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response to his written queries to Waste Management had been that there was no budget
provision for garden waste. A review had been promised but this was now to be left to
the new incoming council. Lyn Jardine stated this issue should therefore be discussed in
the forthcoming election debate. Cllr. Morrison felt the situation was unsatisfactory and
the strategy of other councils should be looked at. Cllr. Sullivan also agreed the
situation was unsatisfactory but argued that the lack of money is not an excuse but a valid
reason. Changes are required but fundamentally the budget is inadequate for all the
required facilities. Sarah Dickinson stated that a letter should be sent to the council,
especially if they were deferring the debate and not allowing for consultation.

Following this discussion the motion was unanimously agreed.
Secretary

8. Future of Stonehaven

A discussion document had been issued with the agenda papers. This had been prepared
by Sarah Dickinson herself as she had received no feedback from other members over the
last two months. She stated that members need to be aware of what is in the Future of
Stonehaven report and that it is the responsibility of the whole community council to
maintain the momentum and take the report forward. The discussion document takes up
the issue of identified weaknesses as a first step in addressing the way forward. Lyn
Jardine pointed out that the Strategy Document and the Communication Plan are not yet
completed and they need to be formalised in conjunction with the consultation. David
Fleming was concerned about what the community council could and should be involved
in and how to encourage the involvement of others. He felt that all members need to
review the report and make a contribution and proposed that:

- This report is remitted to the next agenda meeting to start the process of defining
actions, to be then brought forward to the next business meeting for debate

- Members instigate consultation with other groups and individuals

- Members look to make their own contribution

Motion seconded by Michael Innes. Unanimously approved.

All

9.

9.3

Reports on Planning Issues

Field 52 (Item brought forward on agenda)

The Chairman introduced Richard and David Strang-Steel, whose family owns Field 52.
Some background information about the family interests and about the field site was
outlined. A presentation was then made by Rupert Morgan (Project Leader) of
Kensington & Edinburgh Estates and Andrew Munnis (Planning Consultant) of
Montague Evans, who had entered into a joint agreement with the Strang-Steels to
promote development of the Field 52 site. Background information was presented about
K&M Estates who specialise mainly in food store, retail and leisure developments
throughout the UK. The presentation centred on the planning framework, the Loop Road
decision, other supermarket applications and the merits of Field 52. The importance of
working with the community council as statutory consultees was stressed, particularly in
light of the new Planning Bill. They will shortly be entering into discussions with the
Planning Dept with a view to submitting a planning application within the next 2-3
months. The application will be for a 58,000 sq ft food store with car parking and an
optional petrol station. Full public consultation will be made and traffic consultants are
to be employed. In reply to a question from Lyn Jardine, it was advised that there is no
“non food” element to the application, although approximately 20% of the stock will be
non-food items.

A member of the public queried the safety aspect of the proposed road junction from the
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AWPR. Richard Strang-Steel advised that it is hoped that the existing design will be
changed in the next version. Three new proposals for junction design had been
submitted. The site would, in any event, have to be justified by a full transport
assessment.

Jane Davidson asked about the timescale for the development. Following 3-4 months of
consultation, progress would be entirely dependant on the planning process, which could
take 2-3 years.

Sarah Davidson referred to the Future of Stonehaven consultation in which the protection
of local retail facilities was deemed very important, alongside the need for retail
diversification. In this respect, the split of food and non-food sales was an essential issue
to be considered. It was agreed that retail assessment would be a vital part of the
consultation process.

The Chairman thanked all the contributors for the presentation and for this initial
consultation with the community council.

9.1 Actions of Planning Committee on planning applications (Report attached)

Peter Bellarby proposed that congratulations go to David Fleming, Ian Hunter and Sarah
Dickinson for their contribution a successful outcome of the Loop Road supermarket
enquiry.

9.2 County Hotel.

Peter Bellarby indicated that he had temporarily withdrawn from the Planning
Applications Committee as of 3 April. David Fleming advised that the new application
by Barratts for 22 flats had not been discussed by the committee and a decision now
needed to be taken by all members. A representative from Barratts had been invited to
the meeting but was not present.

Sarah Dickinson felt that a positive aspect of the new plans was that it was a far less
imposing structure with a lower roofline. David Fleming stated that there were also
fewer car park spaces, although turning room was still tight. Ian Hunter supported the
site becoming flats and it was agreed that the alternative to redevelopment was the
increasing dilapidation of the site. Michael Innes was critical of the closure of the hotel
and the loss of the squash club facilities. There was discussion about the possible
provision of specific facilities through planning gain but it was pointed out that no such
detail would be included in any planning application. Sarah Dickinson argued that
planning gain should not influence the decision making, which should be made entirely
on the merits of the application. It was agreed that members would advise David
Fleming of their individual vote within the next 7 days and that this vote would be
declared at or before the next meeting.

All

9.4 Appeal against refusal of planning permission for wind farm at St John’s Hill

As this is outwith the S&DCC area it has been decided not to take part in the appeal but
to write offering support to the community councils involved.

Secretary

9.5 Aberdeenshire and Aberdeen City Structure Plan ( Briefing Paper attached)

The Chairman advised that there is to be a public meeting on 30 April, 7pm at St.
Leonard’s Hotel, which all members are urged to attend.

All
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The S&DCC support the formation of the Stonehaven Town Partnership, and agree to
apply for membership at the Formation Meeting on 30th May 2007

However, following discussion, and to give members time to read the STP Bye Laws, it
was agreed to postpone a decision until the next meeting

All

11.3 By-election.

The Chairman advised that the deadline for nominations was 5 pm. on Friday 13 April.

11.4 Wind Farm public meeting.

Ian Hunter has still to make contact with Michael Macey. Ian Hunter

11.5. Letter from Mearns CC re Mid Hill.

Chairman’s draft letter of reply – attached. It was agreed that the letter should be sent as
drafted.

Chairman

11.6 Training for Councillors.

No reply had yet been received.

11.7 Agenda Meetings.

The Chairman proposed that these meetings should continue following the 3 month’s
trial. A report, including an outline of the rules for agenda meetings, is attached. After
discussion, it was agreed to change the start time of the agenda meetings to 7.30pm. The
other recommendations in the paper were approved.

11.8 Election of representatives on Community Planning Executive to represent all
community councils in Aberdeenshire

Taken in camera.

The result of the vote is that S&DCC will vote for Jonathan Parkes
Secretary

12. Correspondence

Full registers attached

13. A.O.C.B.

Lenny Lawrence raised the issue of the consultation on the Disability Equality Scheme of
Aberdeenshire Licensing Boards, which he had at the last meeting agreed to look at. He
had found the draft document satisfactory, but felt there should have been more
consultation with disabled people.

The meeting concluded at 10.45pm

14. Date and times of next meetings

The agenda meeting will be held on Tuesday 1st May at 7:30 pm. in the Dunnottar
Lounge.

The next Business Meeting will be held in the Cowie Lounge at 7:30 pm on Tuesday 8th

May
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CRIME BULLETIN FOR THE STONEHAVEN COMMUNITY COUNCIL

12 February 2007 to 25 February 2007

Priority Crimes in Stonehaven

Vandalism 9(6)
Youth annoyance 9(1)
Assault 6(4)
Breach of the Peace 3(0)

Comment

During the period under review officers in Stonehaven recorded 46 crime reports. To date the
investigating officers have detected 21of these crimes.

A number of individuals have been reported for the break into various premises and vehicles in the
Stonehaven area. A large amount of stolen property was recovered from this theft.

Stuart Akers
Community Beat officer
Stonehaven

CRIME BULLETIN FOR THE STONEHAVEN COMMUNITY COUNCIL

26 February 2007 to 11 March 2007

Priority Crimes in Stonehaven

Vandalism 12(3)
Youth annoyance 10(1)
Assault 16(10)
Breach of the Peace 2(-1)

Comment

During the period under review officers in Stonehaven recorded 54 crime reports. To date the
investigating officers have detected 23 of these crimes.

There was an increase in the number of vandalisms reported. Due to information received from the
public a male was charged with a number of theses vandalisms..

It is disappointing to see a significant increase in the number of assaults. A number of these
incidents are still under investigation.

Stuart Akers
Community Beat Officer
Stonehaven
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CRIME BULLETIN FOR THE STONEHAVEN COMMUNITY COUNCIL

12 March 2007 to 25 March 2007

Priority Crimes in Stonehaven

Vandalism 4(-8)
Youth annoyance 10(0)
Assault 3(-13)
Breach of the Peace 3(1)

Comment

During the period under review officers in Stonehaven recorded 43 crime reports. To date the
investigating officers have detected 17 of these crimes.

It is encouraging to see a significant decrease in the amount of vandalisms. It is hoped that this
could be attributed to the anti vandalism bus which had been at Mackie Academy during this period.
The bus was a visual learning experience to make children aware of the effects that vandalism has
on the community.

Stuart Akers
Community Beat Officer
Stonehaven
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Stonehaven & District Community Council

Adopt-a-Street Scheme

Helping to keep Stonehaven litter free

The Adopt-a-Street Scheme

The Adopt-a-Street Scheme is an initiative by ordinary residents to take positive action to help keep
the streets of Stonehaven litter free for their own benefit and the enjoyment of a cleaner
environment for all. It is recognised that the volumes of litter currently dropped are such that
Aberdeenshire Council cannot reasonably be expected to provide sufficient resources to stay on top
of the problem at all times especially in quieter residential streets.

Already, there are residents within the community who regularly pick up litter either as part of
community litter picks organised by the Stonehaven Horizon Project, in particular, or simply as
concerned and civically-minded individuals.

The Adopt-a-Street Scheme would look to support these existing efforts by providing a volunteer
base that is equipped to collect small volumes of litter at fairly regular intervals with the appropriate
resources and guidelines for the safe handling and disposing of the collected waste.

What it is not

Aberdeenshire Council has a statutory responsibility to keep streets clean and it is not the intention
of the Adopt-a-Street Scheme to take over this fundamental responsibility either now or in the
future. This is a matter of partnership and the operation of the scheme will benefit most if it enjoys
the full support and co-operation of Aberdeenshire Council and if volunteer efforts can be focussed
on areas with lower litter volumes so that Aberdeenshire Council resources can be focussed on the
town centre and other known problem spots.

A Partnership?

The Adopt-a-Street approach to reducing litter is an idea being supported and promoted by
Aberdeenshire Environmental Forum (AEF) – an independent body - who hope to see up to a 1000
volunteers across the shire involved in similar local schemes. Aberdeenshire Council have been
approached by the AEF to support the Adopt-a-Street idea shire-wide with financial resources and
an agreed approach to how such partnerships would work. Therefore, the Adopt-a-Street idea is
currently before Area Committees for consideration.

However, the Kincardine & Mearns Area Committee had already agreed to support the Stonehaven
Adopt-a-Street Scheme. In 2006 a financial grant of £800 was approved towards expenses
associated with getting the Scheme up and running in Stonehaven.

The Future of Stonehaven Consultation identifies litter as a significant problem and cleaner streets
figure amongst the topmost priorities of issues to be addressed. As a result, the Stonehaven &
District Community Council is looking to progress the Adopt-a-Street Scheme with all due speed
and with the month of April being National Spring Clean month, the timing seems right to get the
Scheme going.

Aberdeenshire Council is not yet ready to finalise its own fuller involvement and it may be that once
the Scheme is running, there are some changes to incorporate. However, these should not be of
such a nature or on such a scale as to require delay now.
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The Stonehaven scheme will, however, await developments from Aberdeenshire Council and the
AEF before seeking to brand the scheme with a logo on the assumption that the Stonehaven Adopt-
a-Street scheme, although launched earlier than other schemes, will nonetheless be a partner in what
might finally be agreed for the shire as a whole.

The Basic Approach

Volunteers will be equipped with a high visibility vest, gloves and a picker. They will be provided
with guidelines for the safe handling of the litter and, in particular, what not to pick up and who to
contact within Aberdeenshire Council to deal with such items. They will be asked to sign on to the
scheme and in so doing will sign a disclaimer which clarifies that they take part at their own risk.
Unless a volunteer is a recorded member of the scheme, they will not be considered part of it. They
do not have to commit to collecting litter at any specific interval. Nor will the scheme be in any
way “policed”. The volunteer should be free to pick up the litter at a frequency and time which is
convenient to them.

The Litter

Volunteers will be asked to re-use supermarket bags, or similar, to collect the litter. This is for
three reasons. It does not involve additional costs to supply bags, it is environmentally friendly to
re-use such bags and finally it ensures that the volumes of litter collected are manageable to handle.

Volunteers will not be asked to triage the litter to separate residual waste items from recyclable
ones. If they are willing to do so this would be welcome but it is not a requirement of the scheme.

Volunteers will be asked to dispose of the litter through their own fortnightly waste collections –
whether this is a wheelie bin collection or, in some cases, black bags. It is fully recognised that not
everyone has available space in their wheelie bin for additional waste and, as a result,
Aberdeenshire Council has intimated that they would be willing to provide a second wheelie bin to
participating households. In the event that a second bin is not a desirable option for a household,
then the volunteer would be asked to take the litter to the Redcloak Amenity Site or, if this is not
possible or acceptable, then we would encourage participation in community litter picks, where the
gathered waste is not removed by the volunteer, rather than through the Adopt-a-Street scheme
itself at this stage.

Purchase of Equipment

The Adopt-a-Street Committee currently has a budget of £800 from the funds provided by the
Kincardine and Mearns Area Committee Top Up Fund. The Committee will proceed to purchase
pickers, gloves and hi-viz vests for 25 volunteers. The anticipated cost for these three items per
person is between £15 & £20 or for 25 volunteers a total cost of between £300 & £500. The
balance of monies would be held for replacement and additional equipment for new volunteers as
required.

It is assumed that the Adopt-a-Street Committee can make such purchases as required by this
proposal, over time and within the funds available, without further approval from the Community
Council. If there are changes to the scheme requiring other forms of expenditure these would be put
to the Community Council for approval.
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How to dispose of litter

The rubbish collected should be disposed of with your normal household waste. If needs be, and
you are able to, you can also take the excess to the Redcloak Civic Amenity Centre. Alternatively a
second wheelie bin may be requested if you are regularly collecting more waste than can be
disposed of in one bin. The scheme organisers will help to organise this for you. Let us also know
if there are particular places where litter is a problem and it would be useful to have a litter bin.

Contacts

For anything that concerns the running of the Adopt-a-Street scheme:

Sarah Dickinson, Maisley, 38 Arduthie Road 762525
or
Anne Bellarby, South Linn, 13 Westfield Road 764584

For reporting hypodermic needles

For reporting fly-tipping

Form of Indemnity

Volunteers should not participate in the Adopt-a-Street scheme unless they are able to accept and
agree to follow these guidelines and understand that participation is at their own risk. Stonehaven
and District Community Council has endeavoured to make this guidance informative but makes no
warranties or representation, expressed or implied, as to the accuracy or completeness of the
information contained or referenced herein. Stonehaven and District Community Council will not
be held liable for any direct, indirect, special, consequential or other loss or damage that results
from volunteers’ participation in this scheme unless it has been negligent.

I agree to take part in the Adopt-a-Street Scheme, subject to the conditions given above:

Name:

Address:

Telephone number:

Street(s) to be covered:

Signature:
Date:

This sheet will be copied and the copy given to you.
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Future of Stonehaven Consultation 2007

Discussion Document : Next Steps

Top Twelve Weaknesses
Combined Data for Group and Online Participants

SECTION 1

Number 1 Weakness Lack of Youth-oriented Entertainment/Facilities
linked to
Number 6 Weakness Groups of Youths Loitering
linked to
Number 11 Weakness Leisure and Sports Facilities

These three weaknesses are linked although it is recognised that improved leisure and sports
options would only form part of a response to the lack of youth entertainment and facilities.
Also, addressing the problem of youth loitering is most likely to be achieved by offering them
alternatives to the street corner that are more attractive.

Relevant Statistics

Improved Sporting Facilities = # 1 priority for change for groups
Better Leisure Centre/Sports Facilities= # 2 priority for change for online participants

= # 2 priority if the sky is the limit
More Facilities for Youth = # 3 priority for change for online participants
Local Cinema = # 4 priority for change for groups

= # 1 priority if the sky is the limit
Upgrade Town Hall = # 4 priority for change for groups

= #14 priority for change for online participants
Youth Drop-in Centre = #13 priority for change for groups
Skate Park = #14 priority for change for groups

= #11 priority if the sky is the limit
Ten Pin Bowling = #15 priority for change for groups
Ice Rink = #13 priority if the sky is the limit
10-Pin Bowling = #13 = priority if the sky is the limit
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Stonehaven & District Community Council
Actions of the Planning Committee

17 William Mackie Avenue: APP/2006/3827
We objected to this extension on the grounds of its size, but the Area Committee has approved
the application.

30 St Bridget Crescent: APP/2006/3426
We objected to the original version of this application, because we felt it was an excessively
large extension, and in contravention of the planning rules. After discussions with the
Planning Officer, the applicants submitted a revised, smaller version. The Planning Officer
thought this was a material change, and asked us to review our decision, but asked for a
speedy response. The Planning Committee met specifically to review the new plans, and
concluded that our objection should remain. We wrote accordingly (letter attached). The
applicants have approached us for our views. We are advised that we should not discuss the
application direct with the applicant, but have ensured he has a copy of our letter of objection.
The Community Council is asked to ratify the Planning Committee’s actions.

Garden at Invercowie House
We have objected to this application for the development of 3 dwellinghouses and 12 flats.
After the site visit, the matter was deferred because fresh plans were produced, and the
planning officer had not considered them. We have written requesting that we (and the other
objectors) are re-consulted once the plans are settled.

Supermarket at Loop Road, Fetteresso: APP/2006/4087
Full details of the Reporter’s decision have now been received.

Note: The Aberdeenshire Council on-line planning system has been upgraded and all
planning applications can viewed at
http://www.aberdeenshire.gov.uk/planning/apps/index.asp , where there is search page, so
members can search on reference number, or address, or postcode etc.
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Stonehaven & District Community Council

South Linn
13 Westfield Road

From the Secretary, STONEHAVEN
Peter Bellarby Kincardineshire AB39 2EE

01569 764584

e-mail: p.bellarby@blinkbroadband.co.uk

20 March 2007

Mr Tommy Hart
Planner, Development Control and Building Standards
Aberdeenshire Council
Viewmount
Arduthie Road
Stonehaven
AB39 2DQ

Planning Application APP/2006/3426 30 St Bridgets Crescent, Stonehaven

Dear Mr Hart

Thank you for your letter of 27 February 2007 providing amended plans that have been
submitted in connection with the above-mentioned planning application. Stonehaven and
District Community Council has carefully considered these plans, but has decided to maintain
its objection to this planning application. The changes mean that the outer wall of the
extended dwellinghouse would be 1000 mm from the boundary line of the property, rather
than being flush with the boundary as in the original plan. The ridge line of the roof above the
garage has been lowered somewhat in the revised plans. However, the resultant building
would still be substantial and occupy a large part of the plot of land. The building would still
be close to neighbouring dwellings and significantly overshadow them.

In the Aberdeenshire Local Plan of June 2006 Policy Hou\7 indicates that an extension would
be approved, in principle, if, inter alia, (a) it reflects the character of the surrounding area and
the design and scale of the existing house; (b) it does not significantly reduce the amenity of
neighbouring residents and (c) it conforms to Appendix 1. We maintain that the proposed
development is in conflict with (a) because of its large size and with (b) because of the effect
on the residents of neighbouring properties. Appendix 1 indicates that at least 66% of the
total plot should be left unbuilt. Calculations show that the proposal does not meet this
requirement. In connection with design details Appendix 1 indicates that extensions and
alterations should not exceed the height of the existing building and not over-dominate the
existing or neighbouring properties. The proposal is in conflict with both these requirements.
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The Community Council therefore continues to object to this proposal. The proposed
extension is far too large for the site and its situation.

We are also surprised to see that these amended plans have not appeared on the web and
enquire why this is.

Yours sincerely

Peter Bellarby
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Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire Structure Plan

A briefing paper for Stonehaven & District Community Council, and
a response to the Consultation.

As part of the Development of the next version of the Structure Plan for Aberdeenshire (now
being done jointly with Aberdeen City), Aberdeenshire Council have published an “Issues
Paper”, and asked for comments by 6th April.

Because this deadline is before our next full meeting, these comments have been compiled,
but have not been ratified by the whole Community Council. Our comments are shown in
italics. We trust they are constructive. We would hope to develop them

There will also be a public meeting/workshop at St Leonard’s Hotel on Monday 30th April at
7:00 pm/.. I attended the last one, and found it very interesting.

The full “Issues Paper” can be seen at
: http://www.nest-uk.net/acssp/t_22/pdfs/Issues%20Report.pdf

The Issues raised are:

What should the plan’s vision be?

Aberdeen City and Shire is currently an attractive place to live and work, with a high-quality
environment, high average incomes and low unemployment. However, not everybody has
these environmental and economic advantages. Also, these advantages may be under threat in
the years to come (for example, because of long term falling production from oil and gas
fields in the North Sea, and wider environmental issues throughout the world). The
challenges ahead mean that we cannot continue to work in the same way and we need a clear
new vision to guide us into the future. This vision will allow us to be a more economically
competitive society that includes everybody and reduces the effect we have on the
environment as much as possible.
Question 1
Do you support our draft vision? Does it strike the right balance between change and
protection and between economic growth, the environment, and having a society that includes
everybody? Can you suggest any improvements?

Here is our draft vision.

“By 2030, Aberdeen City and Shire will be an exciting, modern, and environmentally
sustainable European city region. Our communities will include everybody and enjoy
the highest quality of life. We will be recognised across the world for our leadership
in renewable energy, our technological and intellectual excellence, and the unique
qualities of our environment. To help achieve the vision, this plan will encourage
new development to use land in a way that has less and less of an effect on the
wider environment. It will help all the industries that support the vision to be
successful. It will allow the area to have enough people, homes and jobs to support
the level of services and facilities the community wants, and will provide a range of
opportunities in lifestyle. In achieving our vision, we will:
• manage our natural, built and community resources responsibly;
• consider the needs of all our different communities fairly, now and in the future; and
• be confident and courageous when making the hard choices needed to allow
change to happen.”
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Whilst this vision is very laudable, we would like to see more reference
about the investment to achieve this. Where are the structural guarantees
that the money raised through Council Tax and Developer Contributions,

for example, are going to be sufficient to truly support good local
services? Increasingly, it is local voluntary groups that are required to

address problem areas - Town Hall, Open Air Pool and so on come to
mind.

Question 2
What issues should the plan address? Are any of the 13 issues (a to m) particularly important?
Are any unimportant? Have any key issues been missed? Do you have any views as to how
we should tackle these issues, either on our own or with other organisations?

Working with communities and others with an interest in the plan, we have identified 13
issues that the structure plan may be able to tackle. We are keen to hear your views on these
and any other important issues to do with land use that you think should be included. We
have not given priority to any of the issues.

A Population
Maintain a population large enough to improve services, promote the wider interests of

the community and improve quality of life. Services and facilities such as schools, shops,
health care, sports, and cultural facilities rely on people within a particular area to use them.
The plan could aim to keep the population the same size and in the same areas, or try to
encourage more people to live in particular areas (or the area as a whole) to help services
improve.

We should be seeking to avoid any depopulation, and also making
Aberdeenshire an attractive to place to work in (as well as live in), so as to

keep an strong wealth creating core of the population.

It is stated that "Services and facilities such as schools, shops, health care,
sports and cultural facilities rely on people within a particular area to use

them" so there are implications for population size. However, equally, you
can have the population and not the usage because the facilities are not
maintained to a high enough standard or because competitive pressures

and the choice to use such facilities elsewhere present themselves as more
attractive. Population alone is not enough - again it is surely a matter of

appropriate resources and investment to ensure appropriate STANDARDS.

B Changes in the population
Changes in the population include more elderly people, fewer children and fewer

adults of working age (between 16 and 65 years old) in the area. There are also workers from
other countries (particularly Eastern Europe) moving to the area. We need to take action in
response to these challenges.

In recognising the demographic changes we need to ensure that all new
properties built (either for commercial or residential purposes) need to be

of the highest possible access standards. In respect of homes, these need to
be built to a lifetime standard in order that they can be adapted and altered

in future.

We also need to ensure that local services are accessible to people from
other cultures as they will increasingly represent the younger working

population who will be required to provide care and services for the
increasingly older population. We also need to ensure vibrant and

sustainable communities, with investment in learning at all levels to
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encourage our young people to stay or return after further education as
well as our older people to continue to stay active. This will involve

adequate transport links with other areas and across the region as well as
quality amenities distributed across the range of satellite towns and

villages, not just in the city centre. Provision of better amenities needs to
be backed up with resources for activities for young and old alike. Keeping

active and independent and having a good quality of life will enable our
aging population to continue to contribute positively in the long term.

We need to develop smart technology approaches (telecare) to enable
people to live independently and for longer.

C Regeneration
Give priority to improving the areas we live in and reducing inequality. Although we

live in a wealthy area, not everyone’s experience is the same. There are some parts of the area
which are very disadvantaged and these affect individual people, communities and the whole
region. If we are to continue to be successful, all parts of the community need to benefit from
(and make a positive contribution to) that success.

We should actively encourage mixed estates where the architecture does
not distinguish between tenure. Small communities should be

built/regenerated (probably based on existing villages and communities)
that have, as much as is possible, all that they need locally. As well as

regenerating already failed (or failing communities) we need to ensure that
communities in danger of failing are quickly identified and adequately
resourced, across a range of services in a holistic manner, to prevent

decline. Regeneration needs to be cross discipline and not concentrate on
housing and/or industry or leisure but should be tackled from a whole

community perspective. Communities should lead the needs and plans for
any regeneration and should be encouraged and supported to be involved.

D Balancing needs
Balance development in the city with developments in towns and villages. Although

the structure plan will focus on the big issues, we need to recognise local needs and hopes. In
the same way, the plan is likely to need to balance the needs of Aberdeen with the needs in
towns and villages.

See above re aging population and need for adequate links and amenities –
as well as regeneration and need to identify failing communities and

resources accordingly.
E Green belt

Make sure the green belt meets our needs. Although the green belt is important (for
example, to protect the landscape surrounding the city), we also need to make sure it doesn’t
stop appropriate development taking place. As a result, we may need to reassess the role of
the green belt, and the areas it covers, to make sure we allow developments in the most
appropriate places.
F Housing

Make sure the number and type of homes built meets the needs and hopes of the
population. The number, type, size and affordability of new homes has major effects on
existing and new communities. We need to promote a range of new housing in communities
which include everybody.

See above re “estates”. It should be condition of planning permission that
each development is balanced, including affordable housing and including

sheltered accommodation.

We also need to be aware of changes of use in developed communities (not
just in conservation areas) which start to change the character of the area
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e.g. changing large houses in flats or offices.

G Design
Improve the layout and design of all new developments to create high-quality

environments which make a positive contribution to the area and have the smallest possible
negative effects on the environment. Recent developments are often criticised as being bland
and having a negative effect on the quality of the area. However, new developments could
make a positive contribution to the quality of the area, maintain local character, and benefit
the environment.

Design must include more sustainability

These same design principles also need to be put into additions and
extensions to existing properties.

We believe that there is an issue missing here and that is the issue of
DENSITY of housing. A lot of the estates in Stonehaven are densely packed

- High density housing is a choice - is it one we want to make? We are
basically not very short of land in Aberdeenshire.

H Shopping
Maintain the existing role of shopping areas and strengthen their position, particularly

the national importance of Aberdeen city centre. The quality of shopping has an effect on
people’s quality of life and influences people’s attitudes towards living in an area.
Maintaining the role and strengthening existing shopping areas will help maintain and
improve the attractiveness of shopping in the centre of Aberdeen as well as towns and villages
across Aberdeenshire.

Retail planning must not be driven solely by the wishes and activities of the
large national players.

Allowance needs to be made for those retailers (many of whom are small
traders) who cannot afford to build their own premises, but wish to

rent/lease shops. A shopping area of specialist shops only remains viable
when they get a good level of traffic, and the mutual support that that

generates.

The fundamental question here is what is the genuine impact of large
superstores on local retail centres? What are the planning conditions that

might have to be imposed and upheld to give small retailers a chance of
survival? And what is the enforcement regime to keep to these conditions?

I Economic potential
Help the area be as economically successful as possible and deal with economic

uncertainty. Although we expect employment relating to oil to fall during the period covered
by the next structure plan, the economic development agencies are working hard to make sure
there is a range of other jobs available. It will be important to allow new industries to
develop. This may mean we set aside more land for business development and put in place a
system to make sure the land is not used for anything else.

There needs to be more encouragement to existing industries to improve,
grow, change, and develop. As agriculture declines, more land needs to be

devoted to other work in pleasant surroundings e.g. business parks. In
addition to investment in public transport to enable workers in such

developments to travel to possibly remote locations without adverse impact
on the environment.

J Transport
Reduce the need to travel and encourage people to walk, cycle, use buses and trains.

Transport has a major effect on the economy, the environment and society (for example,
delays caused by congestion, pollution caused by vehicle emissions and accidents). The
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planning system could make it easier for people to make choices which reduce these costs to
society and have positive benefits.

The old vision of “integrated public transport” is increasingly important to
encourage the move away from car and air travel. The interchange

facilities must be positively planned for.

The document says: "Reduce the need to travel and ENCOURAGE people
to walk, cycle etc". Encourage is a weak word in this context - surely it

boils down to PROVIDING cycle lanes, bus lanes and more flexible public
transport options?

K Infrastructure
Make sure existing networks of services and facilities can support new development

or provide new services to meet demand. Communities need to be well-served by transport,
water and sewerage networks, community facilities, open space and so on. Overloading these
(for example, roads, sewers, or schools) has consequences (for example, busy traffic,
pollution, or social problems). The structure plan can make sure developments are built in
areas where there are enough services available or make sure new or better facilities are
provided.

For each local area, we should find out what is the current balance
between these groups, and then plan to redress any imbalances. For

example in Stonehaven, the plan must show a increase in recreation, retail
and business spaces, and minimal increase in large housing.

L Climate change
Tackle the causes and effects of climate change, including carbon use, rising sea

levels and more flooding. Transport and buildings (building, using and demolishing them)
make a major contribution to climate change. The structure plan could help reduce this
contribution by reducing the need to travel, protecting resources and using renewable energy
(such as wind and solar power). We are likely to notice climate change during the time this
plan covers. The plan may have a role in protecting areas which may be vulnerable to the
effects of climate change (for example, future flooding).

The other action is to set standards for both new and existing buildings to
reduce energy consumption. This includes local heating/generation

schemes, reduced lighting waste, lowering the carbon footprint of new
roads, etc.

M Heritage
Protect and manage the area’s built, cultural, and natural heritage. The area’s built,

cultural and natural heritage has a major effect on people’s quality of life. Managing these
resources in the long-term, including making them available to more people is important to
the area’s future.

Heritage must not be used as an excuse for doing nothing and allowing
older buildings to deteriorate. Positive encouragement for the sympathetic

development of heritage sites must feature in our plans.
Question 3
Do you have any general views on where new developments should take place, or where it
should not take place, and why?

Where should new developments take place?

The most important part of the next structure plan is likely to be identifying the most
appropriate locations for all types of new development (the spatial strategy). The spatial
strategy will set out the type and amount of development needed in different parts of the area.
In the spatial strategy, we will tackle many of the issues identified above and allow
communities and property developers to be more certain about where development is likely to
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take place.

The Structure Plan needs to place equal emphasis on what is the intention
for existing areas of the built environment. Are we going to continue to

improve existing areas? Are we going to allow areas to decay?

The Plan needs to look at existing areas and state what they need in the
Planning period to bring them up to modern standards, and to make them

viable and vibrant, and how that might be done.

For example, in Stonehaven, we know we need a second supermarket,
better leisure facilities, and more small industry/local employment. The

Plan must bite the bullet and say where, and even how.

We read this very literally. Where should new developments take place?
In Stonehaven, it seems the answer is NOT up the Braes or in visually

intrusive sites around the town. The preference (that is, the balance of a
difficult choice) is for a small amount of land to the west of the A90 The

Plan needs to resolve some of these difficult choices. The Future of
Stonehaven document and the public meeting, in particular, speaks to this

point.

The spatial strategy will aim to answer questions such as the role the Aberdeen Western
Peripheral Route should have in the way we develop the area in future and how developments
may affect our ports and airport. It will also provide the framework within which we can
consider large or high-profile planning applications, such as where to build waste-
management facilities (for example, recycling centres, landfill sites, and creating energy from
burning waste) or major sports venues. We need to discuss a wide range of things relating to
the spatial strategy, including how much development should take place, where it should go
and when it should be done. Over the next few months, we will consult a wide range of
community and business groups to get their views on what strategy we should base the draft
structure plan on.
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Stonehaven & District Community Council

South Linn
13 Westfield Road

From the Secretary, STONEHAVEN
Peter Bellarby Kincardineshire AB39 2EE

01569 764584

e-mail: p.bellarby@blinkbroadband.co.uk

10 April 2007
Mr Peter Cockhead
The Direstor
Nestrans
Archibald Simpson House
27-29 King Street
Aberdeen
AB24 5AA

cc Community Safety Group

Concerns about Road Safety on the B979 Stonehaven - Maryculter Road

Dear Mr Cockhead

Stonehaven and District Community Council have received complaints from several users of
the B979 Stonehaven - Netherley - Maryculter Road about the speeds of some HGVs on that
road, which appear to exceed the speed limit for an HGV on single carriageway roads. We are
aware of a serious accident on this road not long ago which involved school children. The
road is twisting at both the Stonehaven and Maryculter ends of the road, and has a narrow
bridge with warning speed indicators in the vicinity of Netherley. We are of a view that this
road is dangerous, especially because of its use by a significant number of HGVs.

The Community Council therefore rquests that NESTRANS deploys a mobile speed camera
on this road from time to time to detect any HGVs that might be exceeding the speed limit.

This letter has been copied to the Community Safety Group, so that it may voice its opinion
on the matter.

Yours sincerely

Peter Bellarby


