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Stonehaven & District Community Council


STATEMENT OF CASE 
of
Stonehaven & District Community Council

for the Public Local Inquiry
into Draft Schemes and Orders
for the 

Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route

SEIRU Ref C 620707
Public Inquiry due to commence 9th September 2008
Before: Mr David Gordon, Mr Scott Ferrie and Mr M Cunliffe, SEIRU Reporters
Introduction

1.1.1 Stonehaven is an historic town, which has developed quickly over the last 20 or so years, primarily as a result of the oil industry.  It has a strong central focus, which contains much of interest both to the tourist and the local population.  There is a clear desire to retain that central focus and community, whilst ensuring that sustainable and sensitive development continues to enable the town to continue to thrive.

1.1.2 Stonehaven & District Community Council (S&DCC) has 16 Councillors representing the views of the people who live and work in Stonehaven.  S&DCC has undertaken a very significant and well-documented survey of the town’s opinions under the project title of “The Future of Stonehaven”.  This work has since been supplemented by a survey about the AWPR, and this data will be given in evidence.
1.1.3 S&DCC supports in general the development of the AWPR, including the Fastlink, and recognises that iT has a number of benefits for the whole area, and the town of Stonehaven in particular.  It is important in a town like Stonehaven that, whilst change is absorbed, the character of the town is preserved.  The relevant statement in the Strategy Document of the Council (Sec 3) is:

We will support ideas and suggestions for improvements in the town, and promote that they should be properly developed and implemented.  In particular, we encourage developments which will be economically and environmentally sustainable. 

1.1.4 Our objections to the proposed development relate solely to the design of the junction between the AWPR and the A90 just north of Stonehaven – hereinafter referred to as the Stonehaven junction.
1.1.5 The objections are considered under five headings

a. Suitability of the design as part of a major trunk route

b. Use of crossing traffic streams and traffic lights

c. Interference with the landscape

d. Carbon Footprint
e. Method of consultation

1.1.6 The substance of these objections is set out below.  

1.1.7 The S&DCC has been made aware of the alternative scheme put forward by the Trustees of the Sluie Estates together with Richard and David Strang Steel.  It agrees with its principles.  At the time of writing this Statement of Case, the full documentation has not been published, but it is confidently expected that, by the time the Inquiry opens, the S&DCC will have properly considered and will fully support this alternative scheme.
Grounds of Objection 

Suitability of the design as part of a major trunk route

1.1.8 Evidence will be presented from the survey of Stonehaven residents that most of the opinion is that the design of the proposed Stonehaven junction is inadequate for a road designated a major trunk route.  It may not achieve its aim of diverting traffic away from the existing A90 trunk route.
Use of crossing traffic streams and traffic lights

1.1.9 It is accepted that the traffic model presented at the public exhibition shows the junction apparently working to a satisfactory degree, based on the assumptions within that PARAMICS model.  Evidence will be presented that the design of the proposed Stonehaven junction results in a number of weaknesses in traffic management, both during the construction phase and final layout, which have not been minimised.  In the absence of evidence to the contrary, it will be asserted that the proposed design has not been optimised. 

Interference with the landscape

1.1.10 Stonehaven is surrounded by beautiful scenery, and the people of Stonehaven have expressed a strong view (documented in the “Future of Stonehaven Report”) that these surrounding should be protected.  The proposed development and some particular features of the detailed design will obtrude into those scenic views.  Evidence will be presented showing how these landscapes will be adversely affected.  In the absence of evidence to the contrary, it will be asserted that alternatives which might minimise these adverse effects have not been explored.

Carbon Footprint

1.1.11 Whilst there is currently no standard way of calculating carbon footprint, and no statutory requirement on road planners to minimise the carbon footprint, this is a rapidly evolving area.  Most Government and Local Authority policies now state “sustainability” as a major objective. In the light of current rapidly rising price of fuel, major importance is likely to be given by all road users to minimising fuel consumption.  Given that the AWPR will be in place for many decades, Stonehaven & District Community Council firmly believe that this issue needs consideration in all road construction.  Evidence will be lead showing that the proposed Stonehaven Junction is a particularly obvious case of poor carbon footprint, and alternative designs can greatly improve this footprint.
Method of Consultation with the Community

1.1.12 It is acknowledged that the proposer undertook extensive exercises in communicating with the public.  However, evidence will be led to show that this cannot be considered as adequate consultation.  In particular, evidence will be presented showing that no alternatives were put forward, suggestions from consultees were not treated fairly, and the reasons behind objections were not explored.
Evidence to be submitted and appearances at the Inquiry  

1.1.13 Representatives of S&DCC will present their own evidence.

1.1.14 At present, S&DCC does not intend to call any other witnesses.  It is assumed that this will not require more than a quarter of one day including questions. 
1.1.15 S&DCC may extend or amend this Statement of Case in matters affecting either its scope or its detail, in the light of any additional or amending information supplied by the parties or emerging from relevant sources in relation to the application.

Documents

1.1.16 Documents to which reference may be made include:

f. The results of the survey of Stonehaven residents, together with the survey questionnaire and maps

g.  “The Future of Stonehaven” project report

h. Photos of the site

i. Correspondence with the proposers
j. Samples of standards and best practice on consultation
1.1.17 It is assumed that the list of core documents and proposer’s documents produced as an appendix to the proposer’s Statement of Case contains all other documentation needed.
1.1.18 Any relevant correspondence and minor documentation may be attached to precognitions, and extracts from other documents not readily available or previously cited will be provided.  
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