decisions to be taken on the most appropriate framework based on balancing economic, social and environmental needs. The spatial
strategy has been devised following extensive consultation and the basic principles on which it is based shall remain. The split of 50% of
development in Aberdeen, 25% in Shire SGAs and 25% in the remaining Shire area is seen as equitable.
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Rep. Number
358

2

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Welcomed absence of any specific reference to Alford.
Concern raised that Alford should not fall into the Local Growth category as it is not suited for further growth due to current level of
saturation of housing resulting in imposing strains on schools, transport, roads and social cohesion.
Particular concern was raised that Alford should not be expanded to the south-east due to the effect it would have on the landscape, setting
and on Balfluig Castle which is A Listed.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Alford lies in the LG&DA (RHMA). This area is not designated for strategic growth, but may still experience growth in line with the spatial
strategy. However, the allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Aberdeenshire Local Development Plan process. This will
involve extensive consultation and site selection will be based on social, economic and environmental criteria and infrastructure
requirements taking full account of local need.
Rep. Number
361

5

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
The table in its published form is relatively meaningless without associated text.
With few exceptions, the two alternatives appear very similar.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

It is important that Schedule 1 contains all necessary information for the production of local development plans and must be read in
conjunction with the explanation of the spatial strategy on p.6-8 of the plan.
The alternatives presented in Schedule 1 of the draft plan were intended to stimulate debate, which they have done. No alternatives will
appear in the final plan.
Rep. Number
369

1

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Object to the large amount of houses in the Pitcaple to Huntly corridor (1000 in the planning period).
This amount of houses is directly in conflict with one of the targets in the Accessibility chapter "To reduce the percentage of journeys which
are made by car".
As the only realistic employment area is Aberdeen/Dyce, building this amount of houses will lead to commuting which is not sustainable
especially as there is sufficient building land available closer to Aberdeen.
There is not a sufficient frequency or level of public transport servicing this corridor on the rail network. The number of trains will not be
able to be sufficiently increased given that it is single track therefore it does not present a viable alternative for car users.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The allocations for each corridor have been given substantial consideration and been subject to technical assessment to ensure they are
deliverable. In addition, bids submitted to Aberdeenshire Council demonstrate that there is demand for development and a number of
different scenarios for how this could be delivered can be explored through the local development plan process.
The developments proposed, particularly in the strategic growth areas, are intended to be mixed use and promote a much higher proportion
of employment land than previously delivered. This, along with additional opportunities in the local growth areas, should help to reduce
commuting into Aberdeen.
The SGA's represent the best opportunities for development to be served by public transport in the form of rail, bus and park and ride
services. These services will be subject to improvement where necessary through the work of Nestrans and Aberdeenshire Council in
partnership with transport providers. Significant rail service improvements on the route between Aberdeen and Inverness which will increase
capacity and the attractiveness of rail travel.
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Rep. Number
374

3

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
With reference to Kinellar School and Kemnay Academy being overcrowded and in need of replacement and the slow progression in relation
to the reopening of Kintore Station the respondant did not agree with the housing proposals for Inverurie-Blackburn unless, and until,
adequate facilities and infrastructure is in place to cope with existing developments.
New housing developments should not proceed unless there are plans to provide a good standard of accommodation for new pupils.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

A justification for the overall figure the plan promotes is to be found in the Background Paper. Specific allocations are phased, in part, to
account for the provision of key infrastructure to enable development to proceed. This particularly relates to secondary school provision and
the need to phase provision of new schools across Aberdeenshire.
It is therefore intended that, more than ever before, the provision of development, infrastructure and community facilities are better managed.
Rep. Number
375

1

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Housing allocation of 72,000 is excessive. Aiming for 72,000 is aiming for an unprecedented change in the scale of development in the
region. Suggestion that 50,000 is more appropriate.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The average rate of new house completions in Aberdeen and Aberdeenshire over recent years has been approximately 2,200 per annum. If
this were to continue over the nest 24 years to 2030, this would represent an additional 52,800 homes. However, this plan is seeking to
achieve economic and population growth over this period as well as a significant improvement in the quality of new development. In order to
facilitate this, additional land needs to be identified.
The headline figure of 72,000 has been decided upon as a result of selection of the high demographic forecast as the preferred option for
the region, taking the population to over 480,000 by 2030.
When account is taken of a range of factors, including vacant and second homes and demolitions, the ‘housing requirement’ published in
the forecasts for the high population scenario was 59,000 over the period. In addition to this scale of development an allowance is required
for the fact that not all identified sites will come forward, it is recognised that there is a significant unmet demand for housing
However, the annual targets for new housing also reflect the desire of the Scottish Government in ‘Firm Foundations’ to increase levels of
housebuilding to 35,000 per annum across Scotland (a 40% increase). Further information is provided in the Background Paper.
Rep. Number
375

8

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Suggestion that the way Schedule 1 is detailed (against towns or settlements) will cause upset and unsettle the public. For example stating
Inverurie - Blackburn does not indicate where houses will be developed within the area. Additionally no certainty is given when two
alternatives are provided which vary significantly.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The plan operates at the strategic level, where the role of individual settlements is not explored and level of growth is not imposed. This
leaves Aberdeenshire Council the flexibility to determine allocations on a case-by-case basis through the local development plan process.
The alternatives presented in Schedule 1 of the draft plan were intended to stimulate debate, which they have done. No alternatives will
appear in the final plan.
Rep. Number
380

3

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Developments should be in proportion to the communities to which they are added.
Example given of 1000 houses allocated to the Pitcaple to Huntly 'corridor'. This is a rural area with settlements of limited size and any new
developments should respect the size of the existing settlement to which they add to prevent swamping communities and negatively
impacting the nature of the settlements.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Consideration has been given to where there is need and demand for development. This corridor has good rail connections. The location of
development within this corridor will be carefully considered by the Local Development Plan team and subject to consultation.
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Rep. Number
381

1

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Referred to the inclusion of Pitcaple/Whiteford in the Huntly-Pitcaple SGA with the suggestion of 500 houses over the next 23 years.
This is an astounding number given the size and character of the area.
Total opposition to a scheme of this magnitude. Any additional housing there should be much smaller, allocated perhaps, on a scale
proportional to the sizes of Huntly, Insch and Pitcaple.
Do not wish to see the area turned into a disaster like Westhill or Kingswells.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The proposal for 500 houses in the Pitcaple / Whiteford area is one of many individual projects of which we have been made aware. The
structure plan does not promote development at Whiteford, or any other specific settlement. At the level it operates, only designations for
'corridors' are made. The A96 corridor in which Whiteford lies (from Pitcaple to Huntly) is allocated 1,000 units up to 2030, but it will be for
the local development plan to determine exactly where development takes place and on what scale.
Rep. Number
382

6

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Schedule 1 contains figures indicating new houses to be built in stages until 2030.
No alternative figures reflecting a low or probable forecast are given. Instead, the planning team has made the 'high scenario‘ forecast its
'vision' and has written the Draft Structure Plan towards this vision with no consideration for possible alternatives.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The phases indicated in Schedule 1 are designed to fit with probable approval and adoption of strategic and local development plans.
The decision to pursue the high growth scenario was made following extensive consultation and debate and matches the aspirations of both
Council's for the north east. It should be noted that the structure plan will be subject to regular reviews to ensure it is consistent with
economic and social changes that may affect the strategy.
Rep. Number
389

1

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
No clear explanation where the figure of 72000 houses comes from.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The average rate of new house completions in Aberdeen and Aberdeenshire over recent years has been approximately 2,200 per annum. If
this were to continue over the nest 24 years to 2030, this would represent an additional 52,800 homes. However, this plan is seeking to
achieve economic and population growth over this period as well as a significant improvement in the quality of new development. In order to
facilitate this, additional land needs to be identified.
The headline figure of 72,000 has been decided upon as a result of selection of the high demographic forecast as the preferred option for
the region, taking the population to over 480,000 by 2030.
When account is taken of a range of factors, including vacant and second homes and demolitions, the ‘housing requirement’ published in
the forecasts for the high population scenario was 59,000 over the period. In addition to this scale of development an allowance is required
for the fact that not all identified sites will come forward, it is recognised that there is a significant unmet demand for housing
However, the annual targets for new housing also reflect the desire of the Scottish Government in ‘Firm Foundations’ to increase levels of
housebuilding to 35,000 per annum across Scotland (a 40% increase). Further information is provided in the Background Paper.
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Rep. Number
397

4

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
The Table on page 22 is disconnected from the rest of the draft, i.e. there appears to be no explanatory text leading up to it.
While placing 50% of the growth in Aberdeen City seems at first sight reasonable, it would be useful to know the reasoning - or is this an
arbitrary split simply for an appearance of equitability?
Suggests that a structure plan should not prescribe numerical allocations at the level of individual settlements. If it must, then an indication
of the reasoning is needed for understanding. For example, is the "v2" allocation of 10,000 to Inverurie / Blackburn based on the assumption
that a new town will be created near Blackburn? Such information would affect the acceptability, or otherwise, of that alternative.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Schedule 1 attempts to convey a great deal of information in as succinct a form as possible. It is linked to the spatial strategy, which is
explained in detail on p.6-8.
In 2007 the split of households between Aberdeen City and was 50.5% and 49.5%, while in terms of dwellings the figures were 50.9% and
49.1%. The background research for the plan clearly established that development in or close to Aberdeen had significant benefits. In light
of these factors, a split of new developments around the 50/50 level was deemed appropriate as a basis for the structure plan
It is not the role of this structure plan to determine allocations at the settlement level, this is a decision for Aberdeenshire Council during
preparation of its local development plan. The alternatives presented in Schedule 1 of the draft plan were intended to stimulate debate,
which they have done. No alternatives will appear in the final plan.
Rep. Number
424

9

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
The housing allowance is extremely hard to understand. It would be more effective to the public if "pie charts" were provided illustrating the
housing figures as well as the percentage mentioned in the text for Shire and the City.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Fail to see how pie charts would aid understanding or comprehension as these would not adopt the conventional approach of rows and
columns that one would expect when dealing with a substantial amount of data.
Rep. Number
426

5

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
All depends on what the economy does and the choices made by developers. Why not front load it all?
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The economy is clealry a major factor in the success of the north east and a driver of development of all types. The development industry
has expressed a confidence in the medium term that this plan aims to continue to reflect. Front-loading all allocations would not be sensible
as it would not allow for the provision of essential facilities and infrastructure and would spread development too thinly.
Rep. Number
428

1

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Question the appropriateness of establishing an increase in the region's population as a policy objective in its own right and linked to this the
need for around 72,000 new dwellings in the region. There is a distinct danger of over-developing the region and making it less appealing to
those that already live here. In particular, enormously concerned about the implications for the green belt and unique setting it provides for
the City. The total number of dwellings should be scaled back to the levels achieved in the past 10-15 years, this would produce a need for
about 35-40,000 over the plan period.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Population growth is a challenge that must be met to ensure prosperity of the city region over the plan period. A growing and balanced
population is key, underpinning economic growth and ensuring that quality of life is maintained/improved. Without a viable population both
public and private services suffer, leading to a decline in quality of life.
The targets for new housing reflect both the Councils projections and the desire of the Scottish Government in ‘Firm Foundations’ to
increase levels of housebuilding to 35,000 per annum across Scotland. Further information is provided in the Background Paper. The
housing need and demand assessment is currently underway but will impact more fully on the first Strategic Development Plan.
It is recognised that the area must maintain the regions natural and cultural asset, which is why development must be of exceptional quality,
helping to make Aberdeen City and Shire an excellent place to live, visit and do business.
The green belt will be reviewed to accommodate the levels of growth anticipated in the plan. The review needs to be carried to ensure that
the greenbelt is effective and meets today’s needs.
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Rep. Number
428

3

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Object to the two different scenarios in Schedule 1 as this prevents users from having any clear idea as to the likely scale of proposed
development, thus rendering it of limited value. There is nothing to explain this approach, or whether it will carry forward to the final
document. Is there a link to Capacity Studies being under taken in the Shire? In current form the plan provides no certainty to developers,
land owners and the community.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The alternatives presented in Schedule 1 of the draft plan were intended to stimulate debate, which they have done. No alternatives will
appear in the final plan. The Capacity Studies have not informed this plan, they are intended to be used by Aberdeenshire Council when
considering the ability of settlements to grow and the selection of specific sites for development, open space, community facilities etc. The
plan provides an appropriate degree of certainty in terms of the broad scale of allocations to allow infrastructure providers and developers to
plan ahead. The community can also take some information from the plan, but this plan should not go beyond the detail shown, instead this
should be determined solely by Aberdeenshire Council in consultation with stakeholders.
Rep. Number
434

1

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Question the appropriateness of establishing an increase in the region's population as a policy objective in its own right and linked to this the
need for around 72,000 new dwellings in the region. There is a distinct danger of over-developing the region and making it less appealing to
those that already live here. In particular, enormously concerned about the implications for the green belt and unique setting it provides for
the City. The total number of dwellings should be scaled back to the levels achieved in the past 10-15 years, this would produce a need for
about 35-40,000 over the plan period.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Population growth is a challenge that must be met to ensure prosperity of the city region over the plan period. A growing and balanced
population is key, underpinning economic growth and ensuring that quality of life is maintained/improved. Without a viable population both
public and private services suffer, leading to a decline in quality of life.
The targets for new housing reflect both the Councils projections and the desire of the Scottish Government in ‘Firm Foundations’ to
increase levels of housebuilding to 35,000 per annum across Scotland. Further information is provided in the Background Paper. The
housing need and demand assessment is currently underway but will impact more fully on the first Strategic Development Plan.
It is recognised that the area must maintain the regions natural and cultural asset, which is why development must be of exceptional quality,
helping to make Aberdeen City and Shire an excellent place to live, visit and do business.
The green belt will be reviewed to accommodate the levels of growth anticipated in the plan. The review needs to be carried to ensure that
the greenbelt is effective and meets today’s needs.
Rep. Number
435

1

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Have serious concerns over discrepencies in population growth forecasts which seem to be the basis for the number of houses proposed in
the plan. If 6,000 homes is based on a 9% forecast then what is the basis for the alternatives? 9% is based on a high growth scenario in the
strategic forecasts, whereas 3.1% is quoted as being the most likely scenario and 9% as extremely unlikely. For a long term plan it would be
more sensible and realistic to use the base figure. Therefore there is huge difference between 6,000 and 2,000 houses.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan is not trying to achieve the" likely" but the "high growth" scenario being predicated on growth. Even if the plan was based
on 3% growth this would not necessarily be translated into reductions in new housing across all areas as suggested.
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Rep. Number
436

1

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Opposes the 6,000 new homes in the Stonehaven Corridor and believes that Stonehaven's infrastructure has been 'overstretched'. Also
believes that the development would 'destroy the town's dynamics', surrounding countryside and tourist attractions and that Health,
Education and Social Services will be put under pressure with the new housing developments.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The allocations for each corridor have been given substantial consideration and been subject to technical assessment to ensure they are
deliverable. In addition, bids submitted to Aberdeenshire Council demonstrate that there is demand for development here and a number of
different scenarios for how this could be delivered can be explored through the local development plan process.
Specific allocations are phased, in part, to account for the provision of key infrastructure to enable development to proceed. This particularly
relates to secondary school provision and the need to phase provision of new schools across Aberdeenshire.
The plan does not make allocations to specific settlements, this is a task for the Aberdeenshire local development plan.
It is proposed to reduce the housing allocations in the Portlethen to Stonehaven corridor by 400, thus reducing the level of homes planned
to a figure of 5,600 is over the period to 2030.
Rep. Number
437

3

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Has the population growth from Ury House development been taken into consideration?
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This is not a Structure Plan issue

Changes to be made

The structure plan does not deal with the allocation of individual sites. However, Ury House was not in the effective supply on 1 Jan 2007,
so does not appear in column 1 and Schedule 1. As such, it could reasonably be expected to be counted against the relevant allowance in
Schedule 1 for the period 2007-2016 since it now has consent.
Rep. Number
437

4

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Does Dunnottar Visitor Centre really need 6,000 houses to support it?
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This is not a Structure Plan issue

Changes to be made

The structure plan does not promote development at Stonehaven, or any other specific settlement. At the level it operates, only designations
for 'corridors' are made. The A90 corridor in which Stonehaven lies is allocated 5,600 units up to 2030, but it will be for the local
development plan to determine exactly where development takes place and on what scale.
Rep. Number
441

4

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
The selected locations should be determined by reference to: land resources, location of commercial activities and employment, availability
of transport and resident preferences.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the local development plan process. This will involve extensive consultation and site
selection will be based on a significant number of criteria.
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Rep. Number
442

1

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
It is not acceptable to suggest 6,000 houses between Portlethen and Stonehaven; this should be reconsidered. In particular, East
Newtonleys should be avoided.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The allocations for each corridor have been given substantial consideration and been subject to technical assessment to ensure they are
deliverable. In addition, bids submitted to Aberdeenshire Council demonstrate that there is demand for development here and a number of
different scenarios for how this could be delivered can be explored. through the local development plan process.
Specific allocations are phased, in part, to account for the provision of key infrastructure to enable development to proceed. This particularly
relates to secondary school provision and the need to phase provision of new schools across Aberdeenshire.
The plan does not make allocations to specific settlements and the allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Aberdeenshire
Local Development Plan process. This will involve extensive consultation and site selection will be based on a significant number of criteria.
Rep. Number
443

6

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Strongly object to very poorly presented data in Schedule 1. This table is not adequately explained anywhere in the document, nor is the
basis for the alternatives. It also gives no idea of the proposed development for major settlements and as this will impact on requirements for
additional infrastructure this needs to be specified more precisely.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Schedule 1 attempts to convey a great deal of information in as succinct a form as possible. It is linked to the spatial strategy, which is
explained in detail on p.6-8.
The alternatives presented in Schedule 1 of the draft plan were intended to stimulate debate, which they have done. No alternatives will
appear in the final plan. It is not the role of this structure plan to determine allocations at the settlement level, this is a decision for
Aberdeenshire Council during preparation of its local development plan.
Rep. Number
449

4

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Doubt if enough housing is being planned and feel there is now a growing need for smaller houses, especially for older people who want to
leave a large house, but do not want to live in a flat.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The headline figure of 72,000 has been decided upon as a result of selection of the high demographic forecast as the preferred option for
the region, taking the population to over 480,000 by 2030. The section on sustainable mixed communities states that new housing has to
meet the needs of the whole community in terms of provision of affordable housing as well as the mix of types and sizes built.
Rep. Number
452

17

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Suggest further explanation of V1&2 in the table on page 22.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The alternatives presented in Schedule 1 of the draft plan were intended to stimulate debate, which they have done. No alternatives will
appear in the final plan.
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Rep. Number
458

17

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
No alternatives shown for the allocation for half the planned growth within Aberdeen City (36,000).
Not sure that this number is deliverable even when using brownfield and regeneration areas it is implied that much of this development will
spill onto Green Belt. Allocations for green field land are front-loaded in the period 2007-2016 (12,000) seems unrealistic giving extensive
planning and consultation required (pressure compounded by slowdown of house building industry).
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The alternatives presented in Schedule 1 of the draft plan were intended to stimulate debate on Shire numbers, which they have done. No
alternatives will appear in the final plan.
Development in Aberdeen is critical to the future of the city region as it minimises the need to travel and encourages walking and cycling
and public transport in line with the strategy of the plan. Aberdeen City Council is committed to delivery of its proportion of the allocations
and it must be noted that for each plan period, these are allocations and housing need not necessarily be built by the final year stated.
Rep. Number
458

19

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
If the Menie application is successful recommend that the additional homes be considered exceptional and extra to houses in the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The decision was made on 16 December 2008 by Scottish Ministers to grant outline planning permission subject to conditions and
conclusion of a planning agreement for this proposal. The conditions include phasing conditions which preclude new homes until Phase 1
is complete and limits new housing development until the Balmedie to Tipperty dualling is complete.
This means that 500 new homes are now likely to be built in this corridor. These new homes were not accounted for in the effective land
supply on the base date of the plan, so will need to be set against the allowance for the first two plan periods. This phasing between the first
and second plan period should reflect the progress expected to be made on site and will allow the allocation of other sites through the local
development plan.
Rep. Number
460

2

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Object to scale of housing proposed by the plan. (21,000 new houses in 'Aberdeen Greenfield' between 2007-2030. Impacts upon loss of
greenbelt, unique setting of Aberdeen, erosion of the identities of communities such as Cults, Peterculter and Kingswells and lack or
recreation space.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

It is acknowledged in the plan that a significant level of housing will have to be accommodated on greenfield sites; this is shown clearly in
Schedule 1. In the City this will involve a review of the green belt as also stated in the plan since all greenfield land in the City is also
identified as green belt. Although a substantial amount of development may be proposed on City greenfield / green belt sites, even with this
development, more than 50% of the area within the Aberdeen City Council boundary will remain undeveloped.
Development in Aberdeen is critical to the future of the city region as it minimises the need to travel and encourages walking and cycling
and public transport in line with the strategy of the plan.
Rep. Number
464

1

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Response is in the form of a committee report and highlights concern regarding:
Para. 4.10 - The level of housing development in Laurencekirk, particularly in the initial period of the plan and the potential for further safety
issues with the A90 / A937 junction south of Laurencekirk. Additional clarification is needed on the amount of business land to be released
in the settlement.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The A90 south (RHMA) corridor is proposed to accommodate 500 units in the first period and 500 in the two later periods. The settlements
outwith the SGA will also be considered for development in line with the spatial strategy. However, the allocation of specific sites will be
determined within the Aberdeenshire Local Development Plan process. The junction of the A90 / A937 is recognised as a significant safety
issue and a determination will have to be made if / how this specific intervention can be progressed. The amount of business land allocated
to this area will also be determined through the LDP based on distribution of the overall figure on p.10 of the plan.
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Rep. Number
465

4

Subject

Schedule 1

Summary
Whilst the plan does not explain where housing figures come from, we are content with the workings and figures of the chart on p.13. The
plan appears to be based on the high case population and household figures, but they are somewhat higher and the workings for this are
not shown.
We found Schedule 1 on p.22 difficult to interpret , it would be helpful if it explained how the figures were derived and what the rows and
columns mean. There is a question on the relationship to housebuilding targets included on p.13 and further explanation of the two
'alternatives' columns is needed.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The average rate of new house completions in Aberdeen and Aberdeenshire over recent years has been approximately 2,200 per annum. If
this were to continue over the nest 24 years to 2030, this would represent an additional 52,800 homes. However, this plan is seeking to
achieve economic and population growth over this period as well as a significant improvement in the quality of new development. In order to
facilitate this, additional land needs to be identified.
The headline figure of 72,000 has been decided upon as a result of selection of the high demographic forecast as the preferred option for
the region, taking the population to over 480,000 by 2030.
When account is taken of a range of factors, including vacant and second homes and demolitions, the ‘housing requirement’ published in
the forecasts for the high population scenario was 59,000 over the period. In addition to this scale of development an allowance is required
for the fact that not all identified sites will come forward.
However, the annual targets for new housing also reflect the desire of the Scottish Government in ‘Firm Foundations’ to increase levels of
housebuilding to 35,000 per annum across Scotland (a 40% increase). Further information is provided in the Background Paper.
Schedule 1 attempts to convey a great deal of information in as succinct a form as possible. It is linked to the spatial strategy, which is
explained in detail on p.6-8. The alternatives presented in Schedule 1 of the draft plan were intended to stimulate debate, which they have
done. No alternatives will appear in the final plan.
Rep. Number
286

70

Subject

Glossary

Summary
Object to the definition of brownfield sites as it is unduly restrictive and thwart attempts to deliver 40% of housing within Aberdeen on such
sites. Definition does not comply with that in SPP3 and should be amended accordingly.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The definition balances the need to encourage the re-use of brownfield sites with the need to retain urban greenspace in the interests of
sustainable communities.
Rep. Number
479

22

Subject

Glossary

Summary
"Green network" and "Greenspace" would need to be explained in this section. See SPP11 and draft SPP14 for definitions.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

It is not the role of the structure plan to replicate Scottish Government planning policy.
Rep. Number
234

4

Subject

Key Diagram

Summary
The key diagram makes it difficult to gauge how SGA's will be applied at the local level as it is not OS based, but diagramatic. How then can
someone decipher if their site is in or out of a SGA? Kemnay for example is a dot on the diagram (outside the SGA) whereas undevelopable
land north of Inverurie is within it.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The statutory requirements require a key diagram not to be a map and due to the size of the area to be covered this is the most appropriate
scale. Whether a site is in or out of a SGA will be determined through the local development plan process.
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Rep. Number
235

5

Subject

Key Diagram

Summary
The key diagram makes it difficult to gauge how SGA's will be applied at the local level as it is not OS based, but diagrammatic. How then
can someone decipher if their site is in or out of a SGA?
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The statutory requirements require a key diagram not to be a map and due to the size of the area to be covered this is the most appropriate
scale. Whether a site is in or out of a SGA will be determined through the local development plan process.
Rep. Number
259

10

Subject

Key Diagram

Summary
On the inside back cover 'Key Diagram', the diagram states that it is such and "not a map". In order to define both the growth areas, the
Regeneration Priority Areas and the boundary of the Housing Market Area (presumably between Aberdeen Housing Market Area and Rural
Housing Market Area) a map, not a diagram, requires to be available in order that comment can be made in relation to specific areas.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The statutory requirements require a key diagram not to be a map and due to the size of the area to be covered this is the most appropriate
scale. Whether a site is in or out of a specific area will be determined through the local development plan process.
Rep. Number
260

2

Subject

Key Diagram

Summary
The Key Diagram indicates the 'Greenbelt' shown as a dotted green area and the 'Strategic Growth Areas' identified as yellow areas. As the
majority of the green belt area is indicated as a growth area clarification is required to indicate the proposed growth within the green belt.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

It is acknowledged in the plan that a significant level of housing will have to be accommodated on greenfield sites; this is shown clearly in
Schedule 1. In parts of the City and Shire this willl involve a review of the green belt as also stated in the plan. There is no need for further
clarification in the diagram.
Rep. Number
260

4

Subject

Key Diagram

Summary
The Key Diagram indicates the yellow areas as areas of Strategic Growth. These areas are narrow bands and should be increased in width
to allow the forthcoming Aberdeenshire Local Development Plan to assess in detail possible sites for development along the strategic
growth corridors. This would allow existing settlements like Kemnay and Daviot on the A96 corridor and Newburgh on the A90 to be
assessed in detail in relationship to strategic growth areas.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The SGA corridors are intentionally narrow to focus development on the places with greatest opportunities for public transport use. The
inclusion of a settlement within or outwith a SGA is a matter for the local development plan.
Rep. Number
272

5

Subject

Key Diagram

Summary
Consider that principal towns like Stonehaven should be specifically mentioned in the plan along with their role in the settlement hierarchy.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan operates at the strategic level, where the role of individual settlements is not explored and level of growth is not imposed. This
leaves Aberdeenshire Council the flexibility to determine allocations on a case-by-case basis through the local development plan process.
Rep. Number
283

1

Subject

Key Diagram

Summary
The key diagram is not detailed enough as it gives no indication whether a planning application is in or out of a particular zone. The three
elements of the spatial strategy should be geographically defined. Provision should also be made for altering these within the timescale of
the plan to allow for a flexible response to developing economic circumstances.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The statutory requirements require a key diagram not to be a map and due to the size of the area to be covered this is the most appropriate
scale. Whether a site is in or out of a SGA, RPA or LG&DA will be determined through the local development plan process. The plan will be
continually monitored and reviewed and as such flexibility is built in.
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Rep. Number
286

71

Subject

Key Diagram

Summary
Query whether the key diagram should include an indicative GB boundary when it requires such a major review.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

At the scale and in the form presented the changes required by the review of the green belt would be very difficult to identify. In any event,
the key diagram is a diagram rather than a map.
Rep. Number
296

2

Subject

Key Diagram

Summary
Note from the key diagram that the green belt is shown to the north and west of portlethen, this should be extended to include the eastern
coastal strip and Portlethen Moss and important landscape /recreational land around the town.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The key diagram is only indicative, hence the rough, stipled effect to suggest the green belt rather than a definite line. However, it is based
on the designated green belt around the City, which stops north of Findon and does not follow down the coastal strip. The small area of
green belt south-west of Portlethen can be seen in the same stippling on the key diagram adjacent to the A90 and railway.
Rep. Number
452

4

Subject

Key Diagram

Summary
AWPR should be identified on the map, it will be an important factor in determining the location of new homes, business sites etc.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

The AWPR (including Fastlink) is identified on the key diagram in recognition of its strategic importance for the future prosperity of the
north east. The principle of the route is established.
Rep. Number
460

4

Subject

Key Diagram

Summary
The key diagram indicates a dual-route AWPR including the 'fastlink' between Stonehave and Maryculter. This is a departure from the
existing NEST which shows the AWPR in the form of a reverse D enclosed within the Aberdeen greenbelt.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

The principle of the AWPR is established and a great deal more is known about it than in 2001 when NEST was approved. Although still
subject to the findings of the PLI, the key diagram reflects the latest position.
Rep. Number
465

6

Subject

Key Diagram

Summary
TSC2 / 3 - Transport Scotland is concerned about the lack of rationale for the interventions (new station at Newtonhill and Cove and Third
Don Crossing) detailed in the plan. This could be provided through appropriate transport appraisal. Moreover, Transport Scotland has not
committed to these specific interventions.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The Background Paper will be amended to provide the rationale for the transport intervention identified in the plan.
It is accepted that the provision of new rail halts at Newtonhill and Cove are unlikely in the short / medium-term. However, inclusion in the
structure plan will allow land to be safeguarded in the relevant local development plan if this is deemed necessary by the Councils.
The Third Don Crossing is subject to a live planning application and has been through a number of assessments and appraisals, including
Traffic Modelling and Economic Assessment, Environmental Assessment and STAG Assessment. Following the Aberdeen City LPI, the
administration of Aberdeen City Council stated its continued support for this proposal. Its inclusion in the structure plan is therefore based
upon this history and the strategic significance of the crossing in improving access from the north in conjunction with other works at the
Haudagain junction.
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Rep. Number
465

11

Subject

Key Diagram

Summary
Note the reference to the AWPR on p.8 and are content that it is correctly identified on the Key Diagram.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
479

12

Subject

Key Diagram

Summary
The plan and SEA both rightly identify the River Dee as the most important natural resource in the plan area with respect to water supply,
which is already under pressure. As a result of the levels of growth and rising demand for water, there is a strong risk that this could
increase. Given its SAC status there is a statutory obligation to safeguard its qualifying interests from deterioration. In order to safeguard
this resource, consider that the rough catchment boundary of the River Dee should be indicated in the key diagram.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan is explicit in its references to the importance of the River Dee in an environmental context and as the primary source of drinking
water for much of the population. The addition of the entire catchment to the key diagram would add little to the plan. It would also not be
consistent with the need to produce a succinct land use plan and the omission of other environmentally sensitive designations from the
diagram.
Rep. Number
479

13

Subject

Key Diagram

Summary
The very approximate indication of SGA's and RPA's on the key diagram is unnecessarily vague. Both cover large areas of undeveloped
land and are in danger of giving a false impression of the scale of development being promoted. Plan should give a clear impression of
whether new development is intended to be associated with existing settlements, whether development anywhere along the corridor is
deemed acceptable, or whether a new settlement is envisaged. Each has different implications which need to be recognised and assessed.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

SGAs and RPAs are indicative only and it is not our intention to set definitive boundaries for these. RPAs are also covered by the LG&D
designation and it is made clear in this section that housing will be focused in, or adjacent to, existing settlements. In SGAs, it will be the
responsibility of each Council to determine specifically where growth takes place.
The allocation of specific sites to meet the requirements of the structure plan is a matter for the local development plans. A number of "new
settlement" proposals were submitted in response to the draft structure plan, some of which were in line with the plan's spatial strategy and
some were not. These vary considerably in size from small villages, through major extensions to existing villages to stand alone
communities of many thousands. However, none were at a stage where they could be given support through the structure plan. If local
development plan processes were to show that a new settlement(s) is the best way of meeting the structure plan's requirements and would
be consistent with the plan as a whole, the strategic development plan team would seek to assist its delivery.
Rep. Number
135

4

Subject

General

Summary
An extensive document was produced in 1996 that was largely ignored and this is why a poor response will be received from local residents,
they do not see the point in responding.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Structure plans must be regularly updated to ensure they are relavant and meet the needs of the structure plan area. Extensive consultation
has been carried out with the public and other stakeholders and a good response was received to the draft plan consultation.
Rep. Number
182

1

Subject

General

Summary
Around 315 acres of land is under the control of the client and they are in a position to deliver the development proposal. The land is
located between Calder Park and Balmoral Group to the north, Kincorth to the west, Wellington Road to the east and Cairnrobin and Mains
of Charleston to the south. They present an argument that this area of land would be appropriate for development in line with the Draft
Structure Plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
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Rep. Number
182

2

Subject

General

Summary
Note and welcome the forecast requirements for 12,000 additional houses on greenfield sites from 2007-2016, this is necessary to meet the
demand in the city.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
182

3

Subject

General

Summary
Note and welcome the 105 ha of employment land in Aberdeen from 2007-2023, and a strategic reserve beyond that.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
182

4

Subject

General

Summary
Welcome the need for a Green Belt review and would observe that when last publicly examined, the Loirston/Charleston area was found to
have capacity whilst retaining the most important characteristics of the Green Belt.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
182

7

Subject

General

Summary
Welcome preparation of Masterplans.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
183

1

Subject

General

Summary
Though prepared under the Town and Country Planning (Scotland) Act 1997 and the T&CP (Structure and Local Plans) (Scotland)
Regulations 1983, it seems to lean heavily on the Planning etc (Scotland) Act 2006, the plan must be careful not to fall between two stools.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The plan is intended to reflect the moderning planning agenda, but meet the existing requirements for a structure plan. The danger
highlighted is recognised.
Rep. Number
183

6

Subject

General

Summary
The issue of a housing need assessment has still not been addressed in terms of PAN74.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Housing Need and Demand Assessement as required by SPP3 is highlighted in the draft plan on p.17 and work on this has
commenced. The level of detail that the structure plan needs will emerge at an early stage in the production of this document, thus allowing
it to feed into the plan in due course.
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Rep. Number
184

1

Subject

General

Summary
Own land at Newmachar and put forward what they feel is a justification for its inclusion in the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
185

1

Subject

General

Summary
Own 1000 acres of land at Kirkton of Rayne and put forward a justification for its inclusion in the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
186

1

Subject

General

Summary
Put forward proposals to allow Old Leslie/Leslie to expand.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
194

8

Subject

General

Summary
2008 Employment Land Audit emphasizes that 20.6 hectares of employment land is currently under construction in Westhill, outlying the
significant demand in the settlement. The employment land audit recognizes that the uptake of employment land in Westhill is due to the
shortfall of land in the city.
An application to address the shortfall for the provision of a further 11.25 hectares is currently pending, therefore there is a proven need for
release of more employment land in Westhill.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Westhill has seen significant growth in recent years in housing terms and more recently in employment.
The Westhill capacity study has identified some of the significant challenges posed by the further growth of the town with the AWPR and
associated infrastructure measures needing to be in place before transport issues can start to be resolved. Until resolution further relase of
land on the scale indicated would not be appropriate. However, it is appropriate to consider the role of Westhill in the context of the first
strategic development plan in 2/3 years time. The draft plan identifies considerable employment land in Aberdeen.
Rep. Number
195

1

Subject

General

Summary
Own substantial land adjoining Peterhead and are keen to demonstrate a willingness to release land for development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
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Rep. Number
196

1

Subject

General

Summary
Own substantial land adjoining Portlethen and are keen to demonstrate a willingness to release land for development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
197

1

Subject

General

Summary
Support is given to the target on p.10 to work with the University to help make a positive contribution to the area. Also support the
recognition of initiatives to strengthen the knowledge economy on p.20. However, it is requested that specific recognition is given to the
economic and cultural contribution the University makes.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome. The recognitiion requested would not add value to the plan.
Rep. Number
198

8

Subject

General

Summary
Banchory is particularly well placed to absord additional housing allocations. It is a popular location and benefits from a range of services,
facilities and employment land to provide a sustainable mixed community.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
200

7

Subject

General

Summary
If Cruden Bay is not accepted within the Aberdeen to Peterhead SGA the housing allocations in the LG&DA should be concentrated on the
main settlements within the RHMA. They are already well served by community facilities and relatively well established road and public
transport links to the City. These will require improvement, but this can only be done by encouraging further development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The decision whether a settlement is in or out of an SGA and the allocation of specific sites will be taken by Aberdeenshire Council as part
of the local development plan process. A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
201

5

Subject

General

Summary
The increase in housing should be concentrated on settlements that are well served by existing road networks and Fordoun is well placed to
absorb allocations due to its wide range of existing services. Its proximity to the A90 ensures it is accessible to the wider area and public
transport. The re-opening of Laurencekirk Station will benefit the wider area, including Fordoun, improving the popularity of the area for
residential development.
A pending employment application NW of Fordoun will help balance new residential allocation in the settlement, giving people the chance to
work and live there.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The structure plan does not promote development at Fordoun, or any other specific settlement. At the level it operates, only designations for
'corridors' are made. The A90 corridor in which Fordoun lies (from S of Drumlithie to Laurencekirk) is allocated 1,000 units up to 2030, but it
will be for the local development plan to determine exactly where development takes place and on what scale.
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Rep. Number
202

2

Subject

General

Summary
The current population of St Cyrus is at a level which is unsustainable in terms of securing the long-term operation of the primary school
and additional facilities within the settlement. Therefore critical that the levels of growth are permitted that sustain the primary school,
operation and enhancement of the current physical and community infrastructure and procure additional facilities to support the future
population.
The re-opening of Laurencekirk Station will benefit the wider area by improving accessibility and the popularity of the area for residential
development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

St Cyrus lies in the LG&DA (RHMA) and an identified RPA. This area is therefore not designated for strategic growth, but may still
experience growth in line with the spatial strategy. However, the allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Aberdeenshire
Local Development Plan process. This will involve extensive consultation and site selection will be based on a significant number of criteria.
Rep. Number
203

4

Subject

General

Summary
Completion rates for Aboyne do not reflect local demand, which is consistently high. However, Aboyne Academy is currently over capacity
and the primary is predicted to reach capacity in 2012. It is recognised that settlements such as Aboyne will continue to grow and given the
educational constraint, a large allocation should be made, enabling developer contributions to facilitate provision of this infrastructure. This
is the local need in Aboyne.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Aboyne lies in the LG&DA (RHMA). This area is not designated for strategic growth, but may still experience growth in line with the spatial
strategy. However, the allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Aberdeenshire Local Development Plan process. This will
involve extensive consultation and site selection will be based on a significant number of criteria.
Rep. Number
204

5

Subject

General

Summary
Through 'Firm Foundations' the Scottish Government forecasts a need for 35,000 new homes per year by the end of the next decade,
instead of the 25,000 provided over the past ten years. Local authorities are required to set realistic housing targets to meet this vision and
there is an argument for a 40% increase in the current rate of development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan recognises the aspirations for house building in Scotland as set out in Firm Foundations and believes it has set a
framework which can contribute to the levels of development sought. However, there is no target set nationally for the amount of housing
that Aberdeen City and Shire should deliver and it is therefore appropriate to be moving in the right direction. To this end, the plan proposes
a rise in annual house building from the current 2,200 to 2,500 by 2014 and 3,000 by 2020. This represents a rise of over 13% initially and
over 36% latterly on current figures. Monitoring will be required to determine actual completions in current years as the effects of the current
economic unstability become resolved and the capacity of developers builds again.
Rep. Number
205

3

Subject

General

Summary
Overall, the plan appears to be a position statement rather than a strategy with stated aims and deliverability programme. Concerned about
the lack of substance to support strategic statements and little direction for the project management and ownership of delivering the
strategic vision. The plan should include reference to partners accountable for meeting specific targets, e.g. Health Plan, LTS and North
East Waste Strategy. These plans and others will require to work together as LDP's alone will be unable to meet all the stated aims of the
structure plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan is a statutory land use planning document and aims to reflect the modernising planning agenda by removal of
superfluous information and duplication of other plans and strategies. This is not to say these are not important elements in the growth and
protection of the north-east and it is likely that the "action programme" referred to throughout the plan (but particularly on p.19) will include
projects as well as who will lead them, when they should happen and how they will be funded.
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Rep. Number
231

3

Subject

General

Summary
Is not clear how SSCI fits with allocations in the present local plan. Once these projects move forward it is important that a non-restrictive
and flexible approach is carried forward into the local plans. Clients site connects to "Whitestripes" and "Perwinnes" and offers an
opportunity to build a sustainable community connected to Goval AWPR junction and the Third Don Crossing that could accommodate
10,000 new homes, plus facilities and the town centre that Bridge of Don has always sought.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Application under the Scottish Sustainable Communities Initiative had to be made to the Scottish Government by September 2008 and the
results of the assessment process will not be known until later in 2009. The draft plan recognises the need to engage with the initiative.
There is no relationship with the present local plans.
Rep. Number
237

14

Subject

General

Summary
Kinneff is a small settlement SE of the SGA and within the RPA and believe this settlement offers a good opportunity to contribute to
proposed growth in a location with easy access to the main transport corridor and SGA.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
238

12

Subject

General

Summary
Land at Fordoun is capable of accommodating future development consistent with the SGA identified in the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
239

14

Subject

General

Summary
Land at Marykirk is capable of accommodating future development of an appropriate scale within the SGA and RPA identified in the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
240

12

Subject

General

Summary
Believe land at Stonehaven can accommodate future development and contribute to the plan's housing allocations for the Stonehaven area
whilst overcoming constraints such as pipelines and landscape impact and due to its proximity to the existing transport corridor.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
241

12

Subject

General

Summary
Land at Blackburn is capable of accommodating future development, both residential, community and commercial consistent with the plan's
SGA identified for the area.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
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Rep. Number
243

14

Subject

General

Summary
Future profiling of AWPR junctions is essential as built capacities only take account of what is in approved plans. This lack of foresight is
easily rectified on South Deeside with construction of a sufficiently large diameter surface roundabout to allow a fourth 'leg' to connect to the
Netherley road.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The provision of infrastructure will play a key role in assisting to deliver the plans vision and spatial strategy. The principle of the road has
been agreed and the Public Inquiry has now completed, however we await the recommendation on the finalised route. Additionally the
AWPR is a Scottish Government supported project and as such the structure plan does not have influence over the specifics of the
planned route.
Rep. Number
243

15

Subject

General

Summary
In terms of transport infrastructure and landscape impact, the proposal at Park Quarry, Drumoak meets the objectives of the structure plan.
It should be noted that it is intended to submit this proposal as part of the SSCI process by the 19 September deadline.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted.
Site specific issues will be addressed through the Local Development Plan process.
Rep. Number
253

8

Subject

General

Summary
Overall the proposed development would be wholly consistent with the aims of the emerging Structure Plan in that it would help to grow and
diversify the regional economy; provide additional jobs and facilities helping to improve quality of life; promote the highest standards of
design; and address challenges of sustainable development through making the most efficient use off transport network, reducing the need
for people to travel and making sure that public transport is an attractive choice.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process.
A copy of your representation will be forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
255

3

Subject

General

Summary
In Bancon’s view, it is essential that the finalised Plan more fully recognises and embraces the Scottish Government’s current stance in the
delivery of housing land as set out in Firm Foundations and SPP3.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan already recognises the aspirations for house building in Scotland as set out in 'Firm Foundations' and SPP3 and
believes it has set a framework which can contribute to the levels of development sought. Targets for new housing reflect both the Councils
forecasts and the desire of the Scottish Government in ‘Firm Foundations’ to increase levels of housebuilding to 35,000 per annum across
Scotland.
Rep. Number
259

1

Subject

General

Summary
Generally the Draft Structure Plan appears to be at last looking positively on the potential of the area.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
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Rep. Number
261

1

Subject

General

Summary
We welcome production of the draft plan as a proposed replacement for the current NEST document.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted.
Rep. Number
261

20

Subject

General

Summary
It is our opinion that the style and writing of the plan is easy to follow but bold statements must be followed by bold actions otherwise they
are just words and lack no clear accountability nor mechanisms for delivery.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
The new format of structure plan does not provide detail of how targets will be met. However, an Action Programme will be prepared which
will provide more detail in relation to what the two councils and partners need to do to implement the plan.
Rep. Number
262

9

Subject

General

Summary
The clear emphasis of the Draft Plan on stimulating and supporting sustainable development is welcomed, as is the intended action
programme.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
263

9

Subject

General

Summary
The clear emphasis of the Draft Plan on stimulating and supporting sustainable development is welcomed, as is the intended action
programme.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
264

11

Subject

General

Summary
The reference to the plan reflecting the hopes and ambitions of local communities and ACSEF is offensively inaccurate.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan has been prepared after extensive consultation with the public and other stakeholders. Specifically the plan has beeen influenced
by regional strategies such as the Aberdeen City and Shire Economic Future’s (ACSEF) Economic Manifesto.
The reference in the representation refers to the Energetica initiative which is an ACSEF promoted initiative.
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Rep. Number
265

1

Subject

General

Summary
The current DSP does not meet the objectives in three important ways, In providing more opportunities for Live/Work in rural areas,
Regenerating derelict rural brownfield land and Identifying potential new clusters or building groups that have the potential to be well
connected to existing service centers by provision of cycle routes and footpaths.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The strategy for local growth and diversification highlights the need to diversify rural economies to meet local needs whilst the objective on
sustainable mixed communities aims to focus on communities with regards to new housing and developments for employment being related
to one another.
The glossary defines brownfield sites as "land, normally in towns and villages" thus very few opportunities for redevelopment of brownfield
sites in the countryside would occur. It would be for the Local Development Plans to determine the appropriateness of sites outhwith urban
areas, whether brownfield or greenfield and set policies for housing in the countryside.
The structure plan allows for growth within small villages at an appropriate scale for that settlement. The level of growth appropriate will be
determined through the Local Development Plan process when the spatial strategy will be used to set policies and identify land for
development.
Rep. Number
266

1

Subject

General

Summary
In principle I agree with most of the aspirations set out in the document.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
266

3

Subject

General

Summary
There is no mention in the plan of the council's strategy to deal with the anticipated changes in the oil industry within the North East as
production is reduced and the industry relies more on exporting its knowledge and skill base. An encouragement to keep the oil companies
in the North East or to replace the oil industry with new industries such as renewables.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Plan acknowledges that for the economy a to grow the region must overcome factors such as changes in the Oil and Gas sectors.
These could have a major impact, so the plan has a strong emphasis on diversifying the regional economy, as does the Aberdeen City and
Shire Economic Future's "Economic Manifesto.
The plan makes reference to a number of sectors that have the ability to maintain and enhance the economy, including oil & gas,
knowledge, R&D, tourism etc.
Rep. Number
268

5

Subject

General

Summary
The Mintlaw proposal has been promoted through the Scottish Sustainable Communities Initiative, the factors for this have been taken into
consideration and will continue to be.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
269

1

Subject

General

Summary
Own a 300 hectare site at Edzell woods that is allocated in the Aberdeenshire Local Plan as a development opportunity.
A 200 hectare outline application has been lodged with planning.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
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Rep. Number
271

12

Subject

General

Summary
Support the vision and the fact that much of the infrastructure would have to be provided by land owners from the increase in land values
however still much detail to be decided on ie how key utilities providers will work so as to support the development
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
An Action Programme will be prepared to outline how the plan will be implemented. Local Development Plan Process will also have a key
role in implementation.
Rep. Number
272

4

Subject

General

Summary
Note the objective and support the plan in respect of quick preperation of LDPs, as consider this is the key to meeting the aims and spatial
strategy of the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
272

6

Subject

General

Summary
The capacity study recently carried out shows land at Mains of Ury would be appropriate and permission has been granted for development
at Ury estate, establishing the principle of development to the north and west of the A90.
Furthermore the AWPR fast link junction would be located near the Mains of Ury and because of this development woud be appropriate in
this location.
The emerging structure plan should make reference to work already underway by the structure plan authorities to identify where future
growth should take place.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan operates at the strategic level, where the role of individual settlements is not explored and level of growth is not imposed. This
leaves the relevant Local Authority the flexibility to determine allocations on a case-by-case basis through the local development plan
process. A copy of your representation will be sent to the relevant team for their information.
In the interests of brevity and not to misunderstand their status, it would not be appropriate for the structure plan to make reference to this
work being taken forward by the two Councils.
Rep. Number
273

1

Subject

General

Summary
Control land to the west of Newtonhill and development here could be of a scale that could constitute a new settlement.
The area of land is located between the AWPR and A90 and would help meet the targets of the draft structure plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites to meet the requirements of the structure plan is a matter for the local development plans. A number of "new
settlement" proposals were submitted in response to the draft structure plan, some of which were in line with the plan's spatial strategy and
some were not. These vary considerably in size from small villages, through major extensions to existing villages to stand alone
communities of many thousands. However, none were at a stage where they could be given support through the structure plan. If local
development plan processes were to show that a new settlement(s) is the best way of meeting the structure plan's requirements and would
be consistent with the plan as a whole, the strategic development plan team would seek to assist its delivery.
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Rep. Number
273

4

Subject

General

Summary
Submit justification for the inclusion of their 580ha of land at Newtonhill to be promoted for development because of its location on the rail
network, it is well serviced by public transport, AWPR fastlink route closeby.
This site could create a development would also facilitate a balanced new community with integrated housing, employment, retail, schools
etc.
It could accommodate 6000 houses.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
276

1

Subject

General

Summary
Client owns substantial areas of land to the North of Aberdeen at Grandhome.
It is contigious with the development area in the north of the city, and close to various employment locations in the Don valley corridor.
The area would contribute to meeting all the objectives of the plan.
Depending on densities and other uses Grandhome has the potential to absord between 5000 and 10,000 houses. With 6-7000 being more
realistic with other community, economic and open space uses.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
277

3

Subject

General

Summary
Structure Plan should recognise the potential of the Counteswells area for a new future settlement/community.
Past assessments have demonstrated that this area has few landscape constraints and that development woud have a low landscape and
visual impact.
If it is not felt that the plan should be specific about the location at this stage, it is recommended alternatively that the plan should identify the
potential for a new settlement that its need, location and scale will be further informed through assessment.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites to meet the requirements of the structure plan is a matter for the local development plans. A number of "new
settlement" proposals were submitted in response to the draft structure plan, some of which were in line with the plan's spatial strategy and
some were not. These vary considerably in size from small villages, through major extensions to existing villages to stand alone
communities of many thousands. However, none were at a stage where they could be given support through the structure plan. If local
development plan processes were to show that a new settlement(s) is the best way of meeting the structure plan's requirements and would
be consistent with the plan as a whole, the strategic development plan team would seek to assist its delivery.
Rep. Number
279

1

Subject

General

Summary
Whilst we appreciate that it is not for the Structure Plan to allocate sites, we do consider that the Structure Plan is well placed to consider
the opportunities available within strategic locations around the city, and to this end Craibstone is presented as offering strategic benefits.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
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Rep. Number
279

9

Subject

General

Summary
The Aberdeen City & Shire Structure Plan Draft June 2008 sets an ambitious target for new housing provision in the north east. CALA
welcomes this forward thinking plan and encourages the council to consider the options available around the city for meeting the ambitious
growth target. In this regard CALA would like to recommend Craibstone to help in meeting those targets as a sustainable new community
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
281

4

Subject

General

Summary
Recognise that the structure plan is not designed to focus on individual sites, but our site at Portlethen is capable of contributing to any
strategic allocation and is consistent with the objectives in the draft structure plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Local Development Plan process. A copy of your representation will be
forwarded to the relevant Team for their information.
Rep. Number
282

2

Subject

General

Summary
There is no provision in the 2006 Act for a local development plan to be consistent with a structure plan. Recognise that secondary,
transitional legislation is awaited, but no assurance that this fatal anomaly will be resolved, so the future of this plan is uncertain.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The secondary legislation published in December 2008 allows for local development plans to be prepared in strategic development plan
areas in advance of the strategic development plan. In such cases the local development plan must be consistent with the structure plan.
Rep. Number
282

3

Subject

General

Summary
Sincerely hope that the Scottish Government has no intention of somehow allowing a local development plan to be ‘teamed’ with this draft
structure plan, as this is in serious conflict with the primary legislation. Has the potential to condemn the north-east to many more years
without a competent development plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

No "serious conflict with primary legislation" arises. This is what is provided for in the secondary legislation. It would have been a failure to
make this allowance which would have caused development plan delay.
Rep. Number
282

5

Subject

General

Summary
The plan has not been prepared in an inclusive manner, the early stages were anything but. Several vital stages were missed altogether,
notably a greenbelt review and the Housing Needs Assessment (HNA).
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan has been produced in a very open and inclusive manner, as evidenced by the Publicity and Consultation Statement. The housing
need and demand assessment is currently being produced. The level of detail needed to continue with the structure plan will be available on
time and the plan will be amended accordingly as stated on p.17. There is an agreement between the two councils to carry out a review of
the greenbelt. It will be carried out early on in the process as part of the implementation of the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
284

1

Subject

General

Summary
The early consultation undertaken seemed to be more of a box-ticking exercise than a serious attempt at engagement. Got the impression
that there was a preferred outcome and this has fed through into the draft plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan has been subject to a high level of consultation over a period of two years. The options for the spatial strategy were
considered at considerable length following extensive consultation with both Councils’, communities and with stakeholders. The plan
presents a clear and rounded view of future development and represents a vision of the future shared across the whole of the city and shire
area.
Far from being a tick box exercise it informed the development of the draft issues report and structure plan.
It should be noted that the structure plan will be subject to regular reviews to ensure it is consistent with economic and social changes that
may affect the strategy.
Rep. Number
285

4

Subject

General

Summary
Recent planning applications for commercial development have been refused in Fraserburgh. The requirement for development on
brownfield sites is a further obstacle to development along with the sequential test. Furthermore, the need for developers to contribute more
towards infrastructure will mean schemes become increasingly unviable.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The emphasis on brownfield redevelopment is consistent with national policy and a valuable regeneration mechanism, but this does not
preclude greenfield development where appropriate. However, this balance will be for the local development plan to determine. The principle
of developer contributions is well established in the north east and planning gain is recognised as a means of addressing infrastructure
deficiences that result from development. The failure to provide necessary infrastructure would make some of the developments
unacceptable given the impact. Developer contributions are one way of addressing this.
Rep. Number
285

7

Subject

General

Summary
The lack of policies to guide development makes it difficult to establish where aims and targets conflict with the over-riding objective. It also
means that different geographic areas can be interpreted differently.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The draft structure plan contains clear policy materials and a spatial strategy, which will allow subsequent local development plans to
respond with allocations and policies. It sets a clear direction for both local development plans and development proposals. However the
way the plan can be used will be different from previous structure plans.
Rep. Number
286

1

Subject

General

Summary
Supportive of the aspirations in the draft plan to allow the north-east to prosper. However, believe that the supply of housing and
employment land, particularly in Aberdeen, has been constrained over a sustained period and welcome plans for front-loading land releases
as it is essential to allow catch up and the necessary growth to occur. The ‘credit crunch’ should not lead to any reductions on the
allocations shown.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcome. The draft structure plan is a long term strategic land use planning document and current
economic conditions have not resulted in reductions on the allocations shown.
Rep. Number
286

3

Subject

General

Summary
It appears that it is not an option for a local development plan to conform with a structure plan under the terms of the legislation. Hope that a
legal issue such as this does not delay the preparation of the local plan and ultimate delivery of the strategy.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The secondary legislation published in December 2008 allows for local development plans to be prepared in strategic development plan
areas in advance of the strategic development plan. In such cases the local development plan must be consistent with the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
286

12

Subject

General

Summary
With regard to the provision of infrastructure (in the City), it is essential that current infrastructure, especially schools are being fully utilised
before there is a need for new ones to be provided.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Phasing of development is outlined within the plan to ensure that development makes full use of existing infrastructure before building
afresh. In this way infrastructure constraints that will need to be resolved prior to significant levels of development taking place.
An example of this is the limited numbers in the A90 (north) corridor until the AWPR, Balmedie to Tipperty dualling and Third Don Crossing
are in place. It is also necessary to ensure that there is sufficient concentration of development to facilitate the timeous provision of
community services, facilities and necessary infrastructure, which means that development tends to be focused on a particular area during
a particular period.
Rep. Number
287

1

Subject

General

Summary
Believe that land for housing and employment has been constrained for a significant period of time (particularly in the City) and it is therefore
essential that land be released quickly to allow the necessary catch up, as well as the necessary growth to occur. Support the front-loading
of land releases and the need for sustainable mixed communities.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The support is welcomed.
Front-loading of City development is deemed necessary to 'catch-up' with recent lack of completions and resulting problems this creates.
Rep. Number
287

2

Subject

General

Summary
The plan should refer to Government policy announcements such as Firm Foundations (FF) and associated statements making it clear that
increased housing construction is needed to meet demand, deal with affordability and support economic growth. FF seeks a rise in
housebuilding to at least 35,000 units per annum by 2015, a target the industry believe achievable.
Development plans will have to therefore allocate more land for housing and development management will have to promote development
more quickly.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan recognises the aspirations for house building in Scotland as set out in Firm Foundations and believes it has set a
framework which can contribute to the levels of development sought. However, there is no target set nationally for the amount of housing
that Aberdeen City and Shire should deliver and it is therefore appropriate to be moving in the right direction. To this end, the plan proposes
a rise in annual house building from the current 2,200 to 2,500 by 2014 and 3,000 by 2020. This represents a rise of over 13% initially and
over 36% latterly on current figures. Monitoring will be required to determine actual completions in current years as the effects of the current
economic unstability become resolved and the capacity of developers builds again.
The structure plan proposes an early, front-loaded release of land to facilitate growth and meet the expectations of all stakeholders, both in
communities as well as in the public and private sector. The identification of land for development will be done through the local
development plan process in both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire.
Rep. Number
287

3

Subject

General

Summary
Do not believe that the current 'credit crunch' should persuade any reduction in the numbers proposed. Firmly of the view that this is a short
term issue.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accepted

Changes to be made

Agree with the sentiment expressed. The plan considers development up till 2030 and so the current economic situation will have little
impact on long term growth.
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Rep. Number
287

6

Subject

General

Summary
The plan must set out a framework of policies that ensure the delivery of effective land, particularly in Aberdeen City. This must be coupled
with a realistic, phased delivery programme. To ensure the growth of the economy the plan must also makes steps to attract further skilled
employment to the region.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The draft structure plan contains clear policy materials and a spatial strategy, which will allow subsequent local development plans to
respond with allocations and policies.
Phasing developments will be necessary to ensure that there is sufficient concentration of development to facilitate the timeous provision of
community services, facilities and necessary infrastructure, which means that development tends to be focused on a particular area during
a particular period.
The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed.
Rep. Number
288

2

Subject

General

Summary
Plan fails to take account of the fundamental transformation of employment by the development of IT.
People can now work from home, or from facilities close to home.
The development corridors appears to be based on out-of-date models of a working society transported by road.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan seeks to provide integrated development of residential and comercial land uses, and as such states that "all new developments
contribute towards reducing the need to travel and encourage people to walk, cycle or use public transport." (Pg18 Accessibility).
However, it is recognised that travel to work is likely to continue to be important during the plan period and the spatial strategy offers the
opportunity to use the most frequent and accessible public transport modes (bus and rail) and concentrate development instead of
widespread dispersal, which would encourage greater car useage and travel.
Rep. Number
289

2

Subject

General

Summary
The identified sites ignore rising fuel costs and potential damage to the environment.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan seeks to provide integrated development of residential and comercial land uses, and as such states that "all new developments
contribute towards reducing the need to travel and encourage people to walk, cycle or use public transport." (Pg18 Accessibility).
However, it is recognised that travel to work is likely to continue to be important during the plan period and the spatial strategy offers the
opportunity to use the most frequent and accessible public transport modes (bus and rail) and concentrate development instead of
widespread dispersal, which would encourage greater car useage and travel.
Rep. Number
289

4

Subject

General

Summary
A new town would be preferred if it meant that development in Fintray and Blackburn would be minimised.
Suggest Stonehaven - Maryculter or Westhill to Alford Areas, these have links with AWPR.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites to meet the requirements of the structure plan is a matter for the local development plans. A number of "new
settlement" proposals were submitted in response to the draft structure plan, some of which were in line with the plan's spatial strategy and
some were not. These vary considerably in size from small villages, through major extensions to existing villages to stand alone
communities of many thousands. However, none were at a stage where they could be given support through the structure plan. If local
development plan processes were to show that a new settlement(s) is the best way of meeting the structure plan's requirements and would
be consistent with the plan as a whole, the strategic development plan team would seek to assist its delivery.
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Rep. Number
289

5

Subject

General

Summary
Where new development is planned it is essential that the necessary infrastructure is planned and work starts on it at the same time as
everything else.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Infrastructure provision is an essential part of planning new developments and it is important to have measures in place to ensure that
needs are met.
The support, and provision, of infrastructure is an essential part of achieving sustainable mixed communities and is central to the plan. The
plan strongly emphasises the need to ensure required infrastructure improvements are in place prior to development.
An Action Programme will be prepared during 2009 which will set out the detailed actions required by the Councils and their partners to
implement the plan.
Rep. Number
290

4

Subject

General

Summary
The plan is flawed in its transfer of housing to the city. People will prefer to live in the shire for the reasons they do now.
The urbanisation of Aberdeen's green belt on the scale envisaged will reduce the quality of life in the outer areas of the City and simply
increase outward migration to the shire.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

In 2007 the split of households between Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire was 50.5% and 49.5%, while in terms of dwellings the figures
were 50.9% and 49.1%. The background research for the plan clearly established that development in or close to Aberdeen had significant
benefits. In light of these factors, a split of new developments around the 50/50 level was deemed appropriate as a basis for the structure
plan.
It is acknowledged in the plan that a significant level of housing will have to be accommodated on greenfield sites; this is shown clearly in
Schedule 1. In the City this will involve a review of the green belt as also stated in the plan since all greenfield land in the City is also
identified as green belt. Although a substantial amount of development may be proposed on City greenfield / green belt sites, even with this
development, more than 50% of the area within the Aberdeen City Council boundary will remain undeveloped.
Development in Aberdeen is critical to the future of the city region as it minimises the need to travel and encourages walking and cycling
and public transport in line with the strategy of the plan.
The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process.
Rep. Number
290

6

Subject

General

Summary
It is evident from rising food prices that farmland will be needed to be conserved to ensure our future sustainaiblity and self sufficiency.
The zoning of excessive amounts of farmland for housing developments is very unwise.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The structure plan has not zoned land for housing developments.
It is likely that the majority of development in SGAs will be as extensions to existing settlements as this allows for the use of established
services and facilities and maintains the sense of community. All areas outwith Strategic Growth Areas are classified as Local Growth and
Diversification Areas however "Local Development Plans, in line with Scottish Planning Policy, should approach this by focusing new
housing in, or as an extension to, existing settlements". The Structure plan allows for growth within small villages at an appropriate scale for
that settlement.
The level of growth appropriate will be determined through the Local Development Plan process when the spatial strategy will be used to set
policies and identify land for development.
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Rep. Number
292

2

Subject

General

Summary
Key to "sustaining a high quality of life" is the creation and adoption of a fully integrated city and shire transport scheme, with a radical
approach to getting people out of cars.
The draft structure plan does not address this.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Structure Plan spatial strategy focuses development in places where there are clear opportunities to encourage people to use public
transport and enables efficient provision of services whilst aiming to reduce the percentage of car. Furthermore, objectives such as
Accessibility plan 'To make sure that all new developments contribute towards reducing the need to travel and encourage people to walk,
cycle or use public transport by making these attractive choices.'
However, the structure plan is not the place to develop long term transport strategies; this would be duplication of the work of NESTRANS
and the Regional Transport Strategy, or the Aberdeenshire Local Transport Strategy.
Rep. Number
297

1

Subject

General

Summary
Use of forecasts for population growth and housing demand which are not supported by the council's own Strategic Forecasts.
The High Scenario case of population growth to 2031 completely distorts the basis for the draft Structure plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The population target of 480,000 by 2030 set out in the draft structure plan is higher than both the ‘Principal Projection’ of the GROS and
the Probable-case forecast prepared by the two councils. However, the target is within the range established by both publications, and is
lower than the GROS high projection (2006 based) of over 500,000. More detail is set out in the 'Background Paper' published with the draft
plan.
Rep. Number
298

7

Subject

General

Summary
Housing market area should be extended.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

In 2006, Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire Councils jointly commissioned DTZ Consulting and Research to undertake a review of housing
market areas. The review found some evidence to support the extension of the existing Aberdeen Housing Market Area (HMA) boundary
however it was felt that the scale of change proposed did not warrant a change of Housing Market boundary for this Structure Plan. The
first Strategic Development Plan will provide an opportunity to revaluate this position.
Rep. Number
300

1

Subject

General

Summary
In general support the proposals of the draft plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
301

4

Subject

General

Summary
Promote inclusion not exclusion.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Agree. Part of the Plan's vision is to make "our society being more inclusive".
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Rep. Number
302

20

Subject

General

Summary
Question using the high migration population projections. It would be more prudent to use the 'principle projections' and the 'probable case'
projections to arrive at an anticipated population for the city region of 458,000 - 468,000 in 2030.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Population growth is a challenge that must be met to ensure prosperity of the city region over plan period.
The draft plan aspires to growth rates in excess of the "probable" scenario. It is recognised that this will represent a considerable
challenge. It is worth noting that the GRO(s) projections include a "high" scenario which sees the populaiton rise to 500,000. More detail is
set out in the "Background Paper" published with the draft plan.
Rep. Number
302

21

Subject

General

Summary
The structure plan needs to be more explicit about the type of housing to be built and its implications for the allocation of land in diffierent
locations.
Changes in household sizes are extremely important and must be considered.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The plan aims to deliver a range of different sized housing to meet the needs of all members of the community, including the elderly, people
on lower incomes etc. The plan promotes a greater mix of housing and this will be investigated through the housing need and demand
assessment referred to on p.17. These aspirations will be determined through the local development plan process, masterplanning and
supplementary planning guidance.
Rep. Number
303

3

Subject

General

Summary
It is unlikely that residents of Kintore will stand idly by and allow repetition of previous issues.
No public consultation ever took place regarding the disposal of developer contributions, the community has seen no benefits.
Developer contributions should be bricks and mortar ie building community centres and expanding medical centres, and not just handed
over in cash.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Action programme will be produced by the Strategic Development Plan Team during 2009, in conjunction with stakeholders,
infrastructure providers and the two councils’. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan into practice
(including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements) and will be regularly reviewed. In addition
capacity studies may be used and masterplans produced for use at the settlement and large site level to ensure that the situation outlined by
the respondant is not repeated.
With regards to developer contributions Circular 12/1996 is currently under review, with a draft replacement published for consultation in
December 2008. It is anticipated that the final document will be published before the Structure Plan is approved by Scottish Ministers. Due
to current economic conditions the Scottish Government have put their wider review of developer contributions on hold. However, the
Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic Development Planning Authority have made representations to Ministers on this issue.
In reference to developer contributions in scale and kind, it must be noted that large scale developments will require large scale
contributions.
Rep. Number
304

14

Subject

General

Summary
Should be minimum intrusion into the green belt.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

There will be a greenbelt review will examine the boundaries to accommodate the levels of growth anticipated, whilst retaining the most
important areas. Despite the high numbers, only a small percentage of land will be developed.
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Rep. Number
306

2

Subject

General

Summary
Agree with the objectives and proposals of the Structure Plan, and that a combined City and Shire approach is the way forward.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
307

20

Subject

General

Summary
The plan contains many elements that are attractive to the community council and the team should be congratulated in formulating a Policy
which endeavours to place a more proactive and holistic approach to future planning needs for the greater North East area.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
308

1

Subject

General

Summary
We are also concerned that local people are unable to source affordable or social housing.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The provision of affordable housing is of great importance. The Objective on Sustainable Mixed Communities has a target to ensure that;
"new housing meets the needs of the whole community by providing at least 25% of affordable housing"
The mix of housing will be determined through the local development plan process, masterplanning and supplementary planning guidance.
Rep. Number
308

1

Subject

General

Summary
Concern that houses built recently in Gourdon are making the town a dormitory settlement.
There are also concerns that the housing that has been built is not affordable for local people.
Concerns that the new housing in the past has not integrated well into the community
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Future communities will be mixed in terms of the type and size of homes, as well as their tenure and cost. The Plan also aims to make sure
that new homes are designed to a high standard, respecting the existing qualities of the area.
The provision of affordable housing is of great importance. The Objective on Sustainable Mixed Communities has a target to ensure that;
"new housing meets the needs of the whole community by providing at least 25% of affordable housing" The mix of housing will be
determined through the local development plan process, masterplanning and supplementary planning guidance.
Rep. Number
308

2

Subject

General

Summary
The current housing that is being built is not in keeping with the traditional vernacular.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The plan aims to facilitate mixed communities in terms of the type and size of homes, as well as their tenure and cost. All new homes are
expected to be designed to a high standard, respecting and improve the existing qualities of the area; the local development plan (and
supplementary guidance) will build upon statements made in the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
308

4

Subject

General

Summary
Concerns with the condition of roads, road condition, road safety, lack of public transport, planning gain money being spent elsewhere,
vandalism, anti-social behaviour etc.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Concerns raise are noted however the structure plan is a high level strategic document and is not the appropriate medium to give detailed
information with regards to how public transport and public safety will be improved. Improvements to the public transport systems and road
are largely a matter for the regional and local transport strategies, while issues relating to vandalism are best tackled in other strategies.
The plan acknowledges the need to invest in the infrastructure of the structure plan area, especially given the predicted growth over the plan
period. Provision of infrastruture must be considered very early in the development process, and contributions towards costs, within their
own site, and where the development has wider effects extra contributions may need to be raised, additionally the public sector will also
need to make an important contribution.
Rep. Number
310

1

Subject

General

Summary
The plan in its current form should be scrapped.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The draft structure plan contains clear policy material, a spatial strategy and a set of proposals which will allow subsequent local
development plans to respond with allocations and policies. It sets a clear direction for both local development plans and development
proposals.
Rep. Number
311

1

Subject

General

Summary
No problems with the Strategic Plan and are wholeheartedly welcome the SGA from Aberdeen to Peterhead.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
312

1

Subject

General

Summary
Agree with the draft structure plan but have concerns with its financial viability (and as such the representation is more of a priorities wish
list).
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted.
Rep. Number
313

2

Subject

General

Summary
No reference in the plan on protection of high quality agricultural land.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

The requirement to protect high quality agricultrual land no longer applies. Notwithstanding this fact, the plan does not concern itself with
issues that are not strategic or cross-boundary. However, the quality of agricultural land is likely to be one factor considered in the site
selection process for new development.
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Rep. Number
319

1

Subject

General

Summary
It appears that even if every community in Aberdeenshire is experiencing the same problem (e.g. growth in elderly populations and lack of
suitable residential care, rise in youth vandalism and lack of sports facilities, lack of public transport etc. ) these are not to be considered
‘strategic issues’ but over and over again we are told these are Local Plan issues.
The Structure Plan proposals fail to consider whether these widespread local problems will be improved or made worse by the proposals.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Provision of services listed are not covered by the structure plan which focuses on landuse planning, but are covered by other strategies
and policies, for example the Regional Transport Strategy.
Rep. Number
319

2

Subject

General

Summary
Concern with the consultation events and process.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The structure plan has been subject to a high level of consultation over a period of two years. The options for the spatial strategy were
considered at considerable length following extensive consultation with both Councils’, communities and with stakeholders. The plan
presents a clear and rounded view of future development and represents a vision of the future shared across the whole of the city and shire
area.
The consultation events informed the development of the draft issues report and structure plan.
Rep. Number
319

3

Subject

General

Summary
Further growth in Aberdeenshire that is unrelated to jobs growth has not been justified.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The draft structure plan does not seek to justify "growth in Aberdeenshire that is unrelated to jobs growth".
The draft structure plan seeks to provide opportunities for business, industry and housebuilding. The relationship between population and
employment growth is more complex than one leading and the other following.
Rep. Number
319

10

Subject

General

Summary
Despite, I would suggest, the on-going demonstration of the failure of past policies we are promised more of the same - i.e. massive growth
in Aberdeenshire divorced from the main centre of employment.
It would have been helpful to have been able to judge the statistical trends for each community on rural crime, road accidents, drugs use
alongside the statistics on overcrowded schools, lack of job opportunities and lack of sports and other recreational provision.
With the above statistics available we might have encouraged community participation in this important planning exercise.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Structure Plan is very different from past policies, with emphasis on social and economic development and sustainability. The issues
raised are not planning issues, and are not strategic in nature, as a result the provision of statistics would not add anything meaningful.
Rep. Number
319

11

Subject

General

Summary
Planning gain does not create good, balanced sustainable communities and will do nothing to improve the existing problems in rural
communities.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Planning gain in itself will not create good balanced communities, and is part of the system of dealing with the issues resulting from
development rather than the existing problems in an area.
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Rep. Number
324

1

Subject

General

Summary
The representation but they have raises concerns with the Princes Foundation proposals at Ellon in relation to the Saint Mary-on-the-rock
Church (A - listed).
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This is not a Structure Plan issue

Changes to be made

It will be for local development plans to allocate sites to meet the structure plan requirements.
Rep. Number
330

1

Subject

General

Summary
The strategic, clear, accessible and action-orientated layout of the Draft Structure Plan is refreshing
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
330

2

Subject

General

Summary
While final NPF2 has not yet been put into legislation, it is a positive sign of progress on planning reform that the Aberdeen City and Shire
Draft Structure Plan has been written with it in mind.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
330

29

Subject

General

Summary
The Cairngorms National Park is outwith the area of the Structure Plan and has a separate plan, but it may be worth the final Structure Plan
commenting on the relationship between it and the Park’s plan and how those parts of Aberdeenshire immediately outside it can act as a
gateway to the Park itself.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The structure plan is required to be a short and concise document which focuses on the key issues. The suggested additions would not
add value to the plan but would add to its length, diverting the reader from its central purpose.
Rep. Number
331

7

Subject

General

Summary
We appreciate the simplification of the structure plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
331

8

Subject

General

Summary
Development of infrastructure and services requires planning and investment. The structure plan will extend well beyond the short tem
business and political life cycles. For this reason we are seeking structure plan which is visionary, challenging and provides a ambitious
solutions commensurate with a European city of standing.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The structure plan is to set a clear direction for the future development of the North East till 2030.
Infrastructure provision is an essential part of planning new developments and it is important to have measures in place to ensure that
needs are met.
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Rep. Number
334

16

Subject

General

Summary
Generally the draft is clear and easy to read. However, clarity of the actual content is lacking throughout the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Local development plans and an Action Programme will be prepared which will provide more detail on in relation to issues in the plan.
Rep. Number
338

1

Subject

General

Summary
The John Lewis Partnership in Aberdeen welcomes and supports the City and Shire’s joint vision for the North East city region.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
343

1

Subject

General

Summary
Much of this new plan is to be welcomed if the north east is to remain a place to do business and provide employment.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
344

1

Subject

General

Summary
I am in favour of the general aims of the plan and see no reason to criticise the overall strategy.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
347

3

Subject

General

Summary
Development should be led by business and industry rather than housebuilding.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The draft structure plan seeks to provide opportunities for business, industry and housebuilding. The relationship is more complex than one
leading and the other following.
Rep. Number
349

1

Subject

General

Summary
The Group welcomes the commitment that we will be ‘confident, courageous and robust’ in setting forth the aims and objectives of the Plan.
It very much supports the demand that it be ‘front loaded’.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed.
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Rep. Number
350

2

Subject

General

Summary
I find this plan to be vague and unhelpful
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Extensive work has gone into creating a coherent vision and aims for the city region which is consistent with the regional economic strategy.
An Action Programme will be prepared which will provide more detail in relation to what the two councils and partners need to do to
implement the plan. In addition monitoring has been embedded in the content of the plan.
Rep. Number
353

2

Subject

General

Summary
Strongly object to housing developments in Blairs for environmental and social reasons.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This is not a Structure Plan issue

Changes to be made

The determination of specific planning applications is the role of the Development Management section of each Council. Each proposal
must be judged on its merits.
Rep. Number
355

1

Subject

General

Summary
Draft plan is pure speculation and fantasy.
Propose that the draft plan be revisited and start from scratch with realistic figures, more transparency, more professionalism and no
interference from developers.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The draft plan is based on relevant background information to collected and analysed to help with the strategic planning process. This is
contained in both the Report of Survey and the Background Paper. Additionally there will be regular monitoring throughout the plan period.
Rep. Number
355

3

Subject

General

Summary
Reference to proposal at Braehead and stated that the choice of site is contrary to the vision of the draft plan in terms of environmental
concerns, local identity, quality of life, tourism etc.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This is not a Structure Plan issue

Changes to be made

The structure plan is a high level strategic document and is not the appropriate medium to give detailed information with regards to
individual developments. Specific sites will be allocated through the local development plan process.
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Rep. Number
363

1

Subject

General

Summary
Object to local plan on grounds of:
- Having a disastrous effect on the greenbelt.
- Inadequate infrastructure exists to support new households.
- Aberdeen's projected demographic development indicates that there will be no need for the scale of development proposed.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

-The retention of a green belt around Aberdeen is of fundamental importance, although the plan recognises that it will need to be reviewed to
accommodate the levels of growth proposed. It is important to review the green belt to identify areas to continue to be protected as well as
the areas that may be suitable for development. Although a substantial amount of development may be proposed on City greenfield sites,
this continues to represent a very small percentage of the actual land available.
-The support, and provision, of infrastructure play a key role in assisting to deliver the plans vision and spatial strategy. Contributions
towards necessary infrastructure, services and facilities within developments will be undertaken by developers, however, in cases where
development has wider effects, we will have to secure extra contributions to provide a large percentage of the new infrastructure needed,
and in addition the public sector will also need to make an important contribution.
-The population target of 480,000 by 2030 set out in the draft structure plan is higher than both the ‘Principal Projection’ of the GROS and
the Probable-case forecast prepared by the two councils. However, the target is within the range established by both publications, and is
lower than the GROS high projection (2006 based) of over 500,000. More detail is set out in the 'Background Paper' published with the draft
plan.
Rep. Number
368

1

Subject

General

Summary
Against the Aberdeen City and Shire concept. Two separate authorities should conjoin reducing the cost to the taxpayer of duplicating costs.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Scottish Ministers have published Circular 3/2008, accepting the submission made by the Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic
Development Planning Authority and setting the plan area following consultation earlier in the year.
Rep. Number
368

3

Subject

General

Summary
Concern was raised as to numerous aspects of the town of Stonehaven:
- Primary schools are beyond capacity
- Secondary school accommodates pupils in portabins
- Medical centre cannot be extended any further
- Parking in the town centre is problematic
- Town centre roads are controlled by traffic lights and are congested with queuing traffic
- Stonehavens infrastructure has reached saturation point
Development at Braehead/Newtonleys would have a negative effect on the town. Concern was raised that sewerage facilties have already
been put in place for thousands of houses.
Any future building should be inland.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The support, and provision, of infrastructure play a key role in assisting to deliver the plans vision and spatial strategy. Contributions
towards necessary infrastructure, services and facilities within developments will be undertaken by developers, however, in cases where
development has wider effects, we will have to secure extra contributions to provide a large percentage of the new infrastructure needed,
and in addition the public sector will also need to make an important contribution.
Phasing of development within particular areas is based on ensuring sufficient concentration of development to facilitate the timeous
provision of community services, facilities and necessary infrastructure (such as schools), which means that development tends to be
focused on a particular area during a particular period.
It is also necessary to ensure that where there is infrastructure constraints these will need to be resolved prior to development taking place.
Sites for development will be determined on a case-by-case basis through the local development plan process.
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Rep. Number
368

5

Subject

General

Summary
Tourism is one of the remaining industries in the Stonehaven area and should be encouraged to grow and not strangled by developments in
inappropriate places. Hotels should be retained and not sold on for housing developments.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Tourism will play an important part of the economy during the plan period, however specific sites will be determined through the Local
Development Plan process.
It should be noted that the structure plan is a strategic document and local strategies for tourism promotion will fall to other documents and
strategies.
Rep. Number
368

6

Subject

General

Summary
The plan makes no provision for an ageing population
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Provision is made within the plan for the whole community. The Objective of the Sustainable mixed community section aims; ‘to make sure
that new development meets the needs of the whole community…..’ including the elderly. Providing homes to meet the meet of the
community is key and ensuring that it meets the needs will be vital to providing housing for the elderly.
Additionally the plan states that with an ‘ageing population and smaller households, new development will need to meet the changing needs
of society over its whole life and provide homes suitable for all.'
Rep. Number
368

8

Subject

General

Summary
The plan is too vague for any sensible conclusion to be drawn.
You cannot lump together the towns of Huntly and Stonehaven just because there is a rail or road corridor. Each town along the route
deserves to be considered on an individual basis as each demands differing considerations.
Start again and work together with all the agencies including the Economic Forum and produce something which will meet the needs of the
population of Aberdeenshire.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The draft plan does not "lump together the towns of Huntly and Stonehaven as suggested. The challenges and opportunities of individual
towns are very important and these will be considered in more detail in the local development plan. A wide range of organisations (including
ACSEF) have been involved in the preparation of the plan from the onset.
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Rep. Number
370

1

Subject

General

Summary
Reasonably happy with the plan but only if the whole plan is implemented barring one item.
The AWPR will not make much difference. Not convinced by the need for the route itself.
Train service from Inverurie to Stonehaven/Laurencekirk all day long is vital to the plans success. To get traffic off the road trains and
buses are needed not a new route costing millions and destroying the countryside.
It is time to stop buildng new roads. Keep the current ones in good condition and spend on trains and buses.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The support for this aspect of the plan is welcome.
Transport infrastructure and transport issues are not the responsibility of the Structure Plan and any transport changes and proposals will
be part of the Regional Transport Strategy.
The AWPR is a Scottish Government supported project and the principle has been agreed by Scottish Ministers. The AWPR will release
significant infrastructure constraints, in combination with 3rd Don Crossing (and associated measures) and dualling of A90, to the North of
Aberdeen.
The Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route is the most important infrastructure project taking place in the North East and will facilitate
development in line with the Structure Plan whilst bringing in a range of substantial benefits to the region.
Its impact will be felt in the economy by relieving the currently constrained infrastructure. It will improve the air quality for over 55,000
properties. It will improve road safety through a reduction of thousands of vehicles passing through Aberdeen (including the city centre) and
access to the North East. It will also enable many improvements to, and integration of, private and public transport schemes (such as Park
and Ride). Plans to pedestrianise Union Street will also be assisted by the route.
The route will remove thousands of vehicles from the area’s rural roads which are unsuitable for high volumes of traffic.
Additionally other transport infrastructure measures such as Crossrail is now to be delivered in a number of smaller projects over a period of
time instead of together, this will increase the number and frequency of trains between the south and Inverurie and reopen Laurencekirk
Station. A longer term aim is to open a station at Kintore
The plan acknowledges the need for infrastructure improvements. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan
into practice (including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements).
Rep. Number
373

4

Subject

General

Summary
Objection to the contents of the Structure Plan and the impositions inherent within it.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted.
Rep. Number
373

5

Subject

General

Summary
Ignorance in relation to the unique historical value of many coastal communities and to these communities within the structure plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined through the Local Development Plan process. This will involve extensive community
consultation and site selection will be based on a significant number of criteria.
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Rep. Number
376

1

Subject

General

Summary
Expressed concern with regards to services and facilities in Stonehaven:
- Few infrastructure improvements for over 30 years
- Schools are over capacity and in poor condition
- Roads are in poor condition
- Frequency of trains
- Poor Police presence
- Waste collection poor
Stonehaven's population has doubled but the infrastructure has remained stationary.
Stonehaven cannot expand anymore until the above issues are managed more effectively therefore no support is given to the proposal at
Braehead.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The support, and provision, of infrastructure play a key role in assisting to deliver the plans vision and spatial strategy. Contributions
towards necessary infrastructure, services and facilities within developments will be undertaken by developers, however, in cases where
development has wider effects, we will have to secure extra contributions to provide a large percentage of the new infrastructure needed,
and in addition the public sector will also need to make an important contribution.
Phasing of development within particular areas is based on ensuring sufficient concentration of development to facilitate the timeous
provision of community services, facilities and necessary infrastructure (such as schools), which means that development tends to be
focused on a particular area during a particular period.
It is also necessary to ensure that where there is infrastructure constraints these will need to be resolved prior to development taking place.
Development allocations on a case-by-case basis through the local development plan process
Rep. Number
379

2

Subject

General

Summary
Bigger roads for more cars is NOT "sustainable".
Paving over one acre of land in a world where so many people are starving is irresponsible.
Affordable housing means that someone working full time at minimum wage can afford to own a home.
Genuinely sustainable housing is off the grid.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Do not accept
Rep. Number
382

1

Subject

General

Summary
If you leave away all irrelevant phrasing which inflates the current draft version the 18 pages of the document can be condensed to the
following statements:
-There will be a decline in the regional key industries.
-There may be a decline in population.
-There will be economic pressure together with environmental demands.
-Therefore more people need to move here.
-This justifies housing allowances, retail and employment sites.
-On this premise transport infrastructure can be improved.
-Some consideration will be given to environment and heritage.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Do not accept.
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Rep. Number
382

2

Subject

General

Summary
The way this draft plan is written is a blinding disguise for the most simplistic way of spelling out a complex economical, social, cultural and
political process which is described by the generally recognised term 'structural change' - key these words into Google and you get 13 ½
million hits. Yet this term does not appear in this document - instead the reader is asked to 'face up to challenges'.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan has been prepared to the standard of the Crystal Mark: Plain English Campaign to enable the document to be both clear and
concise. Accordingly reference to terminology such as 'structural change' would be counterproductive.
Rep. Number
382

10

Subject

General

Summary
Concern raised as to the level of input from developers during the plan process.
Representatives of developers attended the consultation meeting in Stonehaven without declaring their interest.
Developers should be at the receiving end when all planning has been done and the jobs for building need to be allocated. Planning should
happen independently from the profit interest of developers and expertise should be sought from architects specialising in city and town
planning.
Developers have been allowed active involvement at various stages of this plan; this fact correlates with the complete abscence of any
factual information regarding planning principles, design standards, specification of other investment schemes and with the explicit intention
to:
make "quick progress in preparing local development plans",
make "land available for homes through local development plans",
make "land available for housing as quickly as possible at the start of the structure plan period" and
use "possibly compulsory purchase powers to focus attention on housing"
'how to meet the targets' on page 14.
If the Draft Structure Plan in its present form is given approval developers will have successfully negiotated the provision of a vast
playground for their own interests with a minimum of restrictions and a maximum of options and loopholes.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

It is Important that all interests are engaged in the development process and developers are one of these, however all interests are taken
into account in the development of the finalised structure plan.
Rep. Number
382

14

Subject

General

Summary
The structure of the document itself is confusing: Especially statements, targets and facts regarding housing which should be in a coherent
chapter for reasons of readability have been tucked into separate, insubsequent topics. Sparse and vague information has been scattered
and imbedded in inflated lingo in order to write towards and sell the Councils‘ tunnel 'vision'.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

It is important to read the plan as a whole, not as a thematic document. 'Housing' is an important issue in the plan, and has important
implications for each of the objectives and the spatial strategy.
Every effort has been made to make the plan easy to read and it has been prepared to the standard of the Crystal Mark: Plain English
Campaign
Rep. Number
383

1

Subject

General

Summary
I do not accept the concept of the Plan.
Seriously reconsider this Draft Plan, go back to the drawing board and come up with something which connects with the real numbers of
houses required for the development of Aberdeen City and Shire and not just a figment of some planner’s imagination. A huge amount of
resource has been spent of producing a document, which bears no relation to what the public want and has taken into consideration the
wishes of the large developers to the exclusion of the smaller ones.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Councils, in consultation with communities and stakeholders, have decided that the high forecast, taking the population to over 480,000
by 2030, is the preferred option. The housing need and demand assessment is currently underway but will impact more fully on the first
Strategic Development Plan. The targets for new housing reflect the desire of the Scottish Government in ‘Firm Foundations’ to increase
levels of housebuilding to 35,000 per annum across Scotland. Further information is provided in the Background Paper.
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Rep. Number
383

4

Subject

General

Summary
Schooling
Primary schools in Stonehaven are already beyond capacity and Mackie Academy is currently providing education for our children from
Portacabins. We simply do not have the infrastructure to build more housing within Stonehaven.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The support, and provision, of infrastructure play a key role in assisting to deliver the plans vision and spatial strategy. Contributions
towards necessary infrastructure, services and facilities within developments will be undertaken by developers, however, in cases where
development has wider effects, we will have to secure extra contributions to provide a large percentage of the new infrastructure needed,
and in addition the public sector will also need to make an important contribution.
Phasing of development within particular corridors is based on ensuring sufficient concentration of development to facilitate the timeous
provision of community services, facilities and necessary infrastructure (such as schools), which means that development tends to be
focused on a particular area during a particular period.
It is also necessary to ensure that where there is infrastructure constraints these will need to be resolved prior to development taking place.
Rep. Number
383

5

Subject

General

Summary
Any building on or near Braehead/Newtonleys will have an adverse affect on our already failing Tourism industry.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The tourism industry is very important in some areas and this is recognised in the plan, which also aims to make sure development
maintains important built and natural assets, thus the region's tourism potential should not be compromised in this respect.
Tourism is recognised as part of the local economy and an industry that could be more prominent in some areas of Aberdeenshire. The
extent to which the structure plan can influence this is limited. Local plans may have a greater role to play, but attempts to use these land
use plans should not be over-emphasised when other plans and strategies are better placed.
Rep. Number
383

7

Subject

General

Summary
Sewerage
Great cause for concern when informed that sewerage facilities are already in place at the Braehead Development for thousand of houses.
In these days of credit squeeze and cost effective solutions I ask myself why someone would build a sewerage system capable of dealing
with thousands of houses 'without planning permission'?
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This is not a Structure Plan issue

Changes to be made

This is not an issue for the structure plan.
Rep. Number
386

1

Subject

General

Summary
Further development in Kintore needs to be appropriately assessed, the structure plan makes comparisons with Portlethen for the future
scale of our town and the mistakes made in Portlethen because of overdevelopment. Many other examples of places with high development,
but poor infrastructure and amenities exist in the region- Bridge of Don, Westhill to name but two.
Kintore- Midmill gets particular mention with regard to the current fractured appearance of the industrial estate and the additional dangerous
additional road traffic any further building would bring. The latest firm to set up home in Midmill will have 300 plus employees, bringing huge
numbers of personal vehicles and service lorries, with the operational hours of 16hrs daily, the disruption to locals is incalcuable.
Tuach Hill has important geological and archeological importance to Kintore and any development will be fiercely contested by local people
here. Increased development in Kintore will place additional pressure on the current lack of community facilities here, not least to our
recently built school, running over capacity barely two years since being built.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Note: This representation is actually discussing the Inverurie and Kintore Capacity Study!
The structure plan does not promote development at Kintore, or any other specific settlement. At the level it operates, only designations for
'corridors' are made. The A96 corridor in which Kintore lies (from Blackburn to Inverurie) is allocated 6,500 units up to 2030, but it will be for
the local development plan to determine exactly where development takes place and on what scale.
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Rep. Number
387

2

Subject

General

Summary
The putting in place of an expanded infrastructure is going to be costly. Queried the envisaged percentage of cost that local council tax
would have to account for.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Contributions towards necessary infrastructure, services and facilities within developments will be undertaken by developers, however, in
cases where development has wider effects, we will have to secure extra contributions to provide a large percentage of the new
infrastructure needed, and in addition the public sector will also need to make an important contribution. It is not the place of the structure
plan to provide financial information.
Rep. Number
387

5

Subject

General

Summary
Queried whether tourism can be attracted to this sprawling housing development once all these houses are built? Suggested that
improvements may be needed to improve the tourist industry to provide jobs for the people who are going to buy/rent the
houses.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The tourism industry is very important in some areas and this is recognised in the plan, which also aims to make sure development
maintains important built and natural assets, thus the region's tourism potential should not be compromised in this respect.
Tourism is recognised as part of the local economy and an industry that could be more prominent in some areas of Aberdeenshire. The
extent to which the structure plan can influence this is limited. Local plans may have a greater role to play, but attempts to use these land
use plans should not be over-emphasised when other plans and strategies are better placed.
Rep. Number
387

6

Subject

General

Summary
There are certain aspects of this plan which are commendable, such as the use of brownfield sites. However, a lot of it is vague and not
detailed enough to inspire confidence. Perhaps the Draft Plan now needs to be reviewed in light of the general downturn in the economy
and the restriction on the supply of liquid fund to both the private and public sectors.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for this aspect of the plan is welcomed.
Detail will be provided through the local development plan process and an Action Programme will be prepared which will provide more detail
in relation to what the two councils and partners need to do to implement the plan. The plan considers development up till 2030 and so the
current economic situation will have little impact on long term growth.
Rep. Number
389

2

Subject

General

Summary
What in your mind does affordable housing mean?
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

A definition of affordable housing is given in the glossary. However, the exact cost of such a house cannot be given as this will vary from
site to site across Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire.
Rep. Number
390

1

Subject

General

Summary
Under no circumstances should there ever be any development considered anywhere near Dunnottar Castle. The area around the south of
Stonehaven from Dunnottar woods to Dunnottar castle should be protected as this surely has to be one of most used and beautiful walks
around the town.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This is not a Structure Plan issue

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Aberdeenshire Local Development Plan process.
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Rep. Number
390

2

Subject

General

Summary
Stonehaven has a beautiful and busy community which is fortunate in attracting many visitors and this has to be protected.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted.
Rep. Number
390

3

Subject

General

Summary
Future development has to be in a location, perhaps in the way of a new town, within easy access to the AWPR but not close to Stonehaven
as the town cannot cope with the current amount of traffic in and around the shopping area.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation on the Portlethen to Stonehaven corridor takes in a number of settlements and the possibility of a new settlement. However, it
will be for the local development plan to determine exactly where development takes place and on what scale taking into consideration a
range of factors, including infrastructure and environmental constraints.
The allocation of specific sites to meet the requirements of the structure plan is a matter for the local development plans. A number of "new
settlement" proposals were submitted in response to the draft structure plan, some of which were in line with the plan's spatial strategy and
some were not. These vary considerably in size from small villages, through major extensions to existing villages to stand alone
communities of many thousands. However, none were at a stage where they could be given support through the structure plan. If local
development plan processes were to show that a new settlement(s) is the best way of meeting the structure plan's requirements and would
be consistent with the plan as a whole, the strategic development plan team would seek to assist its delivery.
Rep. Number
390

4

Subject

General

Summary
For the local people, our environment and our heritage, we cannot possibly have large developments spoiling our beautiful landscape.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Aberdeenshire Local Development Plan process. This will involve extensive
consultation and site selection will be based on a significant number of criteria.
Rep. Number
391

2

Subject

General

Summary
Comments received in relation to Stonehaven South:
The area called Stonehaven South is not suitable for additional houses - as the report says 'maintain and improve attractiveness of the
region' - development south of Stonehaven would do neither. The area designated as employment opportunity at Stonehaven South is next
to the road which totally disregards the area as a tourist town.
The council need to be brave and decide that Stonehaven is a tourist town and work at developing it further as such and not turning it further
into a commuter town for Aberdeen. There are few leisure facilities in the town and the council should commit to improving these so that
tourism increases and with it employment opportunities. The caravan site is a perfect example of lack of investment and improvement
which leads to reduced tourist traffic.
Additionally the report states that housing should be close to rail links - Stonehaven South is not close to the railway station. Houses would
be close to road links and this does not enhance the entrance to Stonehaven (the Stewart Milne development at Dunnottar Woods is a prime
example of housing devaluing the approach and possibly reducing tourism)
The report recognises that "biodiversity, wildlife habitats and landscape can be vulnerable to new developments" and again Stonehaven
south is an area which is very vulnerable and would be the totally wrong place to develop more houses.
I suggest that Stonehaven is developed properly as a tourism area - utilising its natural beauty - and this means no large scale housing
development, an attractive entrance to the town, more facilities and amenties and an improved town centre.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Aberdeenshire Local Development Plan process. This will involve extensive
consultation and site selection will be based on a significant number of criteria.
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Rep. Number
393

1

Subject

General

Summary
Under no circumstances should there ever be any development considered anywhere near Dunnottar Castle.
The area around the south of Stonehaven from Dunnottar woods to Dunnottar castle should be protected as this surely has to be one of
most used and beautiful walks around the town.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Aberdeenshire Local Development Plan process. This will involve extensive
consultation and site selection will be based on a significant number of criteria.
Rep. Number
393

2

Subject

General

Summary
Stonehaven has a beautiful and busy community which is fortunate in attracting many visitors and this has to be protected.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted.
Rep. Number
393

3

Subject

General

Summary
For the local people, our environment and our heritage, we cannot possibly have large developments spoiling our beautiful landscape.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Aberdeenshire Local Development Plan process. This will involve extensive
consultation and site selection will be based on a significant number of criteria.
Rep. Number
396

1

Subject

General

Summary
Lodged objection to any further housing development to the East and South East of Alford for the following reasons:
- It is an area of accessible beautiful countryside which is used for recreation and would be ruined by Development.
- There is currently easy and immediate access to the countryside.
- The view from many windows would be of houses rather than fields and open countryside.
- More houses mean an increase in cars, traffic noise and danger to pedestrians and cyclists.
- New roads would be built across the countryside bringing much more traffic and destroying it.
- The area is the habitat of many bird species, some of which are protected
- More Housing Development in the area would make it less attractive to tourists by ruining the countryside. Tourism is a source of income
for Alford businesses which would suffer.
- Woodland would be removed destroying the diverse ecosystem of trees, plants, fungi, lichen and the habitats of animals, insects, birds
and bats.
- The settlement of Alford is within the rural housing market area (RHMA), and should not be a primary target for new development over the
next structure plan period, as it is not within one of the primary development corridors identified in the Draft Structure Plan. However, a
substantial proportion of available new development has been allocated to the RHMA in the plan - with a particular view to encouraging
growth in settlements such as Fraserburgh and Banff, and so it is important to object to the plan to try to ensure that this allocation is not
exploited by developers in other settlements - such as Alford.
The main reasons for objection would relate to the innate un-sustainability of further housing development in Alford. A primary objective of
the plan is to encourage sustainable mixed use development. However it has proved particularly difficult to attract this range of dev to Alford.
Over the last few years the settlement has grown dramatically in terms of housing, but there has been very little commercial and business
use development. As a consequence the town has developed from a relatively self-sufficient sustainable town - into a commuter dormitory
for Aberdeen. More of this is not what the town needs.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Alford lies in the LG&DA (RHMA). This area is not designated for strategic growth, but may still experience growth in line with the spatial
strategy. However, the allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Aberdeenshire Local Development Plan process. This will
involve extensive consultation and site selection will be based on a significant number of criteria.
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Rep. Number
398

1

Subject

General

Summary
Find the summary draft well presented, clear and reasonably strategic.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted.
Rep. Number
398

2

Subject

General

Summary
The plan, based on conventional wisdom, touches all the conventional buttons. Sadly though it is more than likely obsolete, at least
obsolescent already.
The plan is being driven by the experience of the past, and simply projects that experience into the future. A realistic and visionary
assessment of the future would reveal very different strategic and operational objectives.
The plan should focus on the dynamics that will shape our future (rises in energy and food costs and revolution in communication
technology).
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Plan focuses on the challenges ahead that need to be tackle to achieve the outlined vision. In doing so it focuses on 'the dynamics that
will shape our future' such as climate change, economy and community.
The plan was produced using the most up-to-date available at the time of publication. Additionally the plan will be monitored and reviewed
every five years to ensure it is kept up-to-date.
Rep. Number
399

6

Subject

General

Summary
The plan should more closely follow the stated Vision and seek to build upon the quality of life and the quality of what we have to offer new
businesses, rather than spend our money preparing for a surge of population and employment growth before we have dealt with the
problems already with us.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

To tackle many of the important challenges we face over the duration of the vision period there must be a holistic strategy to tackle the aims
outlined in the plan as a whole. It is only by doing so that the vision will be successful.
Quality of life is important and is key to attracting employment and population growth.
Rep. Number
405

1

Subject

General

Summary
I am fully supportive of the aims and vision laid out for Aberdeen and Aberdeenshire.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
411

1

Subject

General

Summary
Needs to be greater emphasis on the importance of centres of business, both workshop/manual and office based, close to centres of
population. This will reduce the need to travel and help communities to become more sustainable.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Mixed use planning and the importance of increasing accessibility is dealt with under the objectives for Accessibility and Sustainable Mixed
Communities. Large employment areas tend to be situated near or next to existing settlements in or around the strategic growth areas and
the target within Accessibility states that "For major developments in strategic growth areas to show that they are easy to access by walking,
cycling or using public transport..."
Within Sustainable Mixed Communities the draft plan states "A focus on communities means that new housing and developments for
employment and commercial use should be integrated (well related to each other) to improve people's quality of life and opportunity. These
should be a particular focus in masterplans prepared for larger development areas".

23 February 2009

Page 410 of 420

Rep. Number
411

2

Subject

General

Summary
Local authorities should provide advance factories, offices and shop complexes in main rural areas. Gave example of Grampian Regional
Council doing so at the start of the oil boom. Modern integrated facilities cannot simply be left to the whim of profit centred organisations.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The delivery of the structure plan will be coordinated through action programming, however the councils ability to make provisions as
suggested is likely to be limited.
Rep. Number
411

4

Subject

General

Summary
Referred to Grampian Regional Council and when major local authority premises, leisure centres and sports facilities were sited within the
area now designated as Aberdeen City.
It is important that Aberdeenshire Council construct new headquarter buildings within each of the local areas such as Kincardine and
Mearns.
Additional large leisure/sports facilities should be constructed in a variety of Aberdeenshire areas to support the leisure and tourist
industries.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This is not a Structure Plan issue

Changes to be made

Representation does not relate to structure plan issues.
Rep. Number
411

5

Subject

General

Summary
Secondary schools in main population centres should be designated as community schools and be near population centres, have adequate
sports/leisure provision and an adequate number of car parking spaces.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

New schools are more likely to be designed and built on this concept, but this will be for Education in the City and Shire to determine.
Rep. Number
411

7

Subject

General

Summary
A new settlement in south Aberdeenshire at Drumlithie should feature in the structure plan:
- planned community of ten thousand homes
- schools, medical facilities
- community assets
It should be designated under the control of Aberdeenshire Council to meet community needs.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites to meet the requirements of the structure plan is a matter for the local development plans. A number of "new
settlement" proposals were submitted in response to the draft structure plan, some of which were in line with the plan's spatial strategy and
some were not. These vary considerably in size from small villages, through major extensions to existing villages to stand alone
communities of many thousands. However, none were at a stage where they could be given support through the structure plan. If local
development plan processes were to show that a new settlement(s) is the best way of meeting the structure plan's requirements and would
be consistent with the plan as a whole, the strategic development plan team would seek to assist its delivery.
Rep. Number
411

9

Subject

General

Summary
Possibility of forming hydro-electric dams within the existing river catchment areas should be considered. Would provide additional tourism
sites, reduce the waste of rainwater run-off during winter weather and increase supply of drinking water in the summer.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This is not a Structure Plan issue

Changes to be made

The promotion of renewable energy production is a key aim of the structure plan, however as the sites specific issues will be decided
through the local development plan process.
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Rep. Number
411

15

Subject

General

Summary
Building of hotels and tourism facilities in rural country areas and estates should be encouraged and permitted within the structure plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Toursim and tourist related developments are mentioned in the LG&DAs and the RPAs on page 8. It states how important a role it plays in
the ecomomic growth of the north east. Local Development Plan would provide the mechanism to deliver more detailed tourist related
policies and guidance.
Rep. Number
411

18

Subject

General

Summary
The structure plan does not quantify the employment workforce in terms of employment sector (oil/gas, farming, industrial etc) at the start of
the plan and at intervals throughout the plan. Raised concern with regards to the longevity of the oil/gas industry and the impact this will
have on drivers for other sections of the structure plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Employment data has formed an important part of the background to the plan, but there is no need to present such trends in the document.
However, the monitoring of sectoral employment analysis will be important in the timetabled review of the finalised plan.
An important objective of the plan is to grow the economy of the City and Shire. Oil and gas are predicted to continue to be important to the
area for the future, but the plan also states that ' it is also important that we promote a diverse local economy throughout the life of this plan'.
The structure plan addresses the land use implications of economic growth. The plan makes reference to a number of sectors that have the
ability to maintain and enhance the economy, including oil & gas, knowledge, R&D, tourism etc, consistent with the ACSEF strategy.
Rep. Number
411

19

Subject

General

Summary
Structure plan needs to identify that additional large hospital/health centre facilities should be provided at key locations within the City/Shire
region.
Centralisation of all main functions at Forresterhill in Aberdeen results in major distortion to the behaviour of residents in the region e.g
travelling long distances in to the city from outlying areas.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

NHS Grampian are a key stakeholders in the structure plan process and as such have had an input in the plan formation. New health
facilities will be developed inline with NHS Grampian strategy, and sites can be allocated through the local development plan process if
required.
The plan will be reviewed every five years to ensure it is kept up-to-date, and will reflect any change in circumstances.
Rep. Number
412

4

Subject

General

Summary
Engage the Prince’s Foundation for the Built Environment to draft a sustainable development plan, extending the work they have done at
Banchory and Ellon, enabling the ACS to create guidelines. That way we may get a more independent, visionary blueprint based on current
best thinking by an organisation recognised for sympathetic, modern development . Or indeed engage some other independent organisation.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Princes Foundation has responded to the draft structure plan and the guidelines suggested are likely to be one issue to be taken
forward in the implementation of the plan. Such guidelines are too detailed to be included in the structure plan.
Rep. Number
412

5

Subject

General

Summary
Need for big thinking - build a new town. There is growing recognition, in the press and at the Consultation meeting that a new town is the
answer. Why not reconsider this?
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites to meet the requirements of the structure plan is a matter for the local development plans. A number of "new
settlement" proposals were submitted in response to the draft structure plan, some of which were in line with the plan's spatial strategy and
some were not. These vary considerably in size from small villages, through major extensions to existing villages to stand alone
communities of many thousands. However, none were at a stage where they could be given support through the structure plan. If local
development plan processes were to show that a new settlement(s) is the best way of meeting the structure plan's requirements and would
be consistent with the plan as a whole, the strategic development plan team would seek to assist its delivery.
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Rep. Number
415

2

Subject

General

Summary
Strongly opposed to any further housing development to the East and South East of Alford for the following reasons:
- It is an area of beautiful countryside which is used for recreation and would be ruined by Development.
- There is currently easy and immediate access to the countryside.
- The view from many windows would be of houses rather than fields and open countryside.
- More houses mean an increase in cars, traffic noise and danger to pedestrians and cyclists.
- Light pollution would be increased
- New roads would be built across the countryside bringing much more traffic and destroying it.
- The area is the habitat of many bird species, some of which are protected (list given) - further housing development will erode their habitat
driving them away. The importance of the bird species present in the area has been confirmed by the RSPB in Aberdeen.
- Animals (list given) would be threatened by development in the area.
- More Housing Development in the area would make it less attractive to tourists by ruining the countryside. Tourism is a source of income
for Alford businesses which would suffer.
- Woodland would be removed destroying the diverse ecosystem of trees, plants, fungi, lichen and the habitats of animals, insects, birds
and bats.
- The Battle of Alford (1645) came this way and is of Historical Importance. School children study the area as it is part of their heritage
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Alford lies in the LG&DA (RHMA). This area is not designated for strategic growth, but may still experience growth in line with the spatial
strategy. However, the allocation of specific sites will be determined within the Aberdeenshire Local Development Plan process. This will
involve extensive consultation and site selection will be based on a significant number of criteria.
Rep. Number
419

1

Subject

General

Summary
I believe that the plan lacks an integrated approach to economy and infrastructure improvements in relation to the growth in housing due to
an anticipated population growth.
The Plan recognises the anticipated decline in the Oil and Gas industry but doesn’t give any firm plan how to compensate for that. Also,
already now the public transport system is inadequate for people commuting from outside Aberdeen to the city.
The plan doesn't really give any concrete plan for improvement.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan presents a fully integrated vision and spatial strategy for the future of the Aberdeen City and Shire.
Oil and gas are predicted to continue to be important to the area for the future, but the plan also states that ' it is also important that we
promote a diverse local economy throughout the life of this plan'. The structure plan addresses the land use implications of economic
growth. The plan makes reference to a number of sectors that have the ability to maintain and enhance the economy, including oil & gas,
knowledge, R&D, tourism etc, consistent with the ACSEF strategy.
The support, and provision, of infrastructure (including public transport improvements) plays a key role in assisting to deliver the plans
vision and spatial strategy to allow for improved access and connections to other places and to allow environmentally friendly methods of
transport to be provided. The Structure Plan strategy focuses development in places where there are clear opportunities to encourage
people to use public transport and enables efficient provision of services whilst aiming to reduce the percentage of car journeys however it
is recognised that given the rural nature of Aberdeenshire this will not always be possible.
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Rep. Number
419

5

Subject

General

Summary
Object to the proposal to build 500 new houses in Whiteford, part of the Huntly Pitcaple area. Having seen the proposal and reading
through your plan it is clear that the proposal violates the visions and plans stated in the Draft Structure Plan. The job market area near
Whiteford can’t accommodate the growth of 500 houses. The majority of people will be and are working in Aberdeen or nearby areas like
Dyce.
Having lived in the Inverurie area for the last 6 years there is already a marked increase in traffic driving towards Aberdeen as a result of the
new houses built in Inverurie and Insch area.
The proposed new housing in Whiteford does not contain any significant improvement in public transport. For example Whiteford/Pitcaple
has no railway station and none is planned. No plans exists to upgrade the A96 to dual carriage way to improve the flow from Huntly towards
Aberdeen or even removing the bottleneck point of the small railway tunnel with traffic lights. And a last observation is that currently the
existing community of around 70 houses will be completely lost by building all these new houses.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The structure plan does not promote development at Whiteford, or any other specific settlement. At the level it operates, only designations
for 'corridors' are made. The A96 corridor in which Whiteford lies (from Pitcaple to Huntly) is allocated 1,000 units up to 2030, but it will be
for the local development plan to determine exactly where development takes place and on what scale.
Rep. Number
420

2

Subject

General

Summary
Concerned about the plan for Aberdeenshire to be involved with the City which is in debt.
Queried what guarantee will be made to ensure that the Shire does not end up subsidising the City.
An example of this would be Grampian Police where there appears to be no shortage of manpower in the city and Stations like Fraserburgh
close at 6pm.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This is not a Structure Plan issue

Changes to be made

This is not a structure plan issue.
Rep. Number
420

3

Subject

General

Summary
Application BB/APP/2007/1974 rejected at the same meeting where the proposed 600 house development in Fraserburgh ushered through.
Request that this outline plan be incorporated into the new structure plan. In 2010 this application can then pass through the initial planning
hurdle with ease.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

This is not a Structure Plan issue

Changes to be made

The structure plan is not concerned with individual planning applications and specific sites are not identified in any settlement. This will be
determined within the Local Development Plan process.
Rep. Number
422

3

Subject

General

Summary
Why is no consideration given to a new town in the plan?
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites to meet the requirements of the structure plan is a matter for the local development plans. A number of "new
settlement" proposals were submitted in response to the draft structure plan, some of which were in line with the plan's spatial strategy and
some were not. These vary considerably in size from small villages, through major extensions to existing villages to stand alone
communities of many thousands. However, none were at a stage where they could be given support through the structure plan. If local
development plan processes were to show that a new settlement(s) is the best way of meeting the structure plan's requirements and would
be consistent with the plan as a whole, the strategic development plan team would seek to assist its delivery.
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Rep. Number
423

3

Subject

General

Summary
The figure of 74,000 new houses for the whole area would suggest a new town, which would involve Central Government investment in
infrastructure and planning instead of this piecemeal approach.
Instead this tagging on massive developments onto existing settlements threatens the very essence of a town such as Stonehaven, which
already struggles to cope with its existing infrastructure.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The allocation of specific sites to meet the requirements of the structure plan is a matter for the local development plans. A number of "new
settlement" proposals were submitted in response to the draft structure plan, some of which were in line with the plan's spatial strategy and
some were not. These vary considerably in size from small villages, through major extensions to existing villages to stand alone
communities of many thousands. However, none were at a stage where they could be given support through the structure plan. If local
development plan processes were to show that a new settlement(s) is the best way of meeting the structure plan's requirements and would
be consistent with the plan as a whole, the strategic development plan team would seek to assist its delivery.
Rep. Number
423

5

Subject

General

Summary
Stonehaven has carried its share of growth over the years, having almost tripled in size since the 70s. Even now we currently have over 300
houses planned or being built.
There is a limit on how much a town can cope with. The schools are under pressure, parking within the town is becoming difficult and
facilities within the town are contracting rather than expanding.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The structure plan does not promote development at Stonehaven, or any other specific settlement. At the level it operates, only designations
for 'corridors' are made. It is proposed to reduce the housing allocations in the Portlethen to Stonehaven corridor by 400, thus reducing the
level of homes planned for the A90 corridor (in which Stonehaven lies) to 5,600 units up to 2030, but it will be for the local development plan
to determine exactly where development takes place and on what scale.
Rep. Number
423

6

Subject

General

Summary
Sincerely hopes that this structure Plan will be looked at again, as, in its present form it is seriously flawed.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Do not accept that the plan is 'seriously flawed'. Sections of the draft plan may, however, be reviewed in light of the consultation with any
changes refered to the SDPA committee.
Rep. Number
425

1

Subject

General

Summary
The draft structure plan comes across as city centred.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The City and Shire are dependent on each other and the corridors could arguably be seen as bringing the development opportunities that
would otherwise be confined to the City out into Aberdeenshire. The creation of employment sites at Westhill and Portlethen and concept of
employment led development in the Blackdog to Peterhead corridor all reduce the 'dominance' of the City.
Rep. Number
426

30

Subject

General

Summary
Concern with the level of 'shoulds' in the plan
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Do not accept there there is an excessive use of 'should' in the plan. The plan sets out what 'needs' or 'should' be done over the plan period,
and in many cases it is used to express the probability or expectation that an action is required.
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Rep. Number
428

5

Subject

General

Summary
Opposed to further substantial growth of residential or employment development around Westhill, which is not in a SGA. Huge amount of
office accommodation has been built on B9119 and much of this is still unoccupied. However, traffic is already chronic and will get worse
once occupied. There is an urgent need to investigate some sort of high volume rapid transport system between Westhill and Aberdeen and
this should be identified as a priority in the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Westhill has seen significant growth in recent years in housing terms and more recently in employment. However, Westhill does not
naturally fall within a ‘corridor’ in the same way as those identified in the plan but stands alone just outside the Aberdeen City boundary. The
Westhill capacity study has identified some of the significant challenges posed by the further growth of the town with the AWPR and
associated measures needing to be in place before transport issues can start to be resolved. It is appropriate therefore to consider the role
of Westhill in the context of the first strategic development plan in 2/3 years time.
Rep. Number
428

6

Subject

General

Summary
The Westhill Capacity Study should now be formally withdrawn by Aberdeenshire Council. It should now be evident that there is little if any
capacity for any significant further development.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Westhill has seen significant growth in recent years in housing terms and more recently in employment. The Westhill capacity study has
identified some of the significant challenges posed by the further growth of the town with the AWPR and associated measures needing to
be in place before transport issues can start to be resolved. It is appropriate therefore to consider the role of Westhill in the context of the
first strategic development plan in 2/3 years time.
Rep. Number
429

2

Subject

General

Summary
Far more emphasis is required to provide more affordable and Council houses and flats. New settlements are not required, there are
adequate settlements which should be properly maintained, including much more tree planting. Disagree with the 500+ houses planned at
Menie and recommend these could be built in communities such as Foveran, Newburgh, Balmedie, Belhelvie, Potterton, Tipperty and
Bridge End.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

There has always been a shortage of affordable housing in the NE and as stated on p.17 the housing need and demand assessment will
give more detail on various aspects of housing across the City and Shire and it will be for local housing strategies and local development
plans to incorporate such material into specific policies on affordable housing etc.
The allocation of specific sites to meet the requirements of the structure plan is a matter for the local development plans. A number of "new
settlement" proposals were submitted in response to the draft structure plan, some of which were in line with the plan's spatial strategy and
some were not. These vary considerably in size from small villages, through major extensions to existing villages to stand alone
communities of many thousands. However, none were at a stage where they could be given support through the structure plan. If local
development plan processes were to show that a new settlement(s) is the best way of meeting the structure plan's requirements and would
be consistent with the plan as a whole, the strategic development plan team would seek to assist its delivery.
The decision was made on 16 December 2008 by Scottish Ministers to grant outline planning permission subject to conditions and
conclusion of a planning agreement for this proposal. The conditions include phasing conditions which preclude new homes until Phase 1
is complete and limits new housing development until the Balmedie to Tipperty dualling is complete.
This means that 500 new homes are now likely to be built in this corridor. These new homes were not accounted for in the effective land
supply on the base date of the plan, so will need to be set against the allowance for the first two plan periods. This phasing between the first
and second plan period should reflect the progress expected to be made on site and will allow the allocation of other sites through the local
development plan.
Rep. Number
429

3

Subject

General

Summary
Agree with the vision and aims, but aims are too vague.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The vision and aims are designed to set a general direction which is fleshed out in the rest of the plan.
Extensive work has gone into creating a coherent vision for the city region which is consistent with the regional economic strategy.
An Action Programme will be prepared which will provide more detail in relation to what the two councils and partners need to do to
implement the plan. In addition monitoring has been embedded in the content of the plan.
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Rep. Number
434

2

Subject

General

Summary
The plan is proposed to take place with a background of decreasing jobs in the NE (by 4.7% up to 2021) and a declining population as set
out in an Aberdeen City report.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The figures quoted are historic and have been superceeded by more positive forecasts. However, forecasts such as these provide one
possivle view of the future. This plan has been proposed to influence the future, not merely to enable us to "achieve the forecasts". Current
forecasts suggest an increasein the population to 2031 in both Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire (+4.5%) (1.5%)
Rep. Number
435

3

Subject

General

Summary
Transport is inadequate [in Stonehaven corridor] and doubts are being raised about Crossrail, the car park at Stonehaven Station is too
small and the AWPR will not solve the problem. More likely the AWPR will provide an excellent opportunity for ribbon and infill housing
development between Stonehaven and Aberdeen.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

Transport infrastructure and transport issues are not the responsibility of the Structure Plan and any transport changes and proposals will
be part of the Regional Transport Strategy.
The Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route is the most important infrastructure project taking place in the North East and will facilitate
development in line with the Structure Plan whilst bringing in a range of substantial benefits to the region. Its impact will be felt in the
economy by relieving the currently constrained infrastructure. Additionally Crossrail is now to be delivered in a number of smaller projects
over a period of time instead of together, this will increase the number and frequency of trains between the south and Inverurie and reopen
Laurencekirk Station. A longer term aim is to open a station at Kintore
The plan acknowledges the need for infrastructure improvements. Action programming will detail a number of steps required to put the plan
into practice (including timescales, masterplanning and funding of required infrastructure improvements).
Rep. Number
440

7

Subject

General

Summary
Concerned about a wide range of issues in the report of survey, including
loss of the work force in the region during the lifetime of this plan as a result of the ageing population
flats are not the answer to solve smaller households
rural transport must be improved - table 2e fails to record the most journeys made daily from the settlements to the City
recycling must improve in the North East
concern over smaller in town shops when larger supermarkets are developed
areas of deprivation when housing developments become larger than the local employment opportunities availiable
concern of densities on Brownfield sites - loss of industrial land to housing
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The Report of Survey was published in February 2007. Its sole purpose was to gather a series of facts about the north-east and provide a
'snapshot in time' that was then used to aid early plan production. Whilst the respondent may make some valid points and these are
reflected in the final plan (population, transport, recycling, retail etc) this document is no longer open to debate.
Rep. Number
445

1

Subject

General

Summary
No points on the content of the structure plan were raised.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Noted
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Rep. Number
447

2

Subject

General

Summary
The closure of inner city schools should be reconsidered when regeneration and population growth are planned, would be better to improve
this environment and encourage families back.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The plan recognises that additional services and facilities will be needed to serve the residents of new development. Many of these
developments are likely to emerge in peripheral City locations away from central established residential areas where fewer school age
children live, thus creating an shift in emphasis across the the City. Whilst some catchment changes may resolve some of these problems,
the full impact on the school estate will only be able to be determined once sites are identified through the local development plan process.
The decision on other capital projects is a matter for the Education services of each Council, although it would be expected that a
programme of renewal and refurbishment would continue.
Rep. Number
455

5

Subject

General

Summary
We need to ensure that any development does not detract from historical archeological attractions and reduce the number of visitors you
visit them.
Ensure that planning prevents change of use from a hotel/inn/B&B to a private dwelling unless it is proven that the business is not
financially viable.
Tourism to be given priority in economic development and planning decisions, not overshadowed by oil & gas.
Consider looking outwards for solutions and learn examples from other countries past mistakes and successes. Spain’s mistake tacky
hotels to solve a slowing tourist industry and Norway’s success of subsidizing the integrated transport network.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The need to protect and improve our valued built and cultural heritage is an aim of the plan (p6.). The importance of tourism is recognised in
the plan, although the "change of use" issue highlighted is not one for the structure plan to address. The value of the "looking outwards for
solutions" is recognised.
Rep. Number
462

7

Subject

General

Summary
More clarity and detail required regarding Energetica.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

At the time the draft structure plan was prepared, the Energetica concept was not well developed. However, a ‘strategic framework’ has
since been published which sets out more clearly what it might mean. Although the detail of the framework is not something that can be
supported through the structure plan, the concept of supporting economic growth in the corridor is. The Action Programme will need to set
out how the concept can be further developed and implemented.
Rep. Number
462

9

Subject

General

Summary
Concentrating strategic growth in 3 main corridors more damaging to the environment that spread out development. Concentrating
development in these areas means that development is more likely to take place on unsuitable sites spreading development means a greater
choice of appropriate development sites.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The plan seeks to provide integrated development of residential and comercial land uses, and as such states that "all new developments
contribute towards reducing the need to travel and encourage people to walk, cycle or use public transport." (Pg18 Accessibility).
However, it is recognised that travel to work is likely to comtinue to be important during the plan period and the spatial strategy offers the
opportunity to use the most frequent and accessible public transport modes (bus and rail) and concentrate development instead of
widespread dispersal, which would encourage greater car useage and travel.
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Rep. Number
462

10

Subject

General

Summary
Concerns over legality of the structure plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The Town and Country Planning (Development Planning) (Scotland) Regulations 2008 set out the detailed requirements for Strategic
Development Plans. The emerging structure plan, whilst conforming to current legislation has been prepared in the context of the Scottish
Government’s modernising agenda and The Planning etc (Scotland) Act 2006.
The Planning etc. (Scotland) Act 2006 (Development Planning) (Savings, Transitional and Consequential Provisions) Order 2008 sets out
the detail for the transitionary arrangements applicable to structure plans currently in preparation.
The order provides that the plan will be processed in the ‘normal’ way as if the new legislation had not come into force when the plan is
submitted on 27 February 2009. If the emerging structure plan was, for whatever reason, to be submitted to the Scottish Ministers on or
after 28 February 2009, the order provides that the finalised structure plan would go through a process more akin to the approval of a
strategic development plan.
The secondary legislation published in December 2008 allows for local development plans to be prepared in strategic development plan
areas in advance of the strategic development plan. In such cases the local development plan must be consistent with the structure plan.
Rep. Number
462

11

Subject

General

Summary
More sustainable transport system required this is not compatible with increasing the capacity of roads. More public transport, cycle ways
and footpaths that are not parked on of shared by buses & enforced speed restrictions on rural roads.
AWPR is a development corridor and improvements to the Haudigain roundabout will only bring about short term relief and then increase
road use.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The Structure Plan spatial strategy focuses development in places where there are clear opportunities to encourage people to use public
transport and enables efficient provision of services whilst aiming to reduce the percentage of car. Furthermore, objectives such as
Accessibility plan 'To make sure that all new developments contribute towards reducing the need to travel and encourage people to walk,
cycle or use public transport by making these attractive choices.'
However, the structure plan is not the place to develop long term transport strategies; this would be duplication of the work of NESTRANS
and the Regional Transport Strategy, or the Aberdeenshire Local Transport Strategy.
Rep. Number
466

1

Subject

General

Summary
Pleased to note that there are a number of statements which relate to both the provision and protection of water and waste water
infrastructure and water sources.
Ministers require that investment decisions are informed by the quality investment programme, spatial priorities identified in the NPF and
development priorities identified by local authorities in their structure and local plans. Scottish Water's approach has been to consult with
local authorities to review the development plan demand for growth and to request local authorities to provide development priorities to
inform the capital programme.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed and the continued support of Scottish Water is appreciated. The structure plan is
intended to illustrate where investment priorities will be required and in what timescale to give greater certainty to infrastructure providers.
Rep. Number
468

1

Subject

General

Summary
Content that historic environment issues are well integrated into the plan as a whole and that its text provides appropriate references and
commitments to ensure that the need to extend appropriate protection will be reflected in the policies, land allocations and masterplans that
will be promoted through the lower tier of development plans.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed.
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Rep. Number
473

1

Subject

General

Summary
Fully support the vision to develop a robust and resilient economy and feel that Aberdeen Airport has a key role to play in realising the
economic growth set out on p.9. BAA will continue to invest in new airport infrastructure and develop new routes, but this will need to be
supported by public investment in the necessary roads which serve the airport and surrounding area. Agree that access to roads, ports,
airports and rail needs to be protected and improved. The construction of the AWPR is fundamental to achieving this goal.
BAA is keen to develop the airport in line with the vision set out in the Airport Master Plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed.
Rep. Number
474

1

Subject

General

Summary
Support the vision to 2030 and for sustainable growth - setting out the type, scale and general location of proposed development over that
period. Previous comments on earlier versions included the need for proposals to be complementary to the findings in the Transport &
Health Action Plan in respect of access to health and to note the importance of ensuring that all relevant infrastructure is in place to allow
the plan to develop.
The NESTRANS Board confirmed their support for the plan, its proposals and policies and reaffirmed its support for a Third Don Crossing
as contained in the plan.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

Support for these aspects of the plan is welcomed.
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Section 3: Responses to other documents
Rep. Number
267

15

Subject

SEA

Summary
The SEA makes some fairly arbitrary assumptions about the potential impacts that different alternatives would have. In that document the
councils have come to a view that the preferred housing allowances split will not be V1 or V2 but will be the one promoted in the draft
structure plan. Without spending considerable time and money undertaking an independent SEA or having a clear idea of the logic behind
V1 and V2 alternative housing splits it would be a fairly pointless exercise attempting to challenge the preferred housing allowances.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The assessment is proportionate, fit for purpose and appropriate for the type of plan being prepared. A number of spatial options were
assessed (p40 of the Environmental Report). Table 28 (p52) and Appendix 6, Table B (p226 – 257) provide the detailed assessment of the
alternatives identified in Schedule 1. The consultation authorities (SEPA, SNH and Historic Scotland) have all welcomed the comprehensive
nature of the assessment.
Rep. Number
278

8

Subject

SEA

Summary
Does not provide an assessment of a Westhill growth option, as as such the reason for exclusion is not apparent.

Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

No settlements were assessed individually as part of the SEA process. A number of spatial options were assessed (p40 of the
Environmental Report)and development in Westhill was considered as part of several of these.
Rep. Number
319

8

Subject

SEA

Summary
Road accident statistics appear to be omitted from the EIA.
This does not properly recognise key environmental and human problems of existing commuting.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

At an early stage, such issues were scoped out of the SEA. Consultation on the SEA Objectives as part of the scoping report did not raise
the need to include this data which is more relevant to other plans and strategies.
Rep. Number
319

9

Subject

SEA

Summary
Social problems are ignored from the EIA.
Problems are arising from family breakdown (following migration) and failures to integrate with more established residents - as a result of
lack of social infrastructure and the sheer size and rapidity of poorly designed growth.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The SEA process is distinctly different from the Sustainability Appraisal process required of development plans in England and Wales.
Social issues, such as those identified are not covered by SEA.
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Rep. Number
441

14

Subject

SEA

Summary
The SEA is difficult to read. Table in in App.5 could be improved.
There are internal conflicts (p.27) re. holiday / second homes which will increase house prices and adversely affecting the tourist industry.
It is difficult to follow the thinking that leads to the conclusions under 5.52 and 5.53 (p.51), except for the beneficial effects on regeneration
areas.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

It is recognised that the SEA is not an accessible document. However, the SEA is a technical document which is why it is legally required to
be accompanied by a Non-Technical Summary. More effort will be put into improving the NTS and increasing the accessibility of the SEA of
the first strategic development plan.
Holiday / Second homes – There is no internal conflict because they represent two different problems; (1) a shortage increases house
price; and (2) a shortage damages tourist potential.
It is recognised that paragraphs 5.52 and 5.53 are difficult to follow and a revised wording will be provided.
Rep. Number
465

12

Subject

SEA

Summary
TSC9 - Have some concern with the Cumulative Impact Assessment table within the SEA. On p.323 the statement "Historic environment concentrated loss or archaeological remains in the Shire from new development and the construction of the AWPR" does not relate to the
findings of the AWPR Environmental Statement in terms of the number of known archaeological sites that may be affected by construction.
It is requested that this inconsistency is resolved.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

There is no contradiction here as the table makes it clear that it is identifying cumulative, secondary and synergistic effects. As such, both
new development and the AWPR could lead to the loss of archaeological remains and this loss will be concentrated in particular areas.
However, the table does not indicate the scale of any loss attributed to the AWPR – this is properly a matter for the Environmental
Statement of the project itself.
The Non-Technical Summary of the Environmental Statement for the AWPR (August 2007) states that:
“There are a number of sites of cultural heritage importance located within the route corridor. The effects on these include direct physical
impacts and indirect impacts on their setting.
Where possible, the route of the road has been designed to avoid or reduce direct impacts or impacts on the setting. Where this has not
been possible, archaeological recording is proposed for known sites where direct impacts are predicted. Works will also be undertaken to
identify and record previously unknown sites. In addition landscape design proposals have been developed to reduce impacts on setting.”
Rep. Number
468

5

Subject

SEA

Summary
Welcome that the SEA is clear and very thorough, subject to the following comments:
Non-technical summary
This section should summarise the environmental effects of the plan on the historic environment.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accept

Changes to be made

Recognition of a clear and thorough SEA is welcome.
The Non-Technical Summary will be expanded and will include a summary of the environmental effects of the plan on the historic
environment.
Rep. Number
468

6

Subject

SEA

Summary
Relevant aspects of the current state of the environment (baseline data) and additional baseline information
At the scoping stage we suggested the use of maps in relation to the plans proposals and actions. Note that Appendix 3 (Appendix 4 of the
Scoping Report) does not include this information. Maps are useful for identifying and / or verifying potential impacts.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accept

Changes to be made

Maps will be added to aid the identification and / or verification of potential impacts.
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Rep. Number
468

7

Subject

SEA

Summary
Assessment Framework - SEA Objectives and indicators
At the scoping stage asked that "and their settings" was added to Table 17 after "safeguarding archaeological sites" and after "listed
buildings, designed landscape". However, note that mitigation framework measures in Appendix 7 prevents "development adversely
affecting historical sites and their setting" and are content.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The recognition that amendments were made following the scoping stage is welcome.
Rep. Number
468

8

Subject

SEA

Summary
SEA of the draft structure plan
The tables in Appendix 5 sometimes have different conclusions for the impacts on the historic environment than those in the summary
tables in the main ER (i.e. Table 22 and 29). Assume this is a summary of impacts of the two SEA objectives, but should this be the case, it
would be helpful to provide a footnote in the summary to explain this.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accept

Changes to be made

Tables 22 and 29 do provide a summary of the impacts against the two SEA objectives. A footnote will be added to clarify this.
Rep. Number
468

9

Subject

SEA

Summary
SEA of the draft structure plan
Note in Appendix 5, Table B that some of the alternative options for the spatial strategy are not assessed for the historic environment, but
are included in the summary Table 27 (alternatives 2b, 2c, 3b and 3c). May be that other information was used to inform the assessment of
impacts, would be useful if the reasoning for any gaps was provided in the commentary box.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

The options were assessed but the different options were not seen as having differential effects. As a consequence, one symbol was used
and the table merged over the alternatives (a/b/c). This was done for a number of the objectives, not just those relating to the historic
environment. Objective 8 (page 235) appears to be the odd one out – however, no amendment is required.
Rep. Number
468

10

Subject

SEA

Summary
Mitigation Framework
Welcome the proposed mitigation framework in Appendix 7, which is clear and sets out the measures proposed and identifies who is
responsible for ensuring this mitigation is delivered. Would be helpful if the SEA Adoption Statement clearly identifies the potential
environmental issues to be explored in lower level plans and includes a commitment to ensuring that this will be taken forward as the plan is
implemented.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

It is likely to be towards the end of 2009 that the Scottish Ministers approve the plan so the SEA Adoption Statement is still some way off.
However, this will be noted for future reference.
Rep. Number
468

11

Subject

SEA

Summary
Monitoring
Note that Table 31 includes indicators for monitoring changes to the baseline. May also wish to monitor the number of planning applications
affecting listed buildings, scheduled monuments, and gardens and designed landscapes.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

It is agreed that these indicators are worthwhile in relation to monitoring the environmental baseline. However, it is likely to be more
appropriate for these to be monitored and reported through the local development plan SEA rather than the structure plan.
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Rep. Number
479

1

Subject

SEA

Summary
Pleased to note that many suggestions offered at the scoping stage have been accommodated in the report. It offers a comprehensive
assessment of the likely effects on the environment and a detailed list of measures in the mitigation framework. Note that a full appropriate
assessment has yet to be undertaken on the 8 eight spatial options on Natura sites. If an Appropriate Assessment has been completed on
the preferred option we would be pleased to receive a copy and comment as appropriate.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The recognition that amendments were made following the scoping stage and the comprehensive nature of the assessment are welcome.
The Environmental Report (July 2008) contained a screening exercise but not a full appropriate assessment. This has now been completed
with the advice of SNH who have made comments as appropriate and the assessment amended in light of them.
Rep. Number
479

2

Subject

SEA

Summary
SEA Topic: Biodiversity - Conserve protect, maintain and enhance biodiversity (including ecosystems, habitats, species and genetics).
Establish a green network in and around Aberdeen City and the three strategic growth areas in order to ensure:
1. A planned approach to creating and protecting wildlife corridors;
2. Allow for the migration of species affected by climate change;
3. Protect species and habitats from inappropriate development; and
4. Improve public access to the natural environment.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accept

Changes to be made

The issue of accessible greenspace and Core Path Plans have been reflected in the text of the Finalised Structure Plan.
Rep. Number
479

3

Subject

SEA

Summary
SEA Topic: Human Health - Improve accessibility to good quality open greenspace and countryside
Establish a green network in and around Aberdeen City and the three strategic growth areas in order to ensure:
1. A planned approach to creating and protecting wildlife corridors;
2. Allow for the migration of species affected by climate change;
3. Protect species and habitats from inappropriate development; and
4. Improve public access to the natural environment.
Development plan should locate new developments to safeguard and allow easy access to the core path network.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accept

Changes to be made

The issue of accessible greenspace and Core Path Plans have been reflected in the text of the Finalised Structure Plan.
Rep. Number
479

4

Subject

SEA

Summary
SEA Topic: Landscape - Protect and enhance and where appropriate restore the quality and distinctiveness of the area’s landscape
character and townscapes
The development plan should include objectives/policies that discourage large scale windfarms around the periphery of the Cairngorms
National Park in line with the duty to ‘have regard’ to the Park Plan. The Plan should also set out criteria for assessing areas where wind
farms would or would not be likely to be acceptable in relation to achieving this objective.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The issue of the Cairngorms National Park has been reflected in the text of the Finalised Structure Plan.
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Rep. Number
479

5

Subject

SEA

Summary
SEA Topic: Climatic Factors - Reduce causes of adverse climate change
The development plan should include proactive proposals for the requirement for domestic and local scale heating and power generation.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accept

Changes to be made

The issue of combined heat and power schemes has been reflected in the text of the Finalised Structure Plan.
Rep. Number
479

6

Subject

SEA

Summary
Suggested alternative information required to monitor effects of the plan.
BIODIVERSITY (please see table 2 of representation for detail of what sort of information is required, where it can be obtained, who is
responsible and when).
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

This level of information is not appropriate for monitoring the effects of the structure plan because it does not determine the use of particular
sites.
Rep. Number
479

7

Subject

SEA

Summary
Suggested alternative information required to monitor effects of the plan.
LANDSCAPE AND BIODIVERSITY (please see table 2 of representation for detail of what sort of information is required, where it can be
obtained, who is responsible and when).
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Do not accept

Changes to be made

This level of information is not appropriate for monitoring the effects of the structure plan because it does not determine the use of particular
sites.
Rep. Number
479

8

Subject

SEA

Summary
On p.66 the table refers to "the number of notified or qualitative interests (e.g. protected habitats and species) adversely affected by new
development". However, the correct terminology for Natura 2000 sites is "qualifying interests" and for SSCI's "natural features".
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Accept

Changes to be made

It is agreed that the text included a typo and this will be corrected.

Rep. Number
481

1

Subject

SEA

Summary
1. General Comments
The Environmental Report (ER) is well presented and seems to cover well all the aspects required by the Act. SEPA welcomes the fact
that all aspects of the Plan seem to have been clearly assessed.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The recognition of the comprehensive nature of the assessment is welcome.
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Rep. Number
481

2

Subject

SEA

Summary
2. Detailed Comments
1.SEPA is satisfied that all the relevant background information is provided.
2.SEPA is satisfied that all relevant plans, programmes, strategies and environmental protection objectives have been identified and notes
that those which SEPA identified as missing at the scoping stage have now been included.
3.SEPA considers that Table 5, presenting the linkages between SEA topics, is a useful and interesting exercise.
4.SEPA is satisfied with the information presented on significant environmental problems. This seems suitably specific to the area but wide
ranging in the types of issues it considers.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
Rep. Number
481

3

Subject

SEA

Summary
5. Comment on SEA Objectives
5.1 SEPA notes the second SEA Objective on water has changed since the scoping stage. SEPA notes that it only relates to the marine
environment, but in view of the additional comments provided in the text, presumes that this is a mistake and that it relates to the whole
water environment.
5.2 SEPA is disappointed to note that its request that a SEA Objective specifically covering sustainable waste management has not been
acted upon. As a result the impacts of the Plan on waste management may have been under-assessed.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

While the wording of objective 2 (p29) was amended following the scoping report, the scope of the objective has not and it does relate to the
whole water environment and not just marine issues.
SEPA were informed in 2007 that its request to include waste as a separate SEA objective was not supported and that its inclusion in the
soil objective was appropriate. The plan recognises waste as an issue, as well as the need to make significant changes to the way waste is
managed.
However, it is unable to go beyond these general statements at the current time. The plan does identify the need for strategic supplementary
guidance on the issue of waste management facilities and it with be the SEA of this guidance that will be the appropriate process to
address this issue.
Rep. Number
481

4

Subject

SEA

Summary
6. Alternatives
6.1 The section on alternatives makes it clear how difficult and involved the process of plan-making can be.
6.2 SEPA considers it a practical approach to have only fully assessed those alternatives which were truly considered for inclusion in the
Plan. Table 19, highlighting the general types of strategies which were rejected and the reasons for doing so is helpful to explain the early
process.
6.3 SEPA is satisfied with the assessment of the eight strategic options as presented in Appendix 5, Table C and the summary of it given in
paragraph 5.22 and Table 20. SEPA agrees that it seems reasonable to suggest that the least negative effects will be found if development
is concentrated into already developed areas (i.e. Aberdeen City and the existing transport corridor).
7. SEPA is pleased to note that all aspect of the current Plan that could have significant effects has been assessed. ie. the vision, aims,
spatial strategy and strategic objectives.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

This expression of support is welcome.
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Rep. Number
481

5

Subject

SEA

Summary
8. Assessment of Vision and Aims
8.1 SEPA understands that rather than assessing the vision and aims directly these where broken down into 12 principles and these
principles were assessed instead. Such an approach is useful for determining whether the vision and aims cover all the principles which the
Authority consider are important, however, it may limit the ability to use the assessment as a way to improve the wording of the individual
aims and vision.
8.2 Notwithstanding the comments in 8.1 above SEPA considers that the assessments presented in Appendix 5 Table A seem reasonable.
SEPA notes that paragraph 5.35 identifies that the economic growth principle is the only principle which is likely to impact negatively on the
SEA Objectives. SEPA agrees that there will be negative effects from this principle and considers that they may have been under-recorded
in the current assessment. SEPA previously raised this issue when given the opportunity to comment on the draft assessments. For
example:
8.2.1 No explanation is provided as to why the economic growth principle may have both positive and negative effects on the first air SEA
Objective;
8.2.2 Similarly economic growth is assessed as having no (i.e. 0) effect against the second SEA Objective on water, yet the supporting text
identifies both positive and negative effects relating to this; and
8.2.3 The economic growth principle is assessed as having a positive effect on reducing the area of land contamination (SEA Objective 6),
yet the supporting text identifies that there might be an increase in potential contaminated sites.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The limitations of the approach adopted are recognised but the recognition that the assessment seems reasonable is welcomed.
The three examples provided have been reviewed…
Rep. Number
481

6

Subject

SEA

Summary
9. Assessment of the Spatial Strategy
9.1 Generally the assessments presented in Appendix 5 Table B also seem reasonable. SEPA takes the opportunity to highlight the
following.
9.1.1 SEPA understands that the Western Peripheral Route will be delivered no matter the subsequent development proposed by the Plan.
If this is the case it is not clear how development in Aberdeen City will have a positive effect against the first air quality SEA Objective.
9.1.2 It is not clear why development in Aberdeen City would have no effect on the marine / water environment SEA Objective (objective 2).
SEPA agrees that the other spatial strategy element are likely to have negative or significantly negative effects against this SEA Objective
and this should be considered when determining appropriate mitigation.
9.2 Summary Table 27 is perhaps expressed more positively than the associated detailed assessments in the appendix. For example, the
City is assessed as positive (i.e. + ) against the Water SEA Topic in the summary table yet the individual assessments are ‘0’, ‘-ve’, ‘+’ and
‘+’. SEPA would consider that a summary of this would be better expressed as mixed.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The general recognition that the assessment seems reasonable is welcomed.
Development in Aberdeen will encourage walking, cycling and the use of public transport rather than car-based journeys into the City. The
impacts will be mixed but the nature of that mix will be determined by the way the plan is implemented through local development plans.
It is agreed that development in Aberdeen would probably have a negative effect in the same way as other elements of the strategy on
objective 2.
It is recognised that the summary may over-state the positive and a mixed summary would be more appropriate.
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Rep. Number
481

7

Subject

SEA

Summary
10. Assessment of Strategic Objectives
10.1 SEPA notes that the six strategic objectives have been assessed against the SEA Objectives for each of the six growth scenarios.
This is a comprehensive approach.
10.2 It is not clear, in its own right, how the Economic Growth Objective will have positive effects against the air SEA Objective. In
comparison it is clearer why the Objective will have been assessed positively against SEA Objective 24 on assets, as the objective itself
states that it will improve essential strategic infrastructure.
10.3 SEPA agrees that the Sustainable Development and Climate Change objective will have a positive effect against the SEA objective 4
on flood risk. The SEA Objective itself is more appropriately focused to the issue than the wording of the related target in the Plan; SEPA
provides detailed comments on this in its separate response to the Plan. If SEA Objective 7 covers sustainable waste management then
SEPA considers that the assessment is less positive than has been recorded. SEA considers that the Objective and supporting text does
not provide clear guidance on how sustainable waste management will be achieved. Again further comment on this is provided in SEPA’s
response on the Plan.
11. The monitoring framework outlined in Table 31 is clear and seems to be well considered.
12. SEPA would have welcomed at this stage information on how carrying out the assessment had impacted upon the draft Plan. This
should be provided in the Post Adoption Statement.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The recognition of the comprehensive nature of the assessment is welcome.
Economic growth will have positive as well as negative impacts will come about through the replacement of employment with less polluting
uses (centred around the knowledge economy), encouraging growth on a scale which makes higher environmental standards possible and
locations which make communities more sustainable.
Flooding & Waste - the text of the finalised plan has been amended in light of SEPA’s comments.
It is likely to be towards the end of 2009 that the Scottish Ministers approve the plan so the SEA Adoption Statement is still some way off.
However, this will be noted for future reference.
Rep. Number
286

14

Subject

Background Paper

Summary
Some sites should not be included in the UCS, specifically; Woodend Hospital Annexe, Hillhead and Dunbar Halls and Triple Kirks. Also,
Denburn and Woolmanhill cannot be considered for high density due to Listed Buildings present and a number of others are within the
community regeneration areas and a decision needs to be taken whether these contribute to brownfield figures, or not, to avoid doublecounting.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Noted

Changes to be made

The urban capacity study provides a snapshot of brownfield land with potential for housing at 1 January 2007. As time moves on, sites are
developed, new sites come forward and existing sites become more or less likely to be developed for housing. The purpose of the study is
to provide evidence to support assumptions about the rate of new housing on brownfield sites. The issues raised do not undermine the
assumptions made.
Rep. Number
416

1

Subject

EqHRIA

Summary
Found the assessment deficient in many ways and believe that some assistance should be sought in completing it. It would not stand up to
any scrutiny.
It is deficient in relation to many of the equality streams:
* impact on race is not considered at all
* issues to do with inward migration have not been addressed in view of the major impacts that this has had on all service provision in the
north east
Impact assessments are not tick box exercises - they should be done properly and with some thought using existing research and evidence
etc to ensure that we do not repeat the mistakes of the past.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The EqHRIA has been produced following the principles set down in the guide published by Aberdeen City Council and is robust in its
analysis of the structure plan and its potential impacts on the identified minority groups.
Inward migration has not been explicitly mentioned in this document, but is included in the race category. In terms of quantifying inmigration, this has been covered in the Report of Survey and the Population and Household Forecasts and Projections in the Background
Paper.
The process for producing the EqHRIA has been thorough and resulted in a change to the plan; this is evidence that it was more than a 'tick
box exercise'. The amended assessment is also clear that this is part of an ongoing assessment of development plans.
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Rep. Number
416

2

Subject

EqHRIA

Summary
Does not believe that the assessment has been undertaken in a professional way. Believes that there are adverse impacts that have not
been considered nor addressed.
Particular area of concern is in relation to Gypsy Travellers. There has been an increase in numbers in recent years taking to the roads and
a decrease in service provision in terms of pitches on official sites. Also there has been little or no progress (progress on paper maybe) on
delivering halting sites for them.
Suggest that the assessment is done again be a little more open and honest about it. Planners have already been advised on some of these
matters but appear to be ignoring them. Gypsy Travellers have considerable difficulties in relation to planning matters.
Has already been in contact with the EHRC about this matter and suggested discussing this issue with them, the Scottish Gypsy Traveller
Law Reform Coalition and Planning Aid.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

An amendment to the sustainable mixed communities section of the plan is proposed to refer to Gypsy / Travellers. Amend 3rd paragraph to
read:
"It is important that new development meets the needs of the whole community, including the specific needs of Gypsies / Travellers. With
an ageing population and smaller households, new development will need to meet the changing needs of society over its whole life."
Planning Aid have provided a research findings paper on the 'Reach Out' project, which provides factual information, advice on involving
Gypsy / Travellers in the development plan process and facilitating site delivery instead of constructing planning policies around blocking
sites. The proposed wording change in the plan emphasises the fact that “the whole community” includes groups whose needs may be
different and emphasises the importance of meeting those needs.
It will be for the local development plans and/or supplementary guidance and local housing strategies to address these issues in greater
detail.
Rep. Number
453

2

Subject

EqHRIA

Summary
Surprised no negative response has been recorded against “Race” as Gypsy/Traveller is included here. It is important to recognise the
needs of the Gypsy/Travellers and not encroach on land they already use as part of their nomadic way of life. By setting targets in relation
to allocation of land for housing and business etc. travellers may become squeezed out of sites currently used and become victims of
hostility or harassment. No authorised sites at present.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

Although the text of the draft plan was written in an inclusive manner, an amendment to the sustainable mixed communities section of the
plan is proposed to refer to Gypsy / Travellers. Amend 3rd paragraph to read:
"It is important that new development meets the needs of the whole community, including the specific needs of Gypsies / Travellers. With
an ageing population and smaller households, new development will need to meet the changing needs of society over its whole life."
The issues of identifying the need for authorised sites and site identification are for local housing strategies and local development plans
rather than the structure plan.
Rep. Number
454

3

Subject

EqHRIA

Summary
Although the EHRIA carried out on the draft Structure plan in April 2008 came back having a neutral impact on gypsies, ethnic minorities
etc the evidence drawn upon for this was a consultation workshop held on the 7 November 2006 for Communities of Interest Forums to
identify the main issues. It is suggested that the demographics of the area has changed greatly in this time and that further consultation
should be considered. Access to affordable housing was identified as a high priority issue in the findings from the Ethnic Minority Forum
consultation held on 21 June 2008.
Agreed Response:

Acceptance:

Partially accept

Changes to be made

The workshop on 7 November 2006 was one element of the evidence gathering process for the preparation of the stage 1 assessment.
The Communities and Interest Forums have been kept up–to-date throughout the plan’s development and the opportunities to engage in the
process.
Any changing demographics over the period of 18 months are very unlikely to invalidate the conclusions of this assessment given the
strategic nature of the plan. However, those involved in the preparation of the assessment were involved in Communities of Interest issues
over this period and would have been aware of any changes taking place.
The issue of affordable housing is covered in the plan and amendments to the draft plan make it clear that it is critical for the delivery of
sustainable mixed communities.
23 February 2009
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Section 4: List of Respondents
Ref
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47

Title
Ms
Mrs
Mrs
Mr & Mrs
Mr
Mr & Mrs
Mr & Mrs
Mr & Mrs
Mr & Mrs
Mr & Mrs
Ms
Ms
Mr & Mrs
Ms
Ms
Mr
Ms
Mr & Mrs
Mr
Mr & Mrs

Mr & Mrs
Mr
Ms
Ms
Ms
Mr
Ms
Mr & Mrs
Mr & Mrs
Mr
Ms

Mr & Mrs
Mr

Ms

First Name
Christine
Norma
Janet
G
Joseph
R&J
P
J&J
C&R
A&S
Moira
Dorothy
Lana
Carol
Dylan
S
G&K
Sir or Madam
Bill
G
Sir or Madam
J
Brenda
B
Bob
Elizabeth
Patricia
M
E
Keith
Jane
A
F&A
J
Clifford
Aileen
J
R
B
M
Derek
J
S
DM
Sir or Madam

Surname
Laidlaw
Cunningham
Leith
Johnston
Clark
Evans
Coplands
Paterson
Annand
Skene
Mitchell
Miller
Scott
Stewart
Black
Gunn
Cunningham
Cunningham
Legge

Organisation

Ferries
Masson
Morrison
Cook
Kidd
Angus
Mair
Sutherland
Law
Taylor
Jamieson
Watson
Lawson
Flett
Morrice
Johnston
Burr
Brown
Elrick
Henderson
Massie
Mathieson
Russell
Walker
Williamson
Aprkinson
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Representing

48
49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56
57
58
59
60
61
62
63
64
65
66
67
68
69
70
71
72
73
74
75
76
77
78
79
80
81
82
83
84
85
86
87
88
89
90
91
92
93
94
95
96
97

Mr

Mr & Mrs
Mr & Mrs
Mr
Mr & Mrs
Mr
Mr & Mrs
Mrs
Mr & Mrs
Mr & Mrs

Charles
M
L
G
J
G
R

G
Charles
G
Fiona
B
J
K
K
J

Mr & Mrs
Mr & Mrs
Ms
Mrs
Mr
Mr
Mr & Mrs
Mr & Mrs

Sir or Madam
R
H
Karen
Billy
John
W
B
Albert
G
A

J
Mr & Mrs
Mr & Mrs
Mr
Mr & Mrs
Ms
Mr & Mrs

Mr
Mr & Mrs
Mr & Mrs
Mr & Mrs
Ms

J
Russel
A
RJ
H
R
W
Chancery
Max
W
W
A
Ashleigh
J
M
G

Beaton
Cameron
Bain
Stewart
Macintosh
Murray
Boyter
Findlay
Duncan Family
Montgomery
Armstrong
Fallon
Gray
Anderson
Mckenzie
Buchan
Allan
Hardie
Dempster
Christie
Mckenzie
Rankin
Rankin
Rankin
Rankin
Christie
Donald
Smith
Smith
Christie
Kidd &
Chambers
McNally
Watson
Johnston
Kidd
Lamb
Fitzpatrick
Noble & Partner
Taylor
McKay
Stone
Scratchmann
Wood
Smith
Wyllie
Hunter
Robertson
Legge
Legge
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98
99
100
101
102
103
104
105
106
107
108
109
110
111
112
113
114
115
116
117
118
119
120
121
122
123
124
125
126
127
128
129
130
131
132
133
134
135
136
137
138
139
140
141
142
143
144
145
146
147
148

Ms
Mr
Mr
Ms
Mr

Linda
R
Douglas
Jennifer
Ross
J

Mr & Mrs

Ms
Ms
Ms
Mr & Mrs
Mr & Mrs
Mr & Mrs
Mrs
Mr
Mr
Ms
Mr & Mrs

Mrs
Mr
Mr & Mrs
Ms
Mr

Mr & Mrs
Mr & Mrs

Mrs
Ms

Ms
Mr
Mr
Mr & Mrs
Mr
Mr & Mrs
Mr
Mrs
Mrs

Zygmunt
A
Sylvia
D
Dorothy
Helen
R
Sir or Madam
A
W
Maria
D
John
D
S
E
AN
N
A
BB
Alison
Brian
J
Raye
R
V&J
J
Sir or Madam
EM
J
N
Sir or Madam
V
P
Vicky
John
George
Brian
G
James
L
Evelyn

Barclay
Barclay
Durro
Higgins
Grant
Mitchell
Stewart
Kubicki
Grant
Allan
Pearce
Irene
Low
Brown
Gamnie
Cruickshank
Morrison
Morrison
Morrison
Morrison
Sangita
Falconer
Milne
Cunningham
Muir
Muir
Guyan
Downie
Downie
Downey
Downie
Cromar
Cromar
Watt
Wilson
Scott
Pablow
Ewen
Hutchison
Ewen
Innes
Tewnion
Hammell
Paterson
Ord
Gavin
Christie
Gavin
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149
150
151
152
153
154
155
156
157
158
159
160
161
162
163
164
165
166
167
168
169
170
171
172
173
174
175
176
177
178
179
180
181
182

Mr & Mrs
Mr
Ms
Mr

Lysette
E
A
Sir or Madam
Sir or Madam
G
Teila
Evan
Joan
E
Albert
Aileen
E
Pamela
Sean
Sir or Madam
Iris
Mabel
Lynne
J&H
J
L&D
J
Lesley
G Bruce

183
184
185
186
187

Ms
Ms
Ms
Ms
Mr

Elaine
Theresa
Caroline
Caroline
Philip

Budgen
Bolton
Digby
Paterson
Olden
Robertson
Crockett
Farquhar
Smith
FarquharsonBlack
Hunt
Nixon
Nixon
Neaves

188

Mr

John

Findlay

Ryden

189
190

Mr
Mr

John
John

Findlay
Findlay

Ryden
Ryden

191

Mr

John

Findlay

Ryden

192
193

Mr
Mr

John
Paul

Findlay
Williamson

Ryden
Ryden

194
195

Mr
Mr

Paul
Paul

Williamson
Williamson

Ryden
Ryden

Mr
Mr

Mr & Mrs
Ms
Ms

Mr

Mr
Ms
Ms

Ms
Ms
Ms
Mr & Mrs

C
R
Douglas
John
C
F
S
Sir or Madam

Main
McBeath
Wood
Paterson
Paterson
McBeath
Murray
Forbes
Zargozo
McPherson
Hepburn

Mitchell
Thomson
Thomson
Thomson
Ewan
Davidson
Gaynor
Fitzpatrick
Hehir
Clancy

Paull & Williamsons Solicitors
Paull & Williamsons Solicitors
Paull & Williamsons Solicitors
Paull & Williamsons Solicitors
Paull & Williamsons Solicitors
CBRE
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J W Muir Group

Mr Alan Buchan
Messrs G & B Walker
Mr & Mrs Goodwin
John Lewis Partnership
Gladedale (North East
Scotland) Ltd
Bancon & Stewart Milne
Homes
Dunecht Estates
Mr & Mrs Campbell,
Cairntradlin Farm
Messrs Leith, Little Clinterty,
Blackburn
Kirkwood Homes
Westhill Developments
(Arnhall) Ltd
Buchan Properties

196
197
198
199
200
201
202
203

Mr
Ms
Ms
Ms
Ms
Ms
Ms
Ms

Paul
Claire
Claire
Claire
Claire
Claire
Catherine
Catherine

Williamson
Smith
Smith
Smith
Smith
Smith
McCrum
McCrum

Ryden
Ryden
Ryden
Ryden
Ryden
Ryden
Ryden
Ryden

204
205
206
207

Ms
Ms
Mr
Mr

Catherine
Catherine
Malcolm
Malcolm

McCrum
McCrum
Campbell
Campbell

Ryden
Ryden
Knight Frank
Kinght Frank

208
209

Mr
Mr

Malcolm
Malcolm

Campbell
Campbell

Knight Frank
Knight Frank

210
211
212
213

Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr

Malcolm
Malcolm
Allan
Allan

Campbell
Campbell
Rae
Rae

Knight Frank
Knight Frank
Knight Frank
Knight Frank

214

Mr

Allan

Rae

Knight Frank

215
216
217
218

Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr

Allan
Allan
Allan
Allan

Rae
Rae
Rae
Rae

Knight Frank
Knight Frank
Knight Frank
Knight Frank

219

Mr

Gary

Purves

Knight Frank

220
221
222
223
224
225
226
227
228
229
230
231
232
233
234
235
236
237

Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr

Gary
Gary
Gary
Gary
Gary
Gary
Gary
Gary
Gary
David
Bob
Bob
Bob
Steve
Steve
Steve
James
James

Purves
Purves
Purves
Purves
Purves
Purves
Purves
Purves
Purves
Innes
Reid
Reid
Reid
Crawford
Crawford
Crawford
Welsh
Welsh

Knight Frank
Knight Frank
Knight Frank
Knight Frank
Knight Frank
Knight Frank
Knight Frank
Knight Frank
Knight Frank
Knight Frank
Halliday Fraser Munro
Halliday Fraser Munro
Halliday Fraser Munro
Halliday Fraser Munro
Halliday Fraser Munro
Halliday Fraser Munro
Halliday Fraser Munro
Halliday Fraser Munro

238

Mr

Scott

Leitch

Halliday Fraser Munro

239

Mr

Scott

Leitch

Halliday Fraser Munro

240

Mr

Scott

Leitch

Halliday Fraser Munro
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A & M Smith Skip Hire Ltd
University of Aberdeen
Riverstone Construction
Martisan Developments Ltd
Cruden Bay Landowners
Alexander Adamson Ltd
Ms M Singleton
Aboyne Castle Farms
Mrs Alison Rhind & Mrs
Sandra Wilson
NHS Grampian
Maxwell Farms
George Smith & Sons
Kirkwood Homes Limited
(Alford)
Kilmartin Property Group
Kirkwood Homes Limited
(Newmachar)
Lesely Paterson
A Wyness & Sons
Mrs Susan Baxter
HP Sleigh, St Katherines,
Fyvie
Kirkwood Homes Ltd, Ian B
Ross (Auchterellon Farm)
AC Watson
Kirkton Development
Kirkwood Homes, Barratt
North & Malcolm Allan
Mr Duncan Allan (Kinkell
Farm)
Mr G Presly
Landowner - Inverurie
Mr Graham Russell
Mr Alan Annat
Mr David Abernethy
Oosterhof & Co
Mr Les Taylor
Mr Charles Gall
Stockland Muir Ltd
Heron Property Ltd
Mr Michael Hickey
RIBNORT LTD
Glenmore Properties
John Martin Assets Ltd
Ms G Mitchell
John McIntosh
John Forbes
FM Developments Fordoun
FM Developments Marykirk
FM Developments Stonehaven

241

Mr

Scott

Leitch

Halliday Fraser Munro

242
243
244
245
246
247
248

Ms
Ms
Mr
Mr
Ms
Mr
Mr

Jill
Jill
William
William
Emelda
John
John

Paterson
Paterson
Lippe
Lippe
Maclean
Wright
Wright

Halliday Fraser Munro
Halliday Fraser Munro
William Lippe Architects
William Lippe Architects
Emac planning
Strutt & Parker
Strutt & Parker

249
250
251
252
253
254

Mr
Mt
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr

John
John
John
John
Adam
Neil

Wright
Wright
Wright
Wright
Richardson
Martin

Strutt & Parker
Strutt & Parker
Strutt & Parker
Strutt & Parker
Farningham McCreadie
Turley Associates

255

Mr

Chris

Smylie

Maclay Murray & Spens

256
257
258
259
260
261
262
263
264
265
266

Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Ms
Mr
Mr
Mr

Barry
Barry
Derek
Norman
Norman
Scott
Ian
Claire
Ian
Derek
Ed

Butchart
Butchart
Scott
Lawie
Lawie
Strachan
Kelly
Peters
Downie
Manson
Murray

James Barr
James Barr
Derek Scott Planning
Norman P Lawie Ltd
Norman P Lawie Ltd
Castleglen Land Search Ltd
Graham + Sibbald
Graham + Sibbald

267

Mr

Neil

Sutherland

PPCA Ltd

268

Mr

Roger

Laird

Jenkins & Marr

269
270
271
272

Mr
Mr
Ms

Roger
Roger
Shona
Sir or Madam

Laird
Laird
Hudspith

Jenkins & Marr
Jenkins & Marr
Blue Planning & Development
Monatgu Evans LLP

273
274
275
276
277

Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Ms

Iain
Ian
Ian
Kevin
Caroline

Michie
Kelly
Kelly
Murray
Owen

278
279
280
281
282
283
284
285

Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Ms

Bryan
Gordon
Robert
Chris
Jim
Lloyd
Dominic
Katherine

Wallace
MacCallum
Newton
Ross
Benton
Garvie
Fairlie
McKintosh

Montagu Evans LLP
Graham + Sibbald
Graham + Sibbald
Kevin Murray Associates
GVA Grimley
Hargest & Wallace Planning
Ltd
Keppie Design Ltd
GVA Grimley
Gladedale (NE Scotland)Ltd
Osprey Homes
Craigallan Homes
Scotia Homes Ltd
Robertson Homes

Blackburn Consortium
The Youngson & Williamson
Families
CHAP Group
MTM Construction Ltd
Monymusk Estate
Tillypronie Estate
Aberdeen Endowments
Trust
BMF Group
Mr Cowie
Altries Estate
Mr Colin Tawse
Bancon Developments
Bancon Group of
Companies
MacDonald Estates Group
Plc
CWP Properties
Jaq Pettit

Major GA Irvine-Fortescue
Manson Family & Partners

Hardie Planning Consultancy
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Edinmore and Banchory &
Leggart Estates
Bancon Developments Mintlaw
DM Carnegie - Edzell
Woods
Landowner - Kintore
Mr & Mrs B Williams
Sluie Estate Trust
Elsick Development
Company
Landowner - Blackdog
Landowner Ellon Road
Granhome Trust
Heron Property Ltd
Barratt East Scotland
CALA Homes East
Scottish Retail Property Ltd

286
287
288
289

Ms
Mr
Mrs
Mr

Marianne
David
Maureen
Richard

McGowan
Horsfall
Stephen
Taylor

290
291

Mr
Mrs

Rod
Marjorie

Buchan
Stewart

292

Ms

Christine

Burgess

293

Mr

James

Page

294

Ms

Sheila

Joss

295

Mr

Seumas

Macinnes

296

Mr

Gordon

Munn

297

Mr

Robert

Keeler

298

Mrs

Elizabeth

Pittendrigh

299

Mr

David

Fleming

MT

Taylor

300
301

Mr

Laurence J

McMahon

302

Mr

Alistair

Annand

303

Mr

Kenny

Thomson

304
305

Mr
Ms

AW
Eileen

Finlayson
Grassick

306

Mrs

Edith

Stephen

307
308

Mr
Ms

Alan
Sally

Edwards
Wilkins

309

Ms

Jane

Adam

310
311
312

Mr
Mr
Mr

Ian
Stuart
Charles

Hardie
Johnson
Coulson

313
314
315
316
317

Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr

Andrew
David
Sean
David
Brian

Jones
Evans
Wilson
Gammack
McDougall

318

Mrs

Lesley

Glasser

319
320
321

Ms
Ms
Mr

Isabel
Sarah
Alan

Page
Dickinson
Cameron

322

Mr

Abdul

Latif

Stewart Milne Homes
Homes for Scotland
Deer Community Council
Fintray and Kinellar
Kingswells Community
Council
Mearns Community Council
Old Aberdeen Community
Council
Fraserburgh Community
Council
New Pitsligo Community
Council
Braeside and Mannofield
Community Council
Portlethen and District
Community Council
North Kincardine Rural
Community Council
Aberdour and Tyrie
Community Council
Stonehaven and District
Community Council
Parish of Newmachar
Community Council
Rathen, Memsie & District
Community Council
Cults Bieldside and Milltimber
Community Council
Kintore and District
Community Council
Cove and Altens Community
Council
Tillydrone Community Council
Newtonhill, Muchalls and
Cammachamore CC
Echt & Skene Community
Council
Gourdon Community Council
Bridge of Don Community
Council
Banff & Macduff Community
Council
Cruden Community Council
Ythan Community Council
Arbuthnott Community
Council
Kemnay Community Council
Inverurie Community Council
Invercairn Community Council
Udny Community Council
Bucksburn and Newhills
Community Council
Aberdeenshire Community
Planning Partnership
Aberdeen Civic Forum
Ellon Strategy Forum
New Aberdeen Mosque and
Community Centre Project
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323
324
325

Mrs
Ms

Linda
Hayden
Isabel

Barclay
Barrett
Stirling

326
327

Mr

Morley
Keith

Hutchinson
Stewart

328
329

Mrs
Dr

Gillian Ruth
Martin

Siddens
Kirk

330

Mr

Gareth

Williams

331
332

Mr
Mr

Brian
David

Wallace
Melhuish

333

Mr

John

Maitland

334

Ms

Gillian

Lamont

335

Mr

Mike

Chandler

336
337
338
339
340
341
342
343
344
345
346
347
348
349
350
351
352
353
354
355
356
357
358
359
360
361
362
363
364
365
366
367
368

Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Ms

George
Andrew
Andrew
John E
Libby
Sir or Madam
Lewis
George W
Graeme
Wendy
Richard
Alison
Marie
Rob
Ian
Frank
Glen
Ilse
Ted
Alexander
June
Eileen
Mark
Barry
Alistair
Ian
Rebecca
David
Craig
Sarah
Robert
Jennifer
Stuart

MacRae
Ironside
Murphy
Wallace
Woodhatch

Mr
Cllr
Cllr
Cllr
Mr
Cllr
Cllr
Cllr
Cllr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Ms
Mrs
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mrs
Mr
Mr
Ms
Mr
Ms
Mr

Macdonald
Carr
Clarke
Agnew
Baker
Grant
Boulton
Merson
Tait
Doran
Grassick
Elders
Baxter
Grant
Tether
Grassick
Tennant
McWilliam
Melville
Nicol
Hudson
Tucker
Leuchars
Dickinson
Daly
Glennie
Duncan

Tillydrone Community Council
St Mary-on-the-Rock Church
Kintore Open Space Initiative
Old Aberdeen Heritage
Society
Stonehaven Heritage Society
Auchenblae and District
Heritage Society
Turriff & District Ltd
The Scottish Council for
Development and Industry
Aberdeen City Centre
Association
Scottish Property Federation
Fraserburgh Business
Association
Fraserburgh Futures
Partnership
Peterhead and Buchan
Tourism Initiative
MacRae Stephen & Company
Fraserburgh Harbour
John Lewis Aberdeen
Peterhead Port Authority
Seafood Scotland
Gray and Adams Ltd
MSP
Councillor
Councillor
Councillor
MSP
Councillor
Councillor
SNP Group
Councillor
MP
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Fraserburgh Harbour
Commissioners & SWFPA

Aberdeen Central

369
370
371
372
373
374
375
376
377
378
379
380
381
382
383
384
385
386
387
388
389
390
391
392
393
394
395
396
397
398
399
400
401
402
403
404
405
406
407
408
409
410
411
412
413
414
415
416
417
418
419

Mr
Mr
Ms
Mrs
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Ms
Ms
Mr
Ms
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mrs
Dr
Mr
Mrs
Ms
Mr
Ms
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
The
Mr
Ms
Mr
Ms
Ms
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mrs
Ms
Mr
Mr
Miss
Mr
Ms
Mr
Ms
Mr

Leendert
Sir or Madam
David
Sandy
Frieda
Elizabeth
RE
Phil
Eric
Geoff
Deirdre
Elizabeth
Les
Regina
Malcolm B
George
Graham
Mike
Mary
Jeremy
Michael
Debbie
Catherine
Dennis
Shona
Malcolm
Andrew
James
Jim
Maitland
Morgen
Richard
Elaine
John
Anne-Michelle
Iris
Peter
Michael
Daniel
George
Julie
Kerry
Alistair
Allan
E. M.
W
Sophia
Kenneth
Jayne
W
Miek

Padmos
Crooke
Reid
Burns
Russell
Winmill
Daniels
Buchan
Lamb
Cruickshank
Padmos
Bruce
Erich
Duncan
Chalmers
Dixon
Donald
Struthers
Sternberg
Innes
Berrisford
Wood
Duthie
Dyer
McKillop
Mitchell-Moore
Burnett
Piggins
Mackie
Family
Bush
Brown
McRobbie
Slater
Walker
Marks
Brown
Lewis
Swapp
Nairn
Mitchell Moore
Maclean
Sutherland
Wilson
Christie
Tennant
Maclennan
Lindsay
Kidd
van den Beukel
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Blair Ythan Partnership

420
421
422
423
424
425
426
427
428
429
430
431
432
433
434
435
436
437
438
439
440
441
442
443
444
445
446
447
448
449
450
451
452

Mr
Ms
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Ms
Mr & Mrs
Mr
Ms
Ms
Mr
Ms
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mrs
Mr & Mrs
Mr

Peter
Jill
Andrew
Frank
Timmy
Alan
Ron
William
William
Paul
Ian
Brian
Hilda

Mr
Mr
Mr & Mrs
Miss
Mr
Mr
Mr

Richard
R
Marjory
Clive
Robert
Annie
Andrew
Simon
Mike

Duff
Shepherd
Chedburn
Budd
Xu
Boyd
Reid
Doyle
Walton
Miller
Brown
Downie
Meers
Macfarlane
Gillespie
Stephen
Aitken
Fothergill
Prentice
McGregor
Ingram
Markham
Mitchell
Petty
Firmin
Milne
Griffiths
Kempe
McNab
Ferries
Bradford
Power
Jamieson

453

Ms

Jennifer

Third

454
455

Ms
Ms

Jeannie
Elma

Felsinger
McMenemy

456
457
458
459
460

Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr

John
Stephen
Ed
Robert
William

Brownlee
Shaw
Taylor
Sinclair
Walton

461

Ms

Eileen

Grassick

462

Ms

Jackie

Cumberbirch

463
464

Ms
Mr

Amy
Gordon

Smith
Pyper

465

Mr

Steve

Dowell

Mike
Jenny
Joan
John
Caitlin
Duncan
Gordon
Ray
Dorothy

Kincardine Estate
The MacRobert Trust
Gypsy/Traveller education
and information project
Grampian Racial Equality
Group
Peterhead & Buchan Tourism
Initiative
Princes Foundation
Banff & Buchan College
Roadsense
Don Crossing Communities
Alliance
Aberdeenshire Environmental
Forum
Environmental Sustainability
Team
Angus Council
Directorate for the Built
Environment
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466
467
468
469
470
471
472
473
474
476
477

Mr
Dr
Mr
Dr
Ms
Mr
Mr
Ms
Mr
Ms
Ms

John
Geoffrey A
William
Ian
Rita
Les
Colin D
Anne
Rab
Rona
Elaine

Nisbet
Cook
Kidd
Francis
Stephen
Morris
Menzies
Follin
Dickson
Main
McCall

478
479
480

Mr
Mr
Ms

John
David
Clare

Risby
Bale
Pritchett

481
482

Ms
Mr

Susan
David

Haslam
Henderson

Scottish Water
Health & Safety Executive
Historic Scotland
RSPB
ACSEF
National Grid
Grampian Police
BAA Scotland
NESTRANS
Scottish Enterprise
The Scottish Government
Forestry Commission
Scotland
Scottish Natural Heritage
SEPA
Scottish Environment
Protection Agency
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If you wish to object to this plan you must do
so by 24 April 2009 in writing to the Scottish
Ministers at the address below :
Sandra Carey
The Scottish Government
Directorate for the Built Environment
Area 2-H
Victoria Quay
Edinburgh
EH6 6QQ
Email: aberdeencityandshire@scotland.gsi.gov.uk
Forms are available from the Strategic
Development Planning Authority (address below)
or can be downloaded from its website.

Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic Development Plan Team
Archibald Simpson House
27-29 King Street
Aberdeen
AB24 5AA
Phone: 01224 628210
Fax: 01224 640517
Website: www.aberdeencityandshire-sdpa.gov.uk
E-mail: team@aberdeencityandshire-sdpa.gov.uk

