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Statement of Case in respect of;

Draft Scheme Orders Published on 11 September 2007
The A90 (Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route) Special Road Scheme 200[ ]

The A956 (Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route) Special Road Scheme 200[ ] 

The A90 (Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route) (Craibstone Junction) Special Road Scheme 200[ ]

The A90 (Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route) Trunk Road Order 200[ ] 

The A96 (Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route) Trunk Road Order 200[ ] 

The A956 (Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route) Trunk Road Order 200[ ] 

The A90 Trunk Road (Charleston to Blackdog) Detrunking Order 200[ ]

The A96 Trunk Road (Dyce Drive to Haudagain Roundabout) Detrunking Order 200[ ]

The A96 Trunk Road (Dyce Drive Roundabout to Craibstone) Detrunking Order 200[ ] 

The A90 (Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route) Special Road (Redetermination of Means of Exercise of Public Right of Passage) Order 200[ ]

The A90 (Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route) Special Road (Extinguishment of Public Rights of Way) Order 200[ ]

Draft Scheme Orders published on 25 September 2007

The A90 (Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route) Special Road and the A956 (Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route) Special Road Compulsory Purchase Order 200[ ]
Draft Scheme Orders published on 12 October 2007

The A90 (Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route) Special Road (Side Roads) Order 200[ ] 

The A956 (Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route) Special Road (Side Roads) Order 200[ ] 

The A90 (Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route) Trunk Road (Side Roads) Order 200[ ] 

The A956 (Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route) Trunk Road (Side Roads) Order 200[ ]

The A96 (Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route) Trunk Road (Side Roads) Order 200[ ] 

Draft Scheme Orders published on 1 May 2008

The A90 (Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route) Special Road and the A956 (Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route) Special Road Compulsory Purchase Order No.2 200[ ]

Context for Promoters' Case

1. Introduction

1.1 The Scottish Ministers, as Trunk Roads Authority ("the Promoters"), are seeking confirmation of the various draft Road Orders and draft Compulsory Purchase Orders to allow the construction of the proposed Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route ("the Scheme").  

1.2 The Scheme involves the construction of some 46 kilometres of off-line dual carriageway, typically of two lane standard, with junctions at key locations to allow the Scheme to connect to the existing network of trunk and non-trunk roads.  The proposed AWPR is one of a range of measures originally proposed in the Modern Transport System (MTS) for the North East of Scotland developed by North East of Scotland Transport Partnership (NESTRANS), the Regional Transport Partnership.  

1.3 The general effect of the Scheme is to provide a new route to the west of Aberdeen to reduce congestion within the city, remove traffic from unsuitable rural and urban routes, improve safety, reduce journey times and improve journey time reliability.  Inclusion of the Fastlink improves the overall efficiency of the Scheme allowing long distance strategic traffic to get around the city more quickly, while reducing traffic on a busy stretch of the A90 between Stonehaven and Aberdeen and the existing B979 Netherley Road.  The Scheme is designed to function within the overall Submitted Regional Transport Strategy ("SRTS") by facilitating the implementation of a range of public and other sustainable transport measures which would otherwise be compromised.  The Scheme has been brought forward in accordance with the policies and objectives of the Scottish Ministers, and accords with national, regional and local planning policy.   

2. Background

2.1 The existing trunk road network in the Aberdeen area generally consists of a mixture of 2-lane dual and single carriageway.  South of Aberdeen it contains a mixture of at-grade and grade-separated junctions and in the Aberdeen City area, where it passes through developed urban areas, it contains at-grade junctions.  Use of the trunk road network by heavy goods vehicles is constrained at the existing Bridge of Dee, due to width restrictions.  Significant congestion occurs on the existing road network, leading to diversion of traffic, including heavy goods vehicles, from the primary road network onto unsuitable rural and urban routes.
2.2 The background to the Scheme is that the high traffic flows and current level of provision have a detrimental impact on the operational performance of the existing A90.  The delays experienced by road users, together with the predicted increase in traffic volume, will continue to have a significant economic and social cost.  The Scheme will support the effective operation of the strategic road network in the North East of Scotland and the implementation of a range of public transport measures proposed in the SRTS.  More specifically, the following benefits will be provided across the whole of the North East of Scotland: 

2.2.1 cutting journey times;

2.2.2 cutting congestion;

2.2.3 removing traffic from unsuitable roads;

2.2.4 improving road safety by reducing accidents; and

2.2.5 growing the economy.

2.3 The principal objections to the Scheme are:

2.3.1 that the Scheme does not support or represent an appropriate element of a multi-modal transport strategy; 
2.3.2 that the Scheme is contrary to stated policies, particularly in respect of land designated as Greenbelt;

2.3.3 that the Scheme should be rejected in favour of an alternative route, a number of which have been proposed; 
2.3.4 that the process by which the Scheme has been developed is deficient;

2.3.5 that the Scheme results in excessive environmental impacts;
2.3.6 that the Scheme is not economically justified;

2.3.7 that the traffic predictions for the Scheme are incorrect for a variety of reasons.

2.4 In addition to these principal objections, a number of more site-specific objections have been made to the Scheme, primarily by affected landowners.

2.5 The Promoters will lead evidence in response to the objections in so far as they are within the scope of the inquiry.

2.6 The note issued by the Directorate for Planning and Environmental Appeals ("DPEA") on 22 May 2008, setting out matters agreed at or arising from the pre-inquiry meeting on 13 May 2008, confirmed that relevant factual background material should, in general, be included within inquiry documents and that any background material which the Promoters wish to submit relating to the need for the Scheme should be included in a written statement.  The Promoters will present background information on the need for the Scheme in a written background statement.
3. Scope of the Inquiry

3.1 By letter dated 17 April 2008, the Reporters appointed to hold the Public Local Inquiry into the objections to the Scheme and associated Orders confirmed the scope of the Public Local Inquiry.  For the reason stated therein, the Scottish Ministers do not wish to be advised by the Reporters on the justification for the principle of the Scheme in economic, policy or strategy terms other than by way of context.  Consequently, the Scottish Ministers have directed that they only wish to be advised on the technical aspects of the proposed route for the Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route, including the environmental impacts.
3.2 In accordance with that direction, the Promoters will not be leading evidence in respect of the justification for the Scheme.  For the avoidance of doubt, the justification has been accepted for the Scheme as whole, including its three constituent parts, namely the Northern Leg, the Southern Leg and the Fastlink.  The evidence that will be provided by way of background statement on policy and strategies of relevance to the Scheme will only seek to set the context within which the Scheme has been designed.  Such evidence as may be led on the economics of the Scheme will provide a general context within which to consider the implications of any alternatives relating to either road alignments or location and design of junctions.  The Promoters do not intend to lead evidence on the economic justification of the Scheme as it is of relevance to the decision in principle, which is outwith the scope of the inquiry.  Evidence will be presented on Scheme costs associated with alternatives which may be proposed by objectors, to enable a comparison to be carried out by the Reporters.

3.3 It will be the position of the Promoters that the objections that seek to persuade Scottish Ministers to pursue an alternative transport strategy for the North East of Scotland, do not fall within the scope of the inquiry.  The Promoters accept that affected land-owners are entitled to identify an alternative to the Scheme, and that the existence of an alternative may form a ground of objection to a CPO.  However, the nature of such an alternative would involve the identification of an alternative site for the western peripheral road or associated junctions.  This would not include promotion of an alternative transport strategy for the North East of Scotland.  The need in principle for the Scheme has been accepted by the Scottish Ministers, and accordingly, the only alternatives that can legitimately be considered within the scope of the inquiry are alternatives that may involve different alignments of the road or alternatives involving the proposed junctions.   Any alternative that seeks to challenge the need or justification for this Scheme would fall outwith the scope of the inquiry.

4. Chronology of Publication of Orders and Consideration of Objections

4.1 The Promoters published certain Draft Orders in 2006.  

4.2 The Promoters published further Draft Orders for the Scheme on 11 September and 12 October 2007.  The 2007 Draft Orders included republication of some of the 2006 Draft Orders and publication of additional new Draft Orders.  The 2007 Draft Orders form the subject of objections to this inquiry and will be lodged as a document for ease of reference.  

4.3 The republished 2007 Draft Orders are identical in their terms to the equivalent 2006 Draft Orders.  The republished 2007 Draft Orders were issued to incorporate reference to legislation which had not been in force at the date of publication of the 2006 Draft Orders, but otherwise there is no substantive difference between the 2006 Draft Orders and the equivalent republished 2007 Draft Orders.  The Promoters have retained copies of all representations received in relation to the 2006 Draft Orders.  Any objection made to the 2006 Draft Orders has been carried forward and treated as an objection to the 2007 Draft Orders.

4.4 The Promoters published the Draft A90 (Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route) Special Road and the A956 (Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route) Special Road Compulsory Purchase Order 200[ ] on 25 September 2007.

4.5 The Promoters published the Draft A90 (Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route) Special Road and the A956 (Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route) Special Road Compulsory Purchase Order No. 2 200[ ] on 1 May 2008.  The principal reason for the publication of the 2008 Draft Order is to underpin the environmental commitments made in the September 2007 Environmental Statement.

4.6 Sixteen objections were received to the 2008 Draft Order.  By letter dated 10 June 2008, the DPEA confirmed that the Reporters appointed to hear the inquiry into the 2007 Draft Orders will also consider the objections to the 2008 Draft Order as part of the same inquiry. 

4.7 The Promoters published an Environmental Statement in December 2006.  Certain elements of environmental assessment work and details of the design continued beyond this date.  By the date of publication of the 2007 Draft Orders, some additional environmental assessment had been completed.  A second Environmental Statement was published in September 2007, to record and make public the findings of the additional environmental assessments.  For clarity and ease of reference, the 2006 Environmental Statement was completely withdrawn and replaced in its entirety by the Environmental Statement published in September 2007. (The 2007 Environmental Statement was completed in August 2007, but published in September 2007.  For ease of reference, it is referred to as "the September 2007 Environmental Statement" throughout this statement of case.)  The September 2007 Environmental Statement has been made available on the AWPR website (www.awpr.co.uk) and will be lodged as a document to the inquiry.

4.8 The Promoters' case will be presented in relation to both the 2007 Draft Orders and 2008 Draft Orders, taking the two together to allow consideration of the effects of the two sets of orders as a whole.  Both the 2007 Orders and the 2008 Orders are necessary to enable the Scheme to proceed.

Promoters' Case

5. Structure

5.1 Having regard to the structure of the September 2007 Environmental Statement and to the terms of the note issued by the DPEA on 22 May 2008, setting out matters agreed at or arising from the pre-inquiry meeting on 13 May 2008, the Promoters' case will be presented in four chapters;

5.1.1 Issues in relation to the Scheme as a whole;

5.1.2 Issues in relation to the Northern Leg (North Kingswells to Blackdog);

5.1.3 Issues in relation to the Southern Leg (Charleston to North Kingswells); and

5.1.4 Issues in relation to the Fastlink (Stonehaven to Cleanhill).

It is anticipated that site specific objections will be addressed within the relevant locational section of evidence unless indicated otherwise below.

5.2 Where appropriate, each witness presenting expert evidence will prepare a separate precognition in relation to the relevant chapter of evidence.  This will be indicated in the section below where an outline is provided for the evidence of each witness.

6. Scheme as a Whole

Background Statement

6.1 In relation to issues pertaining to the justification for the Scheme, as indicated above, the Promoters will lodge a background statement as a written submission to deal with the following matters:-

6.1.1 Project Background

A brief overview of the chronology of the development of the Scheme will be provided.

6.1.2 National Transport Policy Context

This will include a description of the emergence of national policy identifying a need and support for an Aberdeen western peripheral route.  A number of policy documents have been published in recent years that are of relevance to the proposed Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route. It will be explained that the Scheme fulfils the aims of:-

(i) Scotland’s Transport – Delivering Improvements published in 2002;

(ii) Building Better Transport, published March 2003;
(iii) A Partnership for a Better Scotland, the then incoming administration’s partnership agreement, published in 2003; 

(iv) Scotland’s Transport Future, published in June 2004; and
(v) Scotland’s National Transport Strategy published in December 2006.

6.1.3 Planning Policy Context

This will include a description of relevant national planning policy guidance in so far as it relates to the issue of need or justification for an Aberdeen western peripheral route.  This will inform the context of the relevant development plan, structure plan and local plan policies.
An overview of the relevant regional and local planning policies which justify the Scheme will be provided.  It is the position of the Promoters that the approach to development plan policy set out in section 25 of the Town and Country Planning (Scotland) Act 1997 is not appropriate to consideration of whether the Draft Orders ought to be confirmed.  However, it is acknowledged that it is relevant for the Scottish Ministers to take the implications of issues in relation to development plan policy in to account.

6.1.4 Objectives

The specific objectives against which the Scheme has been assessed will be described.

6.1.5 Modern Transport System (MTS)

A summary of the MTS and a description of its relevance at the time of decision making in the route corridor selection process will be described.

6.1.6 Submitted Regional Transport Strategy 

A summary of the SRTS will be provided.

6.1.7 Corridor Selection

A description of the assessment of alternative corridors will be provided, to demonstrate how the preferred route for the Scheme was identified.

6.1.8 Traffic and Economic Evaluation

A description of the predicted strategic traffic related benefits of the Scheme will be provided.

6.1.9 Scheme Procurement Process and Programme 
The various stages in the process of procurement of the Scheme will be described. 

Corridor Selection
6.2 Evidence regarding the route corridor selection process will be given by Alasdair Graham, Transport Scotland's Project Manager for the AWPR.

6.3 Evidence in relation to the selection process used to determine the preferred route corridor for the Northern Leg will be presented by John Wilson, Managing Agent for the Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route.

Scheme Design and Route Selection

6.4 Building upon the background statement, an overview of the design of the Scheme, including general engineering design, route alignment within the selected route corridor and structures, will be provided by Robert Galbraith of Jacobs Engineering UK Limited.  This evidence will be led to provide the relevant context within which to consider suggested alterations to the design of the Scheme.  

6.5 Mr Galbraith will also present evidence on the broad mechanisms that are typically incorporated into documents to oblige the contractor to undertake the works in ways that do not result in unacceptable impacts to third parties during the course of construction works.

6.6 While the issue of the overall cost of delivery of the Scheme falls outwith the scope of the inquiry, it is open to objectors who promote alternative junction or route alignments to seek to compare the cost of the Scheme against the alternatives proposed, as one factor in determining whether there are more appropriate alternatives to the Scheme for the delivery of a road to the west of Aberdeen.  It is hoped that agreement can be reached on the calculation of baseline costs, to enable a meaningful comparison to be made.  The Promoters will engage directly with objectors to seek such agreement, although note that this will only be possible where sufficiently detailed alternatives are presented to enable baseline costs to be accurately assessed.

Strategic Traffic Modelling 
6.7 Evidence will be presented in relation to the predicted strategic traffic benefits of the proposed Scheme by Dr David Connolly of MVA Consultancy.  

6.8 The strategic traffic model used during the development of the Scheme has been kept up to date, to inform the technical development of the Scheme and assessment of the potential environmental impacts of the Scheme.  This updated modelling informs the strategic traffic related benefits of the Scheme and will be described in the background statement.

6.9 Dr Connolly will present evidence in relation to the appraisal of the strategic traffic benefits of the Scheme as a whole.  Evidence in relation to the environmental impacts based upon the strategic traffic modelling will be presented by the relevant technical witnesses.  

6.10 In so far as Dr Connolly will be addressing objections to the Scheme, it is envisaged that his evidence will relate to the Scheme as a whole rather than in response to site specific objections. There are a number of objections which have been made on strategic traffic modelling issues which fall outwith the scope of the inquiry.   These will be identified in a list appended to Dr Connolly's precognition.

Planning Policy Implications
6.11 The planning policy issues of relevance to the justification for the Scheme will be addressed in the background statement.   The evidence on the Scheme as a whole will address the more general planning policy considerations which do not address site specific issues.
6.12 It is the position of the Promoters that the approach to development plan policy set out in section 25 of the Town and Country Planning (Scotland) Act 1997 is not appropriate to consideration of whether the Draft Orders ought to be confirmed.  However, it is acknowledged that it is relevant for the Scottish Ministers to take the implications of issues in relation to development plan policy into account.
6.13 Evidence will be provided by John Smith of Jacobs Engineering UK Limited to address the policy issues of relevance to the Scheme as a whole, arising from national planning policy and the development plan.  In this evidence, particular consideration will be given to relevant Greenbelt policy. 
6.14 At the inquiry sessions dealing with the separate components of the Scheme, Mr Smith will address the planning policy implications of specific impacts of the Scheme.
6.15 Where consideration is given to national planning policy, this will be to inform the background to or basis of development plan policies.
6.16 The Promoters will show that the proposed Scheme is consistent with the key aims, objectives and strategies of the relevant planning policy framework.  In addition, the Promoters will undertake a policy assessment of alternative proposals, such as alternative routes put forward by objectors in so far as these alternatives do not seek to challenge the need for the Scheme.  Reference is made to section 3 above.

Environmental Impact Assessment Processes
6.17 Dr Shirley Henderson, of Jacobs Engineering UK Limited, will give evidence regarding the general environmental constraints associated with the proposed Scheme and will provide an overview of the Environmental Impact Assessment process leading to the publication of the September 2007 Environmental Statement.  Dr Henderson will demonstrate that the environmental impacts have been correctly assessed and appropriate mitigation measures identified in accordance with relevant guidance.  Dr Henderson will provide the necessary context for the more detailed specialist evidence to be provided by the relevant witnesses, by explaining the approach taken to the EIA process.

6.18 Dr Henderson will also provide an overview of issues in relation to pedestrian, equestrian and cycle access and community severance.  It is anticipated that site specific objections in relation to existing rights of access will be addressed by Chris Hamilton at the relevant locational chapter of evidence.

6.19 Throughout the Environmental Impact Assessment process, the environmental impacts have been kept under review.  The December 2006 Environmental Statements was withdrawn as described at paragraph 4.7 above.  The September 2007 Environmental Statement was based upon updated information including minor amendments to Scheme design and additional detail on some of the mitigation proposals.  The changes made are described in the Schedule of Differences Between the December 2006 and September 2007 Environmental Statements, to be lodged as a document to the inquiry. 

6.20 The management of ongoing environmental assessment and reporting, as set out in the attached list of documents, will be described by Catherine Quinney of Jacobs Engineering UK Limited.  This will provide the necessary context for the more detailed specialist evidence to be provided by the relevant witnesses, by explaining the approach taken to ongoing environmental studies by the relevant specialist witnesses.

Ecology

6.21 The nature of the ecological interests affected by the Scheme, including a description of affected protected species and designated sites will be provided, together with an overview of the approach adopted in relation to ecological assessments and mitigation.  This evidence will be provided by Dr Peter Gilchrist, of Jacobs Engineering UK Limited.

6.22 The specific impacts at particular locations will be considered at the session into the relevant locational section of the Scheme.  It is envisaged that Dr Gilchrist will explain at each section the methodology used in carrying out the ecological assessment and the approach taken to the design of appropriate mitigation measures. 

Noise
6.23 Evidence will be presented by Dr Bernadette McKell of Faber Maunsell (formerly Hamilton & McGregor) on the overall impacts of the construction and operational use of the Scheme on noise and vibration.

6.24 In the session dealing with the Scheme as a whole, Dr McKell will set out the work that has been undertaken by Hamilton & McGregor in undertaking noise and vibration assessment of the Scheme, including a description of methodology.  Dr McKell will provide a description of the overall impacts of the Scheme and explain that overall the Scheme will result in a predominately positive impact on noise and vibration, although it is acknowledged that there remain a large number of properties where the significance of impact is moderate, adverse or worse.

6.25 Evidence in response to site specific objections will be addressed within the relevant locational chapter of evidence.

6.26 It is hoped that a joint statement will be capable of agreement in relation to the relevant guidance and standards against which noise and vibration should be assessed.

Air Quality

6.27 Professor Duncan Laxen of Air Quality Consultants Limited will provide evidence in relation to the construction and operational impacts of the Scheme on air quality within the region as a whole.

6.28 Professor Laxen's evidence will summarise the relevant policy framework for air quality assessment, summarise the assessment criteria and assessment methodologies applied in relation to the Scheme, and describe the existing air quality in the study area and the baseline air quality in future years in the absence of the Scheme.  Professor Laxen will summarise the local air quality impacts during construction and operation of the Scheme.  He will also summarise the wider-scale impacts of the Scheme once opened and describe the mitigation measures proposed and describe and explain his conclusions in relation to the impact of the Scheme on air quality.

6.29 Given the anticipated limited nature of Professor Laxen's evidence, it appears to the Promoters that it would be most efficient to lead his evidence once at the general session in relation to the Scheme as a whole.

Cultural Heritage
6.30 Evidence will be presented in relation to the potential impacts of the Scheme on cultural heritage and archaeology by Alastair Rees of Jacobs Engineering UK Limited.

6.31 Mr Rees will provide evidence on the techniques employed in the cultural heritage assessment of the Scheme, the conclusions reached and the mitigation which has been proposed.  Mr Rees will also describe how these conclusions have influenced the promoted route for the Scheme.

6.32 Given the anticipated limited nature of Mr Rees' evidence, it appears to the Promoters that it would be most efficient to lead his evidence once at the general session in relation to the Scheme as a whole.

6.33 It is hoped that baseline information in relation to the sensitivity of receptors and nature of potential impacts may be capable of agreement with other relevant parties and, where appropriate, the Promoters will actively seek to agree a joint statement of agreement in relation to the baseline conditions.

Landscape and Visual
6.34 Evidence will be presented in relation to the potential landscape and visual impacts of the Scheme by Mark Lancaster of Jacobs Engineering UK Limited. 

6.35 In the session dealing with the Scheme as a whole overall conclusions in relation to the landscape and visual impact assessment will be addressed. Mr Lancaster's evidence dealing with the scheme as a whole will include an overview of the existing landscape within the regional context.  This will include a description of landscape and any other relevant designations affected by the Scheme and a description of baseline conditions.  A description of landscape and visual assessment methodologies will be provided and the evaluation of sensitivity to change, magnitude of change and impact significance will be described.  A general description of the landscape and visual mitigation design which has been undertaken in relation to the Scheme will also be provided, including a description of measures proposed to prevent or reduce/ offset any potential impacts.

6.36 Evidence will be presented on residual landscape and visual impacts and specific mitigation measures proposed at particular locations at the sessions dealing with the relevant locational sections of the Scheme.

6.37 Evidence in response to site specific objections will be addressed within the relevant locational chapter of evidence.

Rock Excavation 
6.38 An overview of different methods of rock excavation in relation to the Scheme as a whole will be provided by Robert McConnell of Jacobs Engineering UK Limited.  This evidence will discuss different techniques of rock excavation with particular consideration given to blasting methodology to address the concerns of objectors.  Mr McConnell's evidence will cover the impacts arising from construction.   Specific impacts of noise and air quality will be addressed by the relevant expert witnesses.

Flooding and Water Quality
6.39 Ronnie Falconer of Jacobs Engineering UK Limited will present evidence in relation to flooding and water quality, in so far as these relate to the Scheme as a whole.  This will include a review of flood risk and surface water hydrology and in particular the possible flood risk of bridges or culverts at the main rivers and other watercourses and water bodies.  His evidence will also address the possible effect of road embankments on flooding, and the possible effect of road drainage on flood risk and surface water hydrology.  The likely impact of road drainage and other aspects of the Scheme on the water quality in the watercourses and water bodies will be examined and the measures proposed to mitigate any potential impacts will be described.  The impacts of the Scheme on fluvial geomorphology will be addressed in addition to mitigation measures.

6.40 Flooding and water quality issues which are specific to particular watercourses, water bodies, properties or locational areas will be addressed in the relevant chapter of evidence pertaining to the Northern Leg, Southern Leg or Fastlink as appropriate.

Land Management 
6.41 Graham Kerr of SAC will provide evidence in relation to the impact of the Scheme on agricultural land use, farm businesses, forestry, sporting interests and land use capability.  In relation to the Scheme as a whole, evidence will be presented in relation to;

6.41.1 the total area of land lost to agriculture and forestry and the agricultural capability of that land;
6.41.2 the operational and business implications of the proposal on farms, forestry and sporting interests within the route corridor pre mitigation;
6.41.3 the development of agricultural and forestry mitigation measures; and
6.41.4 residual impacts, including the likely future viability of the affected farming, forestry and sporting land interests.
6.42 Agricultural, forestry or land use capability issues which are specific to particular properties will be addressed in the relevant chapter of evidence pertaining to the Northern Leg, Southern Leg or Fastlink as appropriate.

6.43 It is not intended that Graham Kerr will provide expert forestry evidence in relation to the specific impacts of the Scheme, but will give evidence in relation to sporting activity which is reliant upon forestry.  The Promoters reserve the right to lead evidence from an additional expert witness in the event that relevant parties identify specific forestry/ woodland issues to be addressed in detail at inquiry.

7. Northern Leg 

Detailed Traffic Modelling
7.1 Evidence on detailed traffic modelling will be presented by Euan Barr of Jacobs Consultancy UK Limited. This will address modelling undertaken to assess the operational performance of the junction designs developed to connect the AWPR to the existing road network.

7.2 The following aspects of the Paramics modelling used will be addressed in relation to the Northern Leg;

7.2.1 The interface with the area wide strategic transport model;

7.2.2 Paramics traffic model network development; 

7.2.3 Development of the future year forecast levels of traffic;

7.2.4 The junction options assessed and ultimately rejected on performance or other grounds; and

7.2.5 Identification and assessment of the preferred design options.

7.3 Evidence will be presented in relation to alternative junctions where sufficient information is made available to the Promoters to enable detailed transport modelling in relation to the alternatives to be undertaken.

Junction Design
7.4 There are four junctions proposed within the Northern Leg;

7.4.1 Blackdog Junction

7.4.2 Goval Junction

7.4.3 Craibstone Junction

7.4.4 North Kingswells

7.5 Evidence will be led in relation to junction design and objections raised to junction design within the Northern Leg by Andrew Mackay of Jacobs Engineering UK Limited.  Alternative junctions proposed by objectors will be assessed in the context of road layout and engineering design and the overall assessment of each alternative junction will be described. In addition, alternative junctions will be assessed by other relevant technical and environmental witnesses. 

7.6 The Promoters are aware that evidence will be led by objectors in relation to alternative junction layout in relation to Goval Junction.  To date, insufficient information has been made available to enable a comparison of the alternative junction to be made against the junctions promoted as part of the Scheme.  The Promoters look forward to receipt of detailed proposals in relation to the proposed alternative Goval Junction to enable a meaningful comparison to be made and to enable joint statements of agreement to be reached where appropriate.

Planning Policy Implications

7.7 Mr John Smith of Jacobs Engineering UK Limited will address the planning policy implications of specific impacts of the Scheme in relation to the Northern Leg.

7.8 The Promoters will undertake a policy assessment of alternative proposals, such as alternative route alignments within the Northern Leg put forward by objectors in so far as these alternatives do not seek to challenge the need for the Scheme.  Reference is made to section 3 above.

Landscape and Visual 
7.9 Evidence will be presented on residual landscape impacts and specific mitigation measures proposed in relation to the Northern Leg, by Mark Lancaster of Jacobs Engineering UK Limited.

7.10 The implications of amendments to the design of mitigation proposals which have been made on the basis of representations and ongoing discussion with statutory and non-statutory objectors will be addressed.

7.11 It will be shown that comprehensive assessment has been carried out and the potential significant landscape and visual impacts have been identified, consideration has been given to the identification of mitigation measures that may avoid, reduce or prevent such significant impacts.  The evidence will explain the effectiveness of those measures and describe the residual impacts.  The significant  residual landscape and visual impacts identified in the 2007 Environmental Statement will be addressed in relation to the Northern Leg.  

7.12 It is anticipated that specific issues raised by objectors in relation into the proposed route, either in terms of their original objection or contained within statements of case, will be addressed by Mr Lancaster.  

Ecology

7.13 A description will be provided of the baseline ecological conditions in relation to the Northern Leg.  Evidence will be on led on the implications for local ecology and the potential impacts of the proposed Scheme on nature conservation in relation to the Northern Leg.  This chapter of evidence will be presented by Dr Peter Gilchrist of Jacobs Engineering UK Limited.  
7.14 Evidence will be led in relation to specific impacts of the Scheme on Corby, Lily and Bishops Lochs SSSI, Brimmond Hill DWS and SINS, Gough Burn DWS, Farburn Wood DWS, River Don DWS, Newton of Shieldhill DWS, Den of Moss-side DWS and Formartine and Buchan Way DWS.
7.15 Evidence will also be led on the impact of the Scheme on protected species, including badgers, bats, otters, breeding birds and red squirrels in relation to the Northern Leg.
7.16 It is hoped that a joint statement will be capable of agreement with other relevant parties to agree the presence and description of designated sites within the Northern Leg. 
Noise and Vibration
7.17 Evidence will be presented by Dr Bernadette McKell of Faber Maunsell on the potential site specific impacts of the operational use of the Scheme in relation to noise and vibration, with regard to current guidance.  The impact of the Scheme on levels of noise and vibration in relation to particular receptors along the Northern Leg will be addressed.

7.18 It is hoped that a joint statement will be capable of agreement in relation to the relevant guidance and standards against which noise and vibration should be assessed.

Flooding and Water Quality
7.19 Ronnie Falconer of Jacobs Engineering UK Limited will present evidence in relation to flooding and water quality which are specific to particular watercourses, water bodies, properties or areas pertaining to the Northern Leg.  This will include the River Don.

Hydrogeology, Groundwater and Private Water Supplies
7.20 Stefan Le Roy of Jacobs Engineering UK Limited will present evidence on the potential impacts of the Scheme on groundwater and private water supplies within the Northern Leg.  The main impact that will be addressed in this section of evidence is the impact of the Scheme on private water supplies.  Mr Le Roy will explain the risk assessment process that has been carried out in relation to private water supplies and the appropriate mitigation that has been identified where a high risk has been assessed.  

Land Management

7.21 Graham Kerr of SAC will present evidence in relation to agricultural, forestry, sporting and land use capability issues pertaining to properties within the Northern Leg.  This evidence will be in response to site specific objections.

Scheme Design and CPO Objections

7.22 A number of individual and repeated grounds of objection have been raised in relation to the detail of the Scheme design and the justification for the land take included in the Compulsory Purchase Order in relation to the design proposals, in so far as these relate to the Northern Leg.  The Promoters will present evidence to describe the work that has been undertaken for the specimen design of the Scheme in relation to;
7.22.1 The objections received by statutory and non-statutory objectors in relation to the detail of the Scheme design in respect of the Northern Leg; and

7.22.2 The objections received from statutory objectors in relation to the land take within the Northern Leg included in the draft CPO.

7.23 The implications of amendments to the Scheme design which have been made on the basis of representations and ongoing discussion with statutory and non-statutory objectors will be addressed.

7.24 This evidence will be presented by Chris Hamilton, Jacobs' Project Manager for the AWPR.

8. Southern Leg 

Detailed Traffic Modelling
8.1 Evidence on detailed traffic modelling will be presented by Euan Barr of Jacobs Consultancy UK Limited. This will address modelling undertaken to assess the operational performance of the junction designs developed to connect the AWPR to the existing road network.

8.2 The following aspects of the Paramics modelling used will be addressed in relation to the Southern Leg;

8.2.1 The interface with the area wide strategic transport model;

8.2.2 Paramics traffic model network development; 

8.2.3 Development of the future year forecast levels of traffic;

8.2.4 The junction options assessed and ultimately rejected on performance or other grounds; and

8.2.5 Identification and assessment of the preferred design options.

8.3 Evidence will be presented in relation to alternative junctions where sufficient information is made available to the Promoters to enable detailed transport modelling in relation to the alternatives to be undertaken.

Junction Design
8.4 There are three junctions proposed within the Southern Leg;

8.4.1 South Kingswells Junction

8.4.2 Milltimber Junction

8.4.3 Charleston Junction

8.5 Evidence will be led in relation to junction design and objections raised to junction design within the Southern Leg by Andrew Mackay of Jacobs Engineering UK Limited.  Alternative junctions proposed by objectors will be assessed in the context of road layout and engineering design and the overall assessment of each alternative junction will be described. In addition, alternative junctions will be assessed by other relevant technical and environmental witnesses.

Planning Policy Implications

8.6 Mr John Smith of Jacobs Engineering UK Limited will address the planning policy implications of specific impacts of the Scheme in relation to the Southern Leg.

8.7 The Promoters will undertake a policy assessment of alternative proposals, such as alternative route alignments within the Southern Leg put forward by objectors in so far as these alternatives do not seek to challenge the need for the Scheme.  Reference is made to section 3 above.

Landscape and Visual 
8.8 Evidence will be presented on residual landscape impacts and specific mitigation measures proposed in relation to the Southern Leg, by Mark Lancaster of Jacobs Engineering UK Limited.

8.9 The implications of amendments to the design of mitigation proposals which have been made on the basis of representations and ongoing discussion with statutory and non-statutory objectors will be addressed.

8.10 It will be shown that comprehensive assessment has been carried out and the potential significant landscape and visual impacts have been identified, consideration has been given to the identification of mitigation measures that may avoid, reduce or prevent such significant impacts.  The evidence will explain the effectiveness of those measures and describe the residual impacts.  The significant  residual landscape and visual impacts identified in the 2007 Environmental Statement will be addressed in relation to the Southern Leg.  

8.11 It is anticipated that specific issues raised by objectors in relation into the proposed route, either in terms of their original objection or contained within statements of case, will be addressed by Mr Lancaster.  

Ecology

8.12 A description will be provided of the baseline ecological conditions in relation to the Southern Leg.  Evidence will be on led on the implications for local ecology and the potential impacts of the proposed Scheme on nature conservation in relation to the Southern Leg.  This chapter of evidence will be presented by Dr Peter Gilchrist of Jacobs Engineering UK Limited.  
8.13 Evidence will be led in relation to specific impacts of the Scheme on the River Dee SAC, River Dee Valley SSSI and DWS, Cleanhill Wood and Kingcausie SESA, Deeside Old Railway DWS, Guttrie Hill Wood DWS, Culter House Wood DWS, Rotten O'Gairn DWS, Moss of Auchlea DWS and West Hatton Woods DWS.
8.14 Evidence will also be led on the impacts of the Scheme on specific species, including bats, breeding birds, otter, badgers, freshwater pearl mussels and red squirrels in the context of the Southern Leg.
8.15 It is hoped that a joint statement will be capable of agreement with other relevant parties to agree the presence and description of designated sites within the Southern Leg.
Noise and Vibration

8.16 Evidence will be presented by Dr Bernadette McKell of Faber Maunsell on the potential site specific impacts of the operational use of the Scheme in relation to noise and vibration, with regard to current guidance.  The impact of the Scheme on levels of noise and vibration in relation to particular receptors along the Southern Leg will be addressed.

8.17 It is hoped that a joint statement will be capable of agreement in relation to the relevant guidance and standards against which noise and vibration should be assessed.

Flooding and Water Quality
8.18 Ronnie Falconer of Jacobs Engineering UK Limited will present evidence in relation to flooding and water quality which are specific to particular watercourses, water bodies, properties or areas pertaining to the Southern Leg.  This will include the River Dee.

Hydrogeology, Groundwater and Private Water Supplies
8.19 Stefan Le Roy of Jacobs Engineering UK Limited will present evidence on the potential impacts of the Scheme on groundwater and private water supplies within the Southern Leg.  The main impact that will be addressed in this section of evidence is the impact of the Scheme on private water supplies.  Mr Le Roy will explain the risk assessment process that has been carried out in relation to private water supplies and the appropriate mitigation that has been identified where a high risk has been assessed.  

Land Management
8.20 Graham Kerr of SAC will present evidence in relation to agricultural, forestry, sporting and land use capability issues pertaining to properties within the Southern Leg.  This evidence will be in response to site specific objections.

Scheme Design and CPO Objections
8.21 A number of individual and repeated grounds of objection have been raised in relation to the detail of the Scheme design and the justification for the land take included in the Compulsory Purchase Order in relation to the design proposals, in so far as these relate to the Southern Leg.  The Promoters will present evidence to describe the work that has been undertaken for the specimen design of the Scheme in relation to;
8.21.1 The objections received by statutory and non-statutory objectors in relation to the detail of the Scheme design in respect of the Southern Leg; and

8.21.2 The objections received from statutory objectors in relation to the land take within the Southern Leg included in the draft CPO.

8.22 The implications of amendments to the Scheme design which have been made on the basis of representations and ongoing discussion with statutory and non-statutory objectors will be addressed.

8.23 This evidence will be presented by Chris Hamilton, Jacobs' Project Manager for the AWPR.

9. Fastlink

Detailed Traffic Modelling
9.1 Evidence on detailed traffic modelling will be presented by Euan Barr of Jacobs Consultancy UK Limited. This will address modelling undertaken to assess the operational performance of the junction designs developed to connect the AWPR to the existing road network.

9.2 The following aspects of the Paramics modelling used will be addressed in relation to the Fastlink;

9.2.1 The interface with the area wide strategic transport model;

9.2.2 Paramics traffic model network development; 

9.2.3 Development of the future year forecast levels of traffic;

9.2.4 The junction options assessed and ultimately rejected on performance or other grounds; and

9.2.5 Identification and assessment of the preferred design options.

9.3 Evidence will be presented in relation to alternative junctions where sufficient information is made available to the Promoters to enable detailed transport modelling in relation to the alternatives to be undertaken.

Junction Design
9.4 There are two junctions proposed within the Fastlink: 

9.4.1 Cleanhill Junction

9.4.2 Stonehaven Junction

9.5 Evidence will be led in relation to junction design and objections raised to junction design within the Fastlink by Andrew Mackay of Jacobs Engineering UK Limited.  Alternative junctions proposed by objectors will be assessed in the context of road layout and engineering design and the overall assessment of each alternative junction will be described. In addition, alternative junctions will be assessed by other relevant technical and environmental witnesses.

9.6 The Promoters are aware that evidence will be led by objectors in relation to alternative junction layout in relation to Stonehaven Junction.  To date, insufficient information has been made available to enable a comparison of the alternative junction to be made against the junctions promoted as part of the Scheme.  The Promoters look forward to receipt of detailed proposals in relation to the proposed alternative Stonehaven Junction to enable a meaningful comparison to be made and to enable joint statements of agreement to be reached where appropriate.

Planning Policy Implications

9.7 Mr John Smith of Jacobs Engineering UK Limited will address the planning policy implications of specific impacts of the Scheme in relation to the Fastlink.

9.8 The Promoters will undertake a policy assessment of alternative proposals, such as alternative route alignments within the Fastlink put forward by objectors in so far as these alternatives do not seek to challenge the need for the Scheme.  Reference is made to section 3 above.

Landscape and Visual 
9.9 Evidence will be presented on residual landscape impacts and specific mitigation measures proposed in relation to the Fastlink, by Mark Lancaster of Jacobs Engineering UK Limited.

9.10 The implications of amendments to the design of mitigation proposals which have been made on the basis of representations and ongoing discussion with statutory and non-statutory objectors will be addressed.

9.11 It will be shown that comprehensive assessment has been carried out and the potential significant landscape and visual impacts have been identified, consideration has been given to the identification of mitigation measures that may avoid, reduce or prevent such significant impacts.  The evidence will explain the effectiveness of those measures and describe the residual impacts.  The significant  residual landscape and visual impacts identified in the 2007 Environmental Statement will be addressed in relation to the Fastlink.  

9.12 It is anticipated that specific issues raised by objectors in relation into the proposed route, either in terms of their original objection or contained within statements of case, will be addressed by Mr Lancaster.  

Ecology

9.13 A description will be provided of the baseline ecological conditions in relation to the Fastlink.  Evidence will be on led on the implications for local ecology and the potential impacts of the proposed Scheme on nature conservation in relation to the Fastlink.  This chapter of evidence will be presented by Dr Peter Gilchrist of Jacobs Engineering UK Limited.  
9.14 There are no designated sites on the Fastlink.  
9.15 Evidence will be led on the impacts of the Scheme on specific species, including water voles, badgers, bats and otters in relation to the Fastlink.
Noise and Vibration
9.16 Evidence will be presented by Dr Bernadette McKell of Faber Maunsell on the potential site specific impacts of the operational use of the Scheme in relation to noise and vibration, with regard to current guidance.  The impact of the Scheme on levels of noise and vibration in relation to particular receptors along the Fastlink will be addressed.

9.17 It is hoped that a joint statement will be capable of agreement in relation to the relevant guidance and standards against which noise and vibration should be assessed.

Flooding and Water Quality
9.18 Ronnie Falconer of Jacobs Engineering UK Limited will present evidence in relation to flooding and water quality which are specific to particular watercourses, water bodies, properties or areas pertaining to the Fastlink.

Hydrogeology, Groundwater and Private Water Supplies
9.19 Stefan Le Roy of Jacobs Engineering UK Limited will present evidence on the potential impacts of the Scheme on groundwater and private water supplies within the Fastlink.  The main impact that will be addressed in this section of evidence is the impact of the Scheme on private water supplies.  Mr Le Roy will explain the risk assessment process that has been carried out in relation to private water supplies and the appropriate mitigation that has been identified where a high risk has been assessed.  

Land Management
9.20 Graham Kerr of SAC will present evidence in relation to agricultural, forestry, sporting and land use capability issues pertaining to properties within the Fastlink.  This evidence will be in response to site specific objections.

Scheme Design and CPO Objections
9.21 A number of individual and repeated grounds of objection have been raised in relation to the detail of the Scheme design and the justification for the land take included in the Compulsory Purchase Order in relation to the design proposals, in so far as these relate to the Fastlink.  The Promoters will present evidence to describe the work that has been undertaken for the specimen design of the Scheme in relation to;
9.21.1 The objections received by statutory and non-statutory objectors in relation to the detail of the Scheme design in respect of the Fastlink; and

9.21.2 The objections received from statutory objectors in relation to the land take within the Fastlink included in the draft CPO.

9.22 The implications of amendments to the Scheme design which have been made on the basis of representations and ongoing discussion with statutory and non-statutory objectors will be addressed.

9.23 This evidence will be presented by Chris Hamilton, Jacobs' Project Manager for the AWPR.

10. Scope for Agreement
10.1 The Reporters have clearly indicated that they intend parties to the inquiry to cooperate to agree matters which are non controversial.  Where appropriate, the Promoters would like to agree joint statements with other parties to the inquiry.  The Promoters will contact each of the relevant persons who have indicated that they intend to lead evidence on the matters included in this statement of case, to prepare agreed statements of non-controversial issues.  It is hoped that agreement will be reached with other parties in relation to;

10.1.1 Baseline assessment of costs to enable a comparison of alternatives to be undertaken;

10.1.2 Baseline landscape and visual information, including a description of landscape designation and baseline conditions;

10.1.3 The relevant guidance and standards against which noise and vibration should be assessed;

10.1.4 Baseline conditions in relation to cultural heritage; and

10.1.5 Planning policies of relevance.

10.2 Specifically in relation to alternative routes or alternative junctions which may be presented to the inquiry, it is hoped that sufficient detail of the alternatives will be provided to enable agreement to be reached on a consistent assessment of cost, technical and environmental impacts to enable meaningful comparisons to be made with the promoted Scheme against the alternatives proposed.

11. Presentation of the Case

11.1 The Promoters' case will be presented by Miss Ailsa M. Wilson QC. It has previously been estimated that the Promoters' case will take approximately four weeks to present including a reasonable allowance for cross-examination.   The Reporters should be aware that this estimate has been made without any certainty as to either the number or nature of alternatives that may be brought forward by objectors.
11.2 The Promoters reserve the right to amend its proposed witness list in response to the cases to be presented by other parties.

12. Documents

12.1 The Promoters will refer to the documents listed at Annex A.

12.2 Annex A identifies those documents which the Promoters consider should be core documents to the inquiry, although this list is indicative only, pending discussion and agreement with all other relevant parties.

12.3 The Promoters reserve the right to add to this list as appropriate as a result of the evidence to be led by the other parties to the inquiry.  

Annex A – Documents

Proposed Core Documents

1. Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route Environmental Statement September 2007, Volumes 1 – 14

2. Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route Environmental Statement September 2007, Non-Technical Summary

3. Draft Schemes and Orders as set out at Annex B

4. Scottish Transport Appraisal Guidance, Scottish Executive, September 2003

5. Scottish Budget Spending Review, the Scottish Government, 2007

6. Scotland's National Transport Strategy, Scottish Executive, December 2006

7. Delivering a Modern Transport System for North East Scotland, March 2003

8. Sustainable Transport Study for Aberdeen, Scottish Executive 1998

9. Aberdeen City Council Local Transport Strategy

10. Aberdeenshire Council Local Transport Strategy

11. Submitted Regional Transport Strategy, March 2007

12. North East Scotland Together Structure Plan 2001

13. Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire Structure Plan 2007-2033

14. Aberdeen City District Local Plan 1991

15. Finalised Aberdeen Local Plan: Green Spaces – New Places (Aberdeen City Council 2004 with Modifications 2008)

16. Aberdeenshire Local Plan 1996

17. National Planning Framework

18. National Planning Framework 2: Discussion Draft

19. SSP1: The Planning System

20. SPP2: Economic Development

21. NPPG 5: Archaeology and Planning

22. SPP 7: Planning and Flooding

23. SPP 11: Open Space and Physical Activity

24. NPPG 14: Natural Heritage

25. SPP 15: Planning for Rural Development

26. SPP 17: Planning for Transport

27. NPPG 18: Planning and the Historic Environment

28. SPP 21: Green Belts

29. PAN 40: Development Control

30. PAN 42: Archaeology – The Planning Process and Scheduled Monument Procedures

31. PAN 50: Controlling the Environmental Effects of Surface Mineral Workings 

32. PAN 51: Planning and Environmental Protection

33. PAN 56: Planning and Noise

34. PAN 58: Environmental Impact Assessment

35. PAN 60: Planning for Natural Heritage

36. PAN 61: Planning and Sustainable Urban Drainage

37. PAN 65: Planning and Open Space

38. PAN 69: Planning and Building Standards Advice on Flooding

39. PAN 75: Planning for Transport

40. PAN 81: Community Engagement Planning with People

41. Planning Circular 8/2007: The Environmental Impact Assessment (Scotland) Regulations 1999
42. Noise (Scotland) Regulations 1975

43. Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981

44. Roads (Scotland) Act 1984

45. Protection of Badgers Act 1992

46. Environmental Impact Assessment (Scotland) Regulations 1999

47. Quarries Regulations 1999

48. The Air Quality (Scotland) Regulations 2000
49. Water Environment and Water Services (Scotland) Act 2003

50. Nature Conservation (Scotland) Act 2004

51. Water Environment (Controlled Activities)(Scotland) Regulations 2005 
52. The Renewable Transport Fuels Obligation Order 2007
53. Bern Convention (1979) Appendix II, strictly protected fauna species.
54. European Commission (1992) Habitats Directive (92/43/EEC) Annex II, Animal and plant species; Annex IV, animal and plant species in need of strict protection
55. IUCN (1973) Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Fauna and Flora, Appendix 1
56. The Kyoto Protocol, United Nations, 1998
Promoters' Documents

1. Letters of objection by those parties making further representation to inquiry, together with Promoters' responses.

2. Extracts from Design Manual for Roads and Bridges, Volumes 0 to 15, Highways Agency et al, 1992 as amended

3. Scotland’s Transport – Delivering Improvements, Scottish Executive 2002
4. Building Better Transport, Scottish Executive 2003

5. A partnership for a better Scotland, Scottish Executive 2003

6. Building a Better Scotland, Scottish Executive 2005

7. Ordnance Survey based plan showing local plan boundaries

8. Background Statement, Transport Scotland 2008

9. Ministerial Announcement - Aberdeen ring road initiative. The Scottish Executive, 27 January 2003
10. Ministerial Announcement - Next stage for Aberdeen bypass. The Scottish Executive, 19 March 2003
11. Ministerial Announcement - Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route.  The Scottish Executive, 04 March 2005
12. Ministerial Announcement  - Aberdeen bypass route.  Minister for Transport, Tavish Scott, 1 December 2005 

13. Ministerial Announcement – Aberdeen bypass preferred line confirmed.  Minster of Transport, 2 May 2006

14. Ministerial Announcement - Scotland's Transport Programme.  The Scottish Government, 27 June 2007
15. Ministerial Announcement - Public Local Inquiry on Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route.  The Scottish Government, 12 October 2007
16. Ministerial Announcement - Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route.  The Scottish Government, 17 April 2008
17. Western Peripheral Route Report on Options, Grampian Regional Council, May 1992

18. Environmental Impact Assessment of Western Peripheral Route, Aberdeen, RSK Environmental Limited, March 1994

19. Western Peripheral Route Summary Report Part 3 Western Peripheral Route Report On New Options, Grampian Regional Council, November 1994 

20. Proposed Aberdeen Western Peripheral Road Route 14, Camphill Special Needs Study, Halcrow Fox, February 1996

21. Western Peripheral Route (Western Leg) Stage 2 Scheme Assessment Supplementary Report, NESTRANS, January 2003
22. Western Peripheral Route (Western Leg) Stage 2 Addendum Environmental Assessment, Mouchel Consulting Ltd, March 2003 

23. Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route Alternative Routes STAG Part 1 Assessment – Pitfodels Route, 2005

24. Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route Alternative Routes STAG Part 1 Assessment – Murtle Route, 2005

25. Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route Alternative Routes STAG Part 1 Assessment – Milltimber Brae Route, 2005

26. Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route Alternative Routes STAG Part 1 Assessment – Peterculter/Charleston Route, 2005

27. Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route Alternative Routes STAG Part 1 Assessment – Peterculter/Stonehaven Route, 2005

28. Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route Alternative Routes STAG Part 1 Assessment – Milltimber Brae and Stonehaven Fastlink Route, 2005

29. Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route Alternative Routes STAG Part 1 Assessment – Eastern Bypass, 2005

30. Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route Public Consultation Spring 2005 - Consultation Pack

31. AWPR, Report on Public Consultation (March – April 2005), Aberdeen City Council and Aberdeenshire Council on behalf of the Scottish Ministers, November 2005

32. Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route Preferred Options Study Workshop Report for 7 July 2005, Capital Value and Risk Limited

33. An Evaluation of the Impact of the Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route (Murtle Route) on the Camphill Communities in Bieldside, Aberdeen: Psychological and Policy Perspectives, Final Report, Professor James Hogg, November 2005 

34. An Examination of Local Authority Attitudes to the Camphill-Rudolf Steiner School, Bieldside and the Aberdeen Western Peripheral Road (Murtle Route), Dr David May, November 2005
35. Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route Scheme Testing – Economic & Environmental, 2005, MVA Consultancy

36. Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route Project Development 2005 – 2006 Consolidation Assessment Report, Transport Scotland November 2006

37. Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route, Development of Preferred Route Final Assessment Stage Report, Autumn 2006

38. Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route, Development of Preferred Route Initial Assessment Stage Report, August 2006

39. Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route Kingcausie Alternative Alignment Report May 2007
40. Western Peripheral Route (North) Stage 1 Environmental Assessment

41. Western Peripheral Route (Northern Leg) Stage Two Scheme Assessment Report

42. North East Strategic Planning Committee Report, 9 December 2002, Western Peripheral Route – Northern Section

43. Western Peripheral Route (Northern Leg) Addendum Air Quality and Traffic Noise and Vibration Assessments

44. Western Peripheral Route Northern Leg Consultation on Options (Stage 2)

45. Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route Stage 1 Road Safety Audit Review, TMS Consultancy, June 2008

46. Draft STAG 2 Appraisal Report, Jacobs, June 2008

47. AWPR – Assessment of Effects of Updated Traffic Model, Jacobs, 2008

48. Western Peripheral Route (North) Stage One Scheme Assessment Report 

49. Western Peripheral Route (North) Link Stage 2 Assessment Report, Volumes 1, 2 and 3 

50. Western Peripheral Route Northern Leg Consultation on Options

51. ASAM3B Calibration and Validation Report, MVA Consultancy, June 2008

52. ASAM3B Demand Model Development Report, MVA Consultancy, June 2008

53. ASAM3B Audit Report, SIAS, 2008

54. AWPR Information Note 32: Planning and Development Data, MVA Consultancy, June 2008

55. AWPR Information Note 36: Observed Traffic Growth, MVA Consultancy, June 2008

56. AWPR Information Note 40: Analysis of Road Accident Data, MVA Consultancy

57. A90 North Paramics Model Assessment Report, Jacobs Consultancy UK Ltd, July 2008

58. A947 Paramics Model Assessment Report, Jacobs Consultancy UK Ltd, July 2008

59. A96 Paramics Model Assessment Report, Jacobs Consultancy UK Ltd, July 2008

60. A944 Paramics Model Assessment Report, Jacobs Consultancy UK Ltd, July 2008

61. A93 Paramics Model Assessment Report, Jacobs Consultancy UK Ltd, July 2008

62. Cleanhill Paramics Model Assessment Report, Jacobs Consultancy UK Ltd, July 2008

63. Charleston Paramics Model Assessment Report, Jacobs Consultancy UK Ltd, July 2008

64. Stonehaven Paramics Model Assessment Report, Jacobs Consultancy UK Ltd, July 2008

65. Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route Stage 3 Report, Jacobs Engineering UK Ltd, 2008

66. Departures Determinations Report, Transport Scotland, 2007 and 2008

67. Departures Determinations Report, Aberdeen City Council, 2008

68. Departures Determinations Report, Aberdeenshire Council, 2008

69. AWPR Strategic Transport Modelling Appraisal, MVA Consultancy, June 2008

70. AWPR Information Note 26: Induced Traffic, MVA Consultancy, June 2008

71. SNH (2005) Handbook on Environmental Impact Assessment, Scottish Natural Heritage

72. Guidelines for Environmental Impact Assessment, IEMA, 2004

73. Correspondence between Promoters and Statutory Consultees in relation to the Environmental Statement

74. Schedule of Differences between the December 2006 and September 2007 Environmental Statements, Jacobs UK Limited, February 2008

75. Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route Environmental Statement 2007 Additional Survey Report: Breeding Birds, Jacobs UK Limited, 2007  

76. Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route Environmental Statement 2007 Additional Survey Report: Bats, Jacobs UK Limited, 2007

77. Preliminary Windthrow Assessment Report, Jacobs UK Limited, January 2008

78. Assessment of Windthrow Risk in the Parkland and Policy Woodlands of Kingcausie Estate Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route: Report to Inform Appropriate Assessment for the River Dee SAC, Jacobs UK Limited, April 2008 (Confidential information within this report will be excluded)

79. Mitigation Vision Statement, Jacobs UK Limited, March 2008 

80. Offset Mitigation Report, Jacobs UK Limited, March 2008

81. Bratton, J.H. (1990). A review of the scarcer Ephemeroptera and Plecoptera of Great Britain. Research and Survey in Nature Conservation No 29. Nature Conservancy Council Peterborough UK 40pp.

82. Cosgrove, P.J., Young, M.R., Hastie, L.C., Gaywood, M. and Boon, P.J. (2000). The Status of the Freshwater Pearl Mussels M. margaritifera Linn. in Scotland.  Aquatic Conservation: Marine and Freshwater Ecosystems 10: 197-208.

83. DETR (1995). Biodiversity: The UK Steering Group Report. Volume 2: Action Plans. HMSO London ISBN 0117532282

84. Environment Agency (1999). Otters and River Habitat Management.  Environment Agency, Bristol.

85. IEEM (2002). Draft Guidelines for Ecological Impact Assessment. Amended Pilot November 2002. Institute of Ecology and Environmental Management, Winchester, UK.
86. IEEM. (2006). Draft Guidelines for Ecological Impact Assessment.  Institute of Ecology and Environmental Management, Winchester, UK.

87. ISO-BMWP (1979). Assessment of the Biological Quality of Rivers by a Macro- invertebrate Score. ISO/TC147/SC5/WG6/N5, International Organization for Standardization, Geneva.

88. IUCN (1991) Invertebrate Red List. International Union for the Conservation of Nature, Gland

89. Scottish Environment Protection Agency - Policy No.41 : A SEPA-Planning Authority Protocol- Development at Risk of Flooding: Advice and Consultation, Version 1, September 2000.

90. Scottish Environment Protection Agency - Technical Flood Risk Guidance for Stakeholders, Version 2 30/01/08

91. The Water Environment (Controlled Activities) (Scotland) Regulations 2005: A Practical Guide. Version 3, Scottish Environment Protection Agency, May 2007
92. Scoping Study Regarding Climate Change and Hydrological Parameters – Final Report, Scottish Environment Protection Agency, June 2005 

93. Climate change: Review of Levels of Protection Offered by Flood Prevention Schemes UKCIP02 Update (2003) Final Report, DJ Price and JE McKenna, Babtie Group 2003
94. Images of Selected River Crossings taken during Site Inspection on 25 and 26 March 2008

95. Extracts from Guidelines for Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment, Institute of Environmental Management and Assessment Second Edition, 2002 (GLVIA) 

96. Landscape and Visual Assessment, Supplementary Guidance, Scottish Executive, 2002

97. Cost Effective Landscapes: Learning from Nature, The Scottish Office; 1998 (CEL:LfN)

98. South and Central Aberdeenshire: landscape character assessment (SCALCA) published by Scottish Natural Heritage. 

99. Landscape Character Assessment of Aberdeen (ALCA) published by Scottish Natural Heritage. Nicol, I, Johnston, A and Campbell, L, 1996 

100. Aberdeen City Council Landscape Strategy Parts 1 and 2, August 2002

101. Drawings indicating Proposed Minor Amendments to AWPR Landscape Proposals, Jacobs, 2008

102. Accommodation Works Drawings relevant to objection responses, Jacobs UK Limited

103. Proposed Road Lighting Plan, Jacobs UK Limited

104. Photomontage views from Camphill Milltimber Estate, Jacobs UK Limited

105. Minutes of meeting with Dr Tony Craig, June 2006  

106. Note of Telephone Conversation with Professor Hogg, June 2006  

107. Western Peripheral Route (Northern Leg) Addendum Air Quality and Traffic Noise and Vibration Assessments 
108. The Air Quality Strategy for England, Scotland, Wales and Northern Ireland, July 2007, Defra.
109. The Air Quality Strategy for England, Scotland, Wales and Northern Ireland:  Addendum. February 2003
110. The Transport White Paper, July 2004, DfT
111. Transport White Paper – Scotland’s Transport Future. The Scottish Executive 2004
112. Climate Change: The UK Programme, 2006, Defra
113. UK Climate Change Programme: Annual Report to Parliament, July 2007, Defra
114. Changing Our Ways – Scotland’s Climate Change Programme, March 2006, The Scottish Government.
115. Scotland’s Climate Change Programme: Annual Report 2007, March 2007, The Scottish Government.
116. Scotland’s Climate Change Programme: Second Annual Report.  2007-2008,  May 2008, The Scottish Government
117. Consultation on Proposals for a Scottish Climate Change Bill, 2008
118. Transport Analysis Guidance webTAG Unit 3.3.3, Department for Transport
119. Aberdeen City Council Air Quality Action Plan, 2006
120. Aberdeen City Council Air Quality Progress Report, May 2008
121. Aberdeen City Council Air Quality Detailed Assessment, March 2008
122. Aberdeenshire Council Local Air Quality Management Progress Report, 2007
123. Additional Figures to Aid Description of the AWPR Air Quality Assessment Results, Air Quality Consultants Ltd, June 2008
124. Insulation Against Traffic Noise, The Scottish Office

125. AWPR Private Water Supply Field Survey Reports 

126. AWPR Private Water Supply Maps 

127. Blasting Impacts on Private Water Supplies 

128. The importance of site specific character in predictive models for blast induced ground vibrations, Soil Dynamics and Earthquake Engineering, Kuzu 

129. Assessment of Effect of Updated Land Take, Jacobs, June 2008 

130. Sustainable Urban Drainage Systems (SUDS): Design Manual for Scotland and Northern Ireland CIRIA C521 

131. Sustainable Urban Drainage Systems; Hydraulic, Structural and Water Quality Advice CIRIA C609 

132. Table summarising cultural heritage sites of Regional Impact with Direct Impacts 

133. Table summarising cultural heritage sites with Indirect Impacts

134. Table summarising cultural heritage sites of National Importance with Indirect Impact

135. Table summarising remaining cultural heritage Sites with Substantial Indirect Impacts 

136. British Standard BS: 5607:1998: Code of practice for the safe use of explosives in the construction industry

137. British Standard BS: 6472:1992: Guide to evaluation of human exposure to vibration in buildings

138. British Standard: BS 7385-1:1990 Evaluation and Measurement for vibration in buildings – Part 1: Guide for measurement of vibrations and evaluation of their effects on buildings

139. British Standard: BS 7385-2:1993: Evaluation and Measurement for vibration in buildings – Part 2: Guide to damage levels from groundborne vibration

140. BS 5228-1:1997 Noise and vibration control on construction and open sites – Part 1. Code of practice for basic information and procedures for noise and vibration control

141. BS 5228-1:1997 Noise and vibration control on construction and open sites – Part 2. Guide to noise and vibration control legislation for construction and demolition including road construction and maintenance

142. BS 5228-1:1997 Noise and vibration control on construction and open sites – Part 5. Code of practice applicable to surface mineral extraction (except coal) sites

143. Research Report 53 “Ground vibration caused by civil engineering works”, published by the UK Transport Research Laboratory in 1986, ISBN 0266-5247.
144. G. S. Pettifer & P. G. Fookes.  1994. “A revision of the graphical method for assessing the excavatability of rock.”   Quarterly Journal of Engineering Geology, 27, 145-164
Annex B – Draft Orders

Draft Scheme Orders Published on 11 September 2007
The A90 (Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route) Special Road Scheme 200[ ]

The A956 (Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route) Special Road Scheme 200[ ] 

The A90 (Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route) (Craibstone Junction) Special Road Scheme 200[ ]

The A90 (Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route) Trunk Road Order 200[ ] 

The A96 (Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route) Trunk Road Order 200[ ] 

The A956 (Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route) Trunk Road Order 200[ ] 

The A90 Trunk Road (Charleston to Blackdog) Detrunking Order 200[ ]

The A96 Trunk Road (Dyce Drive to Haudagain Roundabout) Detrunking Order 200[ ]

The A96 Trunk Road (Dyce Drive Roundabout to Craibstone) Detrunking Order 200[ ] 

The A90 (Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route) Special Road (Redetermination of Means of Exercise of Public Right of Passage) Order 200[ ]

The A90 (Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route) Special Road (Extinguishment of Public Rights of Way) Order 200[ ]

Draft Scheme Orders published on 25 September 2007

The A90 (Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route) Special Road and the A956 (Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route) Special Road Compulsory Purchase Order 200[ ]
Draft Scheme Orders published on 12 October 2007

The A90 (Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route) Special Road (Side Roads) Order 200[ ] 

The A956 (Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route) Special Road (Side Roads) Order 200[ ] 

The A90 (Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route) Trunk Road (Side Roads) Order 200[ ] 

The A956 (Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route) Trunk Road (Side Roads) Order 200[ ]

The A96 (Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route) Trunk Road (Side Roads) Order 200[ ] 

Draft Scheme Orders published on 1 May 2008

The A90 (Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route) Special Road and the A956 (Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route) Special Road Compulsory Purchase Order No.2 200[ ]
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