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Dear MMy Strachan

Planning Application APP/2015/1107
Erect 66 Houses at Bogheth Road (Land East Of Greystone Road), Kemnay.

At our Council meeting on 24 September 2015, the above application was discussed further with particular
regard to the addiional document subtnitted by Farhurst and entitled “Transportation  Staternent”

1. We generally welcome the revised proposals to prowide afootpath along Bogbeth Eoad as shown m
Drawmg 82678/ 1010 B (Appendix C, page 310, see Appendix below, Fig 1. However, we fad to
cotnprehend the reason for providing the footpath on the west side of Boghbeth road mnstead of the east side?
This rewision necessitates crossing Bogbeth Eoad to use the footpath regardless of mtended destnation. If
the footpath was on the east side of Bogbeth Eoad, Eemnay Academy pupils would not have to cross the
road at all, but ust continue along the footpath to join up with the existing footpath which prezently
tertrinates at the car patk oppostte the Skate Parle

The situation 15 however somewhat confusing when reading para 4.2.3 on page 11, which states that “there
will he a 1.5 mir. footway baplemented along the west perimeter of the housing developments on the east
side af Bogheth Road whick would merge with the existing provision further nortl”. This conficts with
Drawmg 82678/ 1010 B which shows the footpath on the west side of Bogbeth Eoad, see Appendm below,
Fig 1. Thiz simation requires urgent clanfication but in the interests of safety, and creating unnecessary
road crossings, we would like to see the footpath constructed on the east side of Boghbeth Eoad

2 We welcome the concession in para 4.4.1 on page 12 that Bogheth Eoad will indeed be the “main access™
to the development. We are however disappointed with the continued reluctance to upgrade Bogbeth Eoad
from asingle track road with passing places to a standard deuble carnageway up to the entrance to the
proposed development. Eegardless of approprately named TEICS “suggested” low level traffic wolumes,
there are nevertheless good reasons for widening Bogbeth Eoad, some of which are:

a) There 15 an mtention by Barratt to develop further south as indicated m the estate layout plan which shows
two access roads identified  as “Proposed future access”. Future traffic flow from this future development
has not been taken mto account.



b1 The single track Boghbeth Eoad was widened along the eastern boundary of Bogbeth Park to
accotnmodate development of the emsting  site to the north, which sets a precedent for the contitmation of
further road widenmg along Bogbeth Eoad to accommodate this new development.

c) Fatrhurst has now conceded that the “main access” to the development will be Bogheth Ecad Ttis surely
not best planning  practice - and 12 dlogical - to have a double camageway road as a secondary access, and a
single track road with passing places as a mamn access.

d) In foture wears it would be wnpractical to extend a bus route along Bogbeth Eoad f it was to refnain asa
single track road

e) There are “emisting” patking problems along Bogheth Eoad and we would again refer to the photograph,
which we mcluded in our original letter of objection and iz also mcluded in this representation as shown i

Lppendm below, Fig 2.

By Az a general observation, it seemns absurd that m Highlands and Islands region, EU funding 15 sought for
widemng smgle track road networks and vet here m the acknowledged Od Capital of Europe, amajor
housebuilder proposes to retan and uthse a smgle track road.

4. Bw way of cotrection, para 332, page 10, describes Bogheth Eoad as a single track road “promanly  used
as aroute to Kmntore adjouung the B994 wa Cottown, The wnter of the report has clearly not travelled
along thiz route to discover that the tarred road ceases at Woodside of Horner and becomes an un-metalled,
rutted farm track unsutable for wehicles other than tractors and dsd wehicles, which then contmues as such
tor approsmately  one tule before adjowung  a tarred road at Whitestones Knackery at Cottown.

4 We would request that when reaching a decision on this application, the Garioch Area Committes
consider, in the interests of safety, the impostion of a planning  condiion requirtng  the upgrading of
Bogbeth Eoad to the standard eventually decided by the Commttee, prior to the commencement of any
development.  This would alse maintain traffic flow for exsting residents at Leschangie, Horner and
Eemnay residents who currently use Bogheth Eoad for access and recreational walks to Leschangie Woods

Yours scerely,

Dr Shetla & Smnpson FECP Dawd Ewvans
Chatr, Eemnay Community Council Eemnay Community Counci



Appendix

Fig. 1.

Drawmg 82672 1010 B rotated to reflect correct orientation
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Fig. 2

Photo shows Bogbeth Eoad adjacent to the exmsting housing dewelopment, taken during football event at

Bogheth Park in 2015




