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To: Councillor Yuill, Convener; Councillor Radley, Vice-Convener; and Councillors Ali,
Blake, Henrickson, Hutchison, Massey, Nicoll and van Sweeden.

Town House,
ABERDEEN, 4 June 2024

NET ZERO, ENVIRONMENT AND TRANSPORT COMMITTEE

The Members of the NET ZERO, ENVIRONMENT AND TRANSPORT COMMITTEE are
requested to meet in Committee Room 2 - Town House on TUESDAY, 11 JUNE 2024 at
10.00am. This is a hybrid meeting and Members may also attend remotely.

The meeting will be webcast and a live stream can be viewed on the Council's website.
https://aberdeen.public-i.tv/icore/portal/home

ALAN THOMSON
INTERIM CHIEF OFFICER — GOVERNANCE

BUSINESS

NOTIFICATION OF URGENT BUSINESS

1.1. There are no items of urgent business at this time

DETERMINATION OF EXEMPT BUSINESS

2.1. Members are requested to determine that any exempt business be
considered with the press and public excluded

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST AND TRANSPARENCY STATEMENTS

3.1. Members are requested to intimate any declarations of interest

DEPUTATIONS

4.1. There are no requests for deputation at this time



https://aberdeen.public-i.tv/core/portal/home

MINUTE OF PREVIOUS MEETING

5.1. Minute of Previous Meeting of 27 March 2024 - for approval (Pages 5 - 14)

COMMITTEE PLANNER

6.1. Committee Business Planner (Pages 15 - 28)

NOTICES OF MOTION

7.1. There are no Notices of Motion at this time

REFERRALS FROM COUNCIL, COMMITTEES & SUB COMMITTEES

8.1. There are no referrals at this time

PERFORMANCE AND RISK

9.1. Performance Report - CORS/24/165 (Pages 29 - 48)

9.2. Place Based Strategy Framework - CR&E/24/160 (Pages 49 - 56)

NET ZERO

9.3. Nature Awareness Campaign: Plans for a citywide collaboration -
CR&E/24/164 (Pages 57 - 66)

ENVIRONMENT

10.1. Trees and Woodland- CR&E/24/166 (Pages 67 - 74)

10.2. Open Space Audit Report - CR&E/24/162 (Pages 75 - 246)

TRANSPORT

11.1. Aberdeen Rapid Transit - Recommended Network Routeing - CR&E/24/161
(Pages 247 - 412)

11.2. Citywide implementation of 20mph speed limit - CR&E/24/139 (Pages 413 -
426)




11.3. Implementation of Pavement Parking Prohibition - CR&E/24/140 (Pages
427 - 446)

11.4. Various Small Scale Traffic Management - Stage 3 - CR&E/24/168 (Pages
447 - 512)

11.5. The Aberdeen City Council (City Centre, Aberdeen) (Traffic Management)
(Experimental) Order 2023 - Statutory Public Consultation - CR&E/24/169
(Pages 513 - 1176)

11.6. Roads and Transport Related Budget Programme 2024 - 2025 (Annual
Report) - CR&E/24/167 (Pages 1177 - 1194)

EXEMPT APPENDIX

11.7. Roads and Transport Related Budget Programme 2024 - 2025 exempt
appendix (Pages 1195 - 1202)

Integrated Impact Assessments related to reports on this agenda can be viewed here

To access the Service Updates for this Committee please click here

Website Address: aberdeencity.gov.uk

Should you require any further information about this agenda, please contact Steph
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Agenda Iltem 5.1

NET ZERO, ENVIRONMENT AND TRANSPORT COMMITTEE

ABERDEEN, 27 March 2024. Minute of Meeting of the NET ZERO,
ENVIRONMENT AND TRANSPORT COMMITTEE. Present:- Councillor VYuill,
Convener; Councillor Radley, Vice-Convener; and Councillors Ali, Blake,
Henrickson, Hutchison, Massey, Nicoll and van Sweeden.

The agenda and reports associated with this minute can be found here.

Please note that if any changes are made to this minute at the point of
approval, these will be outlined in the subsequent minute and this document

will not be retrospectively altered.

ANNOUNCEMENTS

1. The Convener began the meeting by welcoming Councillor Nicoll to his first
meeting of the Committee. He went on to advise Members of a number of good news
stories relating to the Committee.

The Transport Strategies and Programmes team was a finalist in the following categories
of the Scottish Transport Awards, to be announced in June 2024:-
e Transport Authority of the Year;
e Most effective road safety, traffic management and enforcement category for the
city centre bus priority measures;
e Contribution to sustainable transport for the city centre bus priority measures; and
e Transport Team Partnership of the Year for the North East Bus Alliance and Bus
Partnership Fund

Finally the Convener advised that Net Zero Aberdeen had also been a finalist in the
recent Scottish Innovation in Planning Awards.
DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST AND TRANSPARENCY STATEMENTS

2. Members were requested to intimate any declarations of interest or transparency
statements in respect of the items on the agenda, thereafter the following was intimated:-

e In relation to item 11.6 (South College Street Phase 2 — Options Appraisal), the
Convener advised that he was a member of Cycling UK, however he did not
consider that this amounted to an interest which would require him to withdraw
from the meeting during consideration of this item.

MINUTE OF PREVIOUS MEETING

3. The Committee had before it the minute of its previous meeting of 16 January
2024 for approval.
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NET ZERO, ENVIRONMENT AND TRANSPORT COMMITTEE
27 March 2024

In relation to article 3 (Committee Business Planner), Councillor Blake asked when the
service update on the Den Burn could be expected.

The Committee resolved:-

@) to note that officers were finalising the service update on the Den Burn and this
would be circulated to Members shortly; and

(i) to approve the minute as a correct record.

COMMITTEE BUSINESS PLANNER

4, The Committee had before it the business planner as prepared by the Chief
Officer — Governance.

The Committee resolved:-

0] in relation to item 16 (Local Transport Strategy), to note that officers would
circulate information to Members outwith the meeting on the number of responses
received;

(i) to agree to remove item 22 (Net Zero Aberdeen Partnership Leadership
Board / Delivery Unit Structure);

(i)  to note that officers would add the regular Bus Lane Enforcement report into the
planner for a future meeting; and

(iv)  to otherwise note the updates to the planner.

NET ZERO, ENVIRONMENT & TRANSPORT PERFORMANCE REPORT -
COM/24/088

5. The Committee had before it a report by the Executive Director — Corporate

Services which presented the status of appropriate key performance measures relating
to the services falling within its remit.

The report recommended: -
that the Committee note the report and provide comments and observations on the
performance information contained in the report Appendix A.

The Committee resolved:-

® to note the report and agree that the report indicated Sickness Absence at
Environmental, Roads and Waste to be well above average and of concern to
officers; and

(i) in light of the high sickness absence within these services, agree to instruct the
Chief Officers — Operations and People and Citizen Services to bring back a report
to the June Staff Governance Committee on why sickness absence was so high
within those services and what the Council was doing to reduce such absence;
and for future updates to be incorporated into the relevant sickness absence report
to Staff Governance Committee.
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NET ZERO, ENVIRONMENT AND TRANSPORT COMMITTEE
27 March 2024

CLUSTER RISK REGISTER REPORTING - FLEET / ROADS / WASTE |/
ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES - RES/24/090

6. The Committee had before it a report by the Executive Director — City
Regeneration and Environment which presented the Cluster Risk Registers and
Assurance Maps in accordance with the Committee Terms of Reference to provide
assurance that risks were being managed effectively within each Cluster.

The report recommended: -
that the Committee note the Cluster Risk Register and Assurance Map set out in
Appendices A and B.

The Committee resolved:-

0] to note that the Environmental Manager would circulate information to Members
outwith the meeting on whether any elm trees would be part of replanting
schemes, or whether this would not be possible due to Dutch Elm disease;

(i) to note that the Chief Officer — Operations had undertaken to discuss with
colleagues in People and Citizen Services as to whether training could be made
available for staff on the Substance Misuse Policy;

(i)  inrelation to the target completion date for the Substance Misuse risk of 30 May
2025, to note that the Chief Officer — Operations had advised that work was
ongoing inthis area and he would ascertain whether itwas possible to change the
target completion date to make this clearer;

(iv)  to otherwise note the report.

NET ZERO ABERDEEN & ABERDEEN ADAPTS: ANNUAL REPORT - COM/24/091

7. The Committee had before it a report by the Executive Director — City
Regeneration and Environment which provided an update on the progress of city
collaborative place-based climate change work, in line with the objectives of the Net Zero
Aberdeen Routemap and Aberdeen Adapts: Climate Adaptation Framework.

The report recommended: -

that the Committee —

@) note the summary of key collaborative actions progressed in 2023/24; and

(b) endorse the content of the Appendix A - Net Zero Aberdeen and Aberdeen Adapts
Summary of Progress 2023/24.

At this juncture, Councillor Ali indicated that he had an amendment to the
recommendations, however having heard from officers, he withdrew his amendment.
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NET ZERO, ENVIRONMENT AND TRANSPORT COMMITTEE
27 March 2024

The Committee resolved:-

@) to note that officers would arrange a workshop session for Members on the
Scottish Climate Inteligence Service once the service was further developed; and

(i) to approve the recommendations.

OPPORTUNITIES TO INCREASE RECYCLING AND REUSE - RES/24/089

8. With reference to article 6 of the minute of the Council Budget meeting of 1 March
2023, the Committee had before ita report by the Executive Director — City Regeneration
and Environment which provided an update on current projects and future opportunities
to increase household recycling and reuse.

The report recommended: -

that the Committee —

(@) note the report for assurance; and

(b) instruct the Chief Officer - Operations to report the review of the waste strategy
through this Committee starting in Autumn 2024.

The Committee resolved:-
to approve the recommendations.

BUS PARTNERSHIP FUND UPDATE - COM/24/093

9. The Committee had before it a report by the Executive Director — City

Regeneration and Environment which provided an update on developments with the Bus
Partnership Fund (BPF) and associated projects.

The report recommended: -

that the Committee —

(@) note Transport Scotland’s intention to pause funding of the Bus Partnership Fund
programme in 2024/25;

(b) agree that positive progress had been achieved in the North East under the
programme and that work should continue during 2024/25, with alternate methods
of funding to be sought;

(c) instruct the Chief Officer — Strategic Place Planning to continue with the
programme of work described in section 3 of this report, as funding permits;

(d)  to note that, subject to appropriate change control processes, the City Region Deal
Joint Committee had agreed an allocation of £1,740,000 between 2024/25 and
2026/27 for progressing work on Aberdeen Rapid Transit (ART) and the
associated corridor studies, as an element of the Strategic Transport Appraisal
workstream, and instruct the Chief Officer — Strategic Place Planning to pursue alll
other relevant external funding opportunities to support continued progression of
the Bus Partnership Fund programme;
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NET ZERO, ENVIRONMENT AND TRANSPORT COMMITTEE
27 March 2024

to instruct the Chief Officer — Strategic Place Planning to continue to engage with
Transport Scotland on future plans for the Bus Partnership Fund;

to instruct the Chief Officer — Strategic Place Planning to, as funding permits,
undertake public and stakeholder consultation on the options established through
the Inverurie to Aberdeen (A96) corridor study options appraisal, and to report the
preferred option or options relevant to Aberdeen City Council back to this
Committee once completed;

to instruct the Chief Officer — Strategic Place Planning to proceed with public and
stakeholder consultation on the options established through the Dyce to
Bucksburn (A947) corridor study options appraisal, and to report the preferred
option or options relevant to Aberdeen City Council back to this Committee once
completed;

to instruct the Chief Officer — Strategic Place Planning to proceed with public and
stakeholder consultation on the options established through the Banchory to
Aberdeen (A93) corridor study options appraisal, and to report the preferred option
or options relevant to Aberdeen City Council back to this Committee once
completed;

to instruct the Chief Officer — Strategic Place Planning to report the outcomes of
the ART routeing analysis to this Committee in June 2024,

to note that funding from Nestrans had been established to progress active travel
connections between Westhill and Aberdeen city centre, and instruct the Chief
Officer — Strategic Place Planning to work with Aberdeenshire Council and
Nestrans to progress with public and stakeholder engagement on a preferred
option and report the preferred option or options relevant to Aberdeen City Council
to this Committee in September 2024;

to note the report provided to the Nestrans Board in February 2024 on progress
on the Laurencekirk to Aberdeen study and the decision of the Nestrans Board to
proceed with Detailed Options Appraisal; and

to instruct the Chief Officer — Strategic Place Planning to continue to provide
quarterly Service Updates on Bus Partnership Fund progress.

The Committee resolved:-

(i)

(i)
(iii)

to instruct the Chief Officer — Strategic Place Planning, following consultation with
the Convener of the Net Zero, Environment & Transport Committee and
consultation with the Convener of the Finance and Resources Committee, to write
to the Cabinet Secretary expressing concern about the pause to Bus Partnership
funding for 2024/25 and asking for reassurance regarding future funding of
sustainable transport initiatives, in particular for projects which were identified in
Annex B of National Planning Framework as of national significance, such as the
Aberdeen Rapid Transit;

to agree that the Committee should see sight of Fiona Hyslop's response once
received; and

to approve the recommendations contained in the report.
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NET ZERO, ENVIRONMENT AND TRANSPORT COMMITTEE
27 March 2024

STAFF TRAVEL POLICY AND COUNCIL TRAVEL PLAN - COM/24/094

10. The Committee had before it a report by the Executive Director — City
Regeneration and Environment which sought approval to review and refresh the
Council’'s Staff Travel Policy alongside the Council Travel Plan.

The report recommended: -

that the Committee —

(@) instruct the Chief Officers — Strategic Place Planning and People and Citizen
Services, in consultation with the Chief Officer — Finance, to set up an internal
officer working group to review and refresh the Council’'s Staff Travel Policy;

(b)  toinstruct the Chief Officer — Strategic Place Planning to update the Council’s
Travel Plan to align with any proposed changes to the Staff Travel Policy
resulting from (a);

(c) to instruct the Chief Officers — Strategic Place Planning and People and Citizen
Services to thereafter undertake consultation with Council staff and trade unions
on any proposed changes to the Staff Travel Policy and/or the Council Travel Plan;
and

(d)  to instruct the Chief Officers — Strategic Place Planning and People and Citizen
Services, following analysis of the consultation and finalisation of the documents,
to report both the updated Staff Travel Policy and Council Travel Plan back to this
Committee and / or other relevant Committees by Summer 2025 for approval.

The Committee resolved:

0] to replace recommendation (a) with “instruct the Chief Officers — Strategic Place
Planning and People and Citizen Services, in consultation with the Chief Officer-
Finance, to set up an internal officer working group to review and refresh the
Council’'s Staff Travel Policy with the emphasis on walking and cycling”; and

(i) to otherwise approve the recommendations outlined in the report.

A92 MURCAR NORTH - ACTIVE TRAVEL SCHEME DEVELOPMENT - COM/24/069

11. The Committee had before it a report by the Executive Director — City
Regeneration and Environment which provided an update of the outcome of the Review
of Scottish Transport Appraisal Guidance (STAG) Appraisal Report undertaken for the
A92 Murcar North Active Travel scheme. The report contained a discussion on the
findings, along with recommendations on the next steps for the option identified.

The report recommended: -

that the Committee —

(@ to note the findings and outcomes of the A92 Murcar North Active Travel
Infrastructure STAG-Based Appraisal (Appendix 1);

(b) to agree that the Active Travel option on the East side as identified in the STAG
report (Appendix 1) for A92 Murcar North is the preferred Active Travel option for
the route; and
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NET ZERO, ENVIRONMENT AND TRANSPORT COMMITTEE
27 March 2024

(c) to instruct the Chief Officer — Strategic Place Planning to progress the preferred
option for the A92 Active Travel scheme to the completion of an Outline Business
Case (OBC) and report this to the Finance and Resources Committee in May
2024.

The Committee resolved:-
to approve the recommendations.

FUTURE OPERATION OF CONTROLLED PARKING ZONES Y AND YY (GARTHDEE
AND KAIMHILL) - RES/24/095

12. The Committee had before it a report by the Executive Director — City
Regeneration and Environment which presented options on the future operation of the
controlled parking zones (CPZ) within Garthdee and Kaimhill, following the conclusion of
the Minute of Agreements that were in place with Robert Gordon University (RGU) as
result of planning permissions for the site.

The report recommended: -

that the Committee —

@) instruct the Chief Officer - Operations to carry out informal consultation with
Garthdee and Kaimhill communities regarding the continuation of the CPZ;

(b) instruct the Chief Officer - Operations to assess responses to the informal
consultation and to report back to a future meeting of this Committee with the
results and recommendations for the future of the CPZ.

The Committee resolved:-

@) to approve the recommendations contained in the report; and

(i) to instruct the Chief Officer — Operations to engage with RGU on the basis of the
undertaking given by the then Principal of RGU on 27 March 2015 that, before the
end of the current arrangement, the University would engage with Council and
community “to seek to agree on aframework for the period after the ten years that
will be acceptable to all and will meet the needs of the Community”.

SOUTH COLLEGE STREET JUNCTION IMPROVEMENTS (PHASE 1) PROJECT
COMPLETION, MONITORING & EVALUATION - RES/24/099

13. With reference to article 24 of the minute of the meeting of Council of 14 June
2023, the Committee had before ita report by the Executive Director — City Regeneration
and Environment which provided an update on the South College Street Junction
Improvements (Phase 1) project; setout information from early monitoring and evaluation
activities; and highlighted lessons learned from the simultaneous undertaking of the King
George VI bridge refurbishment works alongside the project works.
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NET ZERO, ENVIRONMENT AND TRANSPORT COMMITTEE
27 March 2024

The report recommended: -

that the Committee —

(@) note the content of the report on the full opening of the project and the outcomes
of monitoring and evaluation;

(b) note the Transport Scotland Bus Partnership Fund programme will be unable to
fund project expenditure from 2024/25 onwards and that the Council had included
budget provision in the recently approved General Fund Capital Programme to
fund the remaining project close activities; and

(c) note the circumstances considered when programming major roadworks and the
steps taken to limit their impact on road users.

The Committee resolved:-
to approve the recommendations.

SOUTH COLLEGE STREET PHASE 2 - OPTIONS APPRAISAL - COM/24/084

14. With reference to article 28 of the minute of the former Communities, Housing
and Infrastructure Committee of 8 November 2017, the Committee had before it a report
by the Executive Director — City Regeneration and Environment which advised of the
outcomes of the Scottish Transport Appraisal Guidance (STAG) based appraisal of
options for improvements to travel conditions at the Queen Elizabeth Bridge/North
Esplanade West roundabout and the review of active travel provision on Riverside Drive,
where this road passed underneath the Wellington Suspension Bridge. An outline of the
findings from the technical report was provided, along with recommendations on the next
steps for the preferred option that had been identified through the appraisal process.

The report recommended: -

that the Committee —

@) note the findings and outcomes of the South College Street Junction
Improvements Project (Phase 2) - Option Appraisal Report (Appendix 1);

(b) agree that Option 3 Signalised Junction (All movements permitted), described in
paragraph 3.11 of the report, was the preferred option and should proceed to
further development work, along with the wider active travel improvements on
North Esplanade West identified in section 9 of Appendix 1;

(c) instruct the Chief Officer — Strategic Place Planning to seek external funding to
allow the continued development of the option agreed in (b), including the
development of an Outline Business Case, and report the Outline Business Case
to the Finance and Resources Committee once completed; and

(d) note the findings of the option testing for the Riverside Drive active travel
improvements (as described in paragraph 3.12 of this report) and instruct the Chief
Officer — Strategic Place Planning to seek external funding to allow for the
continued development of wider active travel connectivity improvements adjacent
to and across the River Dee at this location and report any findings to a future
meeting of this Committee.
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NET ZERO, ENVIRONMENT AND TRANSPORT COMMITTEE
27 March 2024

The Convener, seconded by the Vice Convener, moved the recommendations as set out
in the report.

Councillor Massey, seconded by Councillor Ali, moved as an amendment:-
That the Committee:-

(@) note the findings and outcomes of the South College Street Junction
Improvements Project (Phase 2) - Option Appraisal Report (Appendix 1);

(b) agree that Option 1 Pedestrian Crossing on Queen Elizabeth Bridge was the
preferred option, noting that the public consultation indicated that minimum
change was preferred.

(c) note that this option required minimum capital spend.

However, if still considered necessary Instruct the Chief Officer — Strategic Place
Planning to seek external funding to allow the continued development of the option
agreed in (b), including the development of an Outline Business Case, and report
the Outline Business Case to the Finance and Resources Committee once
completed.

(d) note the findings of the option testing for the Riverside Drive active travel
improvements (as described in paragraph 3.12 of the report) and instruct the Chief
Officer — Strategic Place Planning to seek external funding to allow for the
continued development of wider active travel connectivity improvements adjacent
to and across the River Dee at this location and report any findings to a future
meeting of this Committee.

On a division, there voted:- for the motion (8) — the Convener; the Vice Convener; and
Councillors Ali, Blake, Henrickson, Hutchison, Nicoll and van Sweeden; for the
amendment (1) — Councillor Massey.

The Committee resolved:-

to adopt the motion.
- COUNCILLOR IAN YUILL, Convener
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NET ZERO, ENVIRONMENT AND TRANSPORT COMMITTEE BUSINESS PLANNER
The Business Planner details the reports which have been instructed as well as reports which the Functions expect to be submitting for the calendar year.

Aberdeen Delayed or
Report Title Minute Reference/Committee Decision or Purpose of Update Report Author | Chief Officer Director Terms of Adapts and ?:::’;\:g\e/;ds? Explanation if delayed, removed
Report Reference Net Zero or transferred
transfer, enter
Tihemes either D, R, or T
11 June 2024

Place Based Strategy Net Zero, Environment & Transport 09/05/23 - to instruct David Dunne  |Strategic Place |City Regeneration 1 N/A
Framework the Chief Officer - Strategic Place Planning to keep the Planning & Environment

framework up to date and report back to this Committee

annually, noting that this will be in addition to the ongoing

reports to Committee required as part of each plan and

strategy review
Aberdeen Rapid Transit  |NZET 27/03/24 - to instruct the Chief Officer — Strategic Kirsty Chalmers|Strategic Place |City Regeneration 7and 8 Mobility

Place Planning to report the outcomes of the ART routeing Planning & Environment

analysis to this Committee in June 2024
Open Space Audit Report | To report on the audit Guy Bergman |Strategic Place |City Regeneration 1 Natural

Planning & Environment Environment

Building Performance Council 28/2/22 - to instruct the Chief Officer - Corporate  |A service update was Stephen Booth /| Corporate Families and 1 Building, Heat & D Verbal update to be provided
Criteria - Energy Efficiency|Landlord within the context of available funding, to circulated to Members on |Mai Muhammad|Landlord Communities Infrastructure

update the Council's Building Performance criteria to
ensure that it is compliant with Scottish Government’s
voluntary Net Zero Public Buildings Standards for all new
build or significant refurbishment projects and to seek
funding opportunities to upgrade existing building stock,
including all required feasibility assessments to allow the
building assets to meet Energy Efficiency Standard for
Social Housing (EESH2), or to reduce carbon usage within
the portfolio and create pathways to Net Zero, and report
back to the City Growth and Resources Committee on
progress before March 2023

10 August outlining the
work undertaken to date.
The update advised that a
report would be available
for Committee in early
2024/ Spring 2024.
Officers will prepare an
update report for the June
2024 meeting
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Aberdeen Delayed or
Report Title Minute Reference/Committee Decision or Purpose of Update Report Author | Chief Officer Director Terms of Adapts and ?:::’;nrg\e/ra]lds? Explanation if delayed, removed
Report Reference Net Zero or transferred
transfer, enter
2 lihemes either D, R, or T
Nature Awareness NZET 31/10/23 - to instruct the Chief Officer — Strategic Richard Brough |Strategic Place |City Regeneration 1 Natural
Campaign: Plans for a Place Planning to develop and lead on two projects in / Sue Cumming | Planning & Environment Environment
Citywide Collaboration partnership with other public bodies in the city to a) develop
(Originally titled and monitor a suite of cross-organisation biodiversity and
Biodiversity Data and related data, i.e. land managed for nature, access to
Awareness - this report is |nature, engagement with nature, etc. to inform the Council
now two reports, with the |and City’s strategic direction and required on the ground
second coming in actions and investments now and in the future; b) develop,
November) implement and monitor a public and wider stakeholder
awareness and engagement campaign on the value of
nature to the City, its citizens and businesses, the risks to
nature locally and the need for local action, what the
Council & partners are doing and what others can also do
in support of nature recovery across Aberdeen; and c)
report back to this Committee within 12 months with the
outcomes of these projects
8
Net Zero, Environment & |To present the performance report Louise Fox Data Insights Corporate 7 N/A
Transport Performance Services
Report
9
Trees and Woodland Net Zero, Environment & Transport 09/05/23 - to instruct Steven Shaw  |Operations City Regeneration 1 Natural
the Chief Officer — Operations and Protective Services to & Environment Environment
report annually to the Net Zero, Environment & Transport
Committee on progress to the objectives of the Tree &
Woodland Strategic Implementation Plan
10
Roads and Transport This report is Business Critical to spend the allocated Neale Burrows |Operations City Regeneration 7 N/A
Related Budget Capital Budget approved at the Council Budget meeting & Environment
Programme 2024 - 2025 |and brings together the proposed roads and transportation
(Annual Report) programme from the approved Capital Budgets for
2024/2025. This is presented as a provisional programme
and Members are asked to approve specific schemes
where detailed and the budget headings for the remainder.
In addition provisional programmes for 2025/26 and
2026/27 are also included where possible.
11
Citywide implementation of| To inform the committee of the outcome of a citywide Tolu Olowoleru |Operations City Regeneration 8 Mobility
20mph speed limit assessment carried out by a consultant on behalf of & Environment
Aberdeen City Council
12
Implementation of Following the Scottish Government’s initiative to ban Tolu Olowoleru |Operations City Regeneration 8 Mobility

Pavement Parking
Prohibition

pavement parking in Scotland, Aberdeen City Council
carried out a citywide assessment of roads and their
associated pavements using the criteria set by the Scottish
Government. During this assessment, some pavements
were identified for exemption from the prohibition, for
example, to ensure safe access for emergency vehicles.

& Environment
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A B C D E F G H | )
Aberdeen Delayed or
Report Title Minute Reference/Committee Decision or Purpose of Update Report Author | Chief Officer Director Terms of Adapts and ?:::’;nrg\e/ra]lds? Explanation if delayed, removed
Report Reference Net Zero or transferred
transfer, enter
2 lihemes either D, R, or T
Various Small Scale To present the results of the statutory consultation process Vycki Ritson Operations City Regeneration 8 Mobility
Traffic Management - & Environment
Stage 3
14
THE ABERDEEN CITY Reporting the objections received in response to the public Vycki Ritson Operations City Regeneration 8 Mobility
COUNCIL (CITY advert for the introduction of bus gates, bus lanes and & Environment
CENTRE, ABERDEEN) |supporting traffic management changes in the city centre
(TRAFFIC
MANAGEMENT)
(EXPERIMENTAL)
ORDER 2023 (Stage 3 —
Public Advert)
15
16 3 September 2024
Queens Cross to City Council 08/02/24 - recognising that segregated cycle Will Hekelaar  |Strategic Place |City Regeneration 8 Mobility
Centre Cycle Route / facilities were now planned along the length of Union Planning & Environment
Westhill to Aberdeen Street, to agree that proposals for a Queens Cross to City
Active Travel Route OBC |Centre cycle route be re-absorbed into the wider Westhill
to Aberdeen Active Travel Route Outline Business Case
(OBC), and instruct the Chief Officer - Strategic Place
Planning to report the OBC to the Net Zero, Environment
and Transport Committee later in 2024
NZET 27/03/24 - to note that funding from Nestrans has
been established to progress active travel connections
between Westhill and Aberdeen city centre, and instruct
the Chief Officer — Strategic Place Planning to work with
Aberdeenshire Council and Nestrans to progress with
public and stakeholder engagement on a preferred option
and report the preferred option or options relevant to
Aberdeen City Council to this Committee in September
2024
17
Local Transport Strategy |Net Zero, Environment & Transport 29/08/23 - following the |Due to the number of Alan Simpson |Strategic Place |City Regeneration 8 Mobility
2023-2030 consultation, instruct the Chief Officer - Strategic Place responses and the Planning & Environment
Planning, to report a final Aberdeen Local Transport complexity of issues to
Strategy (2023-2030) and its appendices and supporting  |address, it was agreed
documents back to this Committee in Spring 2024 that the report be
presented to the
September meeting to
give additional time for
proper analysis
18
Net Zero, Environment & |To present the performance report Louise Fox Data Insights Corporate 7 N/A
Transport Performance Services
Report
19
Property Level Protection |Net Zero, Environment & Transport 07/03/23 - to instruct Claire Royce |[Strategic Place |City Regeneration 1 Building, Heat &

20

Grant Scheme

the Chief Officer — Operations and Protective Services to
monitor take up of the grant and to report back to the
Committee in September 2024

Planning

& Environment

Infrastructure
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Road Winter Service Plan |To present the Road Winter Maintenance programme Paul Davies Operations City Regeneration 8 Mobility
every September. & Environment
21
A947 Multi-Modal City Growth & Resources Committee 21/09/22 - subject to [Work will be complete this [David Dunne  |Strategic Place |City Regeneration 8 Mobility
Transport Corridor Study [recommendation 2.2, instruct the Chief Officer — Strategic |summer with a view to Planning & Environment
Place Planning to report the Detailed Appraisal and Outline |reporting in September
Business Case and next steps to the Net Zero, 2024.
Environment and Transport Committee when complete
NZET 27/03/24 - to instruct the Chief Officer — Strategic
Place Planning to proceed with public and stakeholder
consultation on the options established through the Dyce to
Bucksburn (A947) corridor study options appraisal, and to
report the preferred option or options relevant to Aberdeen
City Council back to this Committee once completed
22
E-Bike Scheme F&R 08/05/24 -t o instruct the Chief Officer — Strategic Donald Kinnear |Strategic Place |City Regeneration TBC Mobility
Place Planning to explore options around how a future Planning & Environment
scheme might operate and report back findings to the Net
Zero, Environment and Transport Committee in September
23
Annual Report on the To update the Committee on the performance of Aberdeen Kevin Operations City Regeneration 7 N/A

24

performance of Aberdeen
City Council from the
Scottish Roadworks
Commissioner.

City Council's Roads Maintenance and Roadworks
Coordination sections following the publication of the
annual performance report by the Scottish Roadworks
Commissioner

Abercrombie

& Environment

25

12 November 2024
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Den Burn Restoration NZET 20/06/23 - to instruct the Chief Officer — Strategic SEPA Offer and MoU are |Sue Cumming |Strategic Place |City Regeneration 1
Project Place Planning to (a) continue to seek additional funding; |signed. Planning & Environment
(b) evolve the project scope in line with available funding;
and (c) report back to Committee once the required NHS has a place on the
funding has been secured Steering Group - as
neighbouring landowner
and to embed health /
wellbeing in the project.
Funding for Concept
Design mostly in place
and Tender being drafted.
Private sector Investment
Brochure complete.
Solicitation for funding will
start. As commercially
sensitive, details will
require to remain
confidential until agreed.
Intention to Report back to
Committee after Concept
Design stage and funding
in place to seek approval
for Detailed Design.
26
Future Operation of NZET 27/03/24 - to (i) instruct the Chief Officer - Discusions are ongoing Vycki Ritson Operations City Regeneration 7 Mobility
Controlled Parking Zones |Operations to assess responses to the informal with RGU and Community & Environment
Y and YY (Garthdee and |consultation and to report back to a future meeting of this  [Council. A number of
Kaimhill) Committee with the results and recommendations for the  |options are being worked
future of the CPZ; and (ii)to instruct the Chief Officer — on and a report will be
Operations to engage with RGU on the basis of the brought forward after
undertaking given by the then Principal of RGU on 27 summer 2024.
March 2015 that, before the end of the current
arrangement, the University would engage with Council
and community “to seek to agree on a framework for the
period after the ten years that will be acceptable to all and
will meet the needs of the Community”.
27
Review of Waste Strategy |NZET 27/03/24 - to instruct the Chief Officer - Operations Martina Klubal |Operations City Regeneration 1 TBC
to report the review of the waste strategy through this / Mark Reilly & Environment
Committee starting in Autumn 2024
28
Active Travel Routes Net Zero, Environment & Transport 31/10/23 - to instruct  |Report will now be David Dunne/ [SPP/ Various 8 Mobility

29

around Schools

the Chief Officer - Strategic Place Planning, Chief Officer -
Education and the Chief Officer - Operations and
Protective Services to bring back a report on options for
how to promote and improve active travel routes around
schools

presented to the
November Committee -
This work will be informed
by the Active Travel
Network Review currently
being undertaken by
Nestrans

Mark Reilly /
Shona Milne

Operations /
Education and
Lifelong Learning
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£1 Off-Street Parking Council Budget 06/03/24 - to instruct the Director of City Mark Reilly Operations City Regeneration 8 N/A
Fees Regeneration and Environment to implement £1 off-street & Environment
parking fees after 5pm, and to run this for six months
before reporting the impact on the city centre to the Net
» Zero, Environment and Transport Committee
Expansion of Home Council Budget 06/03/24 - to instruct the Director of City Mark Reilly Operations City Regeneration 1 Natural
Composting of Garden Regeneration and Environment to report to the Net Zero, & Environment Environment
Waste Environment and Transport Committee on how the Council
could encourage and support the expansion of home
31 composting of garden waste
Nature Data: Outcomes of [NZET 31/10/23 - to instruct the Chief Officer — Strategic Richard Brough |Strategic Place |City Regeneration 1 Natural
a Citywide Collaboration |Place Planning to develop and lead on two projects in / Sue Cumming | Planning & Environment Environment
(Originally titled partnership with other public bodies in the city to a) develop
Biodiversity Data and and monitor a suite of cross-organisation biodiversity and
Awareness - this report is |related data, i.e. land managed for nature, access to
the second of two reports, [nature, engagement with nature, etc. to inform the Council
the first coming to the and City’s strategic direction and required on the ground
June Committee) actions and investments now and in the future; b) develop,
implement and monitor a public and wider stakeholder
awareness and engagement campaign on the value of
nature to the City, its citizens and businesses, the risks to
nature locally and the need for local action, what the
Council & partners are doing and what others can also do
in support of nature recovery across Aberdeen; and c)
report back to this Committee within 12 months with the
outcomes of these projects
32
Local Nature Conservation|To present the review Gordon McLean|Strategic Place |City Regeneration 1 Natural
Site Review Planning & Environment Environment
33
North East Scotland NZET 31/10/23 - to instruct the Chief Officer — Strategic Donald Kinnear |Strategic Place |City Regeneration 8 Mobility
Active Travel Network Place Planning to report further progress to this Committee Planning & Environment
Review at an appropriate time following the public consultation
process, within the next 12 months
34
Climate Change Report [ To approve and sign the annual Aberdeen City Council Jenny Jindra Strategic Place |City Regeneration 2 Empowerment

35

2023-24

Climate Change Report, before submission of the report to
the Scottish Government to meet statutory requirements.

Council Budget 06/03/24 - to instruct the Chief Officer -
Strategic Place Planning, following consultation with the
Chief Officer - Capital, to develop methodologies for
estimating and assessing carbon impacts; and to report on
the processes in the annual Climate Change Report to the
Net Zero, Environment and Transport Committee

Planning

& Environment
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Net Zero, Environment & |To present the performance report Louise Fox Data Insights Corporate 7 N/A
Transport Performance Services
Report
36
Macaulay Drive Aberdeen |Operational Delivery Committee 16/09/21 - to instruct the |The report is expected 1  |Neale Burrows |Operations City Regeneration 8 N/A
Chief Officer — Operations and Protective Services to year post completion of & Environment
consult with local members and the community council construction. The
after 12 months of the operation of the Macaulay Drive construction was delayed
redetermination; and, if issues are raised through the and completed in
consultation process from a pedestrian safety perspective, [November 2023 therefore
that a report be brought back to this committee by that the report will be brought
Chief Officer, identifying whether any further measures to committee in November
may be needed. 2024.
37
Annual Committee To present the annual committee effectiveness report David Dunne |Strategic Place |City Regeneration General N/A
Effectiveness Report Planning & Environment Delegation 8.5
38
Biodiversity Duty Report  |To present the annual report Lina-Elvira Strategic Place |City Regeneration 4 Natural
2024 Back Planning & Environment Environment
39
Infrastructure City Growth & Resources Committee 11/05/21 - to instruct Stephen Booth |Corporate Families and 1 Mobility
Improvements to support |Chief Officer - Corporate Landlord in consultation with / Mark Reilly / |Landlord / Communities/City
increased numbers of Chief Officer - Operations and Protective Services and David Dunne  |Operations / Regeneration and
Electric Vehicles within the | Chief Officer - Strategic Place Planning to report to a future Strategic Place |Environment
council fleet meeting of this committee with a programme of Planning
infrastructure improvements to support increased numbers
of electric vehicles within the council fleet
40
Strategic Car Parking Net Zero, Environment & Transport 16/01/24 - to note that Will Hekelaar  |Strategic Place |City Regeneration 8 Mobility
Review officers would report back to Committee once the outcome Planning & Environment
of the application for funding to NESTRANS was known; ii)
to note the likely costs and timescales for undertaking an
update to the Strategic Car Parking Review (SCPR); and
(i) to instruct the Chief Officer — Strategic Place Planning
to proceed with updating the SCPR as soon as possible,
as funding permits, and report the outcomes back to this
Committee by the end of 2024
41
Aberdeen Cross City Net Zero, Environment & Transport 07/03/23 - to report Funding was not secured |Ken Neil Strategic Place |City Regeneration 8 Mobility
Connections - Active back to this Committee upon completion of the outline in 23/24 to progress the Planning & Environment
Travel Scheme business case, and to provide an annual update on outline business case.
Development progress of detailed design and delivery thereafter. Officers will continue to
seek funding in 24/25.
42
43 2025
Road Safety Plan Annual |To provide the annual update January (or nearest Vycki Ritson Operations City Regeneration 8 Mobility

44

Update towards 2030
casualty reduction targets

committee)

& Environment
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Cluster Risk Register To present Cluster Risk Register and Assurance Maps in  |March Mark Reilly Operations City Regeneration 9 N/A
Reporting accordance with committee terms of reference. & Environment
45
Net Zero Aberdeen & Council 28/02/22 - to instruct the Chief Officer - Strategic |March Emma Young / |Strategic Place |City Regeneration 5 All An annual report was presented in
Aberdeen Adapts: Annual |Place Planning to report back to the City Growth and Sinclair Laing  [Planning & Environment March 2024 and subsequent
Report Resources Committee on an annual basis on progress Annual Reports will be presented
2023/24 towards the objectives of both Net Zero Aberdeen each March thereafter.
Routemap and Aberdeen Adapts and to revise them at Individual NZA / AA strategy
least every five years, and sooner as may be necessary revisions will take place across
2024/2025 and will be presented
seperately and scheduled for NZET
nearer the time (potentially Oct
2025)
46
Low Emission Zone - Net Zero, Environment & Transport 31/10/23 - to instruct  |Summer 2025 - It will be  |Will Hekelaar |Strategic Place |City Regeneration 8 TBC
Costs & Income the Chief Officer — Strategic Place Planning to submit a July 2025 before we know Planning & Environment
report to this Committee in Summer 2025 identifying the  |what full year 1 income is
costs and income associated with operation of the LEZ so reporting in summer
during the 2024/25 financial year, including a proposed 2025 is achievable
programme for the use of any surplus income.
47
Staff Travel Policy and Net Zero, Environment & Transport 28/03/24 - to instruct | Summer 2025 Anthony Burns |Strategic Place |City Regeneration 8 Mobility
Council Travel Plan the Chief Officers — Strategic Place Planning and People Planning & Environment
and Citizen Services, following analysis of the
connsultation and finalisation of the documents, to report
both the updated Staff Travel Policy and Council Travel
Plan back to this Committee and / or other relevant
" committees by Summer 2025 for approval.
Road Safety Plan 2023- |To be presented every second year - noted at November Vycki Ritson /  |Operations City Regeneration 8 Mobility R The Road Safety Plan was updated
2027 2022 Net Zero, Environment & Transport Committee that Naomi McRuvie & Environment to 2030. A report or Service
the report would be presented to January 2023 meeting Update will be provided annually at
instead of August 2023, with reporting moving to January the January (or nearest) committee
annually thereafter - delayed to August 2023 due to issues under the "Road Safety Plan
with accessing the data Annual Update towards 2030
casualty reduction targets" above.
It is therefore recommended that
this separate item be removed and
combined with the Road Safety
Plan Annual Update item above
49
50 DATE FOR REPORTING BACK TO BE CONFIRMED
Bus Lane Enforcement To update Members of the progress on the Bus Lane TBC Strategic Place |City Regeneration 7 Mobility

51

programme

Enforcement programme, and to seek approval to
progress the 2024/25 programme as outlined within the
report.

Planning

& Environment
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Transport Delivery City Growth & Resources Committee 05/12/19 - to instruct |Regional Active Travel Nicola Laird Strategic Place |City Regeneration 7 Mobility
Programme the Chief Officer — Strategic Place Planning and Chief Network Review Planning & Environment
Officer — Capital, to develop a prioritised delivery (prioritised programme of
programme of transport interventions (to encompass active travel projects)
larger-scale interventions recommended in the Sustainable |potentially supercedes
Urban Mobility Plan (SUMP) and the City Centre this.
Masterplan, as well as projects arising from the recent
Roads Hierarchy review and the ongoing Low Emission Recommend holding this
Zone development process) to inform the Capital budget |item until the Active Travel
process and report this programme back to Committee in |Network Review is
due course. completed and options are
put forward to next year's
capital plan and external
funders.
52
Annual Report - Northern | To update the Committee on the annual report of the The Northern Roads Neale Burrows |Operations City Regeneration 7 Mobility

53

Roads Collaboration Joint
Committee

Northern Roads Collaboration Joint Committee

Colloboration Joint
Committee is currently not
meeting. A letter is being
sent out to neighbouring
authorities to establish if
there is an appetite to
reconvene or cease future
committee meetings.
Previously another
authority chaired and
provided support for the
committee. This is no
longer available. Officers
are unable to commit to a
reporting date until the
appetite of the
neighbouring authorities is
established.

& Environment
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Wellington Road At the Council Budget meeting of 7 March 2022, the Work underway as part of | David Dunne |Strategic Place |City Regeneration 7 Mobility R Recommended for removal by
Multimodal Corridor Council noted the commitment given by both Governments |the link road to harbour Planning & Environment officers, as the Wellington Road
in relation to transport; and agreed that as both project, to look at STAG finished in 2021. The Roads
Governments agreed to work with the local authority to connections at Souterhead Projects team are taking forward
explore how the Strategic Investment will be prioritised, to & Hareness Road. some elements and are reporting
instruct the Chief Executive to explore financial assistance |Outcome of this will clarify to the appropriate Commitee.
from the Scottish Government to deliver the Wellington next steps on Wellington Progress of the bus and active
Road Multimodal Corridor and to report back on the Road. A report on the travel elements is being
outcome of the discussion in August 2022. Local Rail Development progressed by the ART and
Fund project was reported Aberdeen to Laurencekik
Transferred from Council business planner April 2023 to NESTRANS in April, to workstreams, as indicated above.
progress work on Bus
Partnership Fund for
corridor to include the
Wellington & Stonehaven
roads. Anticipated that
significant progress can
be made on STAG study
in 2023 with appraisals
reported in winter 2023.
Detailed options appraisal
to be reported summer
2024 subject to gateway
reviews by Transport
Scotland.
54
South College Street Net Zero, Environment & Transport 27/03/24 - to note the |Dependant on sourcing Ken Neil Strategic Place |City Regeneration 7 and 8 Mobility
Phase 2 / Riverside Drive |findings of the option testing for the Riverside Drive active |external funding to be able Planning & Environment
Active Travel travel improvements (as described in paragraph 3.12 of to progress. Potential for
Improvements this report) and instruct the Chief Officer — Strategic Place |funding to be in place for
Planning to seek external funding to allow for the continued |2025/26, in which case
development of wider active travel connectivity likely reporting would be
improvements adjacent to and across the River Dee at this |early 2026. Officers are
location and report any findings to a future meeting of this [unable to commit to a date
Committee. for reporting back until
such time as funding can
be identifed.
55
A93 Peterculter to Net Zero, Environment & Transport 07/03/23 - subject to | The public consultation will [ Jane Obi Strategic Place |City Regeneration 8 Mobility

56

Aberdeen Multi-Modal
Corridor Study

funding being obtained, to instruct the Chief Officer —
Strategic Place Planning to report the Detailed Appraisal,
Outline Business Case, and next steps to the Net Zero,
Environment and Transport Committee by summer 2024.

NZET 27/03/24 - to instruct the Chief Officer — Strategic
Place Planning to proceed with public and stakeholder
consultation on the options established through the
Banchory to Aberdeen (A93) corridor study options
appraisal, and to report the preferred option or options
relevant to Aberdeen City Council back to this Committee
once completed

take place after summer -
expected reporting date to
Committee is early 2025

Planning

& Environment
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Aberdeen Hydrogen City Growth & Resources Committee 03/2/22 - to instruct  |A date for reporting back |Barry Davidson |Commercial and | City Regeneration 1 Energy Supply
Integration - Governance |the Director of Resources and Director of Commissioning |cannot be confirmed until |/ Andrew Procurement & Environment
to continue discussions with Aberdeen Heat and Power the ongoing feasibility Collins
regarding future opportunities for integrating hydrogen into |study is completed
District Heating and report the outcomes to a future
57 meeting of this Committee
ARI Parking Net Zero, Environment & Transport 31/10/23 - (i) to There has been no further |Mark Reilly / Operations / City Regeneration 8 Mobility
instruct the Chief Officer — Operations and Protective development on item i). David Dunne |Strategic Place |& Environment
Services to report to this Committee on any future impacts Planning
arising from the above recommendations or collaboration |There is currently a
with NHS Grampian to improve accessibility to the site for |planning application in in
patients, staff and visitors; and (ii) to instruct the Director of |relation to the Lady Helen
Commissioning to invite bus operators to a meeting car park and discussions
including the Convener and Vice Convener of the Net Zero |are due to begin in relation
Environment and Transport Committee, and to ART, therefore it is not
representatives from each political group, to discuss the possible at this time to
impact the changes to the bus services has had on NHS  |confirm a date for
Grampian staff and patients; and instruct the Director of reporting back
Commissioning to report back to the next appropriate
meeting of the Committee on the outcome of the meetings
agreed and any potential further steps
58
Carbon Budget Monitoring | Council Budget 01/03/23 - To instruct the Chief Officer - It is expected that this will [David Dunne |Strategic Place |City Regeneration 5 Energy Supply R It is recommended that this be

59

Strategic Place Planning, in consultation with the Chief
Officer - Finance, to submit provisional quarterly carbon
budget monitoring reports to the Net Zero, Environment
and Transport Committee.

be included as part of
regular performance
reporting to the
Committee

Planning

& Environment

removed as quarterly carbon
budget data is now included as part
of NZET quarterly performance
report. The annual carbon budget
update goes to full Council
alongside the Council's financial
budgets in Feb / March each year.
The quality and scope of data
included in both is being expanded
over time as the process expands
and matures.
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Locality Based Approach |[At its meeting of 28 February 2022, the Council instructed |Due to the restructure of |David Dunne |Strategic Place |City Regeneration
to Deliver Net Zero the Chief Officer - Strategic Place Planning, in conjunction |the Climate and Planning & Environment
with relevant stakeholders, to explore options towards Environment team and
developing a locality-based approach to deliver net zero delays in guidance on
and adaptation, taking into account allied approaches and [20minute neighbourhoods
commitments, such as locality plans, local place plans, 20- |and Local Place Plans
minute neighbourhoods, etc., and to begin this process associated with the
with a pilot reporting both back to Council in or before National Planning
March 2023 Framework 4, this work
has been delayed and will
be reported to a future
committee.
With the reestablishment
of the Net Zero
Leadership Board officers
are unable to report back
until the board considers
options for taking this
forward.
60
A96 Multi-Modal Study City Growth & Resources Committee on 21/6/22 agreed to |Completion of the OBC is |Ken Neil Strategic Place |City Regeneration 8 Mobility R If the ART report to June
instruct the Chief Officer - Strategic Place Planning to dependent on the Planning & Environment Committee recommendations are
report back to this Committee with the Outline Business resolution of a number of approved, this item is
Case and next steps by December 2023. issues, particularly more recommended for removal as
certainty around the further progression of the bus
Transferred 07/12/22 from Finance and Resources preferred routeing of elements of the OBC will be
Committee Aberdeen Rapid Transit absorbed into the ART OBC.
(ART) and agreement with
NZET Committee 27/03/24 - to instruct the Chief Officer — | Transport Scotland on the
Strategic Place Planning to, as funding permits, undertake |optimum appropach to
public and stakeholder consultation on the options modelling and economic
established through the Inverurie to Aberdeen (A96) analysis throughout the
corridor study options appraisal, and to report the preferred wider Bus Partnership
option or options relevant to Aberdeen City Council back [Fund Programme. Officers
to this Committee once completed are working with Transport
Scotland and other
partners on resolving
these issues to allow
progresssion of the OBC
as soon as possible.
61
A92 Haudagain To present the details of the final settlement for the Information is still awaited |Neale Burrows |Operations City Regeneration 8 Mobility

62

Improvement — Detrunking
Settlement

remaining sections of Trunk Road on Anderson Drive /
Great Northern Road and Auchmill Road. Contractor
working on the Haudagain Improvement for Transport
Scotland failed to complete the scheme before 31/3/2022.
Although the scheme opened 16/5/22, this means that the
earliest the old Trunk Road will be detrunked is 31/3/2023.
Officers expect that this report will not come back to
committee until May 2023 at the earliest

from Transport Scotland

& Environment
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Ellon Park & Ride to City Growth & Resources Committee on 3/2/22 agreed to |Completion of the OBC is [David Dunne |Strategic Place |City Regeneration 8 Mobility R If the ART report to June
Garthdee Transport instruct the Chief Officer - Strategic Place Planning to dependent on the Planning & Environment Committee recommendations are
Corridor Study (Bus report back to this Committee with the Outline Business resolution of a number of approved, this item is
Partnership Fund) case and next steps by December 2023. issues, particularly more recommended for removal as
certainty around the further progression of the bus
preferred routeing of elements of the OBC will be
Aberdeen Rapid Transit absorbed into the ART OBC.
(ART) and agreement with
Transport Scotland on the
optimum appropach to
modelling and economic
analysis throughout the
wider Bus Partnership
Fund Programme. Officers
are working with Transport
Scotland and other
partners on resolving
these issues to allow
progresssion of the OBC
as soon as possible.
63
EV Infrastructure Joint NZET 20/06/23 - to note that officers would report back to David Dunne  |Strategic Place |City Regeneration TBC TBC R As there are no actions for
Procurement Exercise a future Committee on the joint procurement exercise Planning & Environment Committee to approve, officers are
being undertaken in relation to EV infrastructure recommending that this instead be
presented as a service update
64
65
66 | SERVICE UPDATES
Biodiversity Duty Report  |Service Update of the finalised designed version to be Lina-Elvira | Strategic Place
67]2020-23 circulated in Q1 2024 Back Planning
Bus Partnership Fund CG&R 03/02/22 - to instruct the Chief Officer - Strategic Will Hekelaar |Strategic Place
Grants Place Planning, given the long term nature of the project, Planning
to bring back update reports on a quarterly basis - agreed
at NZET 10/01/23 that these be provided as service
68 updates
Bus Patronage NZET 09/05/23 - to note that officers would provide a Will Hekelaar |Strategic Place

69

service update in relation to any available data on bus
patronage which could be shared (following from the
Aberdeen Rapid Transit Options Appraisal report being
considered)

Planning

70

Green Thread

NZET 16/01/24 - to note that the Environmental Manager
had offered to discuss the Green Thread and work of the
various groups in more detail with Members should they
wish to contact him, and that a service update would also
be circulated in due course

Steven Shaw

Operations

7

Intelligent Transport
System

NZET 16/01/24 - to note that officers would provide a
service update on the Intelligent Transport System

Neale Burrows

Operations

72

Time-Limited Exemptions
for Taxi Drivers

NZET 31/10/23 - to request that the report to be presented
to the Licensing Committee in June 2024 on the impacts of
Glasgow's time-limited exemption for taxi operators be
circulated to the Net Zero, Environment and Transport
Committee members for information

Steph Dunsmuir
/ Mark Masson

Governance
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Agenda Iltem 9.1

ABERDEEN CITY COUNCIL

COMMITTEE Net Zero, Environment and Transport

DATE 11 June 2024

EXEMPT No

CONFIDENTIAL No

REPORT TITLE Net Zero, Environment and Transport Performance
Report

REPORT NUMBER CORS/24/165

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

Andy MacDonald

CHIEF OFFICER

Maurtin Murchie

REPORT AUTHOR

Louise Fox

TERMS OF REFERENCE

7

1.

11

1.2

2.1

3.1

3.2

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To present Committee with the status of appropriate key performance
measures relating to the services falling within its remit.

To report performance to the end of financial year 2023/24 which, of
necessity, reflects the organisational structure in place at the commencement
of the 2023/24 reporting year.

RECOMMENDATION

That the Committee note the report and provide comments and observations
on the performance information contained in the report Appendix A.

CURRENT SITUATION

Report Purpose

This report is to provide members with key performance measures in relation
to certain appropriate services as expressed within the 2023/24 Council
Delivery Plan.

Report Structure and Content

Performance Management Framework Reporting against in-house delivery
directly contributing to, or enabling delivery against, the city's Local Outcome
Improvement Plan, (LOIP) has informed development of successive Council
Delivery Plans, including the 2023/24 Council Delivery Plan agreed by Council
on 1st March 2023. Future reports will reflect changes to dataset construction
arising from the organisational re-structure which came into effect from 1 April
2024, and measures aligning with the 2024/25 Council Delivery Plan agreed in
March of this year.
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3.3

3.4

3.5

3.6

3.7

3.8

3.9

The Council's Performance Management Framework, supporting and enabling
scrutiny against progress of the Council Delivery Plan and its key measures,
establishes a robust performance management and reporting system which
encompasses single and multi-service inputs, outputs and outcomes.

The refreshed Performance Management Framework for 2023/24 was
approved at the meeting of Council on the 14t of June 2023.

Service standards against each function/cluster, associated with Council
delivery planning, offer continuous insight into the effectiveness, and
accessibility of core service provision to the Council's stakeholders and city
communities.

Where appropriate, data capture against these standards is now directly
incorporated within the suite of metrics contained within Appendix A and will be
reported against on either a monthly, quarterly or annual basis.

The Performance Management Framework provides for a consistent approach
within which performance will be reported to Committees. This presents
performance data and analysis within four core perspectives, as shown below,
which provides for uniformity of performance reporting across Committees.

Customer

* KPIs common to all clusters

* Cluster specific KPIs

* Commissioning Intention KPls
* Regulatory/Statutory KPIs

il IS

* KPls common to all clusters *  KPIs common to all clusters

* Cluster specific KPls *  Cluster specific KPls
* Commissioning Intention KPls * Commissioning Intention KPIs
* Regulatory/Statutory KPls *  Regulatory/Statutory KPls

Staff

KPls common to all clusters y
*  Cluster specific KPls I
* Commissioning Intention KPls
* Regulatory/Statutory KPls

This report, as far as possible, details performance up to the end of January
2024 or Quarter 3 2023/24, as appropriate. It also includes an update on
performance against the annual maximum cap of carbon emissions (tCO2e)
and progress towards meeting the annual carbon savings target (tCO2e).

Appendix A provides an overview of performance across certain relevant
services, with reference to recent trends and performance against target. It also
includes, where available, up to date benchmarking information from the most
recently published Local Government Benchmarking Framework report and, at
appropriate points in the Appendix, further analysis of any performance
measures which have been identified as of potential interest in terms of either
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performance implications or data trends. These are listed below:

e Potholes Category 1 & 2 - % defects repaired within timescale
e Percentage of Household Waste Recycled/Composted

3.10 Within the summary dashboard the following symbols are also used:

Performance Measures

Traffic Light Icon

@ On target or within 5% of target

& Within 5% - 20% of target and being monitored

0 More than 20% below target and being actively pursued

¥4 Data only — target not appropriate

Where narrative analysis of progress against service standards is provided and
has been attributed with a RAG status by the relevant Service Manager, these
are defined as follows:

RAG Status
e GREEN — Actions are on track with no delays/issues emerging
e AMBER — Actions are experiencing minor delays/issues emerging
and are being closely monitored
o - - Actions are experiencing significant delays/issues with

improvement measures being put in place
4, FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS
There are no direct financial implications arising out of this report.
5. LEGAL IMPLICATIONS
There are no direct legal implications arising out of this report.

6. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no direct environmental implications arising out of this report
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7. RISK

The assessment of risk contained within the table below is considered to be consistent
with the Council’s Risk Appetite Statement.

Category

Risks

Primary
Controls/Control
Actions to achieve
Target Risk Level

*Target
Risk Level
(L, M or H)

*taking into
account
controls/control
actions

*Does
Target
Risk Level
Match
Appetite
Set?

Strategic

None

NA

NA

NA

Compliance

No significant
legal risks.

Publication of service
performance
information in the
public domain
ensures that the
Council is meeting its
legal obligations in
the context of Best
value reporting.

L

Yes

Operational

No significant
operational
risks.

Oversight by Elected
Members of core
employee health and
safety/attendance
data supports the
Council's obligations
as an employer

Yes

Financial

No significant
financial
risks.

Overview data on
specific limited
aspects of the
cluster’'s financial
performance is
provided within this
report

Yes

Reputational

No significant
reputational
risks.

Reporting of service
performance to
Members and in the
public domain serves
to enhance the
Council's reputation
for transparency and
accountability.

Yes

Environment/
Climate

None

NA

NA

NA
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8. OUTCOMES

COUNCIL DELIVERY PLAN

Impact of Report

Aberdeen City Council None
Policy Statement

Aberdeen City Local Outcome Improvement Plan

Prosperous Economy The Council aims to support improvement in the local
Stretch Outcomes economy to ensure a high quality of life for all people
in Aberdeen. This report monitors indicators which
reflect current economic activity within the City and
actions taken by the Council to support such activity.

Prosperous People Stretch | The Council is committed to improving the key life
Outcomes outcomes of all people in Aberdeen. This report
monitors key indicators impacting on the lives of all
citizens of Aberdeen. Thus, Committee will be
enabled to assess the effectiveness of measures
already implemented, as well as allowing an
evaluation of future actions which may be required to
ensure an improvement in such outcomes.

Prosperous Place Stretch| The Council is committed to ensuring that Aberdeen
Outcomes is a welcoming place to invest, live and visit,
operating to the highest environmental standards.
This report provides essential information in relation
to environmental issues allowing the Committee to
measure the impact of any current action.

Regional and City None
Strategies
9. IMPACT ASSESSMENTS
Assessment Outcome
Integrated Impact No Assessment is required for this report. | confirm this
Assessment has been discussed and agreed with Martin Murchie,

Chief Officer, Data Insights (HDRCA) on 17" May 2024

Data Protection Impact | Not required
Assessment

Other None
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10. BACKGROUND PAPERS

Council Delivery Plan 2023/24 — COM/23/074
Local Outcome Improvement Plan 2016-2026 (April 2024 Refresh)
Performance Management Framework — COM/23/168

11. APPENDICES

Appendix A — Performance Summary Dashboard
12. REPORT AUTHOR CONTACT DETAILS
Louise Fox

Strategic Performance and Improvement Officer
lfox@aberdeencity.gov.uk
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Net Zero, Environmentand Transport Committee Performance Report Appendix A

Operations and Protective Services

Environmental Services

1. Customer — Environmental Services

Appendix A

Gg obed

. Q2 2023/24 Q3 2023/24 Q4 2023/24 2023/24 Target
Performance Indicator
Value Status Value Status Value Status
Total No. complaints received (stage 1 and 2) - Environment 39 l‘ 24 ld 16 Ld
% of complaints resolved within timescale (stage 1 and 2) - Environment 87.2% @ 54.2% . 81.3% @ 75%
% of complaints with atleastone point upheld (stage 1 and 2) - Environment 23.1% ld 16.7% ld 12.5% u‘
Total No. of lessonslearntidentified (stage 1 and 2) - Environment 0 ld 0 1‘ 0 L‘

*Lessons learnt referredto throughout this Appendix are lasting actions taken/changes made to resolve an issue and to prevent future re-occurrence for example amending an
existing procedure or revising training processes. When a complaint has been upheld, action would be takenin the form of an apology or staff discussion/advice, but these

actions are not classified as lessons learnt.

Performance Indicator

Q2 2023/24

Q3 2023/24

Q4 2023/24 2023/24
Value Status Value Status Value Status Vel
Number of Partners / Community Groups with links to national campaigns - Green Thread 151 o 184 o 159 o




Jan 2024 Feb 2024 Mar 2024 2023/24

Performance Indicator T
Value Status Value Status Value Status arget

*0p Streets free from litter and refuse (in line with Keep Scotland Beautiful LEAMS standards) 91.2% @ 91.2% @ 91.2% @ 75%
Open spaces satisfactorilymaintained (in line with APSE national benchmarking LAMS standards) No surveys November - March 75%
Number of Complaints upheld byInspector of Crematoria 0 @ 0 @ 0 @ 0
% Outdoor play areas visited, inspected, and maintained to national standards on a fortnightly 100% @ 100% @ 100% @ 100%
basis
% Water safety equipmentinspected within timescale 98.3% @ 99.5% @ 97.5% @ 100%

*Data reflects overall figure for December 2023 to March 2024 period

9¢ abed

3. Staff - Environmental Services

. Q2 2023/24 Q3 2023/24 Q4 2023/24 2023/24

Performance Indicator Target
Value Status Value Status Value Status

Accidents - Reportable - Employees (No in Quarter - Environment) 1 o 0 d 0 -

Accidents - Non-Reportable - Employees (No in Quarter - Environment) 1 o 0 o 6 -

) Jan 2024 Feb 2024 Mar 2024 2023/24

Performance Indicator T
Value Status Value Status Value Status arget

Sickness Absence - Average Number ofDays Lost- Environmental 15.2 . 15.1 . 14.6 . 10

Establishmentactual FTE 313.02 o 305.25 ) 300.83 )
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* We are aware that the reported performance of the 12-month rolling average for working days lost due to sickness absence per FTE throughout this report, is not fully accurate
due to current system constraints relating to the calculation of FTE and variable working patterns for some staff. In some cases,the actual absencerateis lower than the reported

figure. This does not impact on attendance management for staff and their respective managers. Officers are currently working internally on data quality issues and with the

vendor to resolve this anomaly.

4. Finance & Controls - Environmental Services

Jan 2024

Feb 2024

Mar 2024

. 2023/24

Performance Indicator Target
Value Status Value Status Value Status 9

Staff Costs - % Spend to Date (FYB) 84.9% 92.9% 101.3% 100%

@

@

V)

Fleet and Transport

1. Customer — Fleet and Transport

. Q1 2023/24 Q2 2023/24 Q3 2023/24 2023/24
Performance Indicator Target
Value Status Value Status Value Status
Total No. complaints received (stage 1 and 2) - Fleet 0 i‘ 0 1& 0 Ld
% of complaints resolved withintimescale (stage 1 and 2) - Fleet No complaints Q2/Q3/Q4 75%
% of complaints with atleastone point upheld (stage 1 and 2) - Fleet
Total No. of lessons learntidentified (stage 1 and 2) - Fleet
) Q2 2023/24 Q3 2023/24 Q4 2023/24 2023/24
Performance Indicator Target
Value Status Value Status Value Status
% HGV's achievingfirsttime MOT pass 100% @ 100% @ 93.9% @ 95%
% LightVehicles achieving firsttime MOT pass 91.5% @ 93.8% @ 86.4 & 93%
% of Council fleet - alternative powered vehicles 12.3% \d 14% ud 13.8% ld
% of Council fleet lower emission vehicles (YTD) 91.4% & 93.9% & 93.9% V' 100%




3. Staff — Fleet and Transport

. Q2 2023/24 Q3 2023/24 Q4 2023/24 2023/24
Performance Indicator Target
Value Status Value Status Value Status
Accidents - Reportable - Employees (No in Quarter - Fleet) 0 ‘ 0 \d 0 d
Accidents - Non-Reportable - Employees (No in Quarter - Fleet) 1 ‘ 0 \d 0 \d
Jan 2024 Feb 2024 Mar 2024 2023/24
Performance Indicator
Value Status Value Status Value Status Target
Sickness Absence - Average NumberofDays Lost- Fleet 9.3 @ 8.7 @ 7.9 @ 10
Establishmentactual FTE 35 ) 35.38 o 36.29 o

4. Finance & Controls — Fleet and Transport

g¢c abed

Jan 2024

Feb 2024 Mar 2024

Performance Indicator _?_023/%4
Value Status Value Status Value Status ST

Staff Costs - % Spendto Date (FYB) 74.3% @ 82.1% @ 90.3% @ 100%

. Q2 2023/24 Q3 2023/24 Q4 2023/24 2023/24

Performance Indicator Target
Value Status Value Status Value Status

*Fleet Services - % of LGV/ Minibuses/Small Vans Vehicles under 5 years old 68.4% N 72.5% '\ 54.81% . 80%

*Fleet Services - % of large HGV vehicles under 7 years old 68.81% & 72.12% A 65% A 80%

*The figures relating to Q4 and visible drop in percentages below the specified ages, indicate the Heet passing 5 and 7 year birthdays. Procurement delays have impacted on this
and will continue to do so for coming quarters, although recentand anticipated deliveries will modify the percentages in an improving direction on a near weekly basis.



Roads and Infrastructure

1. Customer - Roads

. Q2 2023/24 Q3 2023/24 Q4 2023/24 2023/24
Performance Indicator Target
Value Status Value Status Value Status
Total No. complaints received - Roads 17 Ld 32 1& 61 1‘
% of complaints resolved within timescale - Roads 88.2% @ 84.4% @ 68.9% N 75%
% of complaints with atleastone point upheld (stage 1 and 2) - Roads 29.4% \d 37.5% rﬂ 26.2% xd
Total No. of lessons learntidentified (stage 1 and 2) - Roads 1 Ld 1 1& 1 1‘
o
QD
@
w Jan 2024 Feb 2024 Mar 2024 2023/24
Performance Indicator
© Value Status Value Status Value Status Target
Percentage of all streetlightrepairs completed within 7 days 88.14% @ 91.1% @ 99.42% @ 75%
Number of Street Light Repairs completed within 7 days 342 ) 133 o 170 o
*Potholes Categoryl and 2 - % defects repaired withintimescale 78.35% & 92.69% @ 65.95% . 95%
Potholes Categoryl and 2 - No of defects repaired within timescale 1,274 xd 939 ld 1,046 ﬂ




Potholes Category 1 and 2 - % defects repaired within timescale

0OPS4401RDS Potholes Category 1 and 2 - % defects repaired within timescale

100%:
0%
80%
March 2024 result 70%
B0%:
S0%
40%
T6% 30%
20%
' — 090.25% 10%
0%
O 65.95% = 100% & &7 & & R
I o“éa 4‘6@ a@\} \é‘& & = o

Months — Target (Months)

Why is this important?

0t abed

[This indicator, along with others, monitors whether we are achieving our desired outcome of Improving the Customer Experience, as outlined in the Target Operating Model design principles. |

Benchmark Information:

|This is a local measure and is notcurrently benchmarked. |

Target:
| The target for this measure is setat 95% for 2023/24. |

This is what the data is saying:

During 2023/24 there have been an average of 1,175 category 1 and 2 potholes reported per month. This is an increase ofappro ximately520 per month when compared to 2022/23. However,
performance month on month of category 1 and 2 potholes repaired within timescale has remained high, atwell over 90% for the vast majority of the year with the exception of January 2024
(78.35%) and March 2024 (65.95%).




This is the trend:

For the winter months from December 2023 to March 2024 a small downward trend can be seen. However, this is expected to be re versed in the coming months due to seasonal

improvements in weather conditions. The number of category 1 and 2 defects reported during January to March 2024 has been over 1,000 per month which will,in general, decrease during
the warmer months ofthe year.

This is the impact:

The decrease in performance during the Januaryto March period was mainlycaused bysupply and material qualityissuesrelating to the cold form tar commonlyused to repair Category 1 & 2
defects. This situation coupled with an increased level of pothole reporting, which is usual during the winter period but con tinued further into March than is typical, impacted on the percentage
of defects repaired withintimescale.

These arethe next steps we aretaking for improvement:

The supplychainissues experienced were acute in nature and although material supplywas rectified, the backlogled to a longer period ofdecreased performance. We expect performance to
recover in the coming months and we continue to work with our suppliers to ensure material remainsin stock and available throughoutthe year.

Responsible officer: Last Updated:

March 2024 |

|Nea|e Burrows

S
Q 3. Staff - Roads
D
N
H

Q2 2023/24 Q3 2023/24 Q4 2023/24 2023/2024
Performance Indicator Target
Value Status Value Status Value Status
Accidents - Reportable - Employees (No in Quarter - Roads) 1 ad 0 o 0 ﬁ
Accidents - Non-Reportable - Employees (No in Quarter - Roads) 2 ad 1 d} 3 &
Jan 2024 Feb 2024 Mar 2024
Performance Indicator _?_023/%4
Value Status Value Status Value Status arge
Sickness Absence - Average NumberofDays Lost- Roads 13.0 . 12.0 . 111 10
Establishmentactual FTE 159.59 o 159.67 > 159.67 ad




4. Finance & Controls - Roads

Jan 2024 Feb 2024 Mar 2024 2023/24
Performance Indicator T ¢
Value Status Value Status Value Status alrye
Staff Costs - % Spend to Date (FYB) 80.7% Q 88.9% @ 98.3% @ 100%

Waste Services

1. Customer - Waste

Q2 2023/24

2 obed

. Q3 2023/24 Q4 2023/24 2023/24
Performance Indicator Target
Value Status Value Status Value Status
Total No. complaints received - Waste 58 Ld 92 d 127 xﬂ
% of complaints resolved within timescale - Waste 93.1% @ 95.7% @ 90.6% @ 75%
% of complaints with atleastone point upheld (stage 1 and 2) - Waste 56.9% ) 75% ) 30.7% o
Total No. of lessons learntidentified (stage 1 and 2) - Waste 0 Ld 0 ﬁ 1 L‘
. Q2 2023/24 Q3 2023/24 Q4 2023/24 2023/24
Performance Indicator Target
Value Status Value Status Value Status
*% Waste diverted from Landfill 72.8% '\ 87.7%% @ 87.6% @ 85%
*Percentage of Household Waste Recycled/Composted 41.6% '\ 42.9% N 43.3% AN 50%

*% Waste diverted from Landfill/% Household Waste Recycled/Composted — These figures are intended and used for internal monitoring only and are based on a rolling 12-month

period.
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Recycling and Diversion rate for rolling 12 months April 2023 - March 2024

Description Tonnage (T) Percentage Target
Recycled 38628.3 43.3% 50%
EFW 39553.9 44.3%

Total Waste diverted from landfill 78182.2 87.6% 85%
(= Recycled + EfW)

Landfilled 11047.2 12.4%

Total household waste 892294 100%

Percentage of Household Waste Recycled/Composted (Quarterly figure)

G4 202324 result
40%
7 \ 47 .5%
0% — 23,35 — 60%

OPS 1.18 Percentage of Household Waste Recycled/Composted
50%

40%:

30%:

20%:

10%:

0%

Quarters — Target (Quarters)

Why is this important?

Aberdeen City Council has a statutory function as Waste Disposal Authority meaning itis responsible for arranging the dispos al of all controlled waste collected bythe Waste Collection
Authority (whichis also ACC) inits area. This figure reflects aiming towards the meeting oflocal and national policyambitions as well as statutoryrequirements.

Benchmark Information:

This is a local measure and is notcurrently benchmarked.




17 ebed

Target:

The target figure for 2023/24 for this Pl is 50% and it is not intended thatthis will be increased during the coming financial year forreasons outlined below.

This is what the data is saying:

From a high of 49.6% during Q4 of 2019/20 which was the beginning ofthe Covid pandemic, performance proceeded to fluctuate and eventually fell to a low of 40.4% in the final quarter of last
financial year. The figures have graduallyimproved since then but have not yet returned to pre covid levels.

This is the trend:

In the financial year 2023/24, the results for this measure, while remaining below targethave recovered slightlyto the current level of 43.3% in Q4.

This is the impact:

In line with national trends, Aberdeen’s recycling rate decreased during the coronavirus pandemic. Aberdeen suffered a devastating fire that destroyed the Altens East Recycling and Recovery
Facility. Performance will continue to be limited until the facility is rebuilt.

These are the next steps we are taking for improvement:

The single mostsignificantfactor affecting Aberdeen’s recycling performance is the loss ofthe Altens East facility. Although our service delivery is maintained, the contingencytipping and
processing arrangements for the city's mixed recycling limits our ability for growth. In addition, the lack of a transfer facility at Altens increases the pressure on the Council’s onlyother transfer
station at Sclattie. In addition to being the tipping site for recycling, Sclattie is the contingencytipping site for the NE SS Energy Facility, the bulking site for materials from Household Waste and

Recycling Centres and the tipping and pre-treatmentsite for bulky wastes and materials containing persistentorganic pollutants (POPs). This limits the space availabl e to separate other
wastes for reuse and recycling.

Performance is therefore limited until we have an operating transfer station at Altens and a new materials recoveryfacility. Nevertheless, Aberdeen continuesto be the bestperform ing city in
Scotland, despite these challenges,

Meantime, in addition to rebuilding the Altens facility, Aberdeen has implemented several infrastructure improvements, (with the support of Scottish Governmentfunding) designed to enhance
opportunities forreuse and recycling of largeritems. More funding bids are being prepared to supportfuture projects. A re placementrecycling centre is being developed for Bridge of Don,
which will be a significantimprovementon the current site and will include dedicated reuse facilities to help grow our reus e network.

In addition, regular communication and engagementactivities to promote waste reduction, reuse and recycling are planned and delivered using arange of approaches including digital,
advertising, communitychannels and in-person engagement.

Responsible officer: Last Updated:

Kristine Hultman Q4 2023/24




3. Staff — Waste

Performance Indicator

Q2 2023/24

Q3 2023/24 Q4 2023/24 2023/24
Value Status Value Status Value Status UEIRE =
Accidents - Reportable - Employees (No in Quarter - Waste) 1 d 0 \d 1 ﬂ
Accidents - Non-Reportable - Employees (No in Quarter - Waste) 3 d 12 \d 14 l‘
Jan 2024 Feb 2024 Mar 2024 2023/24
Performance Indicator 1
Value Status Value Status Value Status arget
Sickness Absence - Average Number ofDays Lost- Waste 12.9 . 12.2 . 116 '\ 10 '
Establishmentactual FTE 187.05 \d 187.56 \d 185.35 \d

4. Finance & Controls — Waste

G abed

Jan 2024

Feb 2024 Mar 2024 2023/24
Performance Indicator Target
Value Status Value Status Value Status g
'Staff Costs - % Spendto Date (FYB) 85% @ 93.6% @ 100.4% @ 100%
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Strategic Place Planning

Climate and Sustainability Policy
Carbon Budget

Performance Indicator

We will remain within the annual maximum cap of carbon emissions (tCO2e)*

Staff travel - grey fleet

.I Within the maximum cap in emissions | | Within 10% exceedance of maximum cap

1 2 3 4 Cap 23/24

Carbon Budget 2023/24 Stgtus Stgtus Stgtus Stgtus thZe
Maximum cap on total Council carbon emissions (tCO2e)* 2023-24 o 26,474
Maximum cap on total Council carbon emissions (tCO2e)* 2023-24 (including district heating) >
Emissions tCO2e - scope 1 & 2 Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Indicative cap

Status Status | Status | Status | on emissions
Fleet assets (vehicle & plant) 3,582
Street lighting 2,617
Sull=Tats HeeAs Seds Jote St?ltlus Stgtzus Stgtgus Stg?us Ion: Igrziltilzgigr?sp

192

Over 10% exceedance of maximum cap

reduction since the 2015/16 baseline, resulting in a significant reduction overall.
o Fleet assets (vehicle and plant) - emissions are exceeding the reduction trajectory.

*tCO2e - tonnes of carbon dioxide equivalent

annual Climate Change Report.

2023/24 year end emissions data is currently being calculated and data is not complete at time of reporting for all emission sources. Available data indicates:
e Street lighting - emissions are under the maximum cap in emissions. Street lighting is a key source of carbon savings, showing a steady

o Staff travel (grey fleet) - emissions are below the reduction trajectory. Emissions from other sources of staff travel are currently being calculated.

**A full break down and total emissions (tCO2e) for 2023-24 from Council buildings (electricity, gas, oil, district heating); water; fleet assets (vehicle and
plant); street lighting; internal waste; and homeworking, will be reported to Net Zero, Environment and Transport Committee in November as part of the
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Traffic Light Icons Used

V]

On target or within 5% of target

Within 5% - 20% of target and being monitored

More than 20% below targetand being actively pursued

)
)

Data only — target not appropriate
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Agenda Iltem 9.2

ABERDEEN CITY COUNCIL

COMMITTEE Net Zero, Environment & Transport

DATE 11 June 2024

EXEMPT No

CONFIDENTIAL No

REPORT TITLE Place Based Strategy Framework — Update Report
REPORT NUMBER CR&E/24/160

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR | Gale Beattie

CHIEF OFFICER David Dunne

REPORT AUTHOR David Dunne

TERMS OF REFERENCE | 1

1. PURPOSE OF REPORT

1.1  The report provides an update on the development of some of the Council’s key
place-based strategies.

2. RECOMMENDATIONS
That the Committee:-

2.1 Note the current position on the preparation of plans and strategies set out in
the report, and the indicative timelines provided; and

2.2 Instruct the Chief Officer — Strategic Place Planning to produce an annual
Service Update to this Committee on the ongoing development of the plans and
strategies set out in this report, noting that this will be in addition to the ongoing
reports to Committee on each individual plan and strategy.

3. CURRENT SITUATION

3.1 In May 2023 a report was presented to the Net Zero, Environment and
Transport Committee (COM/23/121) to explain the framework of place-based
strategies and the interrelationship and interdependencies between them. The
report also set out the role of these plans and strategies in the decision-making
process and the timeline for their development and review. One of the
instructions from the May 2023 report was for the Chief Officer — Strategic Place
Planning to keep the strategy framework up to date and report back to this
Committee annually. This report provides an annual update on this basis.

National Plan / Strategy Updates

3.2 Key changes in the national picture of plans and strategies over the last year
are summarised below:
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National Planning Framework 4 (NPF4)

Following its approval by the Scottish Parliament on 11 January 2023,
NPF4 formally became part of the statutory development plan on 13
February 2023. Over the last 12 months Officers have been working
with a range of stakeholders to ensure the transition to this new planning
framework is managed as smoothly as possible. The framework set by
NPF4 will be particularly important during production of the Council’s
own Local Development Plan, discussed further below.

Climate & Nature

There has been much activity at Scottish Government level on
biodiversity law and policy in recent times. Consultations on this have
included: Natural Environment Bill, Scottish Biodiversity Strategy and
Delivery Plan, Nature Networks, 30 x 30, Biodiversity Metric for Planning,
Marine Conservation and more. The outcomes of these are yet to be
seen and may result in new and / or amended law and / or policies
affecting public bodies.

Similar to biodiversity, there has also been much activity on climate law
and policy. There have been consultations on the following: Energy
Strategy & Just Transition, Circular Economy, National Adaptation Plan,
Good Food Nation Plan, Wellbeing & Sustainable Development, Heat in
Buildings and much more. The outcomes of these are yet to be seen and
may result in new and / or amended law and / or policies affecting public
bodies.

Some of the recent activity has been more significant and high profile,
with much remaining unclear and in flux at the time of writing this Report.
The Government, in line with the findings of the Climate Change
Committee, recently stated that the statutory climate targets, to 2030, as
set out through the Climate Change (Scotland) Acts, were now
considered overambitious and unachievable. While they emphasised
their commitment to the end target of net zero by 2045, they stated their
intention to abolish annual and interim targets to 2030, instead proposing
to set out a new monitoring regime of 5-year carbon budgets through
revised climate legislation, yet to be brought forward.

There is a duty on the Scottish Government, as part of the above
legislation, to bring forward a Climate Change Plan update setting out
how they intend to meet the statutory targets. Also expected was
updated statutory guidance for public bodies on implementing climate
law and policy. These were expected to be published in late 2023 and
were delayed to early 2025. It is understood at this time that the intention
remains to publish these. If and when these are published, they will act
as important guides for updating the Council and City climate related
strategies and plans in 2025.

Page 50



3.3

3.4

3.5

3.6

3.7

3.8

Regional Plan / Strategy Updates

Key changes in the regional picture of plans and strategies over the last year
are summarised below:

e There have been no material changes to report on regional plans or
strategies in the reporting period.

Local Strategy Framework Updates

Key changes in the local picture of plans and strategies over the last year are
summarised below:

Local Outcome Improvement Plan / Locality Plans

On 29 April 2024 the refreshed Aberdeen City Local Outcome Improvement
Plan (LOIP) 2016-26 and three Locality Plans for North, South and Central
Aberdeen were approved by the Community Planning Aberdeen (CPA) Board.
The LOIP focuses on four themes: Economy, People, Place and Community
Empowerment, with 97 improvement projects planned to help achieve the
goals.

Local Development Plan

On 19 June 2023 the Aberdeen Local Development Plan (LDP) 2023 was
formally adopted by the Council and constituted as part of the statutory
Development Plan. It will be used to quide decisions on planning applications
alongside Aberdeen Planning Guidance and Supplementary Guidance. The
LDP provides a land use framework untii 2032 and aims towards Aberdeen
being a sustainable city at the heart of a vibrant and inclusive North East of
Scotland.

On 22 November 2023 Members of the Council's Finance & Resources
Committee agreed a Development Plan Scheme and Participation Statement
to set the Council's programme for preparing and reviewing the next Local
Development Plan, which is programmed for adoption in 2028.

Local Transport Strategy

A Draft Local Transport Strategy (LTS) was approved by this Committee in
August 2023, and public consultation took place on the draft strategy and all
supporting appendices and background documents from November 2023 —
January 2024. The consultation generated a high number of responses and
presented a number of complex issues which Officers are currently working
through. This exercise is being supported by Officers from the Aberdeen Health
Determinants Research Collaboration (HDRC) given the resourcing pressures
associated with analysis of a large number of complex and detailed responses,
many of which relate to the links between transportation and health and
wellbeing.
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3.9

3.10

3.11

3.12

3.13

Officers are also mindful of a number of key City Centre transport interventions
currently underway and that it would be beneficial if the results of / feedback
from these interventions could also be reflected in the final strategy. Some
examples include the bus priority interventions, the progress of Aberdeen Rapid
Transit — both subject to other reports on this Agenda — as well as work ongoing
on the Regional Active Travel Network Review and the City Centre Car Parking
Strategy (which itself will be informed by the upcoming six month reduction in
charges for off-street car parking in Council carparks after 5pm). A report
summarising and analysing the consultation responses from the Draft LTS will
be presented back to this Committee later this year, at which point Members
will also be asked to approve a new timeline for the final Local Transport
Strategy to be reported back for approval.

Local Housing Strategy

The Aberdeen Local Housing Strategy (LHS) (2018-2023) is currently being
refreshed. A report setting out the timeline, vision and strategic outcomes will
be reported to the May meeting of the Communities, Housing and Public
Protection Committee.

Net Zero Aberdeen Routemap & Strategies

A refreshed Net Zero Aberdeen & Adaptation Board has been established to
help continue directing collaborative efforts on citywide net zero and climate
adaptation ambitions. The new Board first met on 16 May 2024 to discuss
existing plans and set out new ways forward to take the city from strategic
ambitions towards delivery plans. The Board will meet at least twice a year to
ensure momentum on these matters.

NZA Buildings & Heat/ Local Heat & Energy Efficiency Strategy (LHEES)

Work commenced during the reporting period to develop a Local Heat and
Energy Efficiency Strategy (LHEES) which aims to underpin an area-based
approach to heat and energy efficiency planning and delivery. This is being led
by the Council’'s Energy Management Team, supported with external Scottish
Government funding and with specialised support from ChangeWorks. Work to
date has involved stakeholder engagement to identity key issues and
opportunities. The outputs are yet to be finalised and will be reported to
Committee at the appropriate time.

NZA Natural Environment Strategy - Open Space Audit

The second Aberdeen Open Space Audit has been completed and is due to be
published. This is a significant piece of work and provides a critical evidence
base on the types, quantities, distribution, qualities, accessibility and public
perceptions of public open spaces across Aberdeen. This evidence will be used
by the Council and partners to help inform their own policies and approaches
to open space. This includes the next Local Development Plan, Council Climate
Plan and Net Zero Aberdeen Natural Environment Strategy refresh.

Outline Timelines
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3.14 Table 1 below gives an indication of the timelines for some of the key plans and

4.1

5.1

6.1

strategies prepared by the Council. Please note that this is not an exhaustive
list of plans or strategies, and the timelines quoted may be subject to change.

Table 1: Key dates for a range of strategies

Strategy Title Live /| Adopted | Next Next
Fixed Review Adoption
(Approx.) | Date
(Approx.)
Local Outcome Improvement Plan | F 2021 2025 2026/7
Aberdeen Adapts Framework L 2022 2024/5 2025
Net Zero  Aberdeen (NZA) | L 2022 2024/5 2025
Routemap
NZA Mobility Strategy L 2022 2024/5 2025
NZA Building and Heat Strategy L 2022 2024/5 2025
NZA Circular Economy Strategy L 2022 2024/5 2025
NZA Energy Supply Strategy L 2022 2024/5 2025
NZA Natural Environment Strategy | L 2022 2024/5 2025
NZA Empowerment Strategy L 2022 2024/5 2025
Council Climate Change Plan L 2021 2024/5 2025
Local Development Plan F 2023 2024 2028
Local Transport Strategy F 2016 2021 2025
Local Housing Strategy F 2018 2021 2024
Flood Risk Management Plan F 2022 2027 2028
Waste Strategy F 2015 2022 2025
Active Travel Action Plan / Network | F 2021 2023 2026
Review

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no direct financial implications from this report. Preparation of
individual Council plans and strategies will be met through existing budgets.

LEGAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no direct legal implications arising from the recommendations of this
report.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

The purpose of this report is to update the Committee on a number of Council
plans and strategies, and so there are no direct implications arising from this
report. Individual strategies, programmes or plans may in themselves be
required to undertake a Strategic Environmental Assessment or Habitats
Regulation Appraisal to identify the likely environmental effects, and to avoid
any adverse environmental effects occurring.
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7. RISK

7.1 The assessment of risk contained within the table below is considered to be
consistent with the Council’'s Risk Appetite Statement.
Category Risks Primary *Target *Does
Controls/Control | Risk Level Target
Actions to achieve | (| M or H) | Risk Level
Target Risk Level | “stakinginto Match
account g
controls/control | Appetite
actions Set?
Strategic Failure where the | Strengthened M Yes
Risk Council has scope | place-based
of influence to governance
contribute to place | approach.
based targets
Compliance | Failure to Strengthened L Yes
contribute to the place-based
delivery of governance
national targets/ approach.
programmes
Operational | Failure to support | Strengthen the L Yes
the governance strategic direction
structure to the delivery of
operation services
and to focus
resources
accordingly
Financial Failure to focus Provide support L Yes
resources on and strategic
preventative direction for
spend and in a resource spend.
coordinated way
to ensure strategic
delivery
Reputational | Failure to support | Council Core M Yes
the governance Coordination
structure Group in place for
place based
climate work.
Environment | Risk to the Ongoing support M Yes

/ Climate

delivery of Net
Zero Aberdeen &
Aberdeen Adapts

for the delivery of
collaborative place
based climate
work programmes;
as well as the
Council project
pipeline
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8. OUTCOMES

Council Delivery Plan 2024

Impact of Report

Aberdeen City Council
Policy Statement

Working in Partnership for
Aberdeen

There are no direct proposals within this report the
purpose of the report is to explain how the polices
developed by the council will aimto deliver the policy
statement, where the Council has scope to do so.

Loca

| Outcome Improvement Plan

Prosperous Place Stretch
Outcomes

The purpose of this report is to explain the
relationship between regional and city wide

strategies rather than delivering any objectives in
and of itself.

Regional and City The purpose of this report is to explain the

Strategies relationship between regional and city wide
strategies rather than delivering any objectives in
and of itself.

9. IMPACT ASSESSMENTS
Assessment Outcome

Integrated Impact
Assessment (llA)

As an update report with no material decisions or actions,
no lIA is required. | confirm this has been discussed and
agreed with David Dunne, Chief Officer Strategic Place
Planning on 07/05/2024.

Data Protection Impact | Not required

Assessment
Other Not required
10. BACKGROUND PAPERS
10.1 Report to Net Zero, Environment and Transport Committee, May 2023:
COM/23/121 — Place Based Strategy Framework
11. APPENDICES
111 N/A
12. REPORT AUTHOR CONTACT DETAILS
Name David Dunne
Title Chief Officer — Strategic Place Planning

Email Address  ddunne@aberdeencity.gov.uk
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Agenda Iltem 9.3

ABERDEEN CITY COUNCIL

COMMITTEE Net Zero, Environment and Transport Committee

DATE 11 June 2024

EXEMPT No

CONFIDENTIAL No

REPORT TITLE Nature Awareness Campaign: Plans for a citywide
collaboration

REPORT NUMBER CR&E/24/164

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR Gale Beattie

CHIEF OFFICER David Dunne

REPORT AUTHOR Richard Brough

TERMS OF REFERENCE | NZET 9.1

1. PURPOSE OF REPORT

1.1  The purpose of this report is to update Members on Plans for a Citywide
Nature Awareness Campaign, previously reported to NZET 31/10/202 item 12
Recommendations (d) to develop and lead projects in partnership with other
public bodies in the City to ii) To develop, implement and monitor a public and
wider stakeholder awareness and engagement campaign on the value of
nature to the City, its citizens and businesses, the risks to nature locally and
the need for local action, what the Council and partners were doing and what
others could also do in support of nature recovery across Aberdeen.

2. RECOMMENDATIONS
That the Committee:
2.1  approve the outline Plans for the Citywide Nature Awareness Campaign; and

2.2 instruct the Chief Officer — Strategic Place Planning to continue working on
the Campaign with citywide partners and provide a service update within 12
months of this report

3. CURRENT SITUATION

3.1 In March 2023, Aberdeen City Council added its voice to the growing number
of local authorities around the world to have responded to the global climate
change and nature loss crises by declaring a climate and nature emergency.
Details of the declaration are available in the minutes of the full Council
meeting of 22 February 2023 (see item 18) and the Climate and Nature
Emergency Declaration

3.2  Understanding, protecting and recovering nature is key to ensuring we meet
the ambitions set out in the Council’'s Climate Change Plan 2021-25 and our
citywide collective ambitions set out in the Net Zero Aberdeen Routemap and
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3.3

3.4

3.5

3.6

place-based strategies, specifically the Natural Environment and
Empowerment Strategies

The Net Zero Aberdeen Empowerment Strategy reports the Local Outcome
Improvement Plan and the locality plans for the North, South and Central
areas of the city saw communities and individuals highlighting the need to
embrace greener more sustainable ways of working and living. The Nature
Awareness Campaign links closely to the Empowerment Strategy which aims
to set out a framework for public engagement with people at the heart.
Building on the strong community empowerment networks, and the existing
organisations and partnerships active in the city with a key focus on being
inclusive and ensuring that all voices are heard as we work together to ensure
that the ambition for Net Zero Aberdeen is turned into action.

Nature plays a major part in Scotland’s economic growth and quality of life
providing us with water, clean air and food, raw materials for medicines,
industry and buildings. Our crops rely on insect pollination and the complex
biological processes that create soil. Enjoying parks, landscapes and wildlife
improves our health and wellbeing.

Sustainable tourism is one of seven growth industries in Scotland — it brings in
more than £4 billion each year.

Sustainable use of our environment contributes over £17 billion a year to
Scotland's economy.

NatureScot’s Valuing our Environment report reveals the economic value of
the environment. Its sustainable use supports 11% of Scotland’s total
economic output — worth £17.2 billion a year — and one in seven full-time jobs.

The draft Open Space Audit Report 2024 (CR&E/24/162) reveals that:

82% of respondents agreed or strongly agreed that they would like to see
more greenspaces managed in a more natural way for the benefit of wildlife
and nature.

49% of respondents said they would be encouraged to visit spaces more
often if they were managed for wildlife and nature.

Although perceptions are changing, there remains for some, a misconception
around the way we manage land for nature. Land managed for nature may
appear overgrown or unmanaged, but this is often intentional, as it provides
important habitats for wildlife. It is important to raise awareness about the
value of natural habitats and the role they play in supporting biodiversity, to
address this misconception and foster a greater appreciation and awareness
of nature’s role. The Nature Awareness campaign seeks to achieve this.

In Scotland, the data and evidence regarding the extent of nature loss are
constantly increasing. This information comes from various sources.

Scotland’s Biodiversity Strategy Indicators Scotland's Indicators | NatureScot
Scotland's Natural Capital Asset Index - 2023 (data to 2021) - Update
Summary | NatureScot
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e State of Nature Scotland Report; State of Nature Scotland Report |
NatureScot

¢ North East Scotland Biological Records NESBReC Species distribution maps
- NESBReC

3.7  The Biodiversity Duty Report 2023 included the recommendation that the
Council develop, implement and monitor a public and wider stakeholder
awareness and engagement campaign on the value of nature to the City, its
citizens and businesses, the risks to nature locally and the need for local
action, what the Council and partners were doing and what others could also
do in support of nature recovery across Aberdeen.

3.8 In October 2023 the NZET committee instructed the Chief Officer — Strategic
Place Planning to develop, implement and monitor a public and wider
stakeholder awareness and engagement campaign.

3.9 The campaign aims to raise public awareness of the significance and value of
nature, the risks to nature locally and the need for local action. The campaign
will identify what the Council and partners are doing and what others could do
in support of nature recovery across Aberdeen. Additionally, the campaign will
showcase community action and highlight the efforts of local groups and
individuals in supporting nature recovery.

Campaign Progress

The Council in collaboration with stakeholders and partner organisations has
commenced engagement on the development of a Citywide Nature Awareness
Campaign as follows:

The first step was to conduct a stakeholder analysis, which was completed in March
2024. Following invitations to various stakeholders to take part in the campaign a
stakeholder workshop was held on April 26th, 2024, which was attended by a
diverse group of stakeholders, including nature and communications specialists,
health and wellbeing professionals, and landowners.

During the workshop, participants discussed the outcomes and aims identified in the
refreshed Local Outcome Improvement Plan (LOIP).

It was agreed that the campaign aims could be expanded beyond the LOIP through
collaboration with stakeholders and communities. The group also reviewed key
initiatives and strategies for increasing public awareness about nature and identified
potential community engagement/change ideas including:

1. Collaborative Storyteling Projects: Create a platform where all individuals can
contribute their personal stories about nature, wildlife encounters, or
environmental conservation efforts.

2. Develop a branding campaign that emphasises the importance of nature.
Collaborate with artists, influencers, and environmental organisations to
create visually appealing content that promotes nature awareness and
highlights the need for conservation and sustainable living practices.
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Host a series of interactive workshops and webinars for communities and
groups to help shape the campaign narrative and raise awareness.

Install interpretation panels with QR codes on sites managed for nature to
explain why we are managing the land this way.

Host lunch and learn sessions for staff and businesses to raise awareness
and serve as a platform to help shape the campaign narrative.
Nature-Themed Online Challenges: Launch online challenges that encourage
individuals of all ages to participate in nature-related activities and raise their
awareness and understanding. These challenges will also help shape the
campaign narrative. Children and young people will support the design of
challenges for their class or school.

The above change ideas will be tested as follows:

Tests 1, 2 and 3. Tillydrone, Woodside and Seaton including children and
young people via schools in the locality.

Test 4. sites managed for nature starting in Tillydrone, Woodside and Seaton
Test 5 and 6. Test with a CPA partner initially and reach out to responsible
business partners. BP or NHS.

Test 1, 2 and 6: design and test children and young people versions with
children and young people via schools in Tillydrone, Woodside and Seaton.

A project team has now been set up to take the campaign forward. The team
includes health professionals, landowners, nature experts, and community
engagement specialists. In collaboration with stakeholders and communities a draft
charter framework is being developed for the campaign. A service update will be
provided within 12 months of this report.

4.

4.1

5.1

5.2

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The Campaign as itis currently defined does not require additional budget. The
Council and external stakeholders and partners will provide incidental financial
and in-kind staff resources as part of a Citywide collaborative effort. Where
required, opportunities to apply for external funding will be explored.

LEGAL IMPLICATIONS

Under the Nature Conservation (Scotland) Act 2004, all public bodies in
Scotland have a duty to further the conservation of biodiversity when carrying
out their responsibilities. This biodiversity duty is about taking care of nature all
around us, not just in specific protected sites and for particular species. Fulfilling
our Biodiversity Duty can help address wider outcomes such as:

Helping Scotland halt biodiversity loss and address the climate and nature
emergency, contributing to a green recovery and a net zero future.

Ensuring compliance with legislation and helping Scotland to meet its national
and international biodiversity targets.

Contributing to sustainable development and the quality of life in Scotland.
Demonstrating we are working in a socially responsible and ethical way, by
safeguarding biodiversity and environmental assets for future generations.

Climate Change (Scotland) Act 2009 places duties on the public sector to:
Reduce greenhouse gas emissions.
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o Putin place measures to adaptto a changing climate.

o Work in a sustainable way.

6. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

6.1 The Citywide Nature Awareness Campaign has the potential to have both
positive and negative impacts on the environment. On the positive side, the
campaign can lead to increased conservation efforts, improved management
and quality of nature inand outwith nature sites, and a greater sense of
responsibility towards conserving natural resources and ecosystems.
Additionally, increased public awareness of nature and its interconnectedness
with human life can lead to more sustainable and eco-friendly practices. On
the negative side, there is a potential for increased human activity in natural
areas to have unintended consequences, such as habitat destruction,
pollution, and disturbance of wildlife. It is important for the campaign to
promote responsible and sustainable interactions with nature to minimise
negative impacts.

7. RISK

Category Risks Primary *Target Risk *Does
Controls/Control Level (L, M or Target
Actions to achieve H) Risk
Target Risk Level Level
*taking into Match
account Appetite
controls/control Set?
actions
Strategic No significant Yes
Risk risks identified
Compliance | Not delivering Continue to work with L Yes
the campaign partners on the
undermines our Citywide Nature
ability to deliver | Awareness Campaign
our strategic
climate and
nature ambitions
at council and
city levels,
especially the
Net Zero
Aberdeen
environment and
empowerment
strategies.
Operational | Not carrying out | Continue to work with L Yes
the campaign partners on the
undermines our Citywide Nature
ability to Awareness Campaign
operationally
manage council
land for nature
in line with our
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duties and
ambitions.

Financial

No significant
risks identified

Yes

Reputational

A general risk to
reputation for
not being seen
to be taking
action, including
should we fail to
implement a
recommendation
of our
Biodiversity Duty
Report 2023

Continue to work with L Yes
partners on the
Citywide Nature

Awareness Campaign

Environment
/ Climate

Not delivering
the campaign
could undermine
our ability to
deliver on our
climate and
nature
strategies, plans
and outcomes.

Continue to work with L Yes
partners on the
Citywide Nature

Awareness Campaign

8.

OUTCOMES

COUNCIL DELIVERY PLAN 2023-2024

Impact of Report

Aberdeen City Council
Policy Statement

Working in Partnership for

Aberdeen

The proposals within this report support the delivery of the
following aspects of the policy statement:

e Workwith partners to deliver a just transition to net
zero and plan to make Aberdeen a net-zero city by
no later than 2045, and earlier if that is possible.

¢ Workwith communities to review the management
of council-managed open spaces to create more
sustainable and safer green areas and open
spaces and develop a Community Environmental
Improvement Fund, for communities to access, to
implement  their own small-scale local
environmental improvements.

e Recognise the importance of Aberdeen’s Green
Belt, green spaces and open spaces so they can
be enjoyed for purposes of leisure, sport and
environmental wellbeing, and investigate the
creation of new pocket parks.

e Promote and improve woodland in our city and in
particular launch a “A Million Trees for Aberdeen”
programme to plant, with partners, a further one
million trees in Aberdeen by 2032 at minimal cost
to the Council.
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e Invest in Aberdeen’s green future by maintaining
and planting street trees and ensuring the right
trees are planted in the right places

Local Outcome Improvement Plan

Prosperous Economy
Stretch Outcomes

Whilst not immediately supporting the Prosperous
Economy stretch outcomes, raising the awareness and
the protection of nature and biodiversity within the city will
help create an attractive place where people will want to
live and work.

Prosperous People Stretch
Outcomes

Raising awareness of the importance and value of nature
will contribute to achieving the stretch outcomes for
Prosperous People. The positive effect on the wellbeing
and health of people from interactions and closeness to
nature are well documented.

Prosperous Place Stretch
Outcomes

The proposals in this report support the delivery of the
following LOIP Stretch Outcome 15 and project aims.

26% of Aberdeen’s area will be protected for nature and
60% of citizens report that spaces and buildings are well
cared for by 2026

LOIP Improvement Project Aim 15.2 - 100 people to be
socially prescribed nature by 2026 to support positive
outcomes in relation to their health and wellbeing

LOIP Improvement Project Aim 15.3 - 25% of citizens
report that they understand the importance of nature on
both their neighbourhood and individual wellbeing by
2026

LOIP Improvement Project Aim 15.4 - at least 23
organisations across all sectors in Aberdeen pledge to
manage at least 10% of their land for nature by 2023
(23by23) and at least 26% by 2026 (26by26)

Regional and City Strategies

The Citywide Nature Awareness Campaign supports both
national and regional priorities such as the:

Scottish Biodiversity Strategy, emerging Delivery Plan
and allied Nature Networks and 30 x 30 ambitions.
Delivery of the Aberdeen Adapts framework, Net Zero
Aberdeen Routemap and associated place-based
strategies, specifically the Natural Environment and
Empowerment Strategies.

Regional Economic Strategy.

Principles of our Northeast Scotland Biodiversity
Partnership (NESBIP), which is a regional strategic
partnership with Aberdeenshire and Moray Councils and
public and private sector partners.
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9. IMPACT ASSESSMENTS

Assessment Outcome
Integrated Impact Integrated Impact Assessment has been completed. The
Assessment impacts are generally perceived as neutral. If successful, the

campaign could have positive impacts on individuals with
protected characteristics.

Negative impacts could occurif protected groups are unable to
access online media or for people with visual impairment. Care
will be taken to utilise appropriate media for communicating
with protected groups.

Data Protection Impact Not required
Assessment

Other N/A

10. BACKGROUND PAPERS

10.1 NZET 31/10/202 ltem 12 Recommendations (d) to develop and lead projects in
partnership with other public bodies in the City to ii)
https://committees.aberdeencity.gov.uk/ieListDocuments.aspx?Cld=685&MId=8509&
Ver=4
develop, implement and monitor a public and wider stakeholder awareness and
engagement campaign on the value of nature to the City, its citizens and businesses,
the risks to nature locally and the need for local action, what the Council and partners
were doing and what others could also do in support of nature recovery across
Aberdeen; and iii) report back to Committee within 12 months with the outcomes of
these projects.

10.2 URL Links

e NZET 31/10/202 ltem 12 Recommendations (d) to develop and lead projects in
partnership with other public bodies in the City to ii)
https://committees.aberdeencity.gov.uk/ieListDocuments.aspx?Cld=685&Mid=8509&
Ver=4

e minutes of the full Council meeting of 22 February 2023 (see item 18).
https://committees.aberdeencity.gov.uk/ieListDocuments.aspx?Cld=122&MId=8658&
Ver=4

¢ Climate and Nature Emergency Declaration
https://www.aberdeencity.gov.uk/news/aberdeen-city-council-declares-climate-and-
nature-
emergency#:~:text=Aberdeen%20City%20Council%20has%20added,a%?20climate%
20and%20nature%20emergency

e Council’'s Climate Change Plan 2021-25
https://www.aberdeencity.gov.uk/sites/default/files/2021 -
09/%20Council%20Climate%20Change%20Plan%202021 -
25%20Towards%20a%20Net%20Zero%20and%20Climate%20Resilient%20Council.
pdf

e Net Zero Aberdeen Routemap
https://www.aberdeencity.gov.uk/sites/default/files/2022-
11/Net%20Zero0%20Aberdeen%20v1.0.pdf
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https://www.aberdeencity.gov.uk/news/aberdeen-city-council-declares-climate-and-nature-emergency#:~:text=Aberdeen%20City%20Council%20has%20added,a%20climate%20and%20nature%20emergency
https://www.aberdeencity.gov.uk/news/aberdeen-city-council-declares-climate-and-nature-emergency#:~:text=Aberdeen%20City%20Council%20has%20added,a%20climate%20and%20nature%20emergency
https://www.aberdeencity.gov.uk/sites/default/files/2021-09/%20Council%20Climate%20Change%20Plan%202021-25%20Towards%20a%20Net%20Zero%20and%20Climate%20Resilient%20Council.pdf
https://www.aberdeencity.gov.uk/sites/default/files/2021-09/%20Council%20Climate%20Change%20Plan%202021-25%20Towards%20a%20Net%20Zero%20and%20Climate%20Resilient%20Council.pdf
https://www.aberdeencity.gov.uk/sites/default/files/2021-09/%20Council%20Climate%20Change%20Plan%202021-25%20Towards%20a%20Net%20Zero%20and%20Climate%20Resilient%20Council.pdf
https://www.aberdeencity.gov.uk/sites/default/files/2021-09/%20Council%20Climate%20Change%20Plan%202021-25%20Towards%20a%20Net%20Zero%20and%20Climate%20Resilient%20Council.pdf
https://www.aberdeencity.gov.uk/sites/default/files/2021-09/%20Council%20Climate%20Change%20Plan%202021-25%20Towards%20a%20Net%20Zero%20and%20Climate%20Resilient%20Council.pdf
https://www.aberdeencity.gov.uk/sites/default/files/2022-11/Net%20Zero%20Aberdeen%20v1.0.pdf
https://www.aberdeencity.gov.uk/sites/default/files/2022-11/Net%20Zero%20Aberdeen%20v1.0.pdf

11.

12.

Name
Title
Email
Tel

Natural Environment and Empowerment Strategies
https://www.aberdeencity.gov.uk/net-zero-aberdeen/strateqgy-documents.

NatureScot’'s Valuing our Environment report https://digital.nls.uk/pubs/e-
monographs/2020/216588518.23.pdf

Scotland's Indicators | NatureScot https://www.nature.scot/information-

hub/indicators-trends/scotlands-indicators

Scotland's Natural Capital Asset Index - 2023 (data to 2021) - Update Summary |

NatureScot https://www.nature.scot/doc/scotlands-natural-capital-asset-index-2023-

data-2021-update-
State of Nature Scotland Report | NatureScot https://www.nature.scot/doc/state-

nature-scotland-report

NESBReC Species distribution maps - NESBReC https://nesbrec.org.uk/biomaps/

The Biodiversity Duty Report 2023

http://councilcommittees/documents/s150386/Biodiversity%20Duty%20Appendix.pdf

In October 2023 the NZET committee instructed the Chief Officer — Strategic Place

Planning http://councilcommittees/ieDecisionDetails.aspx?Alld=101931

refreshed Local Outcome Improvement Plan (LOIP).

https://communityplanningaberdeen.org.uk/wp-

content/uploads/2024/02/Consultation-Draft-Refreshed-LOIP-2016-2026.pdf

Nextdoor Nature Project https://www.wildlifetrusts.org/nextdoor-nature

Climate Change (Scotland) Act 2009
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/asp/2009/12/contents

APPENDICES (None)

REPORT AUTHOR CONTACT DETAILS

Richard Brough

Senior Environmental Planner
Address rbrough@aberdeencity.gov.uk

01224 067912
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https://communityplanningaberdeen.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2024/02/Consultation-Draft-Refreshed-LOIP-2016-2026.pdf
https://communityplanningaberdeen.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2024/02/Consultation-Draft-Refreshed-LOIP-2016-2026.pdf
https://communityplanningaberdeen.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2024/02/Consultation-Draft-Refreshed-LOIP-2016-2026.pdf
https://www.wildlifetrusts.org/nextdoor-nature
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/asp/2009/12/contents
mailto:rbrough@aberdeencity.gov.uk
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Agenda Item 10.1

ABERDEEN CITY COUNCIL

COMMITTEE Net Zero, Environment and Transport Committee
DATE 11 June 2024

EXEMPT No

CONFIDENTIAL No

REPORT TITLE Trees and Woodland

REPORT NUMBER CR&E/24/166

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR | Gale Beattie

CHIEF OFFICER Mark Reilly

REPORT AUTHOR Steven Shaw

TERMS OF REFERENCE | 1

1. PURPOSE OF REPORT

1.1  The report provides an update on the ongoing Council work to Aberdeen’s
public trees and woodland following the storms of 2021, 2022 and 2023.

1.2  The report also gives an update on Environmental Services’ sustainability
projects and initiatives undertaken to protect and enhance Aberdeen’s public
trees and woodlands including the 1 Million Trees initiative and the work to
deliver elements of the Tree & Woodland Strategic Implementation Plan.

1.3  This report also seeks approval for Environmental Services to continue to
explore funding options, including grants and sponsorship to help fund further
tree planting programmes in Aberdeen.

2. RECOMMENDATIONS

That the Committee:

2.1  Notes and welcomes the information contained within this report; and

2.2 Instructs the Chief Officer — Operations, to continue to explore funding
options, including grants and sponsorship to help fund further tree planting in
Aberdeen.

3. CURRENT SITUATION

3.1 Storm Damage Work

3.1.1 The storms of the last three years have had a devastating impact on Council’s
tree population and had a significant impact on Aberdeen’s open spaces.

3.1.2 All types of trees have been affected. A substantial number have blown down,
many have been uprooted, branches and limbs snapped off, and several trees
left in a precarious and dangerous position. Trees in schools, parks, play areas,
open spaces, streets, and woodlands have all been impacted.
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3.1.3

3.14

3.1.5

3.1.6

3.1.7

3.2

3.2.1

3.2.2

3.2.3

3.24

The Arboricultural team were called out and worked in the worst of the storms
to ensure trees were made safe and that roads were cleared for safe access.
The team has continued to work continuously on trees and woodland impacted
since the storms. Storm damage has been the focus of the team’s work since
Storm Arwen hit.

In February 2022 City Growth and Resources Committee agreed to set aside a
sum of £500K from the General Fund Contingency budget, for the Council to
deal with the storm damage caused by Storms Arwen, Malik, and Corrie.

This additional funding has made an enormous difference to the recovery
work. The funding has allowed for additional resources to be brought in to
help repair the devastation and tree loss caused by the storms. The team has
been able to clear damaged areas, remove high risk trees and replant where
trees have been lost. It has allowed woodland devastated by the storms such
as Carnie Woods and Hazlehead, to be clear felled and restocked. The
funding has also allowed for repair works to be completed. This has included
path repairs and fence repairs. All the additional funding has been spent.

The majority of tree work required to deal with the damage caused by Storm
Arwen has now been completed, but it will take many years for our woodland
to fully recover.

The impact of the storms has had a devastating impact on Aberdeen’s trees,
but the team has done an incredible job working through the hundreds of
incidents that have resulted from the storms. The recovery work continues to
be a focus for the team and is going well.

Tree & Woodland Strategic Implementation Plan

The Tree & Woodland Strategic Implementation Plan was approved by the
former Operational Delivery Committee in June 2022. The plan sets out the
vision, priorities and an action plan stewardship and expansion of Aberdeen
City's urban, street trees, rural trees, and woodlands. It provides a long-term
framework for ensuring that their qualities are measurable, recognised, properly
valued, protected, and permanently enshrined in the environmental fabric of the

city.

Work is currently ongoing to deliver Priority 2 of the plan - Expanding and
enhancing the Granite City Forest.

This work will see a report completed that will provide a rationale to identify
the best and most suitable sites for woodland creation in the city. The report
that is currently being drafted will categorise areas for planting. This will
include a searchable and quantifiable spatial register with analysis maps
showing potential sites to take forward and develop as woodland creation
schemes.

This work will also include Carbon Code (or equivalent) certifications to
underpin our Climate Plan and Carbon Budgets.
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3.25

3.3

331

3.3.2

3.3.3

3.34

3.35

The next step is for an operational plan to be drawn up with target planting
schemes identified. This work will allow for tree planting to beginfor the 2024/25
season. This work will be shared with the Net Zero, Environment and Transport
Committee in due course.

Aberdeen Open Space Audit Report 2024

The work involved in Aberdeen’s trees and woodland has a direct link to the
Aberdeen Open Space Audit Report. This report will be shared with the Net
Zero, Environment and Transport Committee in June 2024 for approval.

An Open Space Audit is an evidence gathering exercise used to assist with
protecting and enhancing blue-green spaces both through the Planning
process, by supporting blue-green infrastructure policies inthe Aberdeen Local
Development Plan and National Planning Framework 4, the spatial strategies
for Aberdeen and Scotland. The Planning system plays an important role in
protecting and enhancing open spaces for community use, sport and recreation
as well as providing high quality new spaces. Open spaces, natural areas and
green belt designations are used to protect our most important environmental
assets and areas.

A periodic audit provides key information on the types, distribution, qualities,
and accessibility of open and blue-green spaces across Aberdeen. This
information is also critical to directing green space policies, management of
spaces and the interventions of partners. These Audit findings will inform
various strategic outcomes for Aberdeen, for example through the Council’s
Climate Change Plans, the collective citywide Net Zero Aberdeen, Aberdeen
Adapts and associated place-based strategies, especially the Natural
Environment Strategy and Place based outcomes in current and future Local
Outcome Improvement Plans. The findings will also be of use to
professionals across a range of fields, community organisations and city
partners to aid in their own approaches to open space.

The audit process identifies community views on the value of open spaces
and this was completed through an Aberdeen Open Space Audit Public
Survey. The findings from the Survey present the views of residents and
visitors on how they use and perceive Aberdeen’s green and open spaces.

The key findings of the Audit that link to trees and woodland are -

3,902 hectares of open space were surveyed as part of the Open Space
Audit.

Natural / semi natural greenspaces are the largest category of open space
with 1796 hectares equating to 46% of open space, with open semi natural
space (1057ha 59%) and woodland (687ha 38%) being the primary sub types.

. 82% of respondents agreed or strongly agreed that they would like to

see more greenspaces managed in a more natural way for the benefit
of wildlife and nature.
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3.3.6

3.4

34.1

3.4.2

3.5

3.5.1

. 49% of respondents said they would be encouraged to visit spaces
more often if they were managed for wildlife and nature.

Parks, woodlands and natural or semi-natural areas had the highest citywide
satisfaction rates reported by respondents:

. Parks: 86%
Woodlands: 82%
. Natural or semi-natural areas: 82%

The findings of the Open Space Audit have an important role to play in the
future tree and woodland work and specifically with regards to protecting our
open spaces and planning future tree planting.

1 Million Trees

Environmental Services has been restocking areas affected by storm damage
and also planting trees on new areas of land identified as suitable for tree
planting. The team has worked in partnership with communities, including
schools and businesses, to plant trees across Aberdeen.

Environmental Services has planted 38399 trees since the Winter of 2022.
This is more tree planting than has been achieved for many years, and we are
proud of what has been achieved. We need to say a huge thank you to the
local communities who have helped us plant the trees.

Carnie Woods(Arwen damage restocking) Nov-22 8688
Brotherfield Woods(Restocking after clearfell) Nov-22 8711
Crematorium amenity strip(Arwen restocking ) Nov-22 800
Inverdee(Scout nature conservation initiative) Mar-23 334
Ellon Rd(Friends of Westfield Park) Mar-23 55
Parkway(Friends of Westfield Park) Mar-23 50
Seaton (Beating up NorthStar plantation) Mar-24 1000
Hazledene Road(Arwen restocking ) Apr-24 496
Denwood(Arwen restocking ) Apr-24 8925
Tullos Hill(Nature Restoration Fund) Apr-24 9340
Total May 2024 38399

Street Tree Planting

A commitment to plant new and replacement street trees continues. Street
tree planting has been allocated £12,000 from the Nature Restoration Funding
and this will be used to plant new and replace street trees across Aberdeenin
the 2024/2025 planting season.
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3.6 Woodside Wee Forest

3.6.1 The first Wee Forest was planted in Aberdeen in 2022 thanks to the joint
efforts of Aberdeen City Council's Environmental Services team, NatureScot,
and pupils and staff of Woodside Primary School.

3.6.2 Led by NatureScot, the programme aims to give people the opportunity to
help tackle the twin crises of climate change and biodiversity loss by creating
and caring for their own forest in their own neighbourhood.

3.6.3 To create each forest, around 600 native trees have planted by “Wee
Foresters” in an area the size of a tennis court. Volunteer keeper teams look
after the forest over the long term and school will use the forest for outdoor
learning.

The 600 plants, which include alder, cherry, Scots pine, crab apple, holly,
juniper, elder, willow, oak, rowan, and hazel trees along with dog roses,
broom, gorse, blaeberry, heather, hawthorn, and blackthorn, have been
planted by staff and pupils in a grassy area across Clifton Road from the
school with help from the City Council's Countryside Rangers.

3.6.4 Now starting to mature, the Woodside Wee Forest is thriving, with most of the
trees in leaf. The Alder and Willow are doing particularly well, now being over
two metres tall.

Biodiversity increases in the Wee Forest with every passing year; a variety of
invertebrates have colonised the Wee Forest and many are used to feed
chicks of the many birds in the greater Woodside area.

The Wee Forest is used every week by outdoor education groups from
Woodside Primary School and Nursery, with pupils and staff helping to
maintain and monitor the plants.

4. FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

4.1 Funding required to meet the Tree & Woodland Strategic Implementation Plan
and Council’'s ambitions will be identified through commissioning intentions.

4.2  Funding will be a challenge but there are opportunities to access funding and
options will be explored by the service through continued positive and
constructive collaboration with partners, sponsorship, and appropriate grant
funders.

4.3  Environmental Services has funded recent projects with Scottish Government
Nature Restoration grant funding, Paths for All grant funding and sponsorship.

Over £50,000 of external funding has been accessed in 2023/24 to fund tree
planting and woodland paths projects.
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4.4  Nature Restoration Funding of £75,000 has been set aside to help with tree
planting for the 2024/2025 season.

4.5  Street tree planting has been allocated £12,000 from the Nature Restoration
Funding and this will be used to plant new and replace street trees across
Aberdeen in the 2024/2025 planting season.

5. LEGAL IMPLICATIONS

5.1 There are no direct legal implications arising from the recommendations of this

report.

6. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

6.1 Aberdeen’s trees and woodland can help to address the climate change and
biodiversity loss crises through sustainable management of the natural
environment, by planting the right trees in the right places.

6.2  Our tree and woodland work and projects focus strongly on implementation
and helping to deliver against the City Council and City's strategies, notably
Net Zero Aberdeen Natural Environment Strategy, Goals 7 and 9 of Aberdeen
Adapts, the Council Climate Change Plan and Granite City Growing amongst

others.

7. RISK

The assessment of risk contained within the table below is considered to be consistent
with the Council's Risk Appetite Statement.

Category Risks Primary *Target *Does
Controls/Control Risk Level Target
Actions to achieve (L, M or H) | Risk Level
Target Risk Level Match
Hccount. | Appetite
controls/control Set?
actions
Strategic No Future trees and L Yes
Risk significant woodland works will link
risks. and align to a future
ACC Forest and
Woodland Strategy.
Compliance | No Continue to monitor. L Yes
significant
risks.
Operational | Suitable To work with internal L Yes
space for and external partners to
future tree identify suitable spaces.
planting.
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Financial Lack of Build programme as Yes
internal and | part of commissioning
external intentions and budget
funding process.
sources and
the inability | Continued positive and
to continue constructive
to fund collaboration with
further storm | partners and
damage appropriate grant
works and funders.
any
proposed
tree planting
programmes.

Reputational | Failure to Continued positive and Yes
fully support | constructive
Aberdeen’s | collaboration with
tree planting | partners and
programme | appropriate grant
identified funders.
through
Climate Plan
and LOIP.
Environment | Tree planting | Continued positive and Yes

/ Climate programmes | constructive
identified collaboration with
through partners and
Climate Plan | appropriate grant
not realised. | funders.

Carbon Ensure woodlands are
impacts of climate certified to
tree planting | support Council Climate
not Plan.
measured
and not
usable in
carbon
budgets.
8. OUTCOMES

COUNCIL DELIVERY PLAN

Impact of Report

Aberdeen City Council
Policy Statement
Working in _Partnership for

Aberdeen

Supports the delivery of Aberdeen City Council

Policy through the Council’'s commissioning

intentions, aligned to the LOIP key drivers, and

stretch outcomes.
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https://www.aberdeencity.gov.uk/sites/default/files/2019-04/Council%20Delivery%20Plan%202019-20.pdf
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https://committees.aberdeencity.gov.uk/documents/s134067/WorkinginPartnershipPolicyStatement.pdf

Aberdeen City Local Outcome Improvement Plan 2016-26

Place Stretch Outcomes

Climate Change. Supports Outcome 13.
Addressing climate change by reducing Aberdeen’s
carbon emissions by at least 61% by 2026 and
adapting to the impacts of our changing climate.

Nature and Safe Spaces. Supports Stretch
Outcome 15.

26% of Aberdeen’s area will be protected and/or
managed for nature and 60% of people report they
feel that spaces and buildings are well cared for by
2026.

Regional and City

The work related to this report supports

Strategies objectives in a range of regional and city strategies
including: Strategic and Local Development Plans,
Local Outcome Improvement Plan, Aberdeen
Adapts, Net Zero Routemap and Natural
Environment strategy for the City.
9. IMPACT ASSESSMENTS
Assessment Outcome

Integrated Impact
Assessment

Previous Integrated Impact Assessment relating to the
Trees and Woodland Committee Report May 2023 has
been reviewed and no changes required.

Data Protection Impact
Assessment

Not required.

Other

None

10. BACKGROUND PAPERS

NA

11. APPENDICES

None.

12. REPORT AUTHOR CONTACT DETAILS

Name Steven Shaw
Title Environmental Manager

Email Address @ stevens@aberdeencity.gov.uk
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Agenda Item 10.2

ABERDEEN CITY COUNCIL

COMMITTEE Net Zero, Environment and Transport Committee
DATE 11 June 2024

EXEMPT No

CONFIDENTIAL No

REPORT TITLE Draft Aberdeen Open Space Audit. 2024
REPORT NUMBER CR&E/24/162

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR | Gale Beattie

CHIEF OFFICER David Dunne

REPORT AUTHOR Guy Bergman

TERMS OF REFERENCE | 2

1. PURPOSE OF REPORT

1.1  The purpose of this report is to seek approval for the draft Aberdeen Open
Space Audit Reports 2024. The Planning (Scotland) Act 2019 requires
planning authorities to carry out an audit of existing open space provision in
their local authority area. The previous audit report can be viewed on our
website https://mww.aberdeencity.gov.uk/services/environment/open-spaces.

2. RECOMMENDATIONS

That Committee:

2.1  approves the content of the draft Aberdeen Open Space Audit 2024: Main and
Public Survey Reports;

2.2 instructs the Chief Officer — Strategic Place Planning to finalise the Reports
(including minor corrections, formatting and inclusion of remaining Ward and
Theme information following the examples shown on pages 34 and 50 in the
Main Report), circulate these finalised Reports via a Service Update to NZET
Members and publish them on the Council’'s website;

2.3 instructs the Chief Officer — Strategic Place Planning following consultation
with Chief Officer Data Insights HDRCA to publish the Open Space Audit
geographic information system (GIS) mapping on the Council’'s website;

2.4  instructs the Chief Officer — Strategic Place Planning to explore options for the
development of an ArcGIS StoryMap version of the findings of the Aberdeen
Open Space Audit Reports; and

2.5 instructs the Chief Officer — Strategic Place Planning to proactively promote

the Reports and findings with relevant stakeholders, including our
communities.
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3.1

3.2

3.3

3.4

3.5

3.6

CURRENT SITUATION

About the Open Space Audit & Reports

The Council, as a local authority, is required under the Planning (Scotland) Act
2019 to carry out a periodic audit of existing open space provision in our local
authority area. This generally requires publicly accessible open space over 0.2
hectares or any other spaces the planning authority considers to be relevant to
be surveyed, excluding agricultural and private land.

An Open Space Audit is an evidence gathering exercise used to assist with
protecting and enhancing blue-green spaces both through the Planning
process, by supporting blue-green infrastructure policies in the Aberdeen
Local Development Plan and National Planning Framework 4, the spatial
strategies for Aberdeen and Scotland. The Planning system plays an
important role in protecting and enhancing open spaces for community use,
sport and recreation as well as providing high quality new spaces. Open
spaces, natural areas and green belt designations are used to protect our
most important environmental assets and areas.

A periodic audit provides key information on the types, distribution, qualities
and accessibility of open and blue-green spaces across Aberdeen. This
information is also critical to directing green space policies, management of
spaces and the interventions of partners. These Audit findings will inform
various strategic outcomes for Aberdeen, for example through the Council’s
Climate Change Plans, the collective citywide Net Zero Aberdeen, Aberdeen
Adapts and associated place based strategies, especially the Natural
Environment Strategy and Place based outcomes in current and future Local
Outcome Improvement Plans. The findings will also be of use to
professionals across a range of fields, community organisations and city
partners to aid in their own approaches to open space.

Qualitative indicators, for example ranking quality and condition of facilities,
can also help to establish fitness for purpose.

Work is ongoing with the Data and Insights team regarding ongoing analysis
of audit outputs and the development of future data sharing opportunities.

Aberdeen Open Space Audit 2024 Public Survey

The audit process should also identify community views on the value of open
spaces and this was completed through an Aberdeen Open Space Audit
Public Survey. This report also presents the findings from the Survey which
sought to collect the views of residents and visitors on how they use and
perceive Aberdeen’s green and open spaces. The citywide survey received
580 responses, which reflects a high level of engagement compared to similar
local surveys.
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3.7

Open Space Audit Key Findings

Citywide Open Space

Aberdeen covers an area of 185.7 km2 or 18,570 hectares. 3,902 hectares of
open space was surveyed as part of the Open Space Audit equating to 21%
of the total Aberdeen area.

The citywide average is 300 hectares of open space per ward, ranging from a
high of 698 hectares and a low of 47 hectares.

The average citywide open space quality score in Aberdeen was 14.3 out of
25.

Public parks and gardens, amenity greenspace and sports areas which
are typically the most accessible public spaces used in daily life equate to 5%,
23% and 20% of citywide open space respectively.

Natural / semi natural greenspaces are the largest category of open space
with 1796 hectares equating to 46% of open space.

Amenity greenspaces are the second largest open space type (895ha 23%).
Sports areas (798ha 20%) are the third largest open space type.

Public parks and gardens equate to 5% or 204 hectares of open space and
this is followed by private gardens or grounds, which includes school grounds
and institutional ground areas. These are not always fully accessible at all
times but can still be important functional and usable spaces.

Burial grounds, allotments and play spaces cover relatively small areas
with a combined total of 59 hectares or 2% of open space.

Citywide Open Space Satisfaction
A total of 580 responses to the citywide survey were received.

79% of respondents reported being satisfied, fairly satisfied or very satisfied
with the overall quality of Aberdeen’s greenspace and open space areas
however some open space types had a lower satisfaction rating than others.

Allotments and community food growing spaces, walking/cycling routes and
amenity spaces had the lowest citywide satisfaction rates reported by
respondents:

e Allotments and community food growing spaces: 65%
e Walking/cycling routes: 64%
e Amenity spaces: 64%

Parks, woodlands and natural or semi-natural areas had the highest citywide
satisfaction rates reported by respondents:
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Parks: 86%

Woodlands: 82%

Natural or semi-natural areas: 82%

75% of respondents were satisfied, fairly satisfied or very satisfied with
children’s play areas.

Managing Spaces for Nature

82% of respondents agreed or strongly agreed that they would like to see
more greenspaces managed in a more natural way for the benefit of

wildlife and nature.

49% of respondents said they would be encouraged to visit spaces more

often if they were managed for wildlife and nature.

Value of Open Space

Respondents were asked the top three reasons why they use, visit or enjoy
the city’'s open spaces. The most common reasons given were:

1. Physical exercise or health reasons (e.g. walking or 75%
jogging etc.)

2. To bein nature 71%

3. To meet friends or family or to socialise 53%

4. To get out of the house or office (e.g. for a break) 47%

5. For mental health reasons 31%

Improving Open Space

When asked what would encourage respondents to use or visit Aberdeen’s
greenspace or open spaces more often the most common reasons given

were:
1. If they had better facilities (e.g. benches or toilets) 49%
2. If they were better managed for wildlife (e.g. wildlife 45%
enhancements such as tree and wildflower planting,
long grass, wetlands, shrubs etc.)
3. If there were more adequate paths for walking or 36%
cycling
4. If they had less or no dog fouling 30%
5. If they were better connected to other spaces 25%
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6. If they had less or no litter 25%

7. If there was better information about them (e.g. 20%
information panels or signage)

8. If they had better lighting 19%

Food Growing

e 54% of respondents agreed or strongly agreed that they would like to see
more food-growing opportunities within green and open spaces across
Aberdeen.

e 65% of respondents reported being satisfied with the quality of allotments
and community food growing spaces.

This is the third lowest satisfaction rate of all the open space types and could
be attributed to the current high demand and long waiting lists for allotments.

Open Space Use

e On average 41% of respondents visited greenspace and open space
areas several times a week, 19% visited once a day and 15% visited once
a week.

e 59% of people stayed on average for 1-2 hours, 26% for less than one
hour and 15% for more than 2 hours.

Ward Information

A worked example of ward level information is available on page 50 of the
Open Space Audit Main Report, information in this format will be provided for
all wards in the final published version.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no financial implications arising from the recommendations of this
report. The report provides a broad overview of open space provision for the

city.
LEGAL IMPLICATIONS

Failing to complete a periodic Open Space Audit would result in the Council not
meeting its duties under the Planning (Scotland) Act 2019.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

Biodiversity, open space & trees

Open Space and Green Space Networks are important for both people and
wildlife, providing a range of social, health, economic and environmental
benefits. An Open Space Audit can have a positive impact as itis used to
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assist with protecting and enhancing green spaces through the Planning
process and by supporting blue green infrastructure policies in the Aberdeen
Local Development Plan and National Planning Framework 4, the spatial
strategies for Aberdeen and Scotland. An up to date Open Space Audit is
critical to directing green space policies, management of spaces and directing
the interventions of partners.

RISK
Category Risks Primary *Target *Does
Controls/Control | Risk Level Target
Actions to (L, M or H) | Risk Level
achieve Match
Target Risk *taking into A .
Level account ppetlte
controls/control Set?
actions
Strategic Failing to complete a | Open Space L Yes
Risk periodic Open Space | Audit is
Audit would result in | completed and
a lack of up-to-date published.
information to
appropriately inform
future strategy
documents.
Compliance | Failing to complete a | Open Space L Yes
periodic Open Space | Audit is
Audit would result in | completed and
the Council not published.
meeting its duties
under the Planning
(Scotland) Act 2019.
Operational | No significant risks L Yes
identified
Financial No significant risks L Yes
identified
Reputational | Failing to complete a | Open Space L Yes
periodic Open Space | Audit is
Audit would result in | completed and
the Council not published.
meeting its duties
under the Planning
(Scotland) Act 2019.
Environment | No significant risks L Yes

/ Climate

identified

Page 80




8. OUTCOMES

COUNCIL DELIVERY PLAN 2023-2024

Impact of Report

Aberdeen City Council
Policy Statement

Working in Partnership for
Aberdeen

The proposals within this report support the delivery
of the following aspects of the policy statement:-

» Work with communities to review the management
of council-managed open spaces to create more
sustainable and safer green areas and open spaces
and develop a Community Environmental
Improvement Fund, for communities to access, to
implement their own small-scale local

environmental improvements.

* Protect and enhance Aberdeen’s Green Belt,
green spaces and open spaces so they can be
enjoyed for purposes of leisure, sport and
environmental wellbeing, and investigate the
creation of new pocket parks.

Local Outcome Improvement Plan

Prosperous Economy
Stretch Outcomes

The Open Space Audit supports the Prosperous
Economy section of the LOIP. Open Spaces have
multiple economic benefits:

* Improving the image of a place

* Helping developers get the most out of the site by
combining uses, e.g. open space + SUDS, helping
development viability

* Attracting businesses and inward investors by
creating attractive settings

» Making it cheaper and easier to deal with surface
water by keeping it on the surface

Prosperous People Stretch
Outcomes

The Open Space Audit support the Prosperous
People section of the LOIP.

Open space provides opportunities for sport and
recreation, helps to promote active and healthy
lifestyles, and can improve mental health:

* Encouraging exercise and physical activity by
providing quality green spaces for walking, cycling,
sports and play

* Providing better opportunities for active travel and
physical activity

 Improving mental well-being by providing access
to nature and attractive green spaces and breathing
spaces
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* Providing opportunities for growing food locally
and healthy eating

Prosperous Place Stretch
Outcomes

The Open Space Audit support the Prosperous
Place section of the LOIP.

Open spaces have multiple health and well-being,
economic, and environmental protection benefits.
They improve health and wellbeing while also giving
us opportunities to connect with nature and people,
tackle the global climate-nature crisis, promote
nature recovery, and make positive environmental
changes.

* Providing health, environmental and economic
benefits. Blue and green infrastructure delivers
multiple functions including climate mitigation,
nature restoration, biodiversity enhancement, flood
prevention, and water management

» Green networks and corridors linking spaces
promotes biodiversity and enables movement of
wildlife

« Communities benefit from accessible, high-quality
blue, green and civic spaces

* Reduce CO?2 emissions by providing non-vehicular
travel routes encouraging walking and cycling
*Provide carbon storage and sequestration in
vegetation

* Managing flood risk: living roofs, large trees and
soft landscape areas absorb heavy rainfall

* Provide for storage of surface water in times of
peak flow in SUDS and other water features

* Clean and cool the air, water and soil, countering
the 'heat island' effect of urban areas

Regional and City
Strategies

A refreshed Open Space Audit Strategic supports
objectives in a range of regional and city strategies
including: Strategic and Local Development Plans,
Local Outcome Improvement Plan, Aberdeen
Adapts, Net Zero Routemap and Natural
Environment strategy for the City.

9.

IMPACT ASSESSMENTS

Assessment

Outcome

Integrated Impact
Assessment

No assessment required as this report is limited to
reporting findings from the Open Space Audit. | confirm
this has been discussed and agreed with David Dunne,
Chief Officer Strategic Place Planning on 08/05/2024.

Data Protection Impact
Assessment

Only non-identifiable data is included in this report
therefore a DPIA is not required.
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Other N/A

10. BACKGROUND PAPERS

10.1 Planning (Scotland) Act 2019 -
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Open and green blue spaces are critical for our quality of life. Aberdeen has a variety of blue, green
and open spaces that benefitboth peopleand nature. Theseinclude open areas of land in and around
communities, and include parks, gardens, playingfields, woodlands, play areas, allotments, and civic
spaces as well as waterfeatures such as ponds, burns and rivers.

Open spaces can also include rain gardens and Sustainable Drainage Systems (SUDS) and other
connected areas of greeninfrastructure that together formanimportant green network for Aberdeen.

Open spaces provide multiple health, wellbeing, economic, and environmental benefits. It gives the
people of Aberdeen opportunities to connect with nature and each other, tackle the global climate-
nature crisis, promote nature recovery and make positive environmental changes.

How we manage open spaces and the natural environment also play a crucial part in delivering the
Net Zero Aberdeen Routemap, Aberdeen Adapts, our Natural Environment Strategy, the Coundil

Climate Change Plan and the Scottish BiodiversityStrategy.

Aberdeen's open and green blue spaces are managed and cared for by a range of different
stakeholders, such as Aberdeen City Council, community groups, volunteers, businesses and partners.

The Planning (Scotland) Act 2019* requires planning authorities to carry out an audit of open space
provision and to prepare and publish an Open Space Strategy as well as assess the opportunities for
playintheirarea.

The planning system plays animportant role in protecting and enhancing open spaces for comm unity
use, sportand recreation as well as providing high quality new spaces.

An Open Space Audit is used to assist with protecting and enhancing green spaces through the
planning process and by supporting blue and green infrastructure policies in the Aberdeen Local
DevelopmentPlan and National Planning Framework 4, which are the spatial strategies for Aberdeen

and Scotland respectively. Open spaces, natural areas and green belt designations are usedto protect
our mostimportant environmental assets and areas.

A periodic audit provides key information on the types, quality and accessibility of open and green
spacesin Aberdeenthat are critical to directing green space policies, management of spaces and the
interventions of partners, as well asto help deliverthe place-based outcomesinthe Aberdeen Local
Outcome Improvement Plan 2016-2026.

This Open Space Audit will inform a future revision of the Natural Environment Strategy which will
outline how we plan and manage our blue and green spaces going forward for the benefit of people

and naturein Aberdeen.

! Planning (Scotland) Act 2019
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CITYWIDE OPEN SPACE

Aberdeen coversanareaof 185.7 km2 or 18,570 hectares. 3,902 hectares of open space was
surveyed as part of the Open Space Auditequatingto 21% of the total Aberdeen Area.

The citywide average is 300 hectares of open space perward while the average open space quality
scorein Aberdeen was 14.3 out of 25.

Publicparks and gardens, amenity greenspace and sports areas which are typically the most
accessible publicspaces usedindaily life equateto 5%, 23% and 20% of citywide open space
respectively.

Natural / semi natural greenspaces are the largest category of open space with 1796 hectares
equatingto 46% of open space.

Amenity greenspaces are the second largest open space type (895ha 23%).
Sports areas (798ha 20%) are the third largest open space type.

Publicparks and gardens equate to 5% or 204 hectares of open space and thisis followed by private
gardensor grounds, whichincludes school grounds and institutional ground areas. These are not
always fully accessible at all times but can still be important functional and usabl e spaces.

Burial grounds, allotments and play spaces coverrelatively smallareas with acombined total of 59
hectares or 2% of open space.

ACCESS TO OPEN SPACE

e 63% of householdsin Aberdeen are within the 1500 metres of a majoropen space, a
decrease fromthe 70% recordedinthe previous audit. This could be attributed to new
developments onthe edge of the city and no new major parks having been created.

e 45% of households are within 400 metres of a natural / semi-natural greenspace greater
than 2 hectaresinsize.

e 82% of households have accesstoan equipped play space, anincrease from the 70%
recordedinthe previous audit.

e 99% of households are within 1,200 metres of an outdoorsports area.

49% of households are within 800 metres of an allotmentsite.

CITYWIDE OPEN SPACE SATISFACTION

79% of respondents reported being satisfied, fairly satisfied orvery satisfied with the overall quality
of Aberdeen’s greenspace and open space areas however some open space types had alower
satisfaction rating than others.
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Allotments and community food growing spaces, walking/cycling routes and amenity spaces had the
lowest citywide satisfaction rates reported by respondents:

e Allotmentsand community food growing spaces: 65%
e Walking/cycling routes: 64%
e Amenityspaces: 64%

Parks, woodlands and natural or semi-natural areas had the highest citywide satisfaction rates
reported by respondents:

e Parks:86%

e Woodlands: 82%

e Natural or semi-natural areas: 82%
75% of respondents were satisfied, fairly satisfied or very satisfied with children’s play areas.
MANAGING SPACES FOR NATURE

o 82% of respondentsagreed orstrongly agreed thatthey would liketo see more greenspaces
managed in a more natural way for the benefit of wildlife and nature.

o 49% of respondentssaid they would be encouraged to visit spaces more oftenif they were
managed forwildlifeand nature.

VALUE OF OPEN SPACE

Respondents were asked the top three reasons why they use, visit orenjoy the city’s open spaces.
The most common reasons given were:

1. Physical exercise or health reasons (e.g. walking orjogging etc.) 75%

2. Tobeinnature 71%

3. To meetfriendsorfamilyorto socialise 53%

4. To get outof the house or office (e.g. forabreak) 47%

5. For mental healthreasons 31%
6|Page
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IMPROVING OPEN SPACE

When asked what would encourage respondents to use orvisit Aberdeen’s greenspace or open
spaces more often the most common reasons given were:

1. Iftheyhad betterfacilities (e.g. benches ortoilets) 49%

2. Iftheywere bettermanaged forwildlife (e.g. wildlife 45%
enhancements such as tree and wildflower planting, long grass,
wetlands, shrubsetc.)

3. Ifthere were more adequate pathsforwalkingorcycling 36%

4. Iftheyhad lessorno dogfouling 30%

5. Iftheywere betterconnectedto otherspaces 25%

6. Iftheyhad lessorno litter 25%

7. Ifthere was betterinformation aboutthem (e.g.information 20%
panelsorsignage)

8. Iftheyhad betterlighting 19%

FOOD GROWING

e 54% of respondents agreed or strongly agreed thatthey would liketo see more food -
growing opportunities within green and open spaces across Aberdeen.

e 65% of respondents reported being satisfied with the quality of allotments and community
food growing spaces.

Thisis the third lowest satisfaction rate of all the open space typesand could be attributed tothe
currenthigh demand and long waiting lists forallotments.

OPEN SPACE USE

e Onaverage 41% of respondents visited greenspace and open space areas several times a
week, 19% visited once aday and 15% visited once aweek.

e 59% of people stayed on average for1-2 hours, 26% forlessthan one hourand 15% for
more than 2 hours.
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The Planning (Scotland) Act 20192 broadly defines open space as space within and on the edge of
settlements comprising green space orcivicareas. Parks, publicgardens, allotments, woodlands,
play areas, playingfields, green corridors, paths, churchyards and cemeteries, natural areas,
institutional land as well as civicspaces are all forms of open space.

e Openspace meansspace withinand on the edge of settlements comprising green
infrastructure orcivicareas such as squares, and other paved or hard landscaped areas with
a civicfunction.

e Greennetworks are connected areas of green infrastructure and open space

e Greeninfrastructure are features of the natural and built environments that provide arange
of ecosystem services (social, economicand environmental benefits).

As part of the Open Space Strategies and Play Sufficiency Assessments Regulations Consultation3
carried out in 2021 the proposed amendments to section 3G(4) of the Act would see the terms
defined as follows:

e Openspace meansspace withinand on the edge of settlements comprising green space or
civicareas such as squares, market places and other paved or hard landscaped areas with a
civicfunction.

e Greenspaces meansspace which provides arecreational function, amenity function, or
aestheticvalue tothe publicsuch as areas of grass, trees, othervegetation or water but

excludesagricultural orhorticultural land.

e Greeninfrastructure means features orspaces within the natural and built environments
that provide arange of ecosystem services (social, economic and environmental benefits).

¢ Greennetworks means connected areas of greeninfrastructure and open space, that
togetherforman integrated and multi-functional network.

e Ecosystem services meansthe benefits people obtain from ecosystems.

2 Planning (Scotland) Act 2019
3 Open Space Strategies and Play Sufficiency Assessments Regulations: consultation
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OPEN SPACE TYPES

Planning Advice Note 65* sets outa basiccategorisation of open space types which can be adapted

to suitlocal circumstances and needs. This helps to identify the different types of open spacesinan
area and assist with planningto ensure there is amix of different spaces withinan areato suit

people'sneeds. Thisissetoutinthe table below:

Allotments or
community growing
spaces

Amenity greenspace

Burial grounds

Natural/semi-natural
greenspaces

Play space for children
and teenagers

Private gardens or
grounds

Publicparks and
gardens

Sports areas

Areas of land forgrowing fruit, vegetables
and otherplants, eitherinindividual
allotments orasa community activity.

Landscaped areas providing visual amenity
or separating different buildings or land uses
for environmental, visual or safety reasons
and usedfora variety of informal orsocial
activities such as sunbathing, picnicsorfora

kick-about.

Includes churchyards and cemeteries.

Areas of undeveloped or previously
developed land with residual natural
habitats or which have been planted or
colonised by vegetation and wildlife,
includingwoodland and wetland areas.

Areas providing safe and accessible
opportunities for children's play, usually

linked to housing areas

Areas of land normally enclosed and
associated with a house or institution and

reserved for private use.

Areas of land normally enclosed, designed,

constructed, managed and maintained asa

publicpark or garden. These may be owned
or managed by community groups.

Large and generally flat areas of grassland or
specially designed surfaces, used primarily
for designated sports (including playing
fields, golf courses, tennis courts and
bowling greens)and which are generally

bookable.

4 Planning Advice Note 65
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Allotments or
community growing
space

Amenity - residential
Amenity - business

Amenity - transport

Cemetery
Churchyard

Open semi-natural
Woodland

Beach or foreshore

Play space

Institutional grounds

School grounds

Publicpark or garden

Playingfield
Golf course
Bowling green

Othersports
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The Value of Open Space

Openspaces have multiple health, wellbeing, economic, and environmental protection benefits.
Theyimprove health and wellbeing while also giving us opportunities to connect with nature and
people, tackle the global climate-nature crisis, promote nature recovery, and make positive
environmental changes.

Greeninfrastructure and open space areas can include parks, gardens, playingfields, woodlands,
river corridors, play areas, allotments, and civicspaces. The benefits of open spacesinclude:

e Blueandgreeninfrastructure delivers multiplefunctionsincluding climate mitigation, nature
restoration, biodiversity enhancement, flood prevention, and water management.

e Greennetworksand corridors linking spaces promotes biodiversity and enables movement
of wildlife.

e Communities benefit from accessible, high-quality blue, green and civicspaces.

SOCIAL

Well-managed and maintained spaces can create opportunities forall sections of the community.
They can promote a sense of place and be a source of community pride, and also offer opportunities
for people to play an active part in caring for the local environment. Open space provides
opportunities forsportandrecreation, helping to promote active and healthy lifestyles, and can
open up opportunities for environmental education forlocal groups, schools and individuals.

ENVIRONMENTAL

Openspace can define the landscape and townscape structure and identity of settlements. Well-
designed networks of spaces help to encourage people to travel safely by foot or bicycle. Green
networks and corridors linking spaces also promote biodiversity and enable movement of wildlife.
Treesand planting provide shadefor both wildlife and people. Trees also play arole in the control of
air and water pollution, noise reduction and contribute to energy reduction by providing shelter for
buildings. They canalso help to soften the impact of development and make green and civicspaces
more appealing.

ECONOMIC

Well-designed and managed spaces can raise the quality of business, retail and leisure
developments, making them more attractive to potential investors, users and customers. Areas of
open space can also provide economic benefitsintheirown right; forexample, produce from
allotments, timber, and other wood crops. The quality of civicspaces undoubtedly helps definethe
identity of towns and cities, which can enhance theirattraction for living, working, investment, and
tourism.
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Scottish Government Guidance Green Infrastructure: Design & Placemaking sets out further benefits

of greeninfrastructure. Theseare listed below:

PLACEMAKING

reinforcinglocal landscape character
making places more beautiful, interestingand distinctive

giving places characterand a strongidentity

ECONOMIC

improving the image of aplace

helping developers get the most out of the site by combininguses, e.g. open space
+ SUDS, helping development viability

attracting businesses and inward investors by creating attractive settings
makingitcheaperand easierto deal with surface water by keepingitonthe surface
savingenergy and money forresidents and end users

CLIMATE CHANGE

reducing CO%2emissions by providing non-vehiculartravel routes encouraging walking
and cycling

providing carbon storage and sequestrationin vegetation

providing shelterand protection from extreme weather

managing flood risk: living roofs, large trees and soft landscape areas absorb heavy
rainfall

providing forstorage of surface waterintimes of peak flowin SUDS and other water
features

cleaningand coolingthe air, waterand soil, counteringthe 'heatisland' effect of urban
areas

saving energy:through using natural ratherthan engineered solutions

savingenergy: livingroofsinsulate buildings, and large trees provide shade, reducing the
needforair conditioninginthe summerand raisingambient temperaturesin the winter,
reductionin heating costsinthe winterdue to slowing of wind speedsin urban areas

ENVIRONMENTAL

reducing pollution through use of SUDS and bufferstrips

providing new and linking existing habitats or natural features, to allow species
movement

protecting aquaticspecies through appropriate management of waterside habitats
preventing fragmentation of habitats

allowing diverse habitats to be created which arerich in floraand fauna

COMMUNITY ANDSOCIAL

creatinggreen spaces forsocialising, interaction and events
more opportunities and places for children to play
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e providingimproved physical connections through green networks to get between
places; and to communities, services, friends and family and wider green spaces

e providingspaces for practising and promoting horticultural skills
e creatingopportunities forcommunity participation and volunteering

HEALTH AND WELLBEING

e encouragingexercise and physical activity by providing quality green spaces for walking,
cycling, sportsand play
e providingbetteropportunities foractive travel and physical activity

e improving mental wellbeing by providing access to nature and attractive green spaces
and breathing spaces

e providingopportunities for growingfood locally and healthy eating
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ABERDEEN OPEN SPACE AUDIT

PURPOSE AND SCOPE

The Aberdeen Open Space Audit has been refreshed to provide up to date information on open
space within Aberdeen. The essential elements of an audit are to record the type, functions, size,
condition, location and community value of spaces and to provide insight on levels of use.

Openspaces, natural areas and green belt designations are used to protect our most important
environmental assets and areas.

A refreshed Open Space Audit achieves the following:
Audit Process

e Establish the quality, quantity and accessibility of
openspaceinAberdeen
Open Space Audit
Steering Group

e Developanunderstanding of the distribution of
openspace
e Assesswhethercommunities have adequate open

space provision and the right types of open space Review of previous

i o ) Audit
e Identify opportunities toimprove and enhance

open space provision :
penspacep Review of Greenspace

e Gain an understanding of the community value of Mapping

openspace
e Identify opportunities for health and physical
activity

Developing Survey

Sheet & Guidance

e |dentifythe biodiversity value and connectivity of

spacesto the widergreen network Site Selection & Data
Collection

AUDIT PROCESS
Community

Consultation - Open
Space Survey

A Steering Group was established to guide the Open Space
Audit. The Steering Group consists of colleagues from
variousteamsin Aberdeen City Council, aswell as
representatives from NatureScot, NHS Grampian, Sport

Analysis of Audit Data

Aberdeen andthe North East Scotland Biological Records
Centre (NESBReC).

Publishing Audit
Results and Report

@D QE@WEH WO O

Theirexpertknowledgeintheirrelevant fields helpedin
the early stages of scoping the Auditand developingthe
methodology. Thisinvolved areview of the previous Audit and available mapping toidentifysites for
audit. An Auditor Survey Sheet and Auditor Guidance was developed along with asite biodiversity
scoring methodology using NESBReC Integrated Habitat Survey (IHS) data. The Aberdeen Open Space
Survey was completedin 2022 to add community value to the audit data.
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AUDIT METHODOLOGY

SITESELECTION ANDDATA COLLECTION

Ordnance Survey (OS) Greenspace Mapping was used as the base data to identify openand green

spacesin Aberdeen. This national greenspace mapping resource was developed in collaboration by
government, publicsectorandthird sector organisations and improves the understanding of

national greenspace.

The dataset covers the whole of Great Britain for all settlements with a population over 500 and is

updated every six months.

A combination of OS Greenspace Mapping, aerial photography, and existinglocal Geographic
Information System (GIS) mappingidentified around 1,100 sites for audit.

Greenspace Scotland’s third State of Scotland’s Greenspace Report® also draws on these datasets

and providesafurther national picture of greenspacein urban Scotland and by local authority area.

DIGITALAUDITS AND VOLUNTEER SURVEYORS

A team of volunteersthatincluded students, stakeholders,
the general public, and colleagues assisted in completing the
physical audit of each site. Training was provided and an
auditor guidance pack was given to each volunteerto ensure
a consistent approach. A copy of the auditor guidance is

includedin AppendixF.

It isrecognisedthatscoringsitesissubjectiveand differences
between auditors will occuralthough use of guidance and
trainingreduced inconsistencies as faras possible.

Auditors visited each mapped space tosurvey and collect
information on quality, accessibility, and its main function.
Initially audits were completed using an excel audit sheet but
thena digital Survey123app (pictured) for ArcGIS was
developedto streamline the process. This allowed volunteers
to record survey results with their smartphones and tablets
whilstonsite, with the data beinginstantly available once
submitted.

The audit could not have been completed without the help of
community volunteers who were abletolearn new skillsand

X My Survey & =

Site ID *

Please enter Site ID in UPPERCASE letters and numbers with
no spaces {e.g. BDBOS)

HWS7

Site Name

Society Lane

Primary Land Use

Residential Amenity

< ACCESSIBLE AND WELL
CONNECTED

Fit for purpose core paths

N/

A 2 ® 3 4

5
Fit for purpose other paths

N/

A 2 ® 3 4

=

Equal access for all, including wheelchair
accessible (no adverse gradients, barriers

getto know the city better. Certificates of achievement were awarded on the completion of the
training to acknowledge the volunteers’ contributions to the audit refresh.

> Greenspace Scotland’s third State of Scotland’s Greenspace Report
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MEASURING OPEN SPACE QUALITY

Aberdeen Greenspace Quality Indicators were developed around key themes (as shown below) using
audit quality criteriadrawn from national best practice and guidance from Greenspace Scotland’s
Assessing Quality Guide®.

Each site received ascore out of five for each of the themes. Scores are based on the surveyor’s

impression of the site, and this provided a broad overview of the quality of spacesincluding their

value and areas forimprovement. A copy of the full site audit survey sheetisincludedin AppendixG.

1. ACCESSIBLE AND CONNECTED GREENSPACES

Fit for purpose paths and core paths

Equal access forall, including wheelchairaccessible (no adverse gradients, barriers to access etc)
Connects with othertransport modes e.g. publictransport, cycle network, cycle parking, car
parking

No barriersto access

Entrances are well located and safe

Effective signage and interpretation appropriate for the site

Mobile reception orfree Wi-Fi access

. ATTRACTIVE AND APPEALING PLACES

Welcoming entrances and attractive boundary features

Low levels of litterand adequate bins for mixed recycling

Clean andfree from dog fouling

Publictoilets where appropriate

Well located furniture of good quality (benches, picnictables, shelters)
Adequate lighting whereappropriate (on paths, sports areas etc.)

Planting such as trees, woodland, shelter belt, shrubs, open grass, flower beds, natural
vegetation

Appropriately managed vegetation (grass, trees, bushes, shrubs etc.)
Pleasingviews

Providesintimate orsecluded space

Strong, positive character oridentity

Cultural features such as monuments, statues, artwork etc where appropriate

. OPPORTUNITIES FOR PHYSICAL ACTIVITY

Provide places forarange of outdoor activities

Provide diverseplay, sportand recreational opportunities forarange of ages

Provides sports pitches such as formal or informal pitches, goalposts etc where appropriate
Providesan equipped play areawhere appropriate

6 Greenspace Quality: A Guide to Assessment, Planning and Strategy Development; Greenspace
Scotland & Glasgow & Clyde Valley Green Network Partnership
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4. COMMUNITY VALUE

e Good sense of personal security

e Absence of any signs of anti-social behaviour e.g. vandalism

e Good levelsof natural surveillance

e Close proximity tocommunity facilities e.g. shops

e Presence of food-growing activities e.g. allotments, raised beds etc.
e |dentify opportunities onsite for growingfoodinthe future

5. BIODIVERSITY VALUE AND HABITAT CONNECTIVITY

e Habitatconnectivity, doesthe space connectto the wider habitat and other green spaces

e Be part of the widerlandscape structure and setting

e Connectswithwidergreennetworks

e Site biodiversity scoring used North East Scotland Biological Records Centre (NESBReC)’
Integrated Habitat Survey (IHS) data.

Aberdeen City Councilis a partner with NESBReCwho collect, store, manage and disseminate
biological dataforvarious organisationsincludinglocal authorities.

6. ECOSYSTEM SERVICES

e Percentage of tree, shrub and grass cover

e Percentage of openwater

e Percentage of impervious/hard standing surfaces
e Percentage of site that benefits pollinators

Ecosystem services are the benefits people obtain from ecosystems such as social, economicand
environmental benefits. The ecosystem services indicators were collected as experimental data.
Giventhe experimental nature of the data, it has not yet been taken forward for analysis in this
report, howeverthis can be revisitedin future.

In place of this, a Tree Equity analysis has been carried out to look at the ecosystem services benefits
that tree cover providesin the city. Although the Tree Equity data only takesin to account tree cover
as opposed to othervegetation, its benefitis thatitis a national datasetthat is updated regularly.

7 North East Scotland Biological Records Centre
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The existing open space standards were developed as a result of the previous Open Space Auditand
are presented as part of the Aberdeen Planning Guidance: Open Space and Green Infrastructure®.

Benchmarking with otherlocal authorities, along with consultation undertaken as part of the
previous Open Space Strategy and Audit process were used to identify the existing standards for
quantity, accessibility and quality. The Developing Open Space Standards Guidance and framework®
was also used, developed by a partnership of Greenspace Scotland, Nature Scot, and various local

authorities.

The framework gives acommon approach to standards development forall authorities but allows
for local flexibility. The structure forlocal standards generally consists of:

e An accessibility standard - definedinterms of a five-minute walk to the nearest publicly
usable open space

e A quality standard - defined as the minimum quality assessment score required from any
new space and a target for managingall spaces

e A quantity standard - defined as the ‘ideal’ quantity of open space per 1000 people and
allowing decisions to be taken on how much new space needsto be providedinany
development

Guidance from Greenspace Scotland recommends that a quality standard where all publicly usable
openspacesscore ‘good’ or betteron any locally used quality assessmentis used.

The approachesdifferin variouslocal authorities but typically involve arating of individual spaces
againsta numericscale. The guidance recommends athreshold of somewhere between 60% and
70% which for Aberdeen equatesto a quality score of 15 or higherout of 25 onour locally agreed 0
to 25 quality scale.

FieldsinTrust Guidance for Outdoor Sport and Play!® was used for developing outdoor sports area
standards. The full table of standardsis outlined below:

8 Aberdeen Planning Guidance: Open Space and Green Infrastructure
% Developing Open Space Standards Guidance and framework
10 Fields in Trust Guidance for Outdoor Sport and Play
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Aberdeen Planning Guidance: Open Space and Green Infrastructure Open Space Standards

OPEN SPACE
STANDARDS

Major Open
Spaces

Neighbourhood
Open Spaces

Local Open
Space

DESCRIPTION

Large areas of open space
attractingvisitors from
Aberdeen City and Shire,
often offering a wide
range of uses, including
informal recreational,
sport, largescaleequipped
play zone, walking routes,
seating,

lighting, toilets, car parks
etc. There may be a
diversity of habitat/
landscapes. Receives
regular maintenance. Will
usually form Green Space
Network Cores.

Open spaces thatprovidea
range of recreational uses,
attracting users from more
than one neighbourhood.
These spaces couldinclude
equipped Play Zones,
natural areas, green
corridors, seating,
paths/access, community
event space,some formal
landscapefeatures, car
park, dog waste/litter bins
etc. Receives regular
maintenance. May include
Green Space Network
cores, steppingstones or
links.

Smaller spaces that
providea more limited
range of local recreation
uses,and are spread
throughout alocal area. As
most users will reach them
on foot, they are well
connected by paths to
community facilities and
areas.Receives regular
maintenance.

INDICATIVE
SITE SIZE
(HECTARES)

>5 ha

2-5ha

0.4-2ha
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ACCESSIBILITY
STANDARD

All residents
within 1500
metres
(around 20
min walk) of a
Major Open
Space

All residents
within 600
metres (around
10 mins walk)
of a
Neighbourhood
Open Space

All residents
within 400 metres
(around 5 minutes
walk) of a Local
Open Space.

QUALITY
STANDARD

Green Flag
‘Good’ Standard;

and Open Space
Audit Quality
Score of 20 or
greater

Green Flag
‘good’ standard;
and Open Space
Audit Quality
Score of 20 or
greater

Green Flag
‘good’ standard;
and Open Space
Audit Quality
Score of 20 or
greater
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OPEN SPACE
STANDARDS

Play Zone/
Other Play Areas

Large Scale Play
Zone

Outdoor Sports
Areas

Natural
Greenspace and
Green Corridor

DESCRIPTION

Unsupervised areas
dedicated to use by, and
equipped for, children and
young people. Other Play
Areas may include ball
courts, outdoor basketball
hoop areas, skateboard
areas, teenage shelters.

Larger play zones likely to
attractchildren from a
larger area.These sites
shouldincludea larger
range of play functions.

Natural or artificial
surfaces used for sport
andrecreation. E.g.
playingfields, pitches,
tennis courts, bowling
greens, athletics tracks,
water sports facilities.

Includes woodland,
heathland, scrub,
grassland, wetland,
coastal areas, riverbanks,
and streambanks, disused
railway lines, green access
routes and open water.
Alsoincludes designated
areas such as Local Nature
Conservation Sites

(LNCS), Local Nature
Reserves (LNR), Sites of

Special Scientific Interests
(SSSI) and Special Areas of
Conservation (SAC). The
primary purposes include
nature conservation,
walking, cycling, horse
riding, water sports,
leisure, non-motorised
travel, environmental
education.

INDICATIVE
SITE SIZE
(HECTARES)

0.3ha per 1,000
population.

Minimum size
1,500m?

Minimum size
2,500m?

1.6ha per 1,000
population

1ha minimum
Natural
Greenspace per
1,000
population
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ACCESSIBILITY
STANDARD

All residents
should be within
400m of a Play
Zone

Suitablefor ages
3-13

Suitablefor ages
3-18

All residents
within 1,200m of
Outdoor Sports
Facilities

All residents
within 400m of a
natural
greenspace >2ha
and 2000 metres
of a natural
greenspace >5ha

QUALITY
STANDARD

Open Space
Audit Quality
Criteria

Fieldsin Trust
standards and

Open Space
Audit Quality
Criteria

Open Space
Audit Quality
Criteria
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CITYWIDE OPEN SPACE HECTARES

Allotments or community growing spaces
| 16(0.4%)

Sports areas 798 (20.4%) \
Ve Amenity greenspace 895 (22.9%)

Public parks and gardens
204 (5.2%)

——— Burial grounds 36 (0.9%)

Private gardens or grounds
150 (3.8%)

Play space for children and teenagers
7 (0.2%)

"wl Natural/semi-natural greenspaces
1796 (46.0%)

Open Space Hectares by Type

1796
1,500
w
2
]
3 1,000 895
T 798
@
N
>
500
204 150
A s - = ’
Natural/semi-nat... Amenity Sports areas Public parks and  Private gardens or  Burial grounds Allotments or Play space for
greenspaces greenspace gardens grounds community children and

growing spaces teenagers
Open Space Type

Aberdeen covers anareaof 185.7 km2 or 18,570 hectares. 3,902 hectares of open space was surveyed as
part of the Open Space Audit equatingto 21% of the total Aberdeen Area.

Public parks and gardens, amenity greenspace and sports areas which are typically the most accessible
publicspaces most usedindaily life equate to 5%, 23% and 20% of citywide open space respectively.

Natural / semi natural greenspaces are the largest category of open space with 1796 hectares equatingto
46% of open space, with open semi natural space (1057ha 59%) and woodland (687ha 38%) beingthe
primary sub types.
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Amenity greenspaces are the second largest open space type (895ha 23%) with the primary greenspace type
being residential amenity (620ha 69%), followed by business amenity (191ha 21%), and transport amenity
space (85ha 10%).

Sports areas (798ha 20%) are the third largest open space type with golf courses being the primary sub type
equatingto 72% of sports areas.

Publicparks and gardens equate to 5% or 204 hectares of open space and thisis followed by private gardens
or grounds, which includes school grounds and institutional ground areas. Private gardens or grounds are
not always fully accessible at all times but can still be important functional and usable spaces.

Burial grounds, allotments and play spaces coverrelatively smallareas with acombined total of 59 hectares
or 2% of open space.

Auditors were asked toidentify the primary function of spaces thereforethe data set has some limitations
due to spaces typically having multiple functions. An example of this would be play spaces which are
typically asecondary function within alarger open space such as a publicpark or garden, however Council
managed equipped play spaces and their distribution are mapped as part of the audit.

OPEN SPACE BY WARD

Open Space Hectares by Ward

Size Hectares
s

Dyce / King ort Bridge of  Hazlehead / Kingswells /  Tillydrone / Torry / Airyhall / Ce:rge Midstocket/ Northfield /
Bucksburn / Deestde Nigg / Cove Don Queens  Sheddocksl.. Seaton/QCld  Ferryhill Broombill / Street / Rosemount Mastrick ‘\-oods d° /
Danestone Cross/  /Summerhill Aberdeen Garthdee Harbour North Stockethill

Countessw...
Ward

The citywide average is 300 hectares of open space per ward, ranging from a high of 698 hectaresand a low
of 47 hectares.

The Dyce / Bucksburn/ Danestone, Lower Deeside, Kincorth / Nigg / Cove and Bridge of Don wards have the
highest open space provision in hectares equating to 2601 hectares or 67% of citywide open space. The
remaining 9wards have 1301 hectaresin total equatingto 33% of citywide open space.

The George Street/ Harbour, Midstocket/ Rosemount, Northfield / Mastrick N orth, Hilton / Woodside /
Stockethill wards have the lowest amount of open space with 253 hectaresin total equatingto 6% of
citywide open space.
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HECTARES PER 1,000 PEOPLE

The citywide average open space per 1,000 peopleis 17.2 hectares a 3.6% increase from the 16.6 hectares
per 1,000 people recordedinthe previous audit.

69.2% of wards have provision below the 17.2 citywide average, while 30.8% of wards have provision higher
than the citywide average.

Across all 13 wards the range varied from 3.0 to 39.4 hectares of open space per1,0000 people.

Hectares per 1,000 population by Ward

@ Hectares per 1000 Population = = = Citywide Average (17.2)

Hectares per 1000 Population

Lower Deeside  Kincorth / Dyce / Bridge of Don  King: Torry / Airyhall / Midstocket /  Morthfield / George Street Hilton /
Nigg / Cove  Bucksburn / Sheddocksley Queens Cmss Seaton lO!d Ferryhill Broomhill/  Rosemount Mastrick /Harbour  Woodside /
Danestone / Summerhill / Aberdeen Garthdee Neorth Stockethill
Countesswells
Ward
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AVERAGE OPEN SPACE SIZE
The citywide average open space size was 3.5 hectares, with 8 wards with an average open space size lower

than the citywide average, and 5with an average open space size higherthan the citywide average.

The Kincorth / Nigg/ Cove ward had the highestaverage open space size of 7hectares, while the George
Street/ Harbourward had the lowest average open space size at 0.9 hectares.

Average Ward Open Space Size

@ fverage Size Hectares = = = Citywide Average (3.54)

Average Size Hectares

Kincorth / Hazlehead / Lower Deeside Dyce / Bridge of Don  Tillydrone /  Kingswells /  Torry / Ferryhill  Midstecket / Airyhall / Northfield / Hilton / George Street

Nigg / Cove Queens Cross Bucksbumn / Seaton / Old  Sheddocksley Rosemount Broomhill /  Mastrick North  Woodside / / Harbour
! Danestone Aberdeen  / Summerhill Garthdee Stockethill
Countesswells
Ward
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QUALITY

OPEN SPACE QUALITY

The citywide average open space quality score was 14.3 out of 25, with the previous auditrecordinga
citywide average of 14.

Average Community Value Score

Average Health & Physical Activity Score Average Overall Biodiversity Score

Average Accessibility Score Average Place Score

Accessibility and Place were the highest scoring areas with 3.4 and 3.3 respectively, while Health & physical
activity, and Biodiversity were the lowest scoring areas with 2.5 and 2.8 respectively.

Citywide average quality scores by theme onthe Oto 5 scale were as follows:

e Accessibility Score 34
e PlaceScore 3.3
e Community Value Score 3.2
e Biodiversity Score 2.8
e Health & Physical Activity Score 2.5
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OPEN SPACE QUALITY BY TYPE

Average Overall Site Quality Score by Open Space Type

Average Overall Site Quality Score 0-25 13.60 - l ] 18.10
15.85

Play space for children and teenagers

Public parks and gardens  16.1

Private gardens or grounds = 15.5

Sports areas

Burial grounds

Natural/semi-natural greenspaces

Amenity greenspace

Allotments or community growing spaces

0

5 10 15 2(
Average Overall Site Quality Score 0-25

The average open space quality scores by open space type ranged from 13.6 to 18.1 out of 25.

Play spaces for children and teenagers had the highestaverage overall quality score with 18.1 out of 25,
followed by public parks and gardens which had a score of 16.1 out of 25.

Allotments or community growing spaces had the lowest average quality score with 13.6 out of 25,
followed by amenity greenspace which had a score of 13.7 out of 25.

The average quality scores broadly mirrorthe satisfaction rates reported by open space survey respondents:

e Parks:86%

e Children’s playareas: 75%

e Allotmentsand community food growing spaces: 65%
e Amenityspaces: 64%
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OPEN SPACE QUALITY BY SUB TYPE

Average Overall Site Quality Score by Open Space Sub Type

Average Overall Site Quality Score 0-25 12.20 - ' . 18.10
15.15

Play space

Golf course

\ |

Bowling green | 1

School grounds
Public park or garden |
Other sports
Churchyard
Woodland

Playing field

Beach or foreshore

Amenity - residential —

Institutional grounds _

Allotments or community growing spaces _
Open semi-natural _

smenty - vorsport |

Amenity - business _

0 5 10 15 2
Average Overall Site Quality Score 0-25

The average openspace quality scores by sub type ranged from 12.2 to 18.1 out of 25.

Publicparks and gardens had a score of 16.1, residential amenity spaces had a score of 14.2 and
playing fields had a score of 14.7. These are typically the most accessible publicspaces mostusedin
daily life.

Play spaces for children and teenagers had the highest average overall quality score with 18.1,
followed by Golf courses with 17.3 and bowling greens with 16.7.

Amenity business spaces had the lowest average quality score with 12.2, followed by amenity
transport which had a score of 12.9 and open semi-natural areas with a score of 13.4.
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OPEN SPACE QUALITY BY WARD

Ward Average Quality Score 0-25

®Ward Overall Quality Score 0-25 = = = Average Citywide Quality Score 14.3
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Hazlehead /  Tillydrone/  Lower Deeside Torry / Ferryhill Dyce / Airyhall / Kingswells /  Bridge of Don Hilton/  George Street/ Midstocket/  Northfield / Kincorth / Nigg
Queens Cross/ Seaton / Old Bucksburn /  Broomhill /  Sheddocksley / Woodside / Harbour Rosemount  Mastrick North { Cove
Countesswells  Aberdeen Danestone Garthdee Summerhill Stockethill
Ward

The average open space quality scores for each ward ranged from 13.0 to 16.6 out of 25.

62% or 8 wards had an average quality score below the citywide average quality score of 14.3, while
38% or 5 wards had an average quality score above the citywide average.
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OPEN SPACE SITE QUALITY SCORES

No. of Sites

Total Sites by Quality Scores

621

366

94

21-25 Very Higk 16-20 High 11-15 Average 6-10 Low

Site Quality Range

Percentage

0.82%

Percentage of Sites by Quality Scores

56.40%

33.24%

8.54%

6-20 High 11-15
Site Quality Range

) Average 5-10 Low

1.00%

46% of sites had a quality score of 15 or higher whichis Greenspace Scotland’s recommended

56% of sites had an average quality score ranging between 11to 15

33% of sites had a high-quality score between 16 to 20

9% of sites had a low-quality score between 6to 10

minimum quality standard of 60% or higher. This equates to a quality score of 15 or higherout of 25

for Aberdeenonourlocally agreed Oto 25 scale.
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ACCESSIBILITY

OPEN SPACE ACCESSIBILITY

The percentage of households meeting the minimum accessibility standards in metres for different
open space types was determined for different open space type across the city as outlined in the
Aberdeen Planning Guidance: Open Space and Green Infrastructure??,

63% of households in Aberdeen are withinthe 1500 metres of a major open space, a
decrease fromthe 70% recorded in the previous audit. This could be attributed to new
developmentson the edge of the cityand no new major parks having been created.

*Note accessibility distances are approximate and are calculated as ‘as the crow flies’. This approach
is not particularly accurate particularly if there are roads, railways or natural barriers to access such

as rivers.

11 Aberdeen Planning Guidance: Open Space and Green Infrastructure
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ACCESSIBILITY BY OPEN SPACETYPE

Average Accessibility Score by Open Space Type

Accessibility Average Score 3.0 - | ] 4.1
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Burial grounds  Public parks  Play space for Private Sports areas Amenity Allotments or Natural/semi...
and gardens children and gardens or greenspace community greenspaces
teenagers grounds growing spaces

The citywide average open space accessibility score was 3.4 out of 5.
The average open space accessibility scores by open space type ranged from 3.0 to 4.1 out of 5.

Burial grounds had the highest average accessibility score with 4.1 out of 5, followed by public parks
and gardens which had an accessibility score of 3.8 out of 5.

Natural / semi natural greenspaces and allotment or community growing spaces had the lowest
average accessibility score with 3.0out of 5, followed by amenity greenspace which had an
accessibility score of 3.4 out of 5.
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ACCESSIBILITY BY WARD

Accessibility Score by Ward

Accessibility Average Score 2.9 - ] _- 37

34 33 33 33 33 32 32
I I I I . 2.9

Average of Accessib.

T ||,d- { Torry / Ferrghill  Geoe 9: Street /  Lower Deeside r—a lehs ea:ﬂ Dryee f Midstocket / Morthfield /' Bridge of Don  Kincorth / Nigg  Kingswells / Hilton Airyhall /
rrrrrr eens Bucksburn / Fosemount  Mastrick North {Cove Sheddocksley /  Woods ide Broomhill /
.be aee Cour ntess ells Danestone Summerhdl Skxlcml Garthdee

The average open space accessibility scores by Ward ranged from 2.9 to 3.7 out of 5.

Tilydrone / Seaton / Old Aberdeen and Torry / Ferryhill had the highest average accessibility scores
with 3.7 out of 5.

Airyhall / Broomhill / Garthdee and Hilton / Woodside / Stockethill had the lowest average
accessibility score with 2.9and 3.2 respectively of 5.
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OPEN SPACE QUALITY INDICATORS

Accessible and Connected Greenspaces

Average Accessibility Score by Open Space Type
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Burial grounds  Public parks  Play space for Private Sports areas Amenity Allotments or Natural/semi...
and gardens  children and gardens or greenspace community  greenspaces
teenagers grounds growing spaces

Attractive and Appealing Places

Average Place Score by Open Space Type

Place Average Score 3.1 -I - 3.9
3.5

3.3 3.3 31

3.6 3.5 3.5

Average Score
[ 5]

0
Play space for Burial grounds Allotmentsor  Public parks  Natural/semi. Sports areas Amenity
children and community and gardens  greenspaces gardens or greenspace
teenagers growing spaces grounds

Opportunities for Physical Activity
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Community Value

Average Community Score by Open Space Type

Average Score

Biodiversity Value

Community Value Average Score 2.6 - l . 4.0

33
Play space for  Allotments or Private Burial grounds Sportsareas  Public parks
community gardens or and gardens

growing spaces grounds

Average Biodiversity Score by Open Space Type

Average Score

Biodiversity Average Score 1.9 - | - 3.7

2.8
3.0
239 2.8 2.8 2.7
Allotments or Burial grounds Play space for  Public parks Amenity
community childrenand  and gardens greenspace
growing spaces teenagers

3.2

Amenity
greenspace

Private
gardens or
grounds

2.6

Natural/semi...
greenspaces

Sports areas

The average open space biodiversity score by open space type ranged from 1.9 to 3.7 out of 5.

Natural / semi natural greenspaces had the highest average biodiversity score with 3.7 out of 5,
followed by allotment or community growing spaces which had a biodiversityscore of 3.0 out of 5.

Sports areas had the lowest average biodiversity score with 1.9 out of 5, followed by private
gardens or grounds which had a biodiversity score of 2.5 out of 5.
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Aberdeen City includes many nationally and locally protected areas at different levels. Forexample,
the River Dee Special Area of Conservation (SAC), isimportant forits Atlanticsalmon, freshwater
pearl mussel and the European otter. The city has a variety of publicgreen and open spaces for
people and wildlife which help with adapting to and reducing climate change and also improving
community wellbeing.

Biodiversity scoringwas includedinthe auditto ensure it was considered as part of the overall audit
process. Habitat connectivity scores werealso collected for sites which measure how well they are
linked tothe wider green space network and citywide green infrastructure. This will allow
opportunities through project work and by working with developers to improvethe connectivity of
habitats and reduce their fragmentation.

NESBReC developed a biodiversity scoring system for habitats in the city to help evaluate the
biodiversity value of open space sites. The datais stored in a digital format for multiple use and cross
referencing with otherdata. The scoring systemidentified areas that had UK Biodiversity Action Plan
(UK BAP) habitats and also showed areas that could benefit from future biodiversity enhancement.

When green spaces are fragmented, wildlife movementis hindered, and this can impact on the
amount of food and shelteravailableand limit opportunities to breed. Therefore, the consequences
of restricting movementon anindividual species can have farrangingimpacts and can resultin
biodiversity loss locally.

Green corridors are ways to connect green spaces. These can include grass verges, tree rows,
shelterbelts, railway embankments, watercourses, hedgerows and even street trees. These patches
of green space act as stepping stones across an urban areaand help wildlife movefrom one place to
another whilstalso contributing to place-making by making spaces more attractive.

Food-growing spaces have many advantages; they canimprove the quality of places, enhance the
environment, improve biodiversity and reduce the impact of climate change, as well as promote
health, social, physical and mental wellbeing. Food-growing spaces are atype of openspace and
contribute to open space provision as outlined inthe Aberdeen Planning Guidance: Open Space and
Green Infrastructure?®?,

The Food Growing Aberdeen Planning Guidance!® identifies twelve types of ‘edible settings’ these

include allotments, orchards, therapeuticgardens, school gardens, temporary gardens, edible
landscaping and community gardens.

Granite City Growing,'* Aberdeen’s food-growing strategy, has beenin place since 2020. Its

implementationis beingtaken forward in partnership with stakeholders underthe governance of
the Granite City Good Food?® action plan.

12 Aberdeen Planning Guidance: Open Space and Green Infrastructure
13 Food Growing Aberdeen Planning Guidance

14 Granite City Growing— Aberdeen’s Food Growing Strategy

15> Granite City Good Food Action plan
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In 2020 Aberdeen had 2.85 allotment plots available per 1000 people. This amounted to 95,000
square metres of growing space. The demand forallotments has more than doubled between 2018
and 2023. Duringthe same period, the supply of Aberdeen City Councilallotment plots has increased
by 8%.

ABERDEEN CITY COUNCIL
ALLOTMENT SUPPLY AND DEMAND 2018 - 2023

Number of ACC allotment plots & Number of people on the waiting list
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200

516 524 546 555

=
D
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In 2019 the distribution of food-growing opportunities across the city was uneven. The map below
shows the distribution of opportunities at that time (allotments plots and other known food-growing
spaces). The areasin red had no known spaces; the areasin green had over six spaces per 1,000
people). Areas with no dot had between one to six food-growing spaces per 1000 people.

Distribution of y ol

food-growing

spaces in Aberdeen

C) Areas with the most community
food-growing opportunities A

® Areas with the least community
food-growing opportunities

ASEROEEN

Since 2020 food-growing opportunities have been supported through animprovement project of the
Aberdeen Local Outcome Improvement Plan. The end of projectreportin 2022 stated that79
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community food growing spaces were in existence across the city and that 45 food-growing projects
were being supported in schools, communities and workplaces.

Thirty three community partnerships registered as ‘Its Your Neighbourhood’ groups with Keep
Scotland Beautiful in 2021 and many of those groups included food-growing as an activity.

Additionally sixteen local schools are active in the Eco-Schools scheme and include food-growing as
an option to progressthrough the initiative.
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To supportthe development of Granite City Growing and torecord the increasing number of food-
growing spaces, an Aberdeen Food-Growing Map'® was developed in 2018.

The map is regularly updated with known food-growing opportunities and is signposted to peopleon
allotment waiting lists. Infiveand a half years, from goinglive in late 2018, it has had nearly 180,500
views.

16 Aberdeen Food-Growing Map
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TREE EQUITY

Tree Equity Score UK isa map-based application that was created to help address disparitiesin
urban tree distribution by identifying the areasin greatest need of people-focused investmentin
trees. The tool was developed by the Woodland Trust, American Forests and the Centre for
Sustainable health care.

The Tree Equity Score sets a national standard in the UK to help make the case for investmentin
areas with the greatest need.

The score ranges from 0 to 100. The lowerthe score, the greater priority for tree planting. A score of
100 meansthe neighbourhood (Data Zone) has met the standard for proper urban tree canopyand
has achieved Tree Equity.
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ABERDEEN TREE EQUITY SCORES

e Aberdeen City hasacomposite tree equity score of 85

e Aberdeenisfurtherbrokendowninto276data zones (It should be noted that Kingswells
and surroundingareais not currently covered by Tree Equity data and that Westhill has
beenincluded. Aberdeen City Council has no control over where Tree Equity Score UK
covers)

Aberdeen has:

e 16 Data zonesinthe highest priority group scoring between 0-69
e Thelowestdatazone which scores 40
e 36 Data Zones which have ascore of 100

To reach 100% tree equityin each data zone Aberdeen would need to increase canopy cover by
12.6%. Thiswould require anarea 7.47sg-kmin size and would be the equivalent to planting
133,970 mediumsize trees.

Achieving 100% tree equity would:

e Increase the carbonsequestered from 695.6 tonnesto 2,285 tonnes
e Increase the annual ecosystem service valuefrom £1,190,164 to £3,909,451

An interactive map displayingall the individual scores forall the datazonesin Aberdeen can be
found by viewingthe Aberdeen Tree Equity Aberdeen Map.
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TREE CANOPY COVER

Aberdeentree canopy figures were derived from an iTree Canopy study undertakenin 2020. The
study concluded that Aberdeen has 17% tree canopy cover, though areas of the city have a canopy
coveras lowas 6%. Ward level figures are noted below.

Scotland’s Forestry Strategy!’ sets atarget of 21% forestand woodland cover by 2032 and the Tree
Design Action Group recommends a minimum 20% canopy cover for urban areas (15% for coastal

locations) toimprove human health and well-being.

In the last 100 years, forestand woodland coverin Scotland hasincreased from around 5% to 18.5%.
This percentage is higherthan the rest of the UK but is still well belowthe European Union (EU)
average of 43% forestand woodland cover.

WARD CANOPY COVER

Ward Tree Canopy Cover %
Hazlehead/Queen's Cross/ Countesswells
LowerDeeside

Kincorth/ Nigg/ Cove 24%
Dyce / Bucksburn/ Danestone 22%
Midstocket/Rosemount 22%
Tillydrone /Seaton/Old Aberdeen 20%
Airyhall / Broomhill / Garthdee 19%
Hilton / Woodside / Stockethill 17%
Bridge of Don 13%
Torry / Ferryhill 13%

Kingswells / Sheddocksley / Summerhill
George Street/ Harbour
Northfield / Mastrick North

17 Scotland’s Forestry Strategy
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The Aberdeen Open Space Survey sought to collect the views of residents and visitors on how they
use and perceive Aberdeen’s open and green blue spaces.

The results are available foranyone to use to inform the shaping of policy action, including future
revisions of the Council’s Climate Plan and allied initiatives, along with the citywide Net Zero
Aberdeen place based strategies such as the Natural Environment Strategy and otherinitiatives.

Different methods were used to engage and consult with the community to find out how they value
open spaces. Thisengagement focused ontwo areas: the first part was a citywide Aberdeen Open
Space Survey, the second part was a spatial Geographical Information System (GIS) map-based
survey where residents could use an interactive map to say more about whatthey enjoyed orwhat
could be betterabout specificspaces. Residents were also asked to help identify spaces that could
potentially be managed forwildlife orused forfood growingin the future.

Residents andvisitors to the city
were invited to take partin the online
survey which took between 7-10 s e
minutes to complete and was
deliveredvia Citizen Space, adigital
engagement platform widely used for
policy consultation and resident

Aberdeen Open Space Survey

surveys.

Due to COVID-19 pandemic

. . . Overview
restrictions beingin place during the
Aberdeen City Council is conducting a city-wide survey on the use and

perceptions of Aberdeen’s Green and Open Spaces. The data collected will be

survey period the majority of

engageme nt and promotion was used to provide an evidence base for our open space audit and to inform

. . . . . Aberdeen's Open Space Strategy as well as assisting with future policy,
carried out online viasocial medla, planning, and management of Open Spaces.
th rOUgh the use Of QR COdES, press The survey is in two parts. The first part is about your general views of
release S, th rough Commu nity Aberdeen’s green and open spaces. The second part is an opportunity for you

. to tell us more about specific spaces which are important to you where you
Planning Aberdeen and partners, live. This information will be used to add community value to the open space
. . . dit.
Community Councils and various A
commun ity and Friends of Parks You can choose to complete the city-wide survey first or go straight to
completing surveys of specific spaces where you live by following the link

groups. to Part 2: Site Specific Open Space Survey.

Papercopieswere also made
available forcompletionin personinthe Marischal College Customer Service Centre andin public
libraries.

The survey was open from 08/02/2022 to 20/03/2022 with a total of 580 responses tothe citywide
survey and 783 responses to the spatial survey. Analysis of the spatial GIS map-based survey is

ongoing.
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KEY SURVEY FINDINGS

A total of 580 responsestothe citywide survey were received.

OPEN SPACE SATISFACTION

CITYWIDE OPEN SPACE SATISFACTION

79% of respondents reported being satisfied, fairly satisfied or very satisfied with the overall quality
of Aberdeen’s greenspace and open space areas however some open space types had alower
satisfaction rating than others.

Allotments and community food growing spaces, walking and cycling routes and amenity spaces had
the lowest citywide satisfaction rates reported by respondents:

e Allotmentsand community food growing spaces: 65%
e Walking/cycling routes: 64%
e Amenityspaces: 64%

Parks, woodlands and natural or semi-natural areas had the highest citywide satisfaction rates
reported by respondents:

e Parks: 86%
e Woodlands: 82%
e Natural or semi-natural areas: 82%

75% of respondents were satisfied, fairly satisfied or very satisfied with children’s play areas.

LOCAL OPEN SPACE SATISFACTION

Whenrespondents were asked about local spaces approximately 400 meters (or a 5-minute walk)
fromtheirhome satisfaction was broadly similarto citywide satisfaction with open space areas.

Allotments and community food growing spaces, walking and cycling routes and amenity spaces had
the lowest satisfaction rates and parks, woodlands, and natural or semi natural areas had the
highest satisfaction rates.

VALUE OF OPEN SPACE

Respondents were asked the top three reasons why they use, visit orenjoy the city’s open spaces.
The most common reasons given were:

1. Physical exercise orhealth reasons (e.g. walking orjogging etc.) 75%
2. Tobeinnature 71%
3. To meetfriendsorfamily orto socialise 53%
4. To get outof the house or office (e.g. forabreak) 47%
5. For mental health reasons 31%
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95% of respondents said local greenspace and open space areas were important orextremely
importantduring Covid-19 pandemicrestrictions and that they helpedrelieve stress, improve
physical and mental wellbeing, and helped themto appreciate nature.

IMPROVING OPEN SPACE

When asked what would encourage respondents to use or visit Aberdeen’s greenspace or open
spaces more often the most common reasons given were:

1. Iftheyhad betterfacilities (e.g. benches ortoilets) 49%

2. Iftheywere bettermanaged forwildlife (e.g. wildlife 45%
enhancements such as tree and wildflower planting, long grass,
wetlands, shrubs etc.)

3. Ifthere were more adequate pathsforwalkingorcycling 36%

4. Iftheyhad lessorno dogfouling 30%

5. Iftheywere betterconnectedto otherspaces 25%

6. Iftheyhadlessorno litter 25%

7. Ifthere was betterinformation aboutthem (e.g.information 20%
panels orsignage)

8. Iftheyhad betterlighting 19%

When asked what would encourage respondents to use orvisitlocal greenspace or open spaces
more often the most common reasons given were:

1. Ifit had betterfacilities (e.g. benches ortoilets) 40%

2. Ifitwas bettermanagedforwildlife (e.g. wildlife enhancements 36%
such as tree and wildflower planting, long grass, wetlands,
shrubs etc.)

3. Iftherewaslessorno dogfouling 28%
4. Ifit had adequate pathsforwalkingorcycling 25%
5. Iftherewaslessorno litter 24%
6. Ifithad morebins 18%
7. Ifitwas betterconnectedto otherspaces 17%
8. Iftheyhad betterlighting 15%

MANAGING SPACES FOR NATURE

e 82% ofrespondents agreed orstrongly agreed that they would liketo see more greenspaces
managed in a more natural way for the benefit of wildlife and nature.

o 49% of respondentssaid they would be encouraged to visit spaces more often if they were
managed forwildlifeand nature.
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FOOD GROWING

e 54% of respondents agreed orstrongly agreed thatthey would like to see more food-
growingopportunities within green and open spaces across Aberdeen.

e 65% of respondents reported being satisfied with the quality of allotments and community
food growing spaces.

Thisis the third lowest satisfaction rate of all the open space typesand could be attributed to the
currenthigh demand and long waiting lists forallotments.

OPEN SPACE USE

e Onaverage 41% of respondents visited greenspace and open space areas several times a
week, 19% visited once aday and 15% visited once aweek.

e 59% of people stayed on average for 1-2 hours, 26% forlessthan one hourand 15% for
more than 2 hours.

OPEN SPACE TRAVEL

o 76% of respondents walked and 51% used a motorized vehicle to travel to open spaces. 13%
cycledand 11% used publictransport.

e Onaverage 31% of respondents spent 11-20 minutes travelling to spaces, 30% spent 6-10
minutes travellingand 23% spent5 minutesorless.

EQUALITY & ACCESSIBLITY

Respondents wereasked aboutany needs around open spacesin relation to disability, medical
condition orage. Some respondents expressed need for better lighting, security and toilet facilities
in greenspaces, particularly at night.

The issue of accessibility for people with disabilities or mobility problems was expressed, with the
needformore hard surfaced paths and better maintained surfaces, suitable for wheelchair users, to
improve accessibility highlighted. Aneed for more seating forrestincluding wheelchairaccessible
benches and handrails was also expressed.

The desire for access to exercise equipmentand outdooradult gym equipment and a variety of
exercise equipment was also expressed.

VOLUNTEERING

66% of respondents, if given the opportunity, would be interested in volunteeringin greenand open
spaces.
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GENERAL OPEN SPACE COMMENTS

COMMON THEMES AND SUGGESTIONS: Some of the commonthemes and suggestions that
emerged from general comments were: reducing the use of chemicals and petrol equipment used
for maintaining open spaces, preserving and enhancing the biodiversity and natural beauty of
spaces, providing more facilities such as toilets, bins, cafes, play areas, and cycle routes, improved
maintenance and listening tolocal community's opinions and needs.

POSITIVE FEEDBACK ON GREENSPACES: A number of comments from respondents expressed
views on what was liked and appreciated about green and open spaces in Aberdeen. Some of the
aspects that were praised were the beach and riverside areas, the biodiversity and natural beauty
of spaces, and Aberdeen'’s parks and gardens.

PROTECTING OPEN SPACES FROM DEVELOPMENT: A number of responses expressed a desire for
open spaces to be protected from development. A number of concerns were also raised around
the potential development of areas of St Fittick's Park, which respondents felt was a vital green
space and wetland area for the residents of Torry and the wildlife that inhabits it.
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CASE STUDY 1: ABERDEEN FLAGSHIP PARKS FOR POLLINATORS PROJECT

OVERVIEW

Naturalised greenspace managementis being extended by improvingand creating blue green
habitatsin Duthie Park alongthe River Dee and Seaton Park along the River Don. The approach has
beentakeninthese parksto demonstrate how this can benefitboth people and wildlife.

7] Survey and action plan

L] Wildflower pianting

v <&

— % | L

Nature Restoration in Parks - Nature Restoration in Parks
2 +
Duthie Park Seaton Park

Baseline datato understand the current habitatsand speciescurrentlyinthe parks has been
gathered. Action plans are being developed to manage and improve habitats, as part of the
Aberdeen B-lines project with Buglife Scotland.

A Nature Restorationin Parks grant of £37K from the Scottish Government was used to survey, plan,
and design work to furtherimprove the parks for nature. Thisincluded improving the wetlands and
pondsto provide avaluable habitatfora range of species. The projectalso created new wildflower
meadow areas for pollinators and improved existing ones. Tree planting was also part of the project.

Aberdeen Flagship Parks for Pollinators also supports long-term 'B-lines' pollinator work between
Aberdeen City Counciland the charity Buglife.

The Council has a range of initiatives to help nature and biodiversity, these include, Aberdeen B-
lines, achange in grass cutting regimes to encourage wildflowers,

The Council has various initiatives to help nature and biodiversity, such as Aberdeen B-lines, changing
grass cutting regimes to allow wildflowers to grow, community tree planting and planting plants that
attract pollinators.
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CASE STUDY 2: UNION TERRACE GARDENS — HISTORIC URBAN GREENSPACE WITH
MULTI-BENEFITS

OVERVIEW

In 2015 the City Centre Masterplan
(CCMP) was agreed unanimously by
Aberdeen City Council. Thisincluded a
planfor Union Terrace Gardens:

“Enhanced connections to Union Terrace
Gardens, restoration of historicfeatures
and sensitive contemporary
interventions will create amore
accessible, enticingand vibrant city
centre destination. The enhanced urban
green space will provide multi-functional
benefits; strengthening urban wildlife
corridors, encouraging sustainable
transport choices through this enhanced green corridorand equipping Aberdeento be more

resilient to climate change effects”.

The planting proposals have respected the history and heritage of the gardens; informed by the size
and species of existing plants. Suitable new plant selection, greeninfrastructure and soft landscaping
has created space for biodiversity within the urban landscape.

OUTCOMES

Three pavilions builtin the park as commercial premises all feature sedum roofs. Lighting has also
been designed to minimise impacts on wildlife. The original gardens had extensive mature tree cover
but they variedin condition, with most being fair, but asignificantamountin poor condition with
three existingtrees able to be kept as part of the final design.

The removal of existing trees was mitigated by extensive new, large, mature tree planting which saw
anincreaseinoverall tree numbers andthe variety of species which will have notable benefitsin
terms of biodiversity and long-termresilience of the gardens. The proposalsincluded the planting of
89 new trees of 18 different species. The inclusion of large trees has ensured that the characteristic
mature tree cover of the gardens has been maintained. The tree plantingis supported by anew
hedge, specimen shrubs and perennial planting. Planted at a high density to ensure immediate visual
interest, they were selected to provide year-round interest through colour, texture and scent.

A total of 43,160 plants were incorporatedinto the garden design along with 78,982 bulbs. The
redevelopment of Union Terrace Gardens was finished in 2023. People are using the gardens more
than before and it promisestobecome anew and valued focal pointforthe city.
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CASE STUDY 3: GREEN ROOFS AND SOLAR PANELS ON BUS SHELTERS

OVERVIEW

Incorporating green infrastructure within the city
provides multiple benefits to people and wildlife. This
project was led by the Council’s Public Transport Unit
who, as part of theirbus shelterrenewal plan, have
installed bus shelters with green roofs and solar
panelsthroughout the city.

OUTCOMES

The new shelters have beenin place since late winter
of 2021 / early spring 2022. They appearto be
beddinginwell and have been well received by the
public. The Council have secured funding foranother
two projects of this type through NESTRANS and have
plansto supporta 5-year capital budget project which
should provide afurther 100 new sedum and solar
shelters within the city.

The provision of green roof bus shelters contributes towards the national requirement to enhance
and protect biodiversity and additionally supports the Council’s vision for Net Zero, ensuring that
climate adaptation and biodiversity are considered at all stages of project development,
management, and maintenance of the city transportinfrastructure.

GOALS

The bus shelters are essential shelterfor publictransport users; the sedum roofs are also providing
biodiversity benefits and acting as ‘stepping stones’ for nature within the urban environment,
helpingto connectgreen and open spaces. The shelters use solar panels to generate theirown
energy, unlike conventional bus shelter structures.

13 sedum roofed shelters were installed in 2022/23 and 15 in 2023/24, with a further 15 plannedin
2024/25. Case studiesinothercities have shown that green roofs on bus shelters contribute towards
climate resistance, absorb rainwater, capture particulates fromthe air, and support placemaking
ambitions. Sheltersuppliers have worked with expertsto ensure thatthe species of wildflower and
sedum are appropriate to support native pollinators.
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CASE STUDY 4: GREEN FLAG AWARDS

OVERVIEW

The Green Flag Award scheme
run by environmental charity
Keep Scotland Beautiful gives
recognition and rewards well
managed parks and green
spaces, and sets the standard
for how recreational outdoor
spaces should be managed.

Aberdeen City Council was
awarded 9 Green Flag Awardsin
2023 forits quality of open
spaces.

Thiswas more than in 2022, withtwo new sites, Westfield Park and Cove Woodland, getting Green
Flag Status.

Duthie Park - Green Heritage award and 10th anniversary of beingawarded agreen flag
Hazlehead Park

Seaton Park

Johnston Gardens

Victoria Park

Slopefield Allotments

Garthdee Field Allotments

Cove Woodland

Westfield Park

L N Uk~ wWwNE

This was the most everachieved, with Aberdeen beingthe first local authority in Scotland to have an
allotmentsite awarded with a Green Flag, with two allotments now achieving this award.
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WARD INFORMATION

Please note thatinformation will be provided in the below format forall wards in the final published version.
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QUANTITY

The Dyce / Bucksburn/ Danestone ward has an estimated population of 19,139 with 698 hectares of open space and
36 hectares of open space per 1,000 people. The wardis well provided forin terms of the overall quantity of open
space compared with otherwards.

Open Space Hectares by Type

400 365
W 300
o
8
F 188
2 200
5
@A
100 86
3 2 0
; .
Natural/s..  Amenity Sports  Public parks  Private Burial Allotments Play space
greenspac... greenspace areas and gardensor  grounds or for children
gardens grounds community and

growing s... teenagers
Open Space Type

The primary open space types were Natural/semi-natural greenspaces (365Ha), amenity greenspace (188Ha) and
sports areas (86Ha).
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ACCESSIBILITY

The ward has limited access to major open spaces/ a major park and limited access to allotment provision. 64% of
residents have access toa natural / semi natural greenspace over 2 hectares. Open space is not equally distributed
across the ward and some residents are lackingin certain types of provision.

The table below shows the accessibility of open space inrelationto householdsinthe ward:

98%

QUALITY

The audit shows that Dyce / Bucksburn / Danestone ward had an average open space quality score of 14.4 out of 25,
withthe lowest scoring open space types being allotments with a score of 13 and amenity greenspace with ascore
of 14. The highest scoring open space types were Play space forchildren and teenagers with ascore of 17 and public
parks and gardens with a score of 15.7.

Openspace inthe ward scored poorestinthe health & physical activity and biodiversity categories, and highestin
the accessibility and community value categories.

Ward Average Scores

Ward ®@Aberdeen City ® Dyce / Bucksburn / Danestone w
Accessibility

Place Biodiversity

Health & Physical Activity Community Value

Ward Average Scores

3.4 2.8 3.3 2.6 3.2

Accessibility Biodiversity Community Value Health & Physical Activity Place
Aberdeen Average Scores

3.4 2.8 3.2 2.5 3.3

Accessibility Biodiversity Community Value Health & Physical Activity Place
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APPENDIX A— QUANTITY OF OPEN SPACE

OPEN SPACE — HECTARES CITYWIDE

Allotments or community growing spaces
| 16 (0.4%)

Sports areas 798 (20.4%) \ Amenity greenspace

/895 (22.9%)

Open Space Type
@ Allotments or community growing spaces

@ Amenity greenspace
Public parks and gardens . .
204 (5.2%) - Burial gorounds @ Burial grounds
36 (0.9%) @ Natural/semi-natural greenspaces

Private gardens or grounds
150 (3.8%)

/€T abed

@ Play space for children and teenagers

@ Private gardens or grounds
Play space for children and teenagers -

Public parks and gardens
7 (0.2%) P J

@ Sports areas

L Natural/semi-natural greenspaces
1796 (46.0%)
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OPEN SPACE - HECTARES BY TYPE

Open Space Hectares by Type

16

7

2,000
1796
1,500
o
]
©
% 1,000 B
P 98
L
500
204 150
B = -
0
U Natural/semi-natu... Amenity greenspace Sports areas Public parks and Private gardens or Burial grounds
g greenspaces gardens grounds
@
= Open Space Type
w
(0 0]

Allotments or
community growing
spaces

Play space for
children and
teenagers
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OPEN SPACE - HECTARES BY SUB TYPE

Beach or foreshore 53 (1.4%) W

s 0,
School grounds 103 (2.6%) _\ /* Open semi-natural 1057 (27.1%)

Amenity - business

191 4.9%)

Public park or garden
204 (5.2%)

Playing field 213 (5.5%) ———

Golf course 572 (14.7%) —

N Woodland 687 (17.6%)

Amenity - residential 620 (15.9%) J

Sub Type

® Open semi-natural

® Woodland

® Amenity - residential

® Golf course

® Playing field

® Public park or garden
Amenity - business

® School grounds

® Amenity - transport

® Beach or foreshore

® Institutional grounds

® Cemetery

Allotments or community growing spaces

® Other sports
@ Play space
Bowling green

® Churchyard

54| Page



ot T obed

Hectare Profile by Sub Type
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OPEN SPACE — HECTARES BY WARD

Open Space Hectares by Ward

698 683

600

Size Hectares
|
[a=]
[ =]

632
589
337
260
. ]

200 170
. . - - - -
. - A B R
Dyce / Lower Kincorth/  Bridgeof Hazlehead/ Kingswells/ Tillydrone / Torry / Airyhall / George  Midstocket/ MNorthfield / Hilton /
Bucksburn/  Deeside  Nigg / Cove Don Queens  Sheddocksl.. Seaton/Qld  Ferryhill Broomhill / Street / Rosemount Mastrick  Woodside /
Danestone Cross/  /Summerhill  Aberdeen Garthdee Harbour North Steckethill
Countessw...
Ward
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Hectares per 1000 Population

OPEN SPACE - HECTARES PER 1,000 PEOPLE

Hectares per 1,000 population by Ward
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OPEN SPACE - AVERAGE WARD OPEN SPACE SIZE

Average Ward Open Space Size
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APPENDIX B— QUALITY OF OPEN SPACE

OPEN SPACE - QUALITY

Open Space Audit Scoring 0-5 by Theme, Aberdeen City

Aberdeen City ® Aberdeen City

Community Value Average Score

Health & Physical Activity Average Score Biodiversity Average Score

v T obed

Accessibility Average Score Place Average Score
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OPEN SPACE — QUALITY BY TYPE

Average Overall Site Quality Score by Open Space Sub T...

Average Overall Site Quality Score 0-25 12.20 [ 0l 12.10
15.15

Play space

Golf course
Bowling green
School grounds

Public park or garden

Churchyard ~ 15.6

Woodland

Playing field

Beach or foreshore _

Amenity - residential _

Institutional grounds _

Allotments or community growing spaces _
Open semi-natural _

Amenity - transport _

Amenity - business _

0 10

Average Overall Site Quality Score 0-25

Average Overall Site Quality Score by Open Space Type

Average Overall Site Quality Score 0-25 13.60 -|- 18.10
15.85

Play space for children and teenagers _
Public parks and gardens = 16.1
Private gardens or grounds

Sports areas

Burial grounds

Amenity greenspace

Allotments or community growing spac...

Natural/semi-natural greenspaces -

10 20
Average Overall Site Quality Score 0-25

o
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OPEN SPACE — QUALITY BY WARD
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APPENDIX C— OPEN SPACE ACCESSIBILITY

ACCESSIBILITY BY OPEN SPACE TYPE

Average Accessibility Score by Open Space Type

Average Score
L&)

Accessibility Average Score 3.0 - I - 4.1

3.5
141
3.8
3 . 6 3 B 6 3 3 5 3 4
3.0 3.0
Burial grounds  Publicparks  Play space for Private Sports areas Amenity Allotments or  Natural/semi...
and gardens  children and gardens or greenspace community  greenspaces
teenagers grounds growing spaces
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ACCESSIBILITY BY WARD

Accessibility Score by Ward
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APPENDIX D— OPEN SPACE MAPPING

OPEN SPACETYPES
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OPEN SPACE QUALITY
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APPENDIX E— OPEN SPACE DISTRIBUTION

MAJOR OPEN SPACE
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NATURAL/ SEMI-NATURAL GREENSPACES
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EQUIPPED PLAY SPACES
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OUTDOOR SPORTS AREAS
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ALLOTMENTS
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LOCAL OPEN SPACE
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NEIGHBOURHOOD OPEN SPACE
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APPENDIX F— OPEN SPACE AUDIT GUIDANCE FOR SURVEYORS

General notes for surveying a site

- Walkaround/ view the whole site before starting to score the site, taking any notes as you

see fit

- Take photographs of the site —to give a general overview of the site and to show strong
points, issues, and opportunities of the site

- Keepinmindthe weather conditions and how these may be affecting your perception of the

site

- Whentotallingthe score forasitea Y (yes) scores3and N (no) scores 1

- IfN/A(not applicable) has been selected then no score should be recorded, this means that
it will not affectthe average score forthat section

- 5isthe highest/bestscore available, and 1 isthe lowest/ worst score

- Tocalculate the score for a section of the questionnaireadd up all the scores you have given
and divide this by the numberof questions answered (in otherwords ignoring any questions
which you have markedas N/A). Round thisnumberto the nearest whole number, round up

for 0.5

Introduction Section

1 | Name of Full name of the surveyor(s) completing this site survey.
Surveyor(s)

2 | Date & Time of Date andtime the survey was commenced at.
Survey

3 | Weather This should be kept general, nothingtoo detailed isrequired. Thisis
Conditions simply to help make it clear weather conditions may have affected the

survey of a site e.g. frequency of use may appearto be low due to
adverse weather.

4 | SiteID & Site Name

This field will either be pre-populated, or thisinformation willbe
providedtoyou priorto goingon site. Pleas ensure thisis clearly filled
ineitherway, soitisclear whichsite the formisfor.

5 | Primaryland Use

From the Function typeslist (overleaf) select the one whichis most
appropriate forthe site. If you are unsure fill in two or more function
types butgive an indication asto the order of prominence.

Function types

Publicpark or garden

Private garden

School grounds

Institutional grounds

Amenity —residential or business

Amenity transport

Play space
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Playingfield

Golf course

Tennis court

Bowlinggreen

Othersports

Natural Woodland
Opensemi-natural
Openwater

Beach or foreshore

Allotments or community growing spaces

Churchyard

Cemetery

Camping or caravan park

Areas undergoingland use change

Unknown

Accessible and Well Connected

Al

Fitfor purpose
core paths

Any Core Paths running through a site will be marked on the site map,
if a pathis notmarked as a Core Paththenit should be scored under
A2. Ifthere are no Core Paths within the site, then mark this question
as N/A.

The main pointsto considerasto what a path should score are:
- Isthe path surface in good condition (i.e.isiteven, no
potholes, nostanding water/ drainage issue)?
- Isthe path level, of agentle gradientorisit steep?
- Arethere any obstacles on the path which could make access
difficult (i.e. gates, barriers, narrow widths, steps)?

It should also be considered whetherthe type of pathis appropriate
for the openspace thatitis in. Forinstance, ina busy, formal park you
would expectthe main paths within this space to be of high quality
and a tarmac surface. However, inaless well used, ormore informal or
rural open space an informal, unbound/ gravel path, oreven agrass
path, is probably suitable for thatlocation. Therefore, the score given
should take thisintoaccount.

Any specificissuesthatare spotted onthe paths should be noted.

A2

Fitfor purpose
other paths

If there are no pathsinthe site, ornone which haven’talready been
covered underAl, then mark this question as N/A. However, if there
are no paths whatsoeveranditis feltthatthe site should have path(s),
thenthe site should score a 1.

The main pointsto considerasto what a path should score are:
- Isthe path surface in good condition (i.e.isiteven, no
potholes, nostanding water/ drainage issue)?
- Isthe path level, of agentle gradientorisit steep?
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- Arethere any obstacles onthe path which could make access
difficult (i.e. gates, barriers, narrow widths, steps)?

It should also be considered whetherthe type of pathis appropriate
for the openspace thatitisin. Forinstance, ina busy, formal park you
would expect the main paths within this space to be of high quality
and a tarmac surface. However, inaless well used, or more informal or
rural open space an informal, unbound/ gravel path, oreven agrass
path, is probably suitable for thatlocation. Therefore, the score given
should take thisinto account.

Any specificissuesthatare spotted onthe paths should be noted.

A3

Equal access forall,
including
wheelchair
accessible (no
adverse gradients,
barriersto access
etc.)

Considerhow accessible, and useable, the site isforthe less able
bodied. Considerissues awheelchairuser may face. Think of issues
such as steps, steep gradients, difficult surfaces/ conditions underfoot,
trip hazards etc.

Features such as dropped kerbs are useful both for wheelchairusers
and for pushchairs. Flat sections (resting platforms) within asteep
gradient path allow userstorest if required. Handrails on steep sloping
paths can also be beneficial. Considerthese mitigating features when
scoringthe site.

Those with visual and/ or hearingimpairments should also be
considered. Features such as tactile paving, braillesigns etc. can be of
benefittosuchindividuals.

Also consider how accessiblethe siteis forotherusertypesthan
pedestriansalonee.g. cyclistsand horse riders who also have the right
to access mostland and inland water, just like pedestrians, underthe
Land Reform (Scotland) Act 2003.

A4

Connectswith
othertransport
modese.g. public
transport, cycle
network/ cycle
parking, car

A site should score highly the closer/ easierto access transport modes
are fromthe site. The more modes that can be easily accessed the
higherthe score should be. Base this simply on whatyou can easily
spotfrom the site (i.e. bus stops, cycle paths etc.) asif these cannot be
easily found fromthe site then they do not actually link up.

parking
A5 | No barriersto A site should score highly here if there appearto be no barriers to
access access. If the siteis closed off and difficult to gettoit should score
lowly. Barriers whichisolateasite and make it more difficultto access
such as railway lines, roads, waterways, walls, fences etc. would be
examples of this.
A6 | Entrancesare well | Thingsto considerhere are:

located and safe

- Arethereany entrances?

- Areentranceseasyto find?

- Do theybringyouintoalogical location withinthe site (i.e. a
location where a path exists, not a cut-off part of the site)?

- Istheentrance safe —i.e.anystructures (such as gates) are in
good condition, the entrance has good visibility and lighting
etc? Thisissimply about the safety of the infrastructure itself,
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not the general perception of how safe youfeel usingthe site,
thatiscoveredinCl.

A7

Effective signage/
interpretation
appropriate forthe
site

This covers both directional signage (waymarkers, fingerposts etc.) and
interpretation panels. Thisincludes both signage within the site as well
as any signage out with the boundary of the site, but which directs
peopleintothe site orthroughit.

This questionisonly applicable for some sitesi.e. you would expect
signage at majoropenspacessuch as large publicparksand along
popularroutes. However, you wouldn’t necessarily expect orrequire
signage at smaller, amenity sites. If you think signage is not required at
the site, then mark this question as N/A.

The surveyor should make a note if they think (extra) signageis
required, regardless of how you have scored the site.

A8

4G/ free Wifi
access/ mobile
reception

Is there either4Gaccess available oraccess to a free to use Wifi
service (such as ‘Aberdeen-city-connect’) or mobile reception?

Thisis simplyaYesor No questionasto score on a 1-5 basis would
require goinginto strength/ speed of connection etc. Thiswould be
too complicated and too dependent on anindividual surveyor’s phone.

Attractive and Appealing Places

P1

Welcoming
entrancesand
attractive
boundary features

This questionisonlyforformal entrances (i.e. clearly marked
entrancessuch as gates etc., not simply anywhere you can entera
site), otherwise mark this question as N/A. This question does not
coveraccess to the site/ whetherthere isan entrance ornot, that is
coveredin A6. This questioninstead focusses on the quality
(particularly aesthetically) of what entrances there are.

The score here should be based on:

- How easyanyentrancesare tofind, i.e. not hidden —signage
can help to make an entrance obvious

- Ifthe entranceis attractive, it shouldn’t put you off entering
the site

- Alsolookat site surroundings such as walls and fences. Do
these enhance the look of the site ordetract fromit and
discourage use of the site, forinstance high industrial fencing
tendsto be unattractive and may make a site less appealing to
enter

If there is an entrance opportunity/requirement this should be noted.

P2

Low levels of litter

A site should score highly here if there are low levels of litter. The
more litterthere isthe lowerit should score.

Rememberthat cigarette butts are forms of litter.

P3

Cleanandfree
from dog fouling

A site should score highly here ifitislargely/ entirely free from dog
fouling. The more dogfoulingthatis presentthe loweritshould score.
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Note that you are not expected to survey every part of the sitein
detail forevidence of dogfouling.

It should be considered where any dogfoulingis. Ifitis on the paths
and any areas of mown grass/ sports pitches which will be heavily
used by the publicthisisan issue. If, however, any dogfoulingis
restricted to peripheral areas thisisnotsuchan issue.

P4

Are there general
waste bins/dog
waste/ mixed
recycling

The widerthe provision of binsis the more a site should score.
Rememberthata formal park for instance should have good provision
of bins, of all types. However, smaller, amenity or rural sites would
not be expected to have as many, if any bins so take the type/ size/
popularity of the site into account before giving ascore.

In rural sites bins are normally notrequired and itis actually better
not to have bins as this encourages people to take their rubbish home
withthem. If the site seems to fall into this category, then mark this
questionasN/A.

Considerthe quality of the binswhen deciding on your score. If bins
are in poor condition this can put off use. Also, people often don’t like
to have to physically liftlids on bins for hygienereasons so would
rather have open aperturesto putrubbish through or have foot
operated lids.

If there are no binsandthereislitter (and/ or dogfouling), thisisan
issue that can potentially be resolved by installing relevant bins. If
there are bins but there is still littering (and/ or dog fouling), then this
ismore difficultandislikely abehaviourissue.

If thereis a clearneed forbins (further bins) the surveyorshould note
this.

P5

Publictoilets

This question will be Not Applicable (N/A) forthe vast majority of sites
as publictoilets clearlycannotand should not be expectedinall sites.
Formal parks would generally be expected to have publicly available
toiletsand these sites thereforeshould be scored ona 1-5 basis.

If this questionisapplicable to the site it should be scored based on if
there are publicly available toilets within, orin close proximity to, the
site and what condition these toilets generally appeartobein.

Ifthere are no toilets, and notoilets would be expectedinthe site
then mark this question as N/A. If, however, there are no toilets and it
isfeltthe site should have toilets then thiswould score a1, and the
need fortoilets should be noted.

P6

Well located
furniture of good
quality (benches/
picnictables/
shelter)

Benches/ picnictables/ shelter are often common pieces of furniture
to haveina site. These are not always required but are often of
benefittoasite whentheyarein place. Amore formal site (such as a
publicpark) would be expected to have furniture of this type whereas
alessformal or smallerspace would be expected torequire, and
have, lessfurniture oreven none. Scoring should be done with thisin
mind.
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If a site has no furniture, butitisfelt none would be expected or
required then mark this question as N/A.

A site’sscore should be based on what furniture isthere as well as:
- The quality of said furniture, i.e. how fit for purpose and well
maintaineditappearstobe
- Whetherthe furniture iswell located within the site —i.e. a
picnicbench on a steepslopeis not much use, neitherisa
benchwhichis difficultto access. Also, does the seat take
advantage of views, isitlocatedinthe sun?

Note any furniture which isrequired toimprove the enjoyment of the
site.

P7

Doesthere appear
to belighting(e.g.
of paths, sports
areas etc.)

As the surveys will be carried out during daylight hours the qualityetc.
of any lighting will notbe able to be assessed. Therefore, thisissimply
ayesor noquestionaskingwhetherthere appearsto be any lighting
withinthe sitei.e. lighting columns, lighting bollards, solar studs,
floodlights etc.

Rural sites generally do not need lighting, and in fact, lighting can have
a negative impact on wildlife. Therefore, if you think that lighting
wouldn’tbe neededat all in the site then mark this questionas N/A
rather than No.

P8

Planting such as
trees, woodland,
shelterbelt,
shrubs, opengrass,
flowerbeds,
natural vegetation

Appropriate plantingis one of the main attributes of a site which can
make it attractive and appealingto the public. The variety of planting
should be proportional to the size of and range of functions of a site.
Planting functions include habitats for wildlife, or for colour during
summer, forexample. Often on largersites, itis possibletoachieve a
variety of planting which performs arange of functions withoutit
being confusing. Smaller sites with awide variety of planting may
have a fussy, overly complexand confused appearance. Therefore,
considerthe scale of the site and what it can accommodate, without it
becomingoverly confused and a mish mash of planting, before
scoringit.

Also considerthe surrounding environment. Forinstance, ina
heathland orwoodland environment there may be less variety of
planting, butthis should still score wellifitisfeltthisisappropriate
for thessite.

P9

Appropriately
managed
vegetation (grass,
trees, bushes,
shrubsetc.)

The type of site should be considered here before scoringit. Isit
formal orinformal, urban orrural? Aformal, urban publicpark would
be expectedto have most of its vegetation well managed, unless
thereisan intentional wild area or natural habitat, or there are areas
of grassintentionally leftlongundertrees. However, less formaland
most rural sites may be lessintensively managed, ormay appearto
not be managed at all, and thisis perfectly acceptable.

The score here should be based on appropriateness of how the
vegetation is managed within the specificsite.

78 | Page

Page 163




It may be that you feel the site is overly managed, in which case you
can give a lowerscore because of that.

Please note any particularissues which you spotregarding
management of the space, evenif they haven’t affected the score
given. This can be issues of a site beingunder or over managed.

P10

Pleasingviews

Doesthe site provide pleasing views either within the site itselforto
features outwith the site? This could be of buildings, the wider green/
openspace, rivers, open water, the widerlandscape/ townscape etc.
Is the site importantin views from a gateway route into the city, such
as froma majorroad, railway-line or core path?

Try not to letyourindividual opinion affect this score. Try to think
about what other people may appreciate in aview which you may
not.

P11

Providesintimate/
secludedspace

Does the site provide anintimate/ secluded space, this could be the
site as a whole orsimply be a part of the site?

Open/green spaces can sometimes be the only placesto provide a
calm place away from the busy city and thisisan important function
of open spaces. Therefore, factors such as how quietthis areais, how
few manmade features (buildings, roads etc.) you can see should be
considered when scoring. Basically, how peaceful or detached from
busy areas doesthe areafeel?

P12

Strong, positive
character/ identity

Doesthe open space have a strong character/ clearidentity toit? This
means, is there a visual consistency throughout the site which helps
to give the space a character of itsown. Is there a clearstyle and
intentioninthe design of the space? Does the site design relate well
to the site’s function (e.g. formal orinformal) and its surroundings
(built, historic, natural)? This can be achieved by the arrangement of
builtstructures/ planting/ enclosure and use of materials (e.g. walls all
of the same style/ scale appropriate to the location), also through
planting (such as hedgerows/ trees) or absence of planting
appropriate tothe area. For example, coastal open spaces are
exposed and wouldn’t characteristically contain trees but may have
important coastal grasslands. If the site does have a strong character/
identity toitthenitshouldscore highly.

P13

Cultural features
such as
monuments,
statues, artwork
etc.

Thisis a yesor no question (if there isnofeature markas N/A). As not
all sites can be expected to have thisitwould be unfairto score it,
however, if asite does have such a feature it can enhance the site and
should therefore boostits score by marking as yes.

Ifitis feltthatthe site could have a cultural feature, make a note of
the fact that you feel a feature could be present here.

Such featuresinclude: monuments, statues, memorials, fountains,
artwork (including graffitiart) etc.

79| Page

Page 164




Opportunities for Physical Activity

pitchsuch as

etc.

H1 | Is there asport

formal/informal
pitch, goalposts

This covers pitches/ courts/ goalposts/ bowling greens etc. which could
be used for, football, rugby, basketball, tennis, bowls etc.

SportAberdeen are carrying out their own playing pitch survey which
will be used to ascertain the quality of pitches etc. Therefore, thisis
simplyayesorno question.

H2 | Istherean

equipped play area

Thisrefersto play areas for young children, older children and adults.
Score this based on the amountand variety of equipmentthatis
available. Also considerthe apparent quality and maintenance of the
equipmentwhenscoring.

Examples of play equipment you may expect to see are: swings,
roundabout, see-saw, slide, climbing bars/ rope/ nets, springing seats
etc.

Make a note of any seriousissues you may spot with any equipped
play area. However, play areas are also separately assessed by the
Environmental Servicesteam undertheirPlay Area Review which
considers safety of equipment etc.

H3 | Provide fora

play, sport,

range of ages

diverse range of

outdoor activities
and recreational
opportunities fora

Rememberthat goal posts, basketball hoops etc. are notthe only way
to provide for physical activity. A grassed area can allow for many
activities (e.g.yoga, frisbeeetc.), trees can provide opportunities for
childrentoplayin, paths can potentially allow for walking, jogging,
cycling, equestrian use etc., and streams/ rivers can allow for water-
based recreation (kayaking).

Try to think about what range of opportunities may be available here,
not justwhatyou yourself would be interested in.

Thisis site dependentand should be scored accordingly. It would
generally be expected thatless formal sites would provideless of a
range, howeverthatis not to say that various activities may not be
catered for. More formal sites, such as parks, would be expected to
have more opportunities available.

Differentage groups require different things to allow them to engage
in physical activity in a space. For instance, foraspace to be useable by
the elderly, even just for walking, the provision of benchestorestat
could be important. For youngerusers, actual play equipmentis often
desirable.

Community Value

C1 | Good sense of

personal security

How safe doyou feel safe inthe space? Do you feel comfortable being
inthe site ordo you feel thatyou shouldn’tbe there? Isthere an easy
escape route, are exitlocations clear? Are there any narrow areas
between buildings, walls or vegetation, orunderpasses whereyou
couldfeel trapped? Think about how users might feel vulnerableand
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how the space mightfeel atdifferenttimes of day or the year —use
thisto reach a balanced score forthe site.

This question excludes natural surveillance, thatisscoredin C3.

C2 | Absence ofany A site should score highly here where there are little or no signs of
signs of anti-social | anti-social behaviour. If there are signs of anti-social behaviourthe site
behavioure.g. should score lowerdependant on how common and severe these
vandalism issuesare.

Examples of anti-social behaviour would be: vandalism, negative
graffiti, litter, fly tipping etc.

Any forms of anti-social behaviour which are found should be noted as
they may require to be reported.

C3 | Good levels of Natural surveillance is where crime is deterred in a space because the
natural siteis easily visible to the public, especially from outwith the site.
surveillance

A site should score highlyif there is good visibility into the site from
areas where othermembers of the publicare likelytobei.e.aroad,
housing, otherpublicplace etc. Asite should also score well where lots
of people are using the site itself as these fellow users provide the
natural surveillance. The less visible the site is, and by less people, the
loweritshouldtherefore score.

Thisis consideringthe site in general, i.e. acornerof a site may have
poor natural surveillance, butthis shouldn’t overly affect the score if
the majority of the siteis easily visible.

C4 | Close proximityto | Thisis simplyaskinghow close the site isto facilities which the public
community are likely to be using. These will likely make the site busierand may
facilitiese.g. shops | meanthat the site forms part of an important network/ hub of local,

publicly used spaces and facilities which are important to communities.
Community facilities include places such as: schools, community
centres, shops, health centres etc.

C5 | Presenceoffood- | Thisisayesorno question, markasyesiffood-growingispresenton
growingactivities | thesite, noifitisnot.
e.g.allotments,
raised beds etc. Food-growing could be taking place in the following ways: allotments,

orchards, community gardens, in borders, large containers, against
wallsorin raised beds forexample. Look for clues such as wooden
edgestoraisedbeds, lines of vegetables, containers orborders which
contain herbs, fruits and vegetable plants.

Make any relevant notes about what food-growingis availableonthe
site.

C6 | Wouldthissitebe | Ifitisalreadyafood-growingsite coulditbe expanded orenhanced?

good for growing
foodinthe future

Thisis ayesor no question. Mark as yes if this site would be good for
food-growing (orforexpanding food-growing) in the future, noif it
wouldn’t. Please considerif the site is accessible and could have the
physical attributes needed forfood growing when answering this; for
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example, doesitreceive good sunlightandisitsheltered fromthe
wind? Make any relevant notes about why this could be a good food-
growingsite inthe future.

Please note this questionis being asked to gatherinformation for
separate work relatingtofood-growing and will not be includedinthe
overall scoring forthe site.

Biodiversity
B1 | Doesthe space If this open/greenspaceistotallyisolated from any otheropen/ green
connectto the space or any green corridors then it should score low. If the space is
widerhabitat/ well connected eitherdirectly to otheropen/ green spaces orwell

othergreenspaces | connectedtogreen corridorsthenitshould score highly.

If green spacesare connected, viagreen corridors, this provides a
means for wildlifeto move from place to place. It can also provide a
more attractive visual link. When green spaces are isol ated wildlife are
restricted and this can limit biodiversity of an area. Examples of green
corridors would be railway embankments, watercourses, grass verges,
tree rows, shelterbelts, hedgerows etc., even street trees can provide
some habitat connectivity.

The larger and more diverse the connections the higherasite should
score, i.e. a continuous thick hedgerowwould score more than
separate street trees.

The aerial photograph/ map of the site should help you toidentify if
there are any green corridors and/ or otheropen/ green spaces that
this space connects with.

B2 | NESBReC NESBReC (North East Scotland Biological Records Centre) will be
Biodiversity Score | surveyingthe sitesto provide this biodiversity score, the surveyor does
—double weighted | not needto complete thisscore therefore. Itisdouble weighted to
ensure the NESBReC score provides the bulk of the score forthis
category and will be added later.

Ecosystems Services

What are Ecosystem Services?

The natural environment provides a wide range of benefitsto people. The term ecosystem services
isdefined asthe benefits human populations derive, directly or indirectly, from ecosystem functions
(Costanzaetal 1997).

OR

The multiple benefits people derivefrom ecosystems are known as ecosystem services.
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Ecosystem Function

Ecosystem functionisanintermediate between processand service. Forexample, if atree intercepts
air or waterborne pollutantsitisan ecosystem function. If thatfunction improves local airand
water quality, thenthe airand water quality improvementis the Ecosystem Service. Similarly, the
role of woodlandsinslowing down the passage of wateris afunction which has the potential of
deliveringaservice (waterflowregulation which reduces flood risk).

Scoring

In thisaudit we are looking toidentify what benefitasite is providing to the following Ecosystem
Services: air purification, carbon storage and sequestration, run-off reduction, temperature
regulation, noisereduction and benefit to pollinators. Otherthan benefit to pollinators which hasiits
own criteriathe rest shall be determined by ascertaining what the site is physically covered with. A
desk-based study using these figures will then determinethe Ecosystem Services score asite shall
receive. Therefore, you should approximate the percentage site coverage of the following ( please
also note what percentage coverage you thought there was for each criterion, it is accepted this
won’tbe exactly accurate):

Approximate percentage site coverage Score
E1l | % Tree cover 75-100% of the site 5
50-74% of the site 4
25-49% of the site 3
10-24% of the site 2
0-9% of the site 1
E2 | % Shrub cover 75-100% of the site 5
50-74% of the site 4
25-49% of the site 3
10-24% of the site 2
0-9% of the site 1
E3 | % Grass cover 75-100% of the site 5
50-74% of the site 4
25-49% of the site 3
10-24% of the site 2
0-9% of the site 1
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E4 | % Openwater cover 75-100% of the site 5
50-74% of the site 4
25-49% of the site 3
10-24% of the site 2
0-9% of the site 1
E5 | % Impervious surface cover 0-9% of the site 5
An impervious surfaceis 10-24% of the site 4
something which water cannot
freely drainthrough and will 25-49% of the site 3
instead run-off to otherareas.
Examplesare tarmac, 50-74% of the site 2
concrete, buildings etc.). As
this is a negative in terms of 75-100% of the site 1
ecosystems services the
percentages are flipped over
so low coverage scores best.
E6 | Benefitto pollinators If 75-100% of the site is covered by woodland, 5

Many plants and flowers can
benefit pollinators, therefore
the percentage of the site
covered by habitatfor
pollinatorsis usedtoscore this
question.

Rhododendrons and azaleas
are generally accepted as not
beinggoodforpollinators,
beesin particular, therefore
please discountthesefromthe
percentage cover whichyou
are scoring from.

trees, longgrass and flowers (excepting
rhododendrons and azaleas)

If 50-74% of the site is covered by woodland, 4
trees, longgrass and flowers (excepting
rhododendrons and azaleas)

If 25-49% of the site is covered by woodland, 3
trees, longgrass and flowers (excepting
rhododendrons and azaleas)

If 10-24% of the site is covered by woodland, 2
trees, longgrass and flowers (excepting
rhododendrons and azaleas)

If 0-9% of the site is covered by woodland, trees, 1
long grass and flowers (excepting rhododendrons
and azaleas)
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Final Section

6 | Site Description This should be a general, fairly high-level description of the site,
highlighting any key features and uses of the site which standout.
7 | Problems Thisis forany obviousissueswhich it appears are negatively affecting
the space.
For example:signs of anti-social behaviour, vandalism, litter, lack of
access, locked gates, poordrainage etc.
8 | Suggested In youropinion whatimprovements could be made to the site based
Improvements on yourfindings whilst carrying out this survey.
Keythingsto note here may be if the site has a clear opportunity for
improvements/ additions to be made in terms of:
- Biodiversity—e.g. trees, woodland, water; better connection to
habitats to reduce fragmentation
- SUDs — e.g.de-culverting, de-canalising, low or wet areas
suitable for waterretention
- Designimprovements
- Access/recreation (informal)
- Access/ activities (formal)
- Playspaces
- Sport pitches
- Anyother
9 [ Frequency of Use Whilstyou have been onsite, has the usage of the site by the public
been:
- High(H)
- Medium (M)
- Low (L)
Considerthe type of space and how busy you would expectitto be (i.e.
youwould expectapublicparkto be busierthanarural site).
Note any obvious reasons which may have increased or decreased this
compared to the norm whilstyou were there, i.e. weather conditions,
time of day, special event being held etc.
10 | PriorityforAction | Inyouropinion,fromviewingthesite, isimprovementto this space of
High (H), Medium (M), or Low (L) priority.
11 | FurtherComments | Note any further comments you may have from surveyingthe site that

have not been noted elsewhere inthe questionnaire.
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Page 170




APPENDIX G — OPEN SPACE AUDIT SURVEYOR SHEET
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1 Name of Surveyor(s)
2 Date & Time of Survey
3 Weather Conditions
4 Site ID & Site Name
5 Primary Land Use
ASSESSMENT CRITERIA SURVEYOR'S ASSESSMENT
ACCESSIBLE AND WELL CONNECTED Score Comment
A1l Fit for purpose core paths N/A12
345
A2 | Fitfor purpose otherpaths N/A12
345
A3 Equal access forall, including wheelchair N/A12
accessible (no adverse gradients, barriers to 345
access etc)
Al Connects with othertransport modese.g. public | N/A12
transport, cycle network / cycle parking, car 345
parking
A5 No barriersto access N/A12
345
A6 Entrances are well located and safe N/A12
345
A7 Effective signage/ interpretation appropriate for | N/A1 2
the site 345
A8 4G / free WiFi access / mobile reception N/AY/
N
ACCESS SCORE (1 = low, 5 = high) 1234
5
ATTRACTIVE AND APPEALING PLACES Score Comment
P1 Welcoming entrances and attractive boundary N/A12
features 345
P2 | Low levelsoflitter N/A12
345
p3 Cleanandfree fromdog fouling N/A12
345
P4 Are there general waste bins /dogwaste / mixed | N/A12
recycling 345
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Publictoilets

N/A12

P5
345
PG Well located furniture of good quality (benches/ | N/A12
picnictables/shelter) 345
p7 Doesthere appearto be lighting (e.g. of paths, N/AY/
sports areas etc.) N
P8 Planting such as trees, woodland, shelter belt, N/A12
shrubs, open grass, flower beds, natural 345
vegetation
P9 Appropriately managed vegetation (grass, trees, | N/A12
bushes, shrubs etc.) 345
P10 Pleasingviews N/A12
345
P11 Providesintimate/secluded space N/A12
345
P12 Strong, positive character/identity N/A12
345
P13 Cultural features such as monuments, statutes, N/AY/
artwork etc N
PLACE SCORE (1=1low, 5 = high) 1234
5
OPPORTUNITIES FOR PHYSICAL ACTIVITY Score Comment
H1 Is there a sports pitch such as formal / informal N/AY/
pitch, goalposts etc. N
H2 | Isthereanequippedplayarea N/A12
345
H3 Provide fora diverse range of play, sport, N/A12
outdooractivitiesandrecreational opportunities | 345
for arange of ages
HEALTH SCORE (1= low, 5 = high) 1234
5
COMMUNITY VALUE Score Comment
c1 Good sense of personal security N/A12
345
C2 | Absence of any signs of anti-social behavioure.g. | N/A12
vandalism 345
c3 Good levels of natural surveillance N/A12
345
ca Close proximity to community facilities e.g. shops | N/A1 2
345
cs5 Presence of food-growing activitiese.g. N/AY /
allotments, raised beds etc. N
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Would this site be good for growingfoodin the

Y/N

Cé6
future -Y/N, notscored
COMMUNITY SCORE (1 = low, 5 = high) 1234
5
BIODIVERSITY Score Comment
B1 Does the space connectto the widerhabitat/ N/A12
othergreen spaces 345
B2 NESBReC Biodiversity Score - double weighted N/A12
345
BIODIVERSITY SCORE (1= low, 5 = high) 1234
5
ECOSYSTEMS SERVICES Score Comment
Approx. %
E1 % Tree cover N/A12
%
345
E2 % Shrub cover N/A12
%
345
E3 :f Grass cover N/A12
° 345
E4 :fOpenwatercover N/A12
° 345
£S5 :flmpervioussurface cover N/A12
° 345
E6 (I;enefitto pollinators N/A12
° 345
ECOSYSTEMS SERVICES SCORE (1 =low, 5 =high) | 1234
5
Total Score for the Site - out of 25:
(Note Ecosystem Services was experimental data
and notincludedin overall site scoring)
6 Site Description:
7 Problems:
8 Suggested Improvements:
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9 Frequency of Use HML
10 | PriorityforAction HML
11 | FurtherComments
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Aberdeen Open Space Survey
What is Open Space?
Survey Overview
Key Survey Findings
Survey Results
Resident status
1: Do you live, work or visit Aberdeen?

Use of Open Space

0 N N N W Rm m =

2: Why do you use, visitorenjoy the city’s open spaces? Pleaseidentify yourtop three

reasons you use, visit or enjoy open spaces:
Frequency of use

3: How often on average doyou use or visitany of Aberdeen’s greenspace areas or
open spaces?

4: Didyou visitthe city’s green or open spaces more often during than before the
Coronavirus pandemic?

5: Do you visit the city’s green or open spaces more often now than before the
Coronavirus pandemic began?

Length of stay
6: On average how long do you stay in greenspace or open spaces when you visit?

7: Whenyouvisitgreen oropen spaces now do you stay for longerthan before the
Coronavirus pandemic began?

Value of Open Space

8: How important was your local green or open space to you duringlockdown
restrictions in terms of health and wellbeing?

9: What benefits did you gain from access to your local green or open space during
Coronavirus restrictions?

Open Space travel

8
9

10

11
12

12

13
14

14

15
17

10: On average how longdo you spend travelling on an outward journey to use, visit or

enjoy open spacesin the city?

17

11: Please specify yourusual mode of travel such as walking, cycling, motorised vehicle

or public transport. Tick more than one box if more than one mode is used.

18

12: Has the average time you would spend travelling on an outward journey to use, visit
or enjoy open spaces in the city changed compared to before the Coronavirus pandemic

began?

Page 178

19



13: Since the Coronavirus pandemichave you changed which green or open spaces you
visit at all and if so why 20

Open Space Satisfaction 21

14: How satisfied are you with the quality of the different types of Aberdeen’s
greenspace areas or open spaces? 21

15: How satisfied are you with the overall quality of Aberdeen’s greenspace and open

spaces generally? - Overall satisfaction 34
Improving Open Space 35
16: What, if anything, would encourage you to use orvisit Aberdeen City’s greenspace

or open spaces more often? 35
Most visted Open Spaces 38

17: Which greenspace areaor openspace in Aberdeen City do you visit most? (Please
specify uptotwo places e.g. name of a park or woodland orthe street name where the

green/open space is located.) 38
Food Growing Opportunities 39
18: Wouldyou like to see more food-growing opportunities within greenand open
spaces across Aberdeen? 39
Managing Spaces for Nature 40
19: Wouldyoulike to see more green spaces managed in a more natural way for the
benefit of wildlife and nature? - Tell us if you agree or disagree 40
General Open Space Comments 41

20: If you have any further general comments you wish to make about Aberdeen’s

green and open spaces please use the space below: 41
Volunteering in Open Spaces 42
21: If giventhe opportunity would you be interested in volunteeringin green and open

space areas? 42
Local Open Spaces 43
22: Are you aware of any greenspace or open spacesin your local area? 43

23: Which of the following best describes the greenspace area or open space in your
local area? a4

Local Open Space Satisfaction 45

24: How satisfied are you with the quality of yourlocal greenspaces or open spaces
nearest to you? 45

25: What, if anything, would encourage you to use orvisit yourlocal greenspace areas

or open spaces more often? 57
Equalities Monitoring 59
26: What is your sex? 59
27: What is your age group? 60
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28: Do you have a medical condition ordisabilities which may affect your choice oruse

of greenspace or open spaces areas? 62
29: What is your ethnic group? 63
30: What is your post code? 65
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WHAT IS OPEN SPACE?

Openand green blue spaces are critical for our quality of life. Aberdeen has avariety of
greenblue and open spaces that benefit both peopleand nature. These include open areas
of landinand around communities, and include parks, gardens, playing fields, woodlands,
play areas, allotmentsand civicspaces as well as water features such as ponds, burns and
rivers.

Open spaces provide multiple health, well-being, economic, and environmental benefits.
Openspace givesthe people of Aberdeen opportunities to connect with nature and each
other, tackle the global climate-nature crisis, promote nature recovery, and make positive
environmental changes.

Aberdeen's open and green blue spaces are managed by Aberdeen City Council, partners,
community groups, volunteers, businesses and other organisations.

The Planning (Scotland) Act 2019 broadly defines open space as space withinand on the

edge of settlements comprising green space orcivicareas. Parks, publicgardens, allotments,
woodlands, play areas, playingfields, green blue corridors, paths, churchyards and
cemeteries, natural areas, and institutional land as well as civicspaces are all forms of open
space.

e Openspace meansspace withinand on the edge of settlements comprising green
infrastructure orcivicareas such as squares, market places and other paved or hard
landscaped areas with a civicfunction.

e Greennetworks are connected areas of green infrastructure and open space.

e Greeninfrastructure are features of the natural and built environments that provide
a range of ecosystem services (social, economic & environmental benefits).

Greeninfrastructure caninclude greenspaces like parks, woodlands and open space, but also
includes streettrees, green/living roofs, and blue infrastructure such as water courses,
wetlands and sustainable drainage systems (SuDS).

SURVEY OVERVIEW

The Planning (Scotland) Act 2019 requires planning authorities to carry out an audit of open
space provision and to prepare and publish an Open Space Strategy as well as assess the
opportunities for play in their area. The audit process should also identify community views
on the value of open spaces.

This report presents the findings from the Aberdeen Open Space Survey which sought to
collectthe views of residents and visitors on how they use and perceive Aberdeen’s open and
green /blue spaces. The survey resultswill be analysed alongside audit datato inform afuture
revision of the Natural Environment Strategy.

1|Page
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The results are available foranyone to use to inform the shaping of policy action, including

future revisions of the Council’s Climate Plan and allied initiatives, along with the citywide
NetZero Aberdeen place based strategies such as the Natural Environment Strategy and

otherinitiatives. The findings can be used by professionals across arange of fields,
community organisations and city partnersto aid in their own approachesto open space.

Different methods were used to engage and consult with the community to find out how

theyvalue open spaces. This engagement focused on two areas: the first part was a citywide
Aberdeen Open Space Survey, the second part was a spatial Geographical Information
System (GIS) map-based survey where residents could use an interactive map to say more
aboutwhat they enjoyed or what could be betterabout specificspaces. Residents were also
asked to help identify spaces that could potentially be managed for wildlife orused forfood

growinginthe future.

Residents and visitors tothe
city were invited to take part
inthe online survey which
between 7-10minutesto
complete and was delivered
viaCitizen Space, adigital
engagement platform widely
used forpolicy consultation
and residentsurveys.

Due to COVID-19 pandemic
restrictions beingin place
duringthe survey period the
majority of engagement and
promotion was carried out
online viasocial media,
throughthe use of QR codes,
pressreleases, through
Community Planning
Aberdeen and partners,
Community Councils and
various community and
Friends of Parks groups.

12 — 57,
O
ABI E\,N

or

Home  Find Activities

Aberdeen Open Space Survey

Overview

Aberdeen City Council is conducting a city-wide survey on the use and
perceptions of Aberdeen’s Green and Open Spaces. The data collected will be
used to provide an evidence base for our open space audit and to inform
Aberdeen's Open Space Strategy as well as assisting with future policy,
planning, and management of Open Spaces.

The survey is in two parts. The first part is about your general views of
Aberdeen’s green and open spaces. The second part is an opportunity for you
to tell us more about specific spaces which are important to you where you
live. This information will be used to add community value to the open space
audit.

You can choose to complete the city-wide survey first or go straight to
completing surveys of specific spaces where you live by following the link
to Part 2: Site Specific Open Space Survey.

Papercopies were also made availableforcompletion in personinthe Marischal College

CustomerService Centre and in publiclibraries.

The survey was open from 08/02/2022 to 20/03/2022 with a total of 580 responses tothe
citywide survey and 783 responses to the spatial survey. Analysis of the spatial GIS map-

based surveyisongoing.
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A total of 580 responsestothe citywide survey were received.

CITYWIDE OPEN SPACE SATISFACTION

79% of respondents reported being satisfied, fairly satisfied or very satisfied with the overall
quality of Aberdeen’s greenspace and open space areas however some open space types
had a lowersatisfaction ratingthan others.

Allotments and community food growing spaces, walking and cycling routes and amenity
spaces had the lowest citywide satisfaction rates reported by respondents:

e Allotmentsand community food growing spaces: 65%
e Walking/cycling routes: 64%
e Amenityspaces: 64%

Parks, woodlands and natural or semi-natural areas had the highest citywide satisfaction
rates reported by respondents:

e Parks:86%
e Woodlands: 82%
e Natural or semi-natural areas: 82%

75% of respondents were satisfied, fairly satisfied or very satisfied with children’s play areas.

LOCAL OPEN SPACESATISFACTION

When respondents were asked about local spaces approximately 400 meters (ora 5-minute
walk) from their home satisfaction was broadly similar to citywide satisfaction with open
space areas.

Allotments and community food growing spaces, walking and cycling routes and amenity
spaces had the lowest satisfaction rates and parks, woodlands, and natural or semi natural
areas had the highest satisfaction rates.

VALUE OF OPEN SPACE

Respondents were asked the top three reasons why they use, visit orenjoy the city’sopen
spaces. The most common reasons given were:

1. Physical exercise orhealth reasons (e.g. walking orjogging etc.) 75%

2. Tobeinnature 71%

3. To meetfriendsorfamilyorto socialise 53%

4. To getoutof the house or office (e.g. forabreak) 47%

5. For mental health reasons 31%
3|Page
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95% of respondents said local greenspace and open space areas were important or
extremely important during Covid-19 pandemicrestrictions and that they helped relieve
stress, improve physical and mental wellbeing, and helped themto appreciate nature.

IMPROVING OPEN SPACE

When asked what would encourage respondents to use or visit Aberdeen’s greenspace or
open spaces more often the most common reasons given were:

1. Iftheyhad betterfacilities (e.g. benches ortoilets) 49%

2. Iftheywere bettermanaged for wildlife (e.g. wildlife 45%
enhancements such as tree and wildflower planting, long grass,
wetlands, shrubs etc.)

3. Ifthere were more adequate pathsforwalkingor cycling 36%

4. |Iftheyhad lessorno dogfouling 30%

5. Iftheywere better connected to otherspaces 25%

6. Iftheyhadlessorno litter 25%

7. Ifthere was betterinformation aboutthem (e.g.information 20%
panelsorsignage)

8. Iftheyhad betterlighting 19%

When asked what would encourage respondents to use orvisit local greenspace oropen
spaces more often the most common reasons given were:

1. Ifit had betterfacilities (e.g. benches ortoilets) 40%

2. Ifitwas bettermanagedforwildlife (e.g. wildlife 36%
enhancements such as tree and wildflower planting, long
grass, wetlands, shrubs etc.)

3. Iftherewaslessorno dogfouling 28%

4. Ifit had adequate pathsforwalkingorcycling 25%

5. Iftherewas lessorno litter 24%

6. Ifit had more bins 18%

7. Ifitwas better connectedto otherspaces 17%

8. Iftheyhad betterlighting 15%
4|Page
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MANAGING SPACES FOR NATURE

e 82% ofrespondents agreed orstrongly agreed thatthey would liketo see more
greenspaces managed in amore natural way for the benefit of wildlife and nature.

e 49% of respondents said they would be encouraged to visit spaces more often if
they were managed for wildlife and nature.

FOOD GROWING

o 54% of respondents agreed orstrongly agreed that they would liketo see more
food-growing opportunities within green and open spaces across Aberdeen.

e 65% of respondents reported being satisfied with the quality of allotments and
community food growing spaces.

Thisis the third lowest satisfaction rate of all the open space types and could be attributed
to the current high demand and long waitinglists for allotments.

OPEN SPACE USE

e Onaverage 41% of respondents visited greenspace and open space areas several
timesa week, 19% visited once aday and 15% visited once aweek.

e 59% of people stayed on average for1-2 hours, 26% forlessthan one hourand 15%
for more than 2 hours.

OPEN SPACE TRAVEL

o 76% of respondents walked and 51% used a motorized vehicle totravel toopen
spaces. 13% cycled and 11% used publictransport.

e Onaverage 31% of respondents spent 11-20 minutes travelling to spaces, 30% spent
6-10 minutes travellingand 23% spent 5 minutesorless.

EQUALITY & ACCESSIBLITY

Respondents wereasked aboutany needs around open spacesin relation to disability,
medical condition orage. Some respondents expressed need for betterlighting, security and
toiletfacilitiesin greenspaces, particularly at night.

The issue of accessibility for people with disabilities or mobility problems was expressed,
with the need for more hard surfaced paths and better maintained surfaces, suitablefor
wheelchairusers, toimprove accessibility highlighted. A need for more seating forrest
including wheelchairaccessible benches and handrails was also expressed.

The desire foraccess to exercise equipment and outdooradult gym equipment and a variety
of exercise equipment was also expressed.

VOLUNTEERING

66% of respondentsif given the opportunity would be interested in volunteeringin green
and open spaces.
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GENERAL OPEN SPACE COMMENTS

COMMON THEMES AND SUGGESTIONS: Some of the commonthemes and suggestions
that emerged from general comments were: reducing the use of chemicals and petrol
equipment used for maintaining open spaces, preserving and enhancing the biodiversity and
natural beauty of spaces, providing more facilities such as toilets, bins, cafes, play areas, and
cycle routes, improved maintenance and listening to local community's opinions and needs.

POSITIVE FEEDBACK ON GREENSPACES: A number of comments from respondents
expressed views on what was liked and appreciated about green and open spaces in
Aberdeen. Some of the aspects that were praised were the beach and riverside areas, the
biodiversity and natural beauty of spaces, and Aberdeen'’s parks and gardens.

PROTECTING OPEN SPACES FROM DEVELOPMENT: A number of responses expressed a
desire for open spaces to be protected from development. A number of concerns were
also raised around the potential development of areas of St Fittick's Park, which
respondents felt was a vital green space and wetland area for the residents of Torry and
the wildlife that inhabits it.
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SURVEY RESULTS

RESIDENT STATUS

1: DO YOU LIVE, WORK OR VISIT ABERDEEN?

There were 580 responses to this part of the question.

ve in aberdeen  [1ANNAAAAARARRECRCRR A 5-239%

Work in Aberdeen I""""[I 6.21%

Visit from outside of Aberdeen 3.97%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TOTAL PERCENT
Livein Aberdeen 521 89.83%
Work in Aberdeen 36 6.21%
Visitfrom outside of Aberdeen 23 3.97%
7|Page
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USE OF OPEN SPACE

2: WHY DO YOU USE, VISITOR ENJOY THE CITY’S OPEN SPACES? PLEASE
IDENTIFY YOUR TOP THREE REASONS YOU USE, VISIT OR ENJOY OPEN SPACES:

There were 580 responses to this part of the question.

for physical exercise or health reasons... IR 7466 %
to be in nature  HIIIIIHIIITTmm 70.52%
to meet friends or family or to socialis... NI 53.45%
to get out of the house or office (e.g. ... MMM 46.55%
for mental health reasons 31.38%
to exercise a pet 24.14%
part of ajourney to somewhere else (e.g... 22.76%
to use play areas 18.79%
to take part in organised sport 6.90%
to volunteer 6.21%
to grow food 5.00%

Other (please specify) 1.55%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80%
SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TOTAL PERCENT
iiz.p))hysical exercise or health reasons (e.g. walking orjogging 433 70.66%
to bein nature 409 70.52%
to meetfriendsorfamilyorto socialise 310 53.45%
to getout of the house or office (e.g. forabreak) 270 46.55%
for mental health reasons 182 31.38%
to exercise apet 140 24.14%
part of a journeytosomewhere else (e.g. walking or cycling) 132 22.76%
to use play areas 109 18.79%
to take part in organised sport 40 6.90%
to volunteer 36 6.21%
to grow food 29 5.00%
Other(please specify)* 9 1.55%

OTHER SUGGESTIONS: The mostcommon other reasons people used, visited orenjoyed the
city’s open spaces were birdwatching (3), forschool (3), forwork (2) or relaxation (2)

*Note some respondents selected other but didn’t specify an associated otherresponse.
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FREQUENCY OF USE

3: HOW OFTEN ON AVERAGE DO YOU USE OR VISIT ANY OF ABERDEEN’S

GREENSPACE AREAS OR OPEN SPACES?

There were 580 responses to this part of the question.

Several times a week ||

once every day - [[NMNMOAMUMIAMMUMIMIII  19.48%
once aweek [N 25.86%
More than once aday - [[[[[[JJNIMMMIIN 12.03%
once or twicea month - [[[[[[JIJJIIIIIIIN 9.32%
Once every 2-3 months 2.59%
Once or twicea year | 0.69%

Not atall 0.52%

0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35%
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SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TOTAL PERCENT

Several timesaweek 235 40.52%
Once every day 113 19.48%
Once a week 92 15.86%
More than once a day 64 11.03%
Once or twice a month 54 9.31%
Once every 2-3 months 15 2.59%
Once or twice a year 4 0.69%
Notat all 3 0.52%

4: DID YOU VISITTHE CITY’S GREEN OR OPEN SPACES MORE OFTEN DURING
THAN BEFORE THE CORONAVIRUS PANDEMIC?

There were 577 responses to this part of the question.

ves, visited more otten {111 NAMMAIACRARMRAIMAMACHINMRAIMINILR =52
| visited as frequently as | used to 29.64%
| visited less often than | used to 12.82%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%
SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TOTAL PERCENT
Yes, | visited more often 332 57.54%
| visited asfrequently as lused to 171 29.64%
| visited less oftenthan | used to 74 12.82%
10|Page
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5: DO YOU VISITTHE CITY’S GREEN OR OPEN SPACES MORE OFTEN NOW THAN
BEFORE THE CORONAVIRUS PANDEMIC BEGAN?

There were 577 responses to this part of the question.

sty s[RI >

vsvsemre e AN =

| visit less often than | used to 9.19%

0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40% 45% 50%

SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TOTAL PERCENT

| visitasfrequently aslused to 273 47.31%

Yes, | visit more often 251 43.50%

| visitless oftenthanlusedto 53 9.19%
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LENGTH OF STAY

6: ON AVERAGE HOW LONG DO YOU STAY IN GREENSPACE OR OPEN SPACES
WHEN YOU VISIT?

There were 578 responses to this part of the question.

-2 nowrs [ RATRCRARA AR oo
tessthan 2 hour [N 264

More than 2 hours 14.53%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%
SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TOTAL PERCENT
1-2 hours 341 59.00%
Lessthan 1 hour 153 26.47%
More than 2 hours 84 14.53%
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7: WHEN YOU VISIT GREEN OR OPEN SPACESNOW DO YOU STAY FOR LONGER
THAN BEFORE THE CORONAVIRUS PANDEMIC BEGAN?

There were 575 responses to this part of the question.

| visit for th [ h of ti |
e = et 0.0
used to

Yes, | stay longer 24.35%

| visit for less than time | used to 5.22%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%

SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TOTAL PERCENT

| visitforthe same length of time as | used to 405 70.43%

Yes, | stay longer 140 24.35%

| visitforlessthantime | usedto 30 5.22%
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VALUE OF OPEN SPACE

8: HOW IMPORTANT WAS YOUR LOCAL GREEN OR OPEN SPACE TO YOU DURING
LOCKDOWN RESTRICTIONS IN TERMS OF HEALTH AND WELLBEING?

There were 578 responses to this part of the question.

cvemetymoran: [ o
mporant [N 22505

Unimportant 2.94%

No opinion 2.25%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TOTAL PERCENT
Extremely Important 474 82.01%
Important 74 12.80%
Unimportant 17 2.94%
No opinion 13 2.25%
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9: WHAT BENEFITS DID YOU GAIN FROM ACCESS TO YOUR LOCAL GREEN OR
OPEN SPACE DURING CORONAVIRUS RESTRICTIONS?

There were 572 responses to this part of the question.

It helped li di d
e e wetoaing - ORI .22

mental wellbeing

It helped keep fit and i h
e et et ORI CRARIIN .9

sical health
it helped me appreciate and enjoy nature - [ NANAMMAMAOAUITIIITIIIIE eo.240

It helped me to meet friends and family
- 63.99%
or socialise

It helped me feel more connected to my |
45.80%
ocal green or open space

It helped me to grow my own food 5.07%

Other (please specify) 4.02%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TOTAL PERCENT
It helped me relievestress and improved mental health 476 83.22%
It helped me keep fit and improve my physicalhealth 461 80.59%
It helped me appreciate and enjoy nature 459 80.24%
It helped me to meetfriendsand family orsocialise 366 63.99%
Ltpf;(ztleped me feelmore connected to my local green oropen 262 45.80%
It helped me to grow my own food 29 5.07%
Other (please specify)* 23 4.02%
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OTHER SUGGESTIONS: The mostcommon other benefits gained from accesstolocal green
or open space during Coronavirus restrictions were socializing and feeling less isolated (4),
children’s activities (3), work/work meetings (2), being able to leave the house (2) and
exercising pets (2).

3 respondents highlighted that some open spaces were closed during coronavirus
restrictions orthat they didn’tfeel safe to use the spaces.

*Note some respondents selected other but didn’t specify an associated otherresponse.

16|Page

Page 196



OPEN SPACE TRAVEL

10: ON AVERAGEHOW LONG DO YOU SPEND TRAVELLING ON AN OUTWARD
JOURNEY TO USE, VISITOR ENJOY OPEN SPACES IN THE CITY?

(Inthis question we would likeyou to estimate the time it would take from yourhome or

workplace to your most used green or open space.)

There were 579 responses to this part of the question.

11.20 minwtes D 3o.725
o-10 minutes NN 3o.05%
s minutes or tess - {[[NUAAANANERUTETITONTID 22056
21-30 minutes 10.02%
More than 30 minutes 5.18%
Don't know 1.21%
0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35%
SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TOTAL PERCENT
11-20 minutes 178 30.74%
6-10 minutes 174 30.05%
5 minutesorless 132 22.80%
21-30 minutes 58 10.02%
More than 30 minutes 30 5.18%
Don’tknow 7 1.21%
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11: PLEASE SPECIFY YOUR USUAL MODE OF TRAVELSUCH AS WALKING,
CYCLING, MOTORISED VEHICLE OR PUBLIC TRANSPORT. TICK MORE THAN ONE
BOX IF MORE THAN ONE MODE IS USED.

There were 578 responses to this part of the question.

watking [T, 7s4
wetrseavetite JININMIIIIINIINNNEMNRR o
Cycling 13.15%
Public Transport 10.55%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%
SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TOTAL PERCENT
Walking 438 75.78%
Motorised vehicle 293 50.69%
Cycling 76 13.15%
PublicTransport 61 10.55%
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12: HAS THE AVERAGE TIME YOU WOULD SPEND TRAVELLING ON AN OUTWARD
JOURNEY TO USE, VISIT OR ENJOY OPEN SPACES IN THE CITY CHANGED
COMPARED TO BEFORE THE CORONAVIRUS PANDEMIC BEGAN?

There were 574 responses to this part of the question.

The Coronavirus pan demic

o psemi ol | -

open spaces in the

Yes, | spend more time than | used to tr

0,
avelling to open spaces in the city 14.98%

No, | spend less time than | used to tra

0,
velling to open spaces in the city 9.06%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%  80%

SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TOTAL PERCENT
The Coronawrus pandemichas n'ot affefztedthe averagetimel 436 75.96%
spend travellingto openspacesinthe city
Yes, I_spend more time than | usedto travellingto openspacesin 86 14.98%
the city
No,I.spendIesstlme thanlusedto travellingto openspacesin 5 9.06%
the city
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13: SINCETHE CORONAVIRUS PANDEMIC HAVE YOU CHANGED WHICH GREEN OR
OPEN SPACES YOU VISIT AT ALLAND IF SO WHY

There were 574 responses to this part of the question.

o, thespaces it rave ot v [ s >

Yes, |l h di d I didn't k
o previously oo to staying locel MMM 23 525%

,Ih d spaces closer to where 1
Yo Thave use SI Ii\feSc ertowner ||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||| 5.51%
Yes, | have used different spaces due no "”"”"”"”"”"” 7.32%

. (]

t being in the office/work

Yes, spaces | used to visit became too b

4.70%
usy
Other (please specify) 3.48%
0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40% 45% 50%

SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TOTAL PERCENT
No, the spaces| visit have not changed 261 45.47%
Yes,'l have discovered spaces | didn’t know previously due to 135 23.52%
stayinglocal
Yes, | have used spaces closerto where | live 89 15.51%
Yes, | have used different spaces due not beingin the office/work 42 7.32%
Yes, spaces | usedto visitbecame too busy 27 4.70%
Other (please specify)* 20 3.48%

OTHER SUGGESTIONS: The mostcommon ‘otherreason’ why since the Covid-19 pandemic
people changed which green oropen spaces they visited was due to moving home (6),
exploring new spaces (3), lack of seatingin some spaces (2) and spaces beingtoo busy (2)

*Note some respondents selected other but didn’t specify an associated otherresponse.
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OPEN SPACE SATISFACTION

14: HOW SATISFIED ARE YOU WITH THE QUALITY OF THE DIFFERENT TYPES OF
ABERDEEN’S GREENSPACE AREAS OR OPEN SPACES?

Respondents were asked to give their overall satisfaction with the quality of the different
greenspace areas and open space typesinthe city.

Parks I 86.38%
Woodlands I i, 82.32%
Riverside areas N0 81.52%
Open natural or semi-natural areas IR - 81.52%
Nature reserves or wildlife sites [ IIHMMMHIIIHIIITTTHTEIITmHmimmimmimmmm: - 80.27%
Playing fields or sports pitches 77.91%
Beach or shoreline 77.82%
Children’s playareas 75.44%
Allotments or community food-growing spaces 64.75%
Walking or cycling routes 64.28%
Amenity spaces 63.72%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

OPEN SPACE SATISFACTION % RANK
Parks (These can be small neighbourhood parks or large - 1
major parks e.g. Duthie park)

Woodlands 82.32% 2
Open natural or semi-natural areas 81.52% 3
Riverside areas 81.52% 4
Nature reservesorwildlifesites 80.27% 5
Playingfields orsports pitches 77.91% 6
Beach or shoreline 77.82% 7
Children’s play areas 75.44% 8
Allotments or community food-growing spaces 64.75% 9
Walkingor cycling routes 64.28% 10
ﬁg?:;g;?::i; (smallinformal spaces around residential or 63.72% 1
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79% of respondents reported being satisfied, fairly satisfied or very satisfied with the overall
quality of Aberdeen’s greenspace and open space areas however some open space types
had a lowersatisfaction rating than others.

Allotments and community food growing spaces, walking/cycling routes and amenity spaces
had the lowest citywide satisfaction rates reported by respondents:

e Allotmentsand community food growing spaces: 65%
e Walking/cycling routes: 64%
e Amenity spaces: 64%

Parks, woodlands and natural or semi-natural areas had the highest citywide satisfaction
ratesreported by respondents:

e Parks:86%
e Woodlands: 82%
e Natural or semi-natural areas: 82%

75% of respondents were satisfied, fairly satisfied or very satisfied with children’s play areas.
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PARKS (THESE CAN BE SMALL NEIGHBOURHOOD PARKS OR LARGE MAJOR PARKS E.G.
DUTHIE PARK)

There were 576 responses to this part of the question.

verysases [ MNNNNENIEERREIIRRIINY .7

Spmey ;9" -

satisfied ([ NMAMUMMNMMIMIID 6.3

Slightly Satisfied 9.83%

Not Satisfied 3.10%

0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40% 45% 50%

SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TOTAL PERCENT
Very Satisfied 157 27.07%
Fairly Satisfied 249 42.93%
Satisfied 95 16.38%
Slightly Satisfied 57 9.83%
Not Satisfied 18 3.10%

86.38% of respondents weresatisfied, fairly satisfied or very satisfied with local parks.
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AMENITY SPACES (SMALL INFORMAL SPACES AROUND RESIDENTIAL OR BUSINESS
AREAS)

There were 532 responses to this part of the question.

verysaises [ NNNNEIIY .=

SN ", -

satisted ] 25.9514

Slightly Satisfied 22.18%
Not Satisfied 14.10%
0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35%
SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TOTAL PERCENT
Very Satisfied 39 7.33%
Fairly Satisfied 146 27.44%
Satisfied 154 28.95%
Slightly Satisfied 118 22.18%
Not Satisfied 75 14.10%
63.72% of respondents were satisfied, fairly satisfied or very satisfied with amenity
spaces.
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CHILDREN’S PLAY AREAS

There were 452 responses to this part of the question.

very satistied [N & 63
rairty sacisied [T 2926
Satisfied 37.39%
Slightly Satisfied 15.04%
Not Satisfied 9.51%
0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40%
SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TOTAL PERCENT
Very Satisfied 39 8.63%
Fairly Satisfied 133 29.42%
Satisfied 169 37.39%
Slightly Satisfied 68 15.04%
Not Satisfied 43 9.51%

75.44% of respondents were satisfied, fairly satisfied or very satisfied with children’s
play areas.
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ALLOTMENTS OR COMMUNITY FOOD-GROWING SPACES

There were 417 responses to this part of the question.

Very satistied [ +32%
pairty satisied [ [NAMIRTAIRTMNMOANETRIMY 202224
Satisfied 41.01%
Slightly Satisfied 19.42%
Not Satisfied 15.83%
0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40% 45%

SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TOTAL PERCENT
Very Satisfied 18 4.32%
Fairly Satisfied 81 19.42%
Satisfied 171 41.01%
Slightly Satisfied 81 19.42%
Not Satisfied 66 15.83%

64.75% of respondents were satisfied, fairly satisfied or very satisfied with allotments
and community food-growing spaces.
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PLAYING FIELDS OR SPORTS PITCHES

There were 439 responses to this part of the question.

Very satistied MMM 0-25%
rairty satisfied . [[1NNTAIRTANRARRTRTTATRRATRTRTRTRIINIII - 25.5724
Satisfied 41.69%
Slightly Satisfied 13.44%
Not Satisfied 8.66%
0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40% 45%
SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TOTAL PERCENT
Very Satisfied 45 10.25%
Fairly Satisfied 114 25.97%
Satisfied 183 41.69%
Slightly Satisfied 59 13.44%
Not Satisfied 38 8.66%

77.91% of respondents were satisfied, fairly satisfied or very satisfied with playing fields
or sports pitches.
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BEACH OR SHORELINE AREAS

There were 559 responses to this part of the question.

AR T —
el T —

satisfied [ [MNINAMAAMRRRARAMAIINY 725+

Slightly Satisfied 13.95%
Not Satisfied 8.23%
0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40%

SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TOTAL PERCENT
Very Satisfied 129 23.08%
Fairly Satisfied 209 37.39%
Satisfied 97 17.35%
Slightly Satisfied 78 13.95%
Not Satisfied 46 8.23%

77.82% of respondents were satisfied, fairly satisfied or very satisfied with beach and
shoreline areas.

28| Page

Page 208



OPEN NATURAL OR SEMI-NATURAL AREAS

There were 541 responses to this part of the question.

very satisfed [ [T

eairy satsted [

Satisfied

Slightly Satisfied

Not Satisfied

0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40% 45%
SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TOTAL PERCENT
Very Satisfied 101 18.67%
Fairly Satisfied 217 40.11%
Satisfied 123 22.74%
Slightly Satisfied 65 12.01%
Not Satisfied 35 6.47%

81.52% of respondents were satisfied, fairly satisfied or very satisfied with open natural
and semi-natural areas.

29| Page

Page 209



WOODLANDS

There were 543 responses to this part of the question.

very satisfed [ AMNMATNAARERCEIEMATIIID 23-02

PNl —

satisfied [ AAAMCRTRRARAMUTAMIANANY 22-97

Slightly Satisfied 11.60%
Not Satisfied 6.08%
0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40%

SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TOTAL PERCENT
Very Satisfied 125 23.02%
Fairly Satisfied 200 36.83%
Satisfied 122 22.47%
Slightly Satisfied 63 11.60%
Not Satisfied 33 6.08%

82.32% of respondents were satisfied, fairly satisfied or very satisfied with woodland
areas.
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NATURE RESERVES OR WILDLIFE SITES

There were 527 responses to this part of the question.

very satisfed [ [ MMAARIAMAMMMAMATMAMOMI 20-30%

eairy satisted [ -5

sacisfied RN RRRRT 255
Slightly Satisfied 14.23%
Not Satisfied 5.50%

0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40%
SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TOTAL PERCENT
Very Satisfied 107 20.30%
Fairly Satisfied 182 34.54%
Satisfied 134 25.43%
Slightly Satisfied 75 14.23%
Not Satisfied 29 5.50%

80.27% of respondents were satisfied, fairly satisfied or very satisfied with nature
reserves or wildlife sites.
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RIVERSIDE AREAS

There were 546 responses to this part of the question.

very satisfed [ [ NAMAMNMAMUMAMAMIMINIINNI 22-5s2

NP —_——_—,—"n5, e

satisfed | AAACAAREARA AR 2355

Slightly Satisfied 13.92%
Not Satisfied 4.03%
0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40%

SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TOTAL PERCENT
Very Satisfied 123 22.53%
Fairly Satisfied 194 35.53%
Satisfied 131 23.99%
Slightly Satisfied 76 13.92%
Not Satisfied 22 4.03%

81.52% of respondents were satisfied, fairly satisfied or very satisfied with riverside
areas.
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WALKING OR CYCLING ROUTES

There were 529 responses to this part of the question.

very satisfied [ I[NNI 2055+
rairy satsted |27 224

satisfed || e g

Slightly Satisfied 20.04%
Not Satisfied 15.69%
0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30%

SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TOTAL PERCENT
Very Satisfied 56 10.59%
Fairly Satisfied 144 27.22%
Satisfied 140 26.47%
Slightly Satisfied 106 20.04%
Not Satisfied 83 15.69%

64.28% of respondents were satisfied, fairly satisfied or very satisfied with walking or
cycling routes.
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15: HOW SATISFIED ARE YOU WITH THE OVERALL QUALITY OF ABERDEEN’S
GREENSPACE AND OPEN SPACES GENERALLY? - OVERALL SATISFACTION

There were 573 responses to this part of the question.

Very satisfied [N 1352
rairly satisfed | - -7
Satisfied 25.48%
Slightly Satisfied 15.18%
Not Satisfied 5.76%
0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40% 45%

SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TOTAL PERCENT
Very Satisfied 78 13.61%
Fairly Satisfied 229 39.97%
Satisfied 146 25.48%
Slightly Satisfied 87 15.18%
Not Satisfied 33 5.76%

79.06% of respondents were satisfied, fairly satisfied or very satisfied with the overall
guality of Aberdeen’s greenspace and open space areas.
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IMPROVING OPEN SPACE

16: WHAT, IF ANYTHING, WOULD ENCOURAGE YOU TO USE OR VISIT ABERDEEN
CITY’S GREENSPACE OR OPEN SPACES MORE OFTEN?

(Please choose amaximum of 3choices fromthe list below)

There were 572 responses to this part of the question.

If they had better facilities (e.g. benc... 49.13%

If they were better managed for wildlife... 45.28%

If there were more adequate paths for wa... JUCC AR RAARRRARRRRARRARAAARRNA AN | 36.01%

If they had less or no dog fouling SRR | 30.07%

If they were better connected to other s...

If they had less or no litter

If there was better information about th...

If they had better lighting
If they had more bins
If they had adequate shelter

If they were more intensively maintained

If they were suitable for elderly or dis...

If they were more accessible

If there was less or no anti-social beha...

If there were more community food-growin...
If they had better play spaces or play s...

If they were safer (e.g. better security...

If they had better facilities for adoles...

If they better facilities for sports & ...

If they were less intensively maintained
They are fine as they are
Other (please specify)

If they had less or no flooding

A | 25.17%

SATARRARRARARARARARANCANCANANAAN | 25.00%

AL | 19.7 6%

A | 19.41%

AT | 19.23%

(i | 18.53%

[ | 17.31%

QU ( 14.16%

(I | 12.94%

12.94%

11.89%

10.31%

10.31%

9.44%

7.34%

6.29%

5.77%

5.77%

5.42%

0% 10% 20% 30%
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SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TOTAL PERCENT RANK
If they had betterfacilities (e.g. benches ortoilets) 281 49.13% 1

If they were better managed forwildlife (e.g. wildlife
enhancements such as tree and wildflower planting, long 259 45.28% 2
grass, wetlands, shrubs etc.)

If there were more adequate paths for walking or cycling 206 36.01% 3
If they had less or no dog fouling 172 30.07% 4
If they were better connected to otherspaces 144 25.17% 5
If they had lessor no litter 143 25.00% 6
g;:eelrseov:/;sg?]ztg'f)rinformation aboutthem (e.g.information 113 19 76% 5
If they had betterlighting 111 19.41% 8
If they had more bins 110 19.23% 9
If they had adequate shelter 106 18.53% 10
If they were more intensively maintained 99 17.31% 11
If they were suitable forelderly or disabled people 81 14.16% 12
If they were more accessible 74 12.94% 13
If there was less or no anti-social behaviour 74 12.94% 14
If there were more community food-growing facilities 68 11.89% 15
If they had better play spaces or play space provision 59 10.31% 16
If they were safer (e.g. bettersecurity) 59 10.31% 17
:;EP;EYlTsaedgt;i;c’;iraffec;ISi;cies foradolescents (e.g. skateparks, 54 9.44% 18
If they betterfacilities for sports & recreation 42 7.34% 19
If they were less intensively maintained 36 6.29% 20
They are fine astheyare 33 5.77% 21
Other(please specify)* 33 5.77% 22
If they had lessor no flooding 31 5.42% 23

OTHER SUGGESTIONS: The mostcommon other responses specified were comments around
dogs with a total of 12 responsesin this category as follows: increased provision of dedicated
dog parks (4), If dogs were underbetter control (3), more dog free zones(2), reduced dog
fouling (2) more dogbins(1).

The other common responses specified were more protection of green and open spaces from
development (7), improved bus links (4), increased café provision in parks (4), better
segregation of cyclists and pedestrians (4), increased activitiesin parks (3), betterlightingin
parks (3), reduced use of herbicides/pesticides (2) improved parking provision (2), providing
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more outdooradultexercise equipment (2), removal of trees after storm damage (2) and
providinglargeropenspaces (2).

*Note some respondents selected otherbut didn’t specify an associated other response.

37| Page

Page 217



MOST VISTED OPEN SPACES

17: WHICH GREENSPACE AREA OR OPEN SPACE IN ABERDEEN CITY DO YOU VISIT
MOST? (PLEASE SPECIFY UP TO TWO PLACES E.G. NAME OF A PARK OR
WOODLAND OR THE STREET NAME WHERE THE GREEN/OPEN SPACE IS
LOCATED.)

The top 10 greenspace and open space areas identified as being most visited by respondents
were as follows:

GREENSPACE / OPEN SPACE AREA TOTAL RANK
Duthie Park 183 1
Aberdeen Beach 144 2
Hazlehead Park 125 3
Seaton Park 96 4
St Fittick’s Park 50 5
Westburn Park 39 6
Victoria Park 35 7
Deeside Way 29 8
Scotstown Moor Local Nature Reserve 19 9
Torry Battery 9 10
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FOOD GROWING OPPORTUNITIES

18: WOULD YOU LIKE TO SEE MORE FOOD-GROWING OPPORTUNITIES WITHIN

GREEN AND OPEN SPACES ACROSS ABERDEEN?

There were 571 responses to this part of the question.

strongly agree. [ NMIMMAMUMAMAMUMIININIIIN 2550

reno sgree [NMINIINIINIONAANNNER .

Neither agree nor disagree
Tend to disagree 3.15%

Strongly disagree 1.58%

0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35%

SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TOTAL

Strongly agree 169

Tendto agree 141

Neitheragree nordisagree 234

Tendto disagree 18
9

Strongly disagree

40.98%

40% 45%

PERCENT
29.60%
24.69%
40.98%

3.15%
1.58%

54.29% of respondents would like to see more food-growing opportunities within green

and open spaces across Aberdeen.

Respondents were also asked forany suggestions of spaces which could be used forfood-

growing with 68 responses to this part of the question.
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MANAGING SPACES FOR NATURE

19: WOULD YOU LIKE TO SEE MORE GREEN SPACES MANAGED IN A MORE
NATURAL WAY FOR THE BENEFIT OF WILDLIFE AND NATURE? - TELL US IF YOU

AGREE OR DISAGREE

There were 575 responses to this part of the question.

S T -

renvosgree [MIMNINNNMMNREIRRIINIIY =2+

Neither agree nor disagree 12.70%
Tend to disagree 3.48%

Strongly disagree 1.39%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60%
SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TOTAL PERCENT
Strongly agree 284 49.39%
Tendto agree 190 33.04%
Neitheragree nordisagree 73 12.70%
Tendto disagree 20 3.48%
8 1.39%

Strongly disagree

82.43% of respondents would like to see more green spaces managed in a more natural
way for the benefit of wildlife and nature.

Respondents were also asked forany suggestions of spaces which could be managed forthe
benefit of wildlifeand nature with 105 responses to this part of the question.
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GENERAL OPEN SPACE COMMENTS

20: IF YOU HAVE ANY FURTHER GENERAL COMMENTS YOU WISH TO MAKE
ABOUT ABERDEEN’S GREEN AND OPEN SPACES PLEASE USE THE SPACE BELOW:

There were 249 responsesto this part of the question.

GENERAL OPEN SPACECOMMENTS

COMMON THEMES AND SUGGESTIONS: Some of the common themes and suggestions
that emerged from general comments were: reducing the use of chemicalsand petrol
equipment used for maintaining open spaces, preserving and enhancing the biodiversity and
natural beauty of spaces, providing more facilities such as toilets, bins, cafes, play areas, and
cycle routes, improved maintenance and listening to local community's opinions and needs.

POSITIVE FEEDBACK ON GREEN SPACES: A number of comments from respondents
expressed views on what was liked and appreciated about green and open spaces in
Aberdeen. Some of the aspects that were praised were the beach and riverside areas, the
biodiversity and natural beauty of spaces, and Aberdeen'’s parks and gardens.

PROTECTING OPEN SPACES FROM DEVELOPMENT: A number of responses expressed a
desire for open spaces to be protected from development. A significant number of
concerns were also raised around the potential development of areas of St Fittick's Park,
which respondents felt was a vital green space and wetland area for the residents of Torry
and the wildlife that inhabits it.
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VOLUNTEERING IN OPEN SPACES

21: IF GIVEN THE OPPORTUNITY WOULD YOU BE INTERESTED IN VOLUNTEERING
IN GREEN AND OPEN SPACE AREAS?

There were 566 responses to this part of the question.

v I Vgt
No 34.10%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%
SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TOTAL PERCENT
Yes 373 65.90%

No 193 34.10%

65.90% of respondents if given the opportunity would be interested in volunteering in
green and open space areas.
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LOCAL OPEN SPACES

The following questions were about greenspace areas and open spacesinthe respondent’s
local area —this can referto any greenspace oropenspace inthe areaaround where they
live within approximately 400 meters ora 5-minute walk from theirhome.

Note respondents only answered the satisfaction question foreach specifictype of
greenspace oropenspace if they had access to these intheirlocal area.

22: ARE YOU AWARE OF ANY GREENSPACE OR OPEN SPACES IN YOUR LOCAL
AREA?

There were 580 responses to this part of the question.

Yes 92.93%
No 7.07%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TOTAL PERCENT
Yes 539 92.93%
No 41 7.07%

92.93% of respondents were aware of greenspace areas and open spaces in their local

area.
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23: WHICH OF THE FOLLOWING BEST DESCRIBES THE GREENSPACE AREA OR

OPEN SPACE IN YOUR LOCAL AREA?

There were 528 responses to this part of the question.

A park (These can be small neighbourhood... I 66. 10%
Children’s playarea [ [HIHIIHIMITmmmmmm - 40.53%
Woodland [T - 33.90%
Playing field or a sports pitch IR 32.58%

Natural or semi-natural area 29.92%

Riverside area 29.36%

Walking or cycling route 29.17%

Amenity space (small informal spaces aro... 27.84%
Nature reserve or wildlife site 17.99%
Beach or shoreline 17.80%
Allotment or community garden 16.48%
Other (please specify) 2.65%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40%

SUMMARY OF RESPONSES

A park (These can be small neighbourhood parks or large major
parks e.g. Duthie park)

Children’s play area
Woodland

Playingfield ora sports pitch
Natural or semi-natural area
Riverside area

Walkingor cycling route

Amenity space (small informal spaces around residential or
business areas)

Nature reserve or wildlife site
Beach or shoreline
Allotment orcommunity garden

Other(please specify)*

50%

TOTAL

349

214
179
172
158
155
154

147

95
94
87
14

60% 70%

PERCENT

66.10%

40.53%
33.90%
32.58%
29.92%
29.36%
29.17%

27.84%

17.99%
17.80%
16.48%
2.65%

OTHER SUGGESTIONS: The mostcommon other spaces specified were The Deeside Way
and Cemeteries. *Note some respondents selected other but didn’t specify an associated

otherresponse.
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LOCAL OPEN SPACE SATISFACTION

24: HOW SATISFIED ARE YOU WITH THE QUALITY OF YOUR LOCAL GREENSPACES
OR OPEN SPACES NEAREST TO YOU?

This can refertoany greenspace oropen space in the area around where you live within

approximately 400 meters or a 5-minute walk from your home.

PARKS (THESE CAN BE SMALL NEIGHBOURHOOD PARKS OR LARGE MAJOR PARKS E.G.

DUTHIE PARK)

There were 474 responses to this part of the question.

verysusted [N 055
rairly satisted {11 . 2.6
Satisfied 18.35%

Slightly Satisfied

Not Satisfied

0% 5%

SUMMARY OF RESPONSES
Very Satisfied

Fairly Satisfied

Satisfied

Slightly Satisfied

Not Satisfied

10.97%

8.65%

10% 15% 20% 25%

30%

35%

TOTAL
99
195
87
52
41

40% 45%

PERCENT
20.89%
41.14%
18.35%
10.97%

8.65%

80.38% of respondents were satisfied, fairly satisfied or very satisfied with the quality

of local parks.
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AMENITY SPACES (SMALL INFORMAL SPACES AROUND RESIDENTIAL OR BUSINESS
AREAS)

There were 387 responses to this part of the question.

verysases [N =

SN ——;—5;, ..

satisied ]2

Slightly Satisfied 19.12%
Not Satisfied 14.47%
0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35%

SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TOTAL PERCENT
Very Satisfied 31 8.01%
Fairly Satisfied 123 31.78%
Satisfied 103 26.61%
Slightly Satisfied 74 19.12%
Not Satisfied 56 14.47%

66.40% of respondents were satisfied, fairly satisfied or very satisfied with local
amenity space areas.
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CHILDREN’S PLAY AREAS

There were 363 responses to this part of the question.

Very satistied [ [MNMATMMIINIANNNAN 220224
rairty saeisied [N ORI 272
Satisfied 34.71%
Slightly Satisfied 15.43%
Not Satisfied 11.02%
0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40%

SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TOTAL PERCENT
Very Satisfied 40 11.02%
Fairly Satisfied 101 27.82%
Satisfied 126 34.71%
Slightly Satisfied 56 15.43%
Not Satisfied 40 11.02%

73.55% of respondents were satisfied, fairly satisfied or very satisfied with local
children’s play areas.
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ALLOTMENTS OR COMMUNITY GARDENS

There were 299 responses to this part of the question.

very satisfied . [N -7

vairly satisfed ([ [[HMANMAMMMINIIIIT 27-s2%

Satisfied

Slightly Satisfied

Not Satisfied

0% 5% 10%

SUMMARY OF RESPONSES
Very Satisfied

Fairly Satisfied

Satisfied

Slightly Satisfied

Not Satisfied

15.72%

18.73%

15% 20% 25% 30%

35%

TOTAL
26
52

118
47
56

39.46%

40% 45%

PERCENT
8.70%
17.39%
39.46%
15.72%
18.73%

65.55% of respondents were satisfied, fairly satisfied or very satisfied with local

allotment or community garden areas.
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PLAYING FIELD OR SPORTS PITCH AREAS

There were 349 responses to this part of the question.

Very Satisfied

Fairly Satisfied

Satisfied

Slightly Satisfied

Not Satisfied

AN 2245
L P 9.6
14.61%
10.60%
0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30%

SUMMARY OF RESPONSES

Very Satisfied
Fairly Satisfied

Satisfied

Slightly Satisfied

Not Satisfied

35%

TOTAL
40
86
135
51
37

38.68%

40% 45%

PERCENT
11.46%
24.64%
38.68%
14.61%
10.60%

74.78% of respondents were satisfied, fairly satisfied or very satisfied with local playing
field or sports pitch areas.
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BEACH OR SHORELINE AREAS

There were 296 responses to this part of the question.

very satisfed [ [ NAMAMAMAMUMAMAMINIMIMIIIIY 205255
eairy satsted [ 320

satisfed |1 My 255

Slightly Satisfied 11.49%

Not Satisfied 11.15%

0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35%

SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TOTAL PERCENT
Very Satisfied 61 20.61%
Fairly Satisfied 92 31.08%
Satisfied 76 25.68%
Slightly Satisfied 34 11.49%
Not Satisfied 33 11.15%

77.37% of respondents were satisfied, fairly satisfied or very satisfied with local beach
or shoreline areas.
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NATURAL OR SEMI-NATURAL AREAS

There were 357 responses to this part of the question.

very satisfed [ [ AMNMNMOMUMAMIMIIIND 2757

e el T —5—9n -

satisfed || 1.0

Slightly Satisfied 11.76%
Not Satisfied 9.24%
0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35%

SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TOTAL PERCENT
Very Satisfied 62 17.37%
Fairly Satisfied 109 30.53%
Satisfied 111 31.09%
Slightly Satisfied 42 11.76%
Not Satisfied 33 9.24%

78.99% of respondents were satisfied, fairly satisfied or very satisfied with local natural
or semi-natural areas.
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WOODLANDS

There were 356 responses to this part of the question.

very satisfed ][R 2914
eairy satsted || .37

satisfed || 87w

Slightly Satisfied 11.80%

Not Satisfied 9.55%

0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30%

SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TOTAL PERCENT

Very Satisfied 78 21.91%

Fairly Satisfied 101 28.37%

Satisfied 101 28.37%

Slightly Satisfied 42 11.80%

Not Satisfied 34 9.55%
78.65% of respondents were satisfied, fairly satisfied or very satisfied with local
woodland areas.
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NATURE RESERVES OR WILDLIFE SITES

There were 294 responses to this part of the question.

very satisfed [ MMAMMAUMUMUMAMIMIND 16.35%

NP N ——y—

satisfed |||y F-29:c0

Slightly Satisfied 15.99%
Not Satisfied 9.86%
0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25%

SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TOTAL
Very Satisfied 48
Fairly Satisfied 83
Satisfied 87
Slightly Satisfied 47
Not Satisfied 29

30% 35%

PERCENT
16.33%
28.23%
29.59%
15.99%
9.86%

74.15% of respondents were satisfied, fairly satisfied or very satisfied with local nature

reserve or wildlife areas.
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RIVERSIDE AREAS

There were 322 responses to this part of the question.

very satisfed [ NMNANARCACIATARUANIMND 273224

eairy satsted |y 31756

satisfed || 2501

Slightly Satisfied 12.11%

Not Satisfied 9.63%

0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35%

SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TOTAL PERCENT

Very Satisfied 56 17.39%

Fairly Satisfied 101 31.37%

Satisfied 95 29.50%

Slightly Satisfied 39 12.11%

Not Satisfied 31 9.63%
78.26% of respondents were satisfied, fairly satisfied or very satisfied with local
riverside areas.
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WALKING OR CYCLING ROUTES

There were 353 responses to this part of the question.

very satisfed [ [ [IMIIMMIMIAMAMUMAMAMIN 22255

SRl T, —

satisfed || T 8.9

Slightly Satisfied 15.01%
Not Satisfied 18.41%
0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30%

SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TOTAL PERCENT
Very Satisfied 43 12.18%
Fairly Satisfied 92 26.06%
Satisfied 100 28.33%
Slightly Satisfied 53 15.01%
Not Satisfied 65 18.41%

66.57% of respondents were satisfied, fairly satisfied or very satisfied with local walking
or cycling routes.
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OTHER LOCAL GREENSPACE AND OPEN SPACES AREAS

There were 87 responses to this part of the question.

very satisfied - [N 20-34%
rairly satisfied - {NTAARARTARERTANTRTTTRIINIIND  20-526
Satisfied 37.93%
Slightly Satisfied 12.64%
Not Satisfied 19.54%
0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40%
SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TOTAL PERCENT
Very Satisfied 9 10.34%
Fairly Satisfied 17 19.54%
Satisfied 33 37.93%
Slightly Satisfied 11 12.64%
Not Satisfied 17 19.54%

OTHER SUGGESTIONS: The mostcommon other open space type specified were Green
Access Routes, specifically The Deeside Way.

66.57% of respondents were satisfied, fairly satisfied orvery satisfied with otherlocal
greenspace and open spaces areas.
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25: WHAT, IF ANYTHING, WOULD ENCOURAGE YOU TO USE OR VISIT YOUR
LOCAL GREENSPACE AREAS OR OPEN SPACES MORE OFTEN?

There were 507 responsesto this part of the question.

If it had better facilities (e.g. benche...

If it was better managed for wildlife (e...

If there was less or no dog fouling
If it had adequate paths for walking or
If there was less or no litter

If it had more bins

If it was better connected to other spac...

If there was better lighting

If it was more intensively maintained
If there was adequate shelter

If there was less or no anti-social beha
If it had had better information aboutt
If it was suitable for elderly or disabl

If it was made more accessible

If it had better play spaces or play spa...

They are fine as they are

If it felt safer (e.g. better security)

If it had community food-growing facilit...

If it was less intensively maintained

If it had better facilities for adolesce...

If it had better facilities for sports &...

Other (please specify)

If there was less or no flooding

0%

40.24%

36.09%

28.40%

AR AR AR ALY+ 25.44%

AR AR ANANANANOAN - 24.06%
TUmn—n——n——nw—; - 18.15%
Smnmmnnn’=n;—n”"n’n, 17.95%
TR 15.38%
A7 15.19%

AR 1.3.81.%

. JunHTTTTT0mmmm  10.85%

« JUCHEAAAANA A+ 10.65%

. JUnmHmmmHmmmmme 10.26%

I 10.06%
9.86%
9.27%
8.68%
7.30%
7.30%
6.71%
6.11%
3.35%
2.76%
5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35%

40%  45%
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SUMMARY OF RESPONSES
Ifit had betterfacilities (e.g. benches ortoilets)

Ifit was better managed forwildlife (e.g. wildlife
enhancements such as tree and wildflower planting,
long grass, wetlands, shrubs etc.)

If there was less orno dog fouling

Ifit had adequate paths for walkingor cycling
If there was lessorno litter

Ifit had more bins

Ifit was betterconnectedto otherspaces

If there was betterlighting

If it was more intensively maintained

If there was adequate shelter

If there was less orno anti-social behaviour

Ifit had had betterinformation about the space (e.g.

information panels orsignage)

Ifit was suitable forelderly ordisabled people
Ifit was made more accessible

Ifit had better play spaces or play space provision
Theyare fine astheyare

Ifit feltsafer(e.g. bettersecurity)

Ifit had community food-growing facilities

Ifit was lessintensively maintained

Ifit had betterfacilities foradolescents (e.g.
skateparks, multi-use games areas)

Ifit had betterfacilitiesforsports & recreation
Other (please specify)*
If there was less orno flooding

There were 36 responses to this part of the question.

TOTAL
204

183

144
129
122
92
91
78
77
70
55

54

52
51
50
47
44
37
37

34

31
17
14

PERCENT
40.24%

36.09%

28.40%
25.44%
24.06%
18.15%
17.95%
15.38%
15.19%
13.81%
10.85%

10.65%

10.26%
10.06%
9.86%
9.27%
8.68%
7.30%
7.30%

6.71%

6.11%
3.35%
2.76%

RANK
1

O 00 N O U b W

10

12

13
14
15
16
17
18
19

20

21
22
23

OTHER SUGGESTIONS: The mostcommon other optionsidentified that would encourage
respondentsto use orvisit local greenspace areas or open spaces more often were having
more spaces available with respondents highlighting that a lack of available spaces nearby
was a barrierto access. Protecting greenspace and open space areas from development to
enable themto continue to be used as open spaces was also highlighted.

*Note some respondents selected other but didn’t specify an associated otherresponse.

Page 238

58 | Page



EQUALITIES MONITORING

26: WHAT IS YOUR SEX?

There were 576 responsesto this part of the question.

remate [ AR AR RARCRTRRUAR RN AKAIICND -0
Male 32.64%
Prefer notto say 3.47%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%

SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TOTAL PERCENT
Female 368 63.89%
Male 188 32.64%
Prefernotto say 20 3.47%
Intersex 0 0.00%

Please tell us if you have any requirements around open spaces in relation to your sex.
There were 18 responsesto this part of the question.
COMMON THEMES AND SUGGESTIONS:

Some respondents expressed the need for better lighting, security and toilet facilities in
green spaces, particularly at night.
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27: WHAT IS YOUR AGE GROUP?

There were 565 responses to this part of the question.

15 years or under m""""” 2.65%
161024 years [} +oe
25 to 34 years 15.04%

35 to 54 years 40.00%

55 to 64 years 23.89%

65 to 74 years 10.80%
75 years or older 2.65%

0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40% 45%
SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TOTAL PERCENT
15 yearsor under 15 2.65%
16 to 24 years 28 4.96%
25 to 34 years 85 15.04%
35 to 54 years 226 40.00%
55 to 64 years 135 23.89%
65 to 74 years 61 10.80%
75 yearsor older 15 2.65%
2.65%

15 yearsor under 15

Please tell us if you have any requirements around openspaces in relation to your age.

There were 35 responses to this part of the question.
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COMMON THEMES AND SUGGESTIONS:

The need for more toilet facilities was highlighted by anumber of respondents. The desire
for exercise equipment and access to outdooradult gym equipment and a variety of exercise
equipment was expressed. Some respondents raised the issue of accessibility for people
with disabilities or mobility problems, with more hard surfaced paths and better maintained
surfaces that are suitable for wheelchairs users requested along with the need for more

seatingand benches forrest.
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28: DO YOU HAVE A MEDICAL CONDITION OR DISABILITIES WHICH MAY AFFECT
YOUR CHOICE OR USE OF GREENSPACE OR OPEN SPACES AREAS?

There were 563 responses to this part of the question.

ves [N 2040

No 83.30%

Prefer notto say 6.22%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TOTAL PERCENT
Yes 59 10.48%
No 469 83.30%
Prefernotto say 35 6.22%

Please tell us if you have any suggestions or needs around open spacesin relationto your
disability or medical condition.

There were 30 responses to this part of the question.
COMMON THEMES AND SUGGESTIONS:

Respondents mention several barriers that prevent them from accessing or enjoying green
spaces, such as lack of publictoilets, benches, handrails, lights and paths. The need for more
toiletfacilities, seating, wheelchair accessible benches and good quality well maintained
paths to improve accessibility was also highlighted.
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29: WHAT IS YOUR ETHNIC GROUP?

There were 560 responses to this part of the question.

White - Scottish IR o 62.59%
White - British MM 22.59%
White - Other White Ethnic Group [llllll 3.97%
White - Polish  [llll 2.24%
White- Irish I 1.38%
Any Mixed Or Multiple I 1.21%
White - Eastern European 0.52%
African (Inc Scottish/British) 0.52%
Caribbean (Inc Scottish/British) 0.34%
Other 0.34%
White - Gypsy/Traveller | 0.17%
Black - (Inc Scottish/British) | 0.17%
Asian - Indian (Inc. Scottish/British) | 0.17%
Asian - Pakistani (Inc Scottish/British) 0.17%

Other - Arab (Inc Scottish/British) | 0.17%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%
SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TOTAL PERCENT
White - Scottish 363 62.59%
White - British 131 22.59%
White - Other White Ethnic Group 23 3.97%
White - Polish 13 2.24%
White - Irish 8 1.38%
Any Mixed or Multiple 7 1.21%
White - Eastern European 3 0.52%
African (IncScottish/British) 3 0.52%
Caribbean (IncScottish/British) 2 0.34%
Other 2 0.34%
White - Gypsy/ Traveller 1 0.17%
Black - (Inc Scottish/British) 1 0.17%
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Asian - Indian (Inc. Scottish/British) 1 0.17%
Asian - Pakistani (IncScottish/British) 1 0.17%
Other- Arab (IncScottish/British) 1 0.17%

There were no suggestions or needs around open spaces inrelation to ethnicity identified.

64| Page

Page 244



30: WHAT IS YOUR POST CODE?

There were 434 valid responses to this part of the question.

ELECTORAL WARD NAME TOTAL PERCENTAGE
Airyhall / Broombhill / Garthdee 38 8.8%
Bridge of Don 54 12.4%
Dyce / Bucksburn / Danestone 24 5.5%
George St / Harbour 25 5.8%

Hazlehead /Queens Cross/

Countesswells 48 11.1%
Hilton / Woodside / Stockethill 18 4.1%
Kincorth/ Nigg/ Cove 33 7.6%
Kingswells / Sheddocksley / Summerhill 16 3.7%
LowerDeeside 31 7.1%
Midstocket/Rosemount 41 9.4%
Northfield / Mastrick North 10 2.3%
Tillydrone /Seaton/Old Aberdeen 24 5.5%
Torry / Ferryhill 72 16.6%
Total Respondents 434 100.0%

Note these are estimated figures due to instances where postcodes can cover multiple
wards and instances of incorrect postcodes being provided which had to be excluded from
the results.
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Agenda ltem 11.1

ABERDEEN CITY COUNCIL

COMMITTEE Net Zero, Environment and Transport

DATE 11 June 2024

EXEMPT No

CONFIDENTIAL No

REPORT TITLE Aberdeen Rapid Transit — Recommended Network
Routeing

REPORT NUMBER CR&E/24/161

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR | Gale Beattie

CHIEF OFFICER David Dunne

REPORT AUTHOR Kirsty Chalmers

TERMS OF REFERENCE | 7, 8

To present recommendations on the desired routes for the proposed Aberdeen
Rapid Transit (ART) network in order to enable further progression of the

Note the findings of the ART Routeing Appraisal, as presented in Appendix 1.

Note the views of the North East Bus Alliance on the proposed ART routes, as

Agree the proposed ART routes as outlined at Figure 1 and 3.8-3.18 to be the
desired network upon which to continue to develop the business case for ART.

Agree that the multi-modal corridor studies be concluded at the end of Scottish
Transport Appraisal Guidance (STAG) Detailed Options Appraisal and that the
bus priority infrastructure options that align with the agreed ART routes as
identified at 2.3 above, be incorporated within the overall ART Business Case
development process, as illustrated at Figure 2, rather than continue as

Agree that those actions identified in the Multi-Modal Corridor Studies that do
not align with the proposed ART network be progressed through separate

1. PURPOSE OF REPORT
11
Strategic Business Case.
2. RECOMMENDATIONS
That the Committee:-
2.1
2.2
highlighted at 3.19.
2.3
2.4
standalone projects.
2.5
workstreams as appropriate.
2.6

Instruct the Chief Officer — Strategic Place Planning to report back to this
Committee on the ART Strategic Business Case by the end of the 2024/25
financial year, including further exploration of the costs and risks associated
with both a Bus Service Improvement Partnership (BSIP) and Franchise
approach, and prior to moving to Outline Business Case.
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2.7

2.8

3.1

3.2

3.2

3.3

Instruct the Chief Officer — Strategic Place Planning to engage with bus
operators, through the North East Bus Alliance, on the options for delivery of
ART along these desired routes through a partnership approach.

Instruct the Chief Officer — Strategic Place Planning to undertake further
engagement, as appropriate, with the public and stakeholders on the
development of ART to inform the Strategic Business Case, encompassing and
superseding previously agreed actions for engagement on the individual
corridors, and therefore enabling future engagement to be better aligned and
set within the context of the wider ART vision and programme.

CURRENT SITUATION

The Vision for Aberdeen Rapid Transit (ART) was first identified in the 2021
approved Nestrans Regional Transport Strategy (RTS) as an ambition to
develop a high quality, high frequency mass transit network across the city on
key corridors and linking key destinations, supported by Park & Ride facilities.
ART has the potential to support long-term sustainable growth and support local
priorities including city centre regeneration, reducing carbon emissions,
improving air quality, improving accessibility and connectivity, increasing active
travel and supporting healthy lifestyles. ART now also has national recognition
in Transport Scotland’s Strategic Transport Projects Review 2 (STPR2) and in
the revised National Planning Framework 4 (NPF4).

The Vision for ART is for a high quality bus rapid transit system delivering a
cross-city network connecting key destinations across the city and connected
to park and ride sites. A tram-like solution, it aims to deliver fast, frequent and
reliable public transport services through high segregation from general traffic,
high frequency and high capacity vehicles, off-board fare collection and efficient
boarding and alighting. The aim is to deliver significantly faster and more
reliable journey times, enhanced connectivity, accessibility and quality.

Following development of the ART Vision, the North East Bus Alliance was
successful in its bid to the Scottish Government’'s Bus Partnership Fund (BPF)
to undertake a STAG Appraisal and develop the Business Case for ART. The
BPF has also funded a series of multi-modal corridor studies considering
options for improving transport connections and infrastructure on four key
arterial corridors into Aberdeen. These multi modal corridor studies are
developing the bus priority measures that will be required to deliver ART.
Progress on these corridor studies was reported to this committee in March
2024 (Bus Partnership Fund report).

Through the Bus Partnership Fund, the Case for Change was established for
ART in a report published in May 2022 which identified the problems and
opportunities the scheme seeks to address, evidenced the rationale for the
development of ART, and set out the associated Transport Planning Objectives
(TPOs). A Preliminary and then Detailed Options Appraisal followed,
considering the form of ART interms of infrastructure, vehicles and services as
well as the delivery mechanisms available, primarily Bus Service Improvement
Partnerships (BSIP) and Franchising approaches.
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3.4

3.5

3.6

3.7

3.8

3.5

At its meeting on 9" May 2023, this Committee considered the Detailed Options
Appraisal and agreed to endorse the decisions of the Nestrans Board which
included:

a) Agreement to work with partners of the North East Bus Alliance to
continue to develop a Bus Service Improvement Partnership (BSIP)
agreement that could support the delivery of ART and explore with bus
operators what could be achieved through this mechanism.

b) In parallel to further explore the costs and risks associated with both a
BSIP and a franchise approach in order to fully understand the likely
financial implications (both in terms of set up and ongoing revenue
Costs).

c) Further consideration to establish the desired routeing and interchange
points for the ART corridors and services.

d) Further investigation and quantification of the wider economic and
social benefits that ART may bring to the region.

e) More detailed financial analysis of operating costs and revenues to firm
up on the level of commercial viability and risk associated with both a
BSIP and franchising approach.

ltem a) is being progressed by the North East Bus Alliance, with work being led
by Aberdeenshire Council.

ltems b), d) and e) are being explored through the Strategic Business Case for
ART, funding for which has been secured through the City Region Deal and
which will be reported back to this Committee on completion.

This report presents the findings of an appraisal of the routeing and interchange
options for ART, in line with point c) above, and makes recommendations on a
desired network on which to base the further development of the business case.

Recommended Aberdeen Rapid Transit Network

An appraisal of routeing options for ART, based on the high level vision set out
in the RTS, was carried out by consultants Stantec, with support from Systra.
The full report, detailing the outcomes of this appraisal is provided in Appendix
1 of this report and included two core strands of work:

e Engagement with:
o Nestrans and Council officers;
o Bus operators; and
o Elected members from Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire through a
workshop held on 8" March 2024.

e Modelling using the ASAM19 strategic transport model to provide
guantitative analysis to compare options and inform decision making.

Given the main points raised during engagement and the evidence provided
through the modelling outcomes, it is recommended that the ART network is
made up of two cross-city routes as described below and illustrated in Figure
1. Subject to agreement, this desired network will form the basis of future work
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to develop the business case for ART with further refinement of the routes and
operational details as the project progresses.

Figure 1 Recommended Aberdeen Rapid Transit Network

Cralbstone
PSR/ Airport

.........

(0]

Portisthen
Mobility Hub
Portlothen
Mobiity Hub

Portlethen

Figure 7:1: Recommended ART Network

3.7

3.8

3.9

3.10

3.11

3.12

‘Red line’ - Blackdog to Westhill

Starting in the north at a new mobility hub, incorporating park & ride facilities at
Blackdog. The new development site provides the opportunity to identify land
for a purpose built facility (although discussion with the developer of this site is
still required).

For delivery in the shorter term, the existing park & ride site at Bridge of Don
could be used and there may be a desire to retain some park & ride provision
here in the longer term with access to ART stops from the main carriageway.

The route would then run via the A92, King Street, the new city centre bus
priority on Market Street, Guild Street and Bridge Street, Union Terrace, Skene
Square, A944 Lang Stracht connecting to the Foresterhill Health Campus and
on to Kingswells, terminating at a new mobility hub / park & ride in Westhill.

Running to Westhill instead of terminating at the existing park & ride facility at
Kingswells is anticipated to increase the potential for modal shift to bus on this
corridor.

For delivery in the shorter term, the existing park & ride site at Kingswells could
also be used. There would likely remain a requirement to retain some park &
ride facilities at Kingswells and the site also provides potential for mobility hub
and depot facilities if required.

This ART line would provide cross city connections and therefore enhanced
accessibility to key destinations including Aberdeen University, Frederick Street
Health Village, Union Square, Bus and Rail Stations, Foresterhill Health
Campus, Prime Four and Westhill as well as connecting to new development
sites at Blackdog, Cloverhill and Maidencraig.
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3.14

3.15

3.17

3.18

3.19

3.20

3.21

3.22

Purple Line — Craibstone Park & Ride to Portlethen

Starting at the existing park & ride facility at Craibstone with connections to the
Airport and TECA (although consideration and discussion with key
stakeholders is required to determine the most appropriate routeing to serve all
three sites).

The route would then run via the A96, Great Northern Road, Powis Terrace,
Powis Place, Mounthooly roundabout, Gallowgate, Broad Street, Union Street,
Holburn Street, Great Southern Road, West Tullos Road, Wellington Road and
the A92, terminating in the south at a new park & ride / mobility hub facility at
Portlethen.

This ART line would provide cross city connections and therefore enhanced
accessibility to key destinations including Aberdeen College, Union Street, the
west end of Union Street, Kincorth and destinations along Wellington Road.

The two cross-city routes as set out above would ensure ART serves Union
Square (and as such connect to the railway station and bus station, utilising the
recently introduced bus priority here) in addition to the full length of Union
Street. The two services would interchange at the eastern end of Union Street
between Market Street and King Street, as well as at the junction of Union
Terrace and Union Street. High frequency and reliable services would enable
seamless interchange between the two lines further enhancing connectivity
across the city.

This desired network was considered by the North East Bus Alliance at its
meeting on 2"d May 2024 with the Bus Alliance supportive of working in
partnership to explore options for delivering ART along these routes. It was
acknowledged that there will need to be further and more detailed assessment
of the impact of ART on the wider bus network as the work progresses, to
ensure potential impacts and opportunities are fully understood and
considered.

Development of the Strategic Business Case (SBC)

As reported to this Committee in March 2024, funding has been secured
through the City Region Deal to progress the business case development for
ART, including progression of the multi-modal corridor studies.

An agreed ART network at this stage will:

e allow the progression of the ART Strategic Business Case;

¢ will enable Bus Alliance partners to engage in discussions on options for
delivery;,

¢ will enable more detailed assessment of bus priority options aligned with
the network aim for ART; and

¢ will provide a clearer foundation for engagement with stakeholders and the
public on the vision for ART and the destinations and communities it aims
to serve.

The move from Bus Partnership Funding to City Region Deal funding has also
provided an opportunity to re-structure the programme of work and better
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3.23

2027/28

2030/31

2026/27
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align the work being done through the corridor studies with the overarching
ART programme. This will enable a better understanding of how all the
workstreams fit together and allow engagement to be undertaken on the
corridor infrastructure within the context of the strategic longer term vision for
ART.

Figure 2 below provides details of the work that has been undertaken to date
through the BPF and how it is proposed this is structured going forward.

Figure 2 ART project programme

ART Construction & Implementation
(programme and priorities for delivery developed through the Business Case)

Early actions that
support the vision,
subject to funding

BSIP Scheme

Consultation, Research, communicatiand engagement

=
[}
— — — — — — — Lt M . S S S S . . . - - - - E o
% Key
ART Routeing Appraisal Multi-Moda Corridor Implementation @ Business Case Dev
South College Street .
Studies City Centre Bus D Design & Procurement
ART STAG Options STAG Appraisal Priority .
Appraisal D Implementation
BSIP Development
D Engagement
| Bus Partnership Fund Bid |
BPF Funded

3.24

3.25

3.26

At the end of the ART STAG Detailed Options Appraisal, there was a clear
desire to continue to pursue the development of the full ART vision. However,
it was clear that there were a considerable number of uncertainties around
costs, value for money and deliverability that required further consideration to
enable the ART project and the development of supporting bus priority to move
forward on a preferred pathway.

On advice from Transport Scotland’s Bus Partnership Fund team it was agreed
that further development of ART would be undertaken through continued
development of the Strategic Business Case. This work will develop the options
for ART further and establish more detail around the economic, commercial,
financial and management aspects of delivery.

Engagement

Engagement on ART to date has taken the form of:
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4.1

e Engagement on the vision for ART through the development of the
Regional Transport Strategy;

e Market research which sought the public’s views on the existing public
transport network in Aberdeen and a potential new ART network and
services, undertaken in late 2022 to inform the ART detailed options
appraisal;

e Engagement on the options for bus priority and active travel improvements
on each of the four proposed ART corridors, undertaken through the muilti-
modal corridor studies;

e A programme of stakeholder, elected member and business briefings
undertaken during 2022 and 2023 on the ART vision and proposals;

e Face to face visits to 318 businesses with frontages on ART corridors
during February 2023 to raise awareness of ART and invite them to a
business briefing; and

e Focus groups with a representative sample of local residents to test views
on ART.

Engagement will continue to be key to informing the development of ART and
will form an integral part of the business case development. To date,
engagement on the bus priority infrastructure through the multi-modal corridor
studies has been separate to the development of ART. It is recommended
that this be more aligned going forward and that a programme wide
engagement strategy be developed enabling any engagement on bus priority
infrastructure to be clearly setin the context of one of the two ART lines
proposed above.

At its meeting on 27" March 2024, this Committee agreed to ‘instruct the Chief
Officer — Strategic Place Planning to, as funding permits, undertake public and
stakeholder consultation on the options established through the Inverurie to
Aberdeen (A96) corridor study options appraisal, and to report the preferred
option or options relevant to Aberdeen City Council back to this Committee once
completed’. As one of the ART corridors, it is proposed that this action be
encompassed within wider engagement on ART, rather than a standalone
exercise, allowing it to be better aligned with and set within the context of the
wider ART vision and programme. It is proposed that this approach is adopted
for all ART corridors going forward.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

Since 2021 the Aberdeen Rapid Transit project, including the appraisal of
routeing options has been funded through Transport Scotland’s Bus
Partnership Fund. As reported to this Committee in March 2024, the Bus
Partnership Fund has now been paused however funding has been secured
through the City Region Deal to continue to progress the business case
development for ART, including progression of the multi-modal corridor studies,
also previously funded through the BPF. There are therefore no direct financial
implications for the Council arising from the recommendations of this report.
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LEGAL IMPLICATIONS

The transfer of this project from the Bus Partnership Fund to the City Region
Deal entails a change in the governance framework which will now see
progress reported through the CRD governance structure as part of reporting
on the Strategic Transport Appraisal workstream. Engagement with Transport

Scotland will continue through the City Region Deal.

6. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

6.1 Proposals for ART aim to encourage mode shift away from private car to
public transport thus reducing harmful emissions and contributing to Net Zero
carbon emissions.

6.2 There are no environmental implications arising directly from this report.
Delivery of the projects described in this report may have environmental
implications, and these will be captured in future assessments and reported to
Committee as projects move forward to through the business case stages.

7. RISK

Category Risks Primary *Target *Does
Controls/Control | Risk Level Target
Agé'ﬁigiéo (L, M or H) | Risk Level
: o Match
Target Risk Level *tzlzlcnogulr:ltto Appetite
controls/control Set?
actions
Strategic Pausing or delaying Funding secured Low Yes
Risk the wider ART through the City
programme risks Region Deal to
undermining the enable progression
Council’s ability to of the Business
achieve a range of Case and bus
transport, health, priority
environmental and infrastructure
economic objectives options.
associated with
delivery of a step
change improvement
in public transport
provision.
Compliance | Risk of non- Ensure officers are Low Yes
compliance with aware of conditions
external funding and deliver projects
grant conditions. in accordance with
these.
Operational | Risk of bus operator Engagement with Medium Yes
partners unwilling to bus operators on
work in partnership aspirations and the
to deliver the ART outcomes of the
vision. work to date and
continue to explore
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alternative delivery
mechanisms
Financial Risk that delays to Funding secured Medium Yes

the programme from the CRD for
impact on the the next three
Councils ability to years (until the end
maximise funding of the current deal).
secured through the
City Region Deal.

Reputational | Work undertaken to Continue Low Yes
date has introduced developing ART
the vision for ART and the required
and raised bus priority
expectations — if the | measures along the
Council does not recommended
continue with this routes.
work it could be seen
to be abandoning
aspirations or
principles or seen to
have wasted public
money on work that
is not being taken
forward to fruition.

Environment | Pausing or delaying Continue Low Yes

/ Climate the ART programme developing ART
risks undermining and the required
the Council’s ability bus priority
to achieve air quality | measures along the
and net zero targets, recommended
given that a modal routes.
shift to public
transport and active
travel is a key means
of reducing
emissions.

8. OUTCOMES

Council Delivery Plan 2024

Impact of Report

Aberdeen City Council
Policy Statement

The proposals within this report support the delivery
of the following aspects of the policy statement:-

Working in Partnership for °
Aberdeen

Working with the Scottish Government and
NESTRANS toimprove the city’s bus network,
including considering options for an Aberdeen
Rapid Transit network, with the support of the
Scottish Bus Fund, and consider options for
council-run services in the city.

Local Outcome Improvement Plan
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Prosperous Place Stretch
Outcomes

The proposals within this report support the delivery
of LOIP Stretch Outcomes:

e 13 - Addressing climate change by reducing
Aberdeen's carbon emissions by at least 61%
by 2026 and adapting to the impacts of our
changing climate, in that measures to
encourage modal shift from private car to
active travel and public transport will have a
positive impact on emissions; and

e 14 - Increase sustainable travel: 38% of
people walking and 5% of people cycling as
main mode of travel by 2026, in that the
projects lookto support more people travelling
by walking, cycling and public transport.

Regional and City
Strategies

The proposals in this report support delivery of the
Nestrans Regional Transport Strategy, particularly
the following elements: Increasing the number of
people traveling actively for health and the
environment; Delivering Aberdeen Rapid Transit;
Improving the region’s bus network; and Reducing
emissions from transport.

They contribute towards achieving the outcomes of
the current Local Transport Strategy, particularly:
Increased modal share for public transport and active
travel; Reduced the need to travel and reduced
dependence on the private car; and Improved air
guality and the environment.

They also contribute towards achieving the following
outcomes of the Net Zero Mobility Strategy:
Increased number of people taking public transport;
Increased number of people walking and wheeling;
and Reduced emissions from transport.

The proposals support the City Centre Masterplan by
developing high quality, faster and reliable public
transport options to improve access to the city
centre, reducing emissions and improving air quality.

9.

IMPACT ASSESSMENTS

Assessment

Outcome

Integrated Impact
Assessment

New Integrated Impact Assessment has been completed

Data Protection Impact
Assessment

Not required

Other

N/A

Page 256




10. BACKGROUND PAPERS

10.1 Linked throughout the report.

11. APPENDICES

11.1 Appendix 1 — Aberdeen Rapid Transit Routeing Analysis — Technical Report

12. REPORT AUTHOR CONTACT DETAILS

Name Kirsty Chalmers

Title Programme Manager — Bus Partnership Fund
Email Address  kirchalmers@aberdeencity.gov.uk

Tel 01224 053974
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Executive Summary

Infroduction

The Case for Change for the Aberdeen Rapid Transit (ART) scheme identified the problems and
opportunities the scheme seeks to address, evidenced the rationale for the development of ART, and
set out the associated scheme Transport Planning Objective. Subsequently, ART was developed and
appraised through a Preliminary and Detailed Options Appraisal, considering the form of ART in terms
of infrastructure, vehicles and services.

Several next steps were set out at the end of the appraisal, including further consideration to establish
a definitive routeing for ART in terms of the corridors served and the nature of the cross-city
connections. This report sets out the various strands of work undertaken to provide information to
inform decision making on the routeing for ART and includes the outcomes of engagement and
modelling work undertaken to inform this.

Key Findings
Given the main points raised during engagement and the evidence provided through the modelling
outcomes, as presented in the body of this report, it is It is concluded that the optimum network for

delivery at this time is two cross-city routes:

‘Red Line’ - Blackdog to Kingswells / Westhill:

e ART services from the west into the city centre are recommended to route via the A944 (Lang
Stracht and Westburn Road) and into the city via Skene Square and Union Terrace to Union
Square. Modelling outputs indicate this provides a greater modal shift to public transport and
faster journey times into the city centre than if the route was via the A9119 (Queen’s Road). The
A944 is less constrained and has the space required to accommodate the proposals.

¢ Running ART beyond Kingswells to Westhill is anticipated to increase modal shift to bus and could
provide improved access to and from the town with a significant residential population and
employment at Arnhall business park. A suitable Mobility Hub (MH) would be required as a
terminus point in Westhill and further consideration of integration with services routing into
Aberdeen from the hinterland is required. A phased extension of ART, beyond Kingswell, to
Westhill should therefore be considered.

e The role of, and configuration of, Kingswells P&R with respect to ART should be reviewed,
especially if ART extends further west to Westhill. At present, serving the Kingswells P&R site
would add to journey times and with a Westhill service, the potential ‘targeted’ catchment for the
site would be reduced. On-site surveys are recommended to better understand the current role of
this site. If retained, upgrading of the site to a Mobility Hub and site reconfiguration to ensure
improved access and egress for buses is required. The current site at Kingswells could also offer
an opportunity for ART depot facilities (in the event of ART terminating at either Kingswells or
Westhill).

e The Bridge of Don P&R site is not well located for access, has not been successful, and as such,
is currently not served. Reconfiguring the site for improved vehicular and bus access would be a
significant undertaking. The proposed mixed-use development at Blackdog and its location on the
outskirts of the city at the junction of the AWPR and A90 provides an opportunity to develop a
more appropriately located Mobility Hub to become the ART service terminus point to the north. Its
location would also provide greater opportunity to capture demand from along the A947 i.e.,
Newmachar etc. A smaller parking facility at Bridge of Don could be provided to cater for more
localised demand, with access from such a site through to stops on the main carriageway. It is
recognised that Ellon P&R site lies approximately 17km to the north of Blackdog and as such
there is likely to be some passenger abstraction from that site to Blackdog, with the potential for
some increased vehicle kilometres due to users choosing to drive to the Blackdog site. However,
consideration of how longer distance services from north of Aberdeen integrate with ART at
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Blackdog would help minimise this. Early discussions with those developing the Blackdog site is
recommended.

e With Blackdog as a terminus, the Cloverhill development would be served via suitable access from
the development to an ART stop on Ellon Road

‘Purple Line’ - Craibstone P&R / airport to Portlethen Mobility Hub:

e Further consideration is required and discussion advised with Aberdeen Airport and TECA to
determine the most appropriate routeing at the north-western end of the ART route, exploring the
impacts on airport parking and revenue as well as access to TECA and the role of ART in
supporting events at the centre. The role of Craibstone P&R should also be considered in this
context.

e The optimum route along this corridor, taking on board feedback from bus operators in terms of
key areas of demand, particularly the North East Scotland College, would be to route into the city
centre via the A96 / Great Northern Road, Powis Terrace, Powis Place, Mounthooly, and then
Gallowgate and Broad Street. Uncertainty around the development and timing of the Berryden
Corridor Improvement Project creates a risk for the design on the route and needs to be managed
as the ART infrastructure proposals progress.

e From Portlethen Mobility Hub, the analysis has identified that the optimum route for ART is via
Wellington Road, West Tullos Road, Great Southern Road and Holburn Street before running the
length of Union Street. Modelling outputs indicate this generates a greater modal shift response
than a route via Wellington Road / Victoria Street. Engagement highlighted a desire that ART
serve Union Street and this option provides that as the west end of Union Street is a key
employment area in the city centre.

¢ Interms of implementation, it should be noted that Portlethen Mobility Hub is not yet built and the
phasing of ART needs to take this into consideration given the site lies at a ‘greenfield’ location.
As an alternative, the potential use of the existing Park & Choose at Chapelton of Elsick to form
the southern terminus could be explored as an interim option to support in a phased delivery of
ART.

The two cross-city routes as set out above would ensure ART serves Union Square (and as such
connect to the railway station and bus station) in addition to the full length of Union Street. The two
services would interchange at the eastern end of Union Street between Market Street and King Street,
as well as at the junction of Union Street and Union Terrace.

The resultant ART network, given the above recommendations, is set out in the figure below.

Further Considerations

Engagement highlighted the desire for ART to serve Robert Gordon University (RGU), and the many
existing bus services operating between the University of Aberdeen (on King Street) and RGU. A test
was undertaken which included RGU (and the beach) in the ART network (and altered the cross-city
route connectivity accordingly). Under this test the modal shift achieved reduced compared to other
tests. However, given the strong preference for its inclusion, how a connection to RGU could be
included within the ART network requires further thought.

Serving the Beach area did not resonate as a strong priority through the engagement undertaken and
the timescales for implementation and the build out associated with the Beach Masterplan adds a level
of uncertainty. It could however be included as part of ART at a later date, with an RGU to a fully
developed Beach area an option.
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Background

The publication of the Scottish Government’s updated Climate Change Plan in 2020 set out
revised climate change targets including reducing car kilometres by 20%, phasing out the
need for petrol and diesel vehicles by 2030 and supporting transformational active travel
projects. Furthermore, the Reducing car use for a healthier, fairer and greener Scotland
(2022) publication outlines the route map to achieving this 20% reduction in car kilometres and
describes the key sustainable travel behaviours which make up the framework, in part to be
achieved by investing in the public transport network.

As part of its response to the climate emergency, the Scottish Government committed to a
long-term investment of over £500m to deliver bus priority measures on local authority and
trunk roads. This is intended to reduce the negative impacts of congestion on bus
services and address the decline in bus patronage to help tackle the climate emergency
and reduce private car use. The investment takes the form of the Bus Partnership Fund
(BPF) which supports the design, appraisal, approval, and delivery of infrastructure. The Fund
focuses on the evidence of how bus services will be improved by addressing congestion, but
the partnership approach is also expected to leverage other bus service improvements.

The North-East Bus Alliance partners (Aberdeen City Council, Aberdeenshire Council,
FirstGroup, Stagecoach Bluebird, Bains and Nestrans) submitted an application to the BPF,
which was successful, with £12m in funding awarded in June 2021. The funding has been
used across a range of projects including the appraisal of significant bus priority in the city
centre and on key routes into the city, and for an appraisal of the options for an Aberdeen
Rapid Transit (ART) scheme (this study). It is worth noting that Transport Scotland announced
a ‘pause’ in the BPF funding for the 2024/25 financial year. Although the future of the fund
remains unclear at this time, alternative funding to progress the development of ART has been
secured through the Aberdeen City Region Deal.

This work is being undertaken in the context of a vision to develop an ART network, detailed in
the Regional Transport Strategy (RTS) and associated Nestrans ART vision document.? This
study includes confirmation of the Case for Change (CfC), Preliminary Options Appraisal,
Detailed Options Appraisal, and subsequent business case development.

The CfC for ART was reported in March 2022 (Aberdeen Rapid Transit - Options Appraisal -
Case for Change, Stantec, March 2022) and presented the problems and opportunities
identified, the rationale for the development of ART to address these problems, and the
associated Transport Planning Objectives (TPOs). It also defined a set of ‘success factors’ for
ART and presented a review of planned, under construction, and operational Bus Rapid
Transit (BRT) schemes across the UK and Europe. The TPOs set for the study were:

= TPOL1: Achieve average ART bus speeds on the urban sections of the ART corridors (i.e.,
within the Aberdeen city boundary) of at least 25kph (16mph) by 2030

= TPO2: By 2030, achieve a public transport service for which the timetables (with journey
times reduced as per TPO1) are consistent across the day and the week, and where 95%
of the services operate to within 5% of the timetabled journey time

= TPO3: Improve the perception of quality of bus travel on ART corridors by 2030

The Preliminary Options Appraisal for ART was reported in June 2022 (Aberdeen Rapid
Transit - Option Generation and Development / Preliminary Options Appraisal, Stantec, June
2022) and detailed the option development process and the mainly qualitative appraisal of
these options.

1 https://www.nestrans.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2021/06/Aberdeen-Rapid-Transit-Our-Vision.pdf
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1.1.8

1.1.9

This Detailed Options Appraisal was reported in March 2023 (Aberdeen Rapid Transit -
Detailed Options Appraisal - Technical Report — Final, Stantec, March 2023) and discussed
the further development of the options progressing from the Preliminary Options Appraisal
stage, and the key outcomes from the more detailed (and where possible quantitative)
appraisal of the options.

The appraisal concluded that:

= Providing bus priority infrastructure alone does not meet the ART vision

= Increasing stop spacing provides significant reduction in bus journey times but may
impact local accessibility

= Use of ‘tram-style’ multi-door vehicle provides:
o Additional journey time benefits through reduced dwell at stops
o Improved accessibility of the vehicle / ART network
o Improved quality image of travel by public transport and differentiates the service

o Revenue protection implications

New ‘platforms’:
o Improves quality / image of travel by public transport
o Differentiates the ART corridors / network

= Anintegrated underlying bus network provides a more robust city-wide commercial
proposition

= Mitigation required in areas affected by inappropriate traffic re-routeing

A number of next steps were set out at the end of the appraisal, including further consideration
to establish a definitive routeing for the ART corridors and services — to be developed through
discussion with those involved in the multi-modal corridor studies and through further
engagement and modelling work.

1.1.10 This report sets out the various strands of work undertaken to provide information to

inform decision making on the routeing for ART and includes the outcomes of the
engagement and modelling work undertaken to support this.
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2.1.2

2.1.3

Overview of work to inform ART Routeing

Overview
Two core strands of work have been undertaken to inform the routeing of ART:
= Engagement:

o with Nestrans and Council officers

o with bus operators

o with Elected Members

= Modelling using the Aberdeen Sub Area Model (ASAM19) to provide quantitative analysis
to compare routeing options and inform decision making

Engagement with Nestrans and Council officers and the bus operators was undertaken to
inform the routeing tests to be modelled in ASAM19. Engagement with Elected Members was
undertaken to provide further feedback into the process to inform the routeing decisions, with
the overall process as shown in the figure below.

Nestrans and
[ Council officers ] [ Bus Operators ]

[ Elected Members ]

Figure 2:1: Tasks to inform ART routeing

Chapter 3 sets out the outcomes of the engagement with officers and bus operators to
determine the routeing tests. The outcome of the engagement with elected members is set out
in Chapter 4. Chapter 5 sets out the routeing test modelling outcomes, with Chapter 6 using
these outcomes to inform a high level appraisal of the tests against TPOs (where appropriate)
and STAG criteria. Combining this with the engagement outcomes, Chapter 6 presents a
summary and conclusions, with a recommendation on the ART network and routeing, as well
as other elements for consideration.

Page 269 6



Routeing Analysis @ Stantec

Aberdeen Rapid Transit

3

3.1

3.11

3.2

3.2.1

3.2.2

3.2.3

Determining the Routeing Tests

Methodology
Tests for consideration as part of this routeing analysis have been determined through:
= |nterms of the network and routing:

o Consideration of earlier analysis

o A workshop with officers from Nestrans, Aberdeen City Council and Aberdeenshire
Council

o Discussion with the two major bus operators operating within the region - First and
Stagecoach

= |nterms of modelling assumptions assumed in the testing:

o Discussion with those undertaking the corridor studies to determine the latest
assumptions in terms of the bus priority infrastructure that could be assumed to be in
place along the corridors of interest —details regarding this can be found in Supporting
Technical Note A: ART Routeing Analysis - Infrastructure Assumptions (Stantec,
March 2024)

o Undertaking analysis to determine, for all the tests being considered, the changes
required to the underlying bus network to integrate with the assumed ART network for
each respective test — as opposed to modelling ART simply layered ‘on top’ of the
existing network. This exercise sought to ensure modelling a more likely Aberdeen-
wide bus network if ART were implemented - details regarding this can be found in
Supporting Technical Note B: ART Routeing Analysis — Bus Network Changes
(Stantec, March 2024)

Earlier analysis

Work was undertaken during the Preliminary Options Appraisal using the matrices from ASAM
to consider various ART networks and their potential passenger catchments. Eleven different
network permutations were considered. This provided an early indication as to how different
ART networks compared to one another. Note that no modelling was undertaken, with the
work analysing the origin-destination matrices and applying assumptions with regards to
potential modal shift based on whether trips were considered ‘in catchment’ for ART, whether
ART was within walking distance of the origin and destination, whether interchange between
bus services was required, the potential to use the P&R sites, and existing mode choice.

Not all network permutations could be modelled as part of the Detailed Options Appraisal (due
to time and budget constraints). As such, the above analytical work provided a guide as to the
most appropriate ART network to be taken forward into a full ASAM19 modelling process in
the detailed appraisal. At this stage, all the ART options were modelled on the same ART
network which enabled comparison between the options and provided an indication of how the
options performed all other things being equal. That was not to say however, that the network
chosen for the modelling in ASAM at that time was the preferred network, just that it was
considered at that stage to be the most appropriate network on which to undertake the ASAM
testing.

The analysis as described above can be found in the Preliminary Options Appraisal Report
and Detailed Options Appraisal Report respectively.
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3.2.4

3.3

331

3.3.2

3.3.3

The outcomes of this work provided the basis for the discussions to determine the ART
network and routes for testing as set out below.

Routeing — Discussion of Corridors and Terminus Points

Infroduction

The discussion which follows in this section presents the information discussed with both
Nestrans / Council officers (at a workshop) and the bus operators (in one-to-one calls) to
inform the set of network and ART cross-city service routes for modelling within ASAM19.

A commentary around each of the ART corridors is presented with the key points noted from
the discussions set out within this. The workshop with Nestrans / Council officers took place at
Aberdeenshire Council’s Woodhill House office on 261 September 2023, with the one-to-one
discussion with Stagecoach and First taking place on 6™ and 15t November 2023
respectively. The main points raised and discussed during these meetings are presented
below.

Overview

Across the Aberdeen wide area, routes and terminus points for ART were considered along
broadly north, north-west, west, and south corridors as shown in Figure 3:1, and broadly
reflect the ART vision document. These corridors are discussed below in turn.
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Figure 3:1: ART corridors under consideration

North Corridor

3.3.4 Figure 3:2 shows the routes and terminus points considered for the north corridor. This
consist of:

= Routeing via:

o King Street (A)

o Beach Boulevard / Esplanade (B)
= Terminus points:

o atthe, currently unserved, Bridge of Don P&R site and, recognising the significant
developments proposed further north, at Cloverhill or Blackdog

o atthe Beach, recognising the significant Beach Masterplan proposals — note that this
would not be at the expense of serving a terminus further north, but likely as part of a
cross-city route with one of the other corridors (see later section)

e @
North Corridor Blackdog
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Figure 3:2: North Corridor Considerations
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3.3.5 Through the officer workshop and bus operator discussions it was noted that:

3.3.6

3.3.7

Routeing via King Street (A) was preferred as a route north given the number of trip
attractors and generators along the route including the football stadium, Aberdeen Sports
village and the University of Aberdeen campus

The route north via the Esplanade (B) was not considered worthy of further consideration
given the large area north of the Beach masterplan area serving few trip generators and
attractors and missing the major destinations on the King Street route

The Beach masterplan development would make the beach a key destination within the
city and was considered as important for inclusion in the testing, but with the area a
terminus point for ART

Testing should include terminus points for the ART route at both Cloverhill and Blackdog,
with an assumption of a Mobility hub (of around 200 spaces) assumed at Blackdog. The
potential impact of this on both Ellon P&R and the currently unserved Bridge of Don P&R
was noted to require consideration during the testing outcomes analysis.

The Bridge of Don P&R site would require site reconfiguration to enable faster bus
access to the site and less convoluted vehicular access, with options for ART stops to be
located either within the P&R site or on the main Ellon Road depending on access
arrangements. It was assumed that in any testing that ART services would stop on the
main route north (Ellon Road) with passenger access provided from the P&R site to the
bus stop on Ellon Road with suitable pedestrian crossing facilities provided to enable
passengers to access the site from the northbound (west) side of the carriageway.

North-West Corridor

Permutations for ART on the north-west corridor were considered at both the west and east
end of the corridor.

Figure 3:3 shows the routes and terminus points considered at the western end of the
corridor and includes:

A terminus at Craibstone P&R — with a route directly along the A96 to the P&R site (A)

A terminus at the Airport - with a route directly along the A96 to the P&R site and then on
to the airport (A)

A terminus at Craibstone P&R with routeing via TECA and the airport (B)
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3.3.8

3.3.9
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Figure 3:3: North-West Corridor Considerations — West end of corridor - Terminus points and routeing

Through the officer workshop and bus operator discussions it was noted that:

It was considered desirable that ART serve the airport as a key destination in the city

It was considered that a route via TECA (as per the current airport 727 bus service) was
most appropriate. The walking access to TECA from the A96 (if an ART service routed
directly along the A96 and not via TECA) was not considered desirable and would be
difficult to implement

It was noted that an outbound route via TECA and the airport to Craibstone P&R (and the
same inbound) would be convoluted and unattractive for those joining the service at
Craibstone P&R. This may detract from the use of the ART service by those in
Aberdeenshire

The potential for the ART service to route both clockwise and anti-clockwise at the
western end of the route (i.e., operate both city > TECA - airport > Craibstone P&R >
city, and city - Craibstone P&R - airport > TECA -> city), was noted by a bus operator.
This would mean every other ART service would be a direct service from Craibstone P&R
into Aberdeen, similarly with regards to services to and from the airport. Such service
operation could however be confusing for passengers.

There are potential issues with Craibstone P&R site being used as an airport car park —
although parking restrictions could stop this if desired (e.g., no overnight parking). Issues
are recognised with regards to the potential impact on the airport revenue stream for
parking if Craibstone P&R were used in such a way.

There is potential for the development of an ART depot at Craibstone P&R.

Figure 3:4 shows the routes and terminus points considered at the eastern (city) end of the
north-west corridor, and includes a route into the city centre from Kittybrewster, either:

Between Kittybrewster and Clifton Road:
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(i) via the Berryden corridor (committed but yet to be constructed scheme linking

Skene Square and Kittybrewster Roundabout)

(¢]

(@]

(@]

(ii) via the existing Great Northern Road between Kittybrewster and Clifton Road

Between Clifton Road and the city centre:

(A) via Powis Terrace / Powis Place to Mounthooly and then Gallowgate to reach
Union Street

(B) via Skene Square / Denburn to Union Square (and then assumed onwards to

Union Street via Market Street)
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Figure 3:4: North-West Corridor Considerations — East end of corridor - Routes into city centre

3.3.10 Through the officer workshop and bus operator discussions, and through other studies, it was

noted that:

Additional bus priority on the Berryden Corridor Improvement Project (BCIP) between

Kittybrewster and Clifton Road may detract from the objectives of the BCIP scheme

(although the project should deliver benefit to buses through the proposed improvements
to reduce traffic congestion in general)

Engagement on the A96 Multi-modal corridor study highlighted operators favoured a

route along Powis Terrace and Powis Place (A) given the volume of passengers boarding
and alighting along this section

2 Note a new bus only southbound link would be required to connect Denburn Road and Blackfriars Street
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= Engagement on the A96 Multi-modal corridor study highlighted that a route into the city
centre from Mounthooly via Gallowgate / Broad Street (A) (as opposed to via West North
Street) was considered the most appropriate given the exiting bus priority and
destinations served on Gallowgate (including North East Scotland College and the main
Aberdeen City Council offices at Marischal College)

= Routeing via Denburn Road to Union Square (B) (and then assumed onwards to Union
Street via Market Street) - while offering a direct and quicker route to Union Square,
would provide limited opportunities to access the service given limited connections to the
route on Denburn Road. In addition, a similar route(s) in from the west accessing the city
centre via Denburn Road (see below for West corridor) may not be desirable given the
overlap.

= Routeing via Woolmanhill / Skene Street / Rosemount Viaduct / Union Terrace to Union
Street (C) - would better serve a range of destinations compared to a route via Denburn
Road (B). Such a route could also provide access to Union Street (from Union Terrace to
King Street) than a route via Union Square (noting that another ART route could serve
Union Square). Again, a similar route(s) in from the west accessing the city centre via
Union Terrace (see below for West corridor) may not be desirable given the overlap.

= Understanding how the north-west route interacts / is part of a cross city route with the

routes from the north (see above) and / or the route from the west (as discussed below)
will have a bearing on the routeing decisions for the north-west corridor

West Corridor

3.3.11 Figure 3:5 shows the route and terminus points considered for the north corridor. This
consists of:

= Routeing:
o viathe A944 (Westburn Road / Langstracht) (A)
o viathe A9119 (Queens Road / Skene Road) (B)
= Terminating at:

o Kingswells P&R

o at Westhill
\ Elrick Country | — Estate
West Corridor
y BUCkSburn Danestone
Potential terminus point (@) ucksbur
Routes y
(A) via A944 —
: : Old Aberdeen
(B) via A9119 (Queen's Road) == = mm o
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Possible extension west EEEEEE c:ea!th e
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Figure 3:5: West Corridor Considerations
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3.3.12 Through the officer workshop and bus operator discussions it was noted that:

3.3.13

It was considered essential that ART serves the Foresterhill Health Campus, where
Aberdeen Royal Infirmary, and other regional health facilities, are located

The existing strong bus market on the A9119 (B) was noted by operators. However, work
on the A944 / A9119 Multi-modal study highlighted the more constrained environment for
providing significant bus priority on the route (as would be required by ART)

A route via the A9119 Queen’s Road (B) would enable ART to then route via Carden
Place / Albyn Place and the full length of Union Street

Extending the ART route to Westhill would serve both the town and the large area of
employment at Arnhall Business Park

There was considered merit in testing both Kingswells P&R and Westhill as potential
terminus points for ART. It was noted that a suitable terminus point in Westhill would be
required (to turn vehicles and provide driver layover) and a suitable site (mobility hub) for
parking to join the ART service.

It was noted in the longer term, that a terminus at Westhill (with an associated P&R site)
could call into potential question the for the Kingswells P&R site

The unintended consequences to bus services operating from beyond Westhill into
Aberdeen needed to be understood to ensure there was no loss of service from the more
rural communities (i.e. due to the potential for lost passengers to ART over the Westhill to
city centre part of the services). It may be that such rural services could become feeder
services into the ART network. This needs further explored with operators once a
preferred ART network is determined.

Reconfigured access and egress at Kingswells P&R would be needed to minimise the
potential for a convoluted ART route into the site, although the demand generated by the
business park at PrimeFour was recognised and consideration of effectively serving this
development was needed. This was considered more pertinent if ART terminated at
Westhill, as, for those joining the ART service at Westhill, a circuitous route into Kingswell
P&R is likely to increase journey time and detract from the attractiveness of the ART
service.

Consideration was also given to the potential routeing of the ART service on approach to the
city centre if a route along the A944 was preferred. As shown in Figure 3:6, a number of
potential routes into the city centre have been considered (drawing on information from the
A944 | A9119 Multimodal corridor study). The routes include:

Via Skene Square / Woolmanhill Skene Street / Rosemount Viaduct / Union Terrace to
Union Street - similar to that noted above for the ART route in the north-west corridor (A)

Via Skene Square / Denburn Road - similar to that noted above for the ART route in the
north-west corridor (B)

Via Hutcheon Street / Gallowgate / Broad Street (C)

Via Hutcheon Street / West North Street (D)
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Figure 3:6: West Corridor Considerations — Routeing into city centre from A944

3.3.14 Through the officer workshop and bus operator discussions it was noted that:

= Aroute via Skene Square / Denburn Road (B) is similar to that noted above for the ART
route in the north-west corridor, and with similar points noted as above

= Aroute via Hutcheon Street / Gallowgate / Broad Street or West North Street (C) would
likely overlap with the ART route from the north-west and, depending on the cross-city
routeing chosen, could potentially create a ‘dog leg’ route inbound via Gallowgate to route
back northbound towards Bridge of Don or Craibstone P&R

South Corridor

3.3.15 Figure 3:7 shows the route and terminus points considered for the south corridor. This consist

of:

= Terminating at a (new) Portlethen Mobility hub / or Portlethen, with routeing:
o via Wellington Road / West Tullos / King George V Bridge / Holburn Street (A)
o via Wellington Road / Menzies Road / Victoria Road / Market Street (B)
o viathe A92 (C)

= Terminating at Robert Gordon University with routeing via Holburn Street / Garthdee
Road (D) — note that this would not be at the expense of serving a (new) Portlethen
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Mobility hub / mobility hub or Portlethen, but as part of a cross-city service from another
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Figure 3:7: South Corridor Considerations

3.3.16 Through the officer workshop and bus operator discussions it was noted that, from a terminus
at a new Portlethen Mobility hub:

= via Wellington Road / West Tullos / Holburn Street (A) would serve the west end of the
city centre and provide direct access along the length of Union Street as well as serving
Altens and West Tullos industrial estates. The constrained nature of Holburn Street
requires consideration, (and is being considered through the Ellon to Garthdee study) to
understand the level of bus priority that could be achieved along this section of the route.
Compromise with potential active travel infrastructure on the route would likely lessen the
benefits of ART if bus priority could not be provided in tandem

= via Wellington Road / Menzies Road / Victoria Road (B) would serve business sites
including Altens and East Tullos industrial estates as well as Torry. The existing
congestion on Wellington Road was noted along with an existing pinch point at Polwarth
Road, which creates a constraint along the route. Access to the city centre would be via
Market Street with the potential to either route straight up Market Street to Union Street or
to serve the rail station via Guild Street and Bridge Street
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3.3.17

3.4

34.1

3.4.2

3.4.3

= viathe A92 (C), would mean a large section (around 4.5km) of the route between the
edge of Aberdeen (at Kincorth) and the new Portlethen mobility hub would be through
rural landscape with very limited trip attractors or generators, but with the associated
operating cost

= There is potential to provide an ART depot at any new Portlethen mobility hub

= Aterminus point for ART within Portlethen itself would be, to some extent, in competition
with the rail service, detracting from the ART service / or causing abstraction from rail.
For this reason, it was not considered for progressing further, although it may provide an
interim solution prior to the development of a dedicated mobility hub.

From a terminus at Robert Gordon University:

= A route via Holburn Street (D), as noted above, is potentially constrained in the level of
bus priority that can be achieved

= Would offer an existing strong bus market on which to build on the success through ART
and the potential to connect the two Universities and associated student accommodation
if linked to the north corridor. In this regard, it was noted by bus operators that ensuring
ART served known existing strong bus markets was considered essential to providing the
greatest chance of commercial success for the network

Routeing Tests

Given all the information gathered through the officer and operator discussions, 10 routeing
tests were determined. A ‘core’ test was chosen from these, with each subsequent test
changing just a single variable (route or terminus) from the core test. In this way, the impact of
each test could be more easily compared.

The core test, and the nine subsequent tests are shown in the table and figures below, which
also detail the interchange location assumptions (where the ART routes would cross) given
the routeing and cross-city connectivity assumed. The orange text in the table below indicates
what has changed in each test from the core test.

Note that based on the outcomes of the previous analysis undertaken on the ASAM matrices,
a test where ART operates as four services interconnecting in the city centre is not considered
further. The earlier analysis highlighted the poor performance of this in terms of estimated
demand and revenue (due to the lack of new direct cross city connectivity).

Table 3:1: ART Routeing Tests
Test ‘ ART Service Routes Routeing Purpose of Test

North: Ellon Road / King N/A
Street

North-West: Craibstone ->
North to West: Bridge of airport -> TECA routeing
Don P&R to Kingswells P&R | (both inbound and outbound)
with Powis Place /

Core |North-West to South: Gallowgate route into centre
Craibstone P&R (via airport | West: A944 (via Blackfriars
and TECA) to Portlethen St (inbound) and Rosemount
P&R / Mobility Hub Viaduct /Skene St (outbound)

South: Market Street /
Victoria Bridge / Wellington
Road

North to West: Bridge of
Al Don P&R to Kingswells P&R

North: Ellon Road / King Changed routeing at airport.

Street
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Test ‘ ART Service Routes

North-West to South:
Craibstone P&R (via airport
and TECA) to Portlethen
P&R / Mobility Hub

Routeing

North-West: Changed
routeing at airport.
Outbound: TECA - airport
- Craibstone P&R

Inbound: Craibstone P&R >
city centre

West: A944 (via Blackfriars
St (inbound) and Rosemount
Viaduct /Skene St (outbound)
South: Market Street /
Victoria Bridge / Wellington
Road

Purpose of Test

Gauge comparative benefits of
routeing inbound directly from
Craibstone P&R site

A2

North to West: Bridge of
Don P&R to Kingswells P&R

North-West to South:
Craibstone P&R (via airport
and TECA) to Portlethen
P&R / Mobility Hub

North: Ellon Road / King
Street

North-West: Changed
routeing at airport.
Clockwise (every other
service): city centre > TECA
- airport > Craibstone P&R
-> City centre

Anti-clockwise (every other
service): city centre >
Craibstone P&R > TECA >
city centre

West: A944 (via Blackfriars
St (inbound) and Rosemount
Viaduct /Skene St (outbound)
South: Market Street /
Victoria Bridge / Wellington
Road

Changed routeing at airport.

Gauge comparative benefits of
routeing both clockwise and anti-
clockwise at Craibstone P&R /
airport.

Routeing would provide direct
(and attractive) inbound routeing
from P&R to city centre, as well
as direct (and attractive) inbound
routeing from Airport to city
centre.

Would enable trips from P&R to
airport.

Frequency of P&R to city centre
direct service only every other
ART service

Bl

North to West: Cloverhill
via Bridge of Don P&R to
Kingswells P&R

North-West to South:
Craibstone P&R (via airport
and TECA) to Portlethen
P&R / Mobility Hub

North: Ellon Road / King
Street

North-West: Craibstone ->
airport -> TECA routeing
(both inbound and outbound)
with Powis Place /
Gallowgate route into centre
West: A944 (via Blackfriars
St (inbound) and Rosemount
Viaduct /Skene St (outbound)
South: Market Street /
Victoria Bridge / Wellington
Road

Gauge benefits of routeing
beyond Bridge of Don P&R to
new housing development site
(400 housing units assumed built
out by 2030 and represented as
such in ASAM19 2030 Do Min
model)

B2

North to West: Blackdog
and Cloverhill via Bridge of
Don P&R to Kingswells P&R

North-West to South:
Craibstone P&R (via airport
and TECA) to Portlethen
P&R / Mobility Hub

North: Ellon Road / King
Street

North-West: Craibstone ->
airport -> TECA routeing
(both inbound and outbound)
with Powis Place /
Gallowgate route into centre
West: A944 (via Blackfriars
St (inbound) and Rosemount
Viaduct /Skene St (outbound)
South: Market Street /
Victoria Bridge / Wellington
Road

Gauge benefits of routeing
beyond Bridge of Don P&R to the
Blackdog development site (580
housing units built out by 2030
and represented as such in
ASAM19 2030 Do Min model)

C1

North to West: Bridge of
Don P&R to Westhill

North: Ellon Road / King
Street

North-West: Craibstone ->
airport -> TECA routeing

Gauge benefits of extending
western corridor to Westhill rather
than Kingswells P&R
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Test ‘ ART Service Routes

North-West to South:
Craibstone P&R (via airport
and TECA) to Portlethen
P&R / Mobility Hub

Routeing

(both inbound and outbound)
with Powis Place /
Gallowgate route into centre
West: A944 (via Blackfriars
St (inbound) and Rosemount
Viaduct /Skene St (outbound)
South: Market Street /
Victoria Bridge / Wellington
Road

Purpose of Test

Cc2

North to West: Bridge of
Don P&R to Kingswells P&R

North-West to South:
Craibstone P&R (via airport
and TECA) to Portlethen
P&R / Mobility Hub

North: Ellon Road / King
Street

North-West: Craibstone ->
airport -> TECA routeing
(both inbound and outbound)
with Powis Place /
Gallowgate route into centre
West: A9119 (Queen’s Road
/ Skene Road) / A944
South: Market Street /
Victoria Bridge / Wellington
Road

Gauge benefits of routeing via
A9119 instead of via A944
between city centre and
A9119/A944 junction

North to West: Bridge of
Don P&R to Kingswells P&R

North-West to South:
Craibstone P&R (via airport
and TECA) to Portlethen
P&R / Mobility Hub

North: Ellon Road / King
Street

North-West: Craibstone ->
airport -> TECA routeing
(both inbound and outbound)
with Powis Place /
Gallowgate route into centre
West: A944 (via Blackfriars
St (inbound) and Rosemount
Viaduct /Skene St (outbound)
South: Holburn Street /
Great Southern Road / West
Tullos Road / Wellington
Road

Gauge benefits of routeing south
via Holburn Street / Great
Southern Road / West Tullos
Road / Wellington Road

North-West to West:
Craibstone P&R (via airport
and TECA) to Kingswells
P&R

North to South: Bridge of
Don P&R to Portlethen P&R /
Mobility Hub

North: Ellon Road / King
Street

North-West: Craibstone ->
airport -> TECA routeing
(both inbound and outbound)
with Powis Place /
Gallowgate route into centre
West: A944 (via Blackfriars
St (inbound) and Rosemount
Viaduct /Skene St (outbound)
South: Market Street /
Victoria Bridge / Wellington
Road

To gauge benefits of alternative
combination of cross city services
to compare to Core Test, i.e.,
NW-W and N-S

Note: North to South provides
direct routeing but North-West to
West connection is far longer
than straight line routeing (see

mapping)

North to South (RGU):
Bridge of Don P&R to Robert
Gordon University

West to East (Beach):
Kingswell P&R to beach via
Union Street

North-West to South:
Craibstone P&R (via airport
and TECA) to Portlethen
P&R / Mobility Hub

North: Ellon Road / King
Street

North-West: Craibstone ->
airport -> TECA routeing
(both inbound and outbound)
with Powis Place /
Gallowgate route into centre
West: A944 (via Blackfriars
St (inbound) and Rosemount
Viaduct /Skene St (outbound)
East: Justice Street / Beach
Boulevard

To gauge benefits of alternative
combination of cross city services
to provide connectivity to RGU
and Beach masterplan area as
part of ART network
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Test ART Service Routes

Routeing

Purpose of Test

South (Portlethen P&R):
Market Street / Victoria
Bridge / Wellington Road
South (RGU): Holburn Street
/ Garthdee Road
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3.5.2

3.5.3

3.54

3.55

3.5.6

3.5.7

Modelling and Assumptions
ASAM Model

The ASAM19 2030 ‘without policy’ model scenario was chosen to test the options. Given ART
is one of the mechanisms likely to support achieving a reduction in vehicle kilometres by 2030
(as set out in Scottish Government policy), it is deemed more appropriate to test the scheme
in a scenario more closely aligned with a ‘business as usual’ future situation (as opposed to in
the 2030 ‘with policy’ scenario which reflects a future position where the 20% vehicle kilometre
reduction has already been achieved).

Bus Priority Infrastructure Assumptions

Through discussion with the relevant corridor studies teams, the latest assumptions on the
bus priority infrastructure along the corridors being considered in each test was coded into the
ASAM19 model. The corridor studies have sought to design infrastructure to enable the
success of ART (against its objectives) and therefore the infrastructure coded into the model
presents, where possible, the greatest level of bus priority which could be achieved along
each route, though both road space reallocation and junction / signal design. Note however,
that at certain locations the available road space is challenging and compromise between bus
priority and active travel has been required. Further consideration of the potential impact on
ART as a result of this needs close consideration as the corridor studies progress. Supporting
Technical Note A: ART Routeing Analysis - Infrastructure Assumptions (Stantec, March 2024)
provides details of the infrastructure coded into the model for each corridor, which reflects the
assumed infrastructure as of January 2024.

Underlying bus network integration

At the previous Detailed Options Appraisal stage of the study, it was recognised that ART will
operate as a high frequency bus service along the ART corridors and as such will overlap with
existing services. If ART is to be part of an integrated and efficient city-wide bus network,
changes will be required to existing bus routes and services.

Similar to the process undertaken during the previous testing, for each of the routeing tests
considered, a set of changes were made to the existing bus network based on the extent to
which ART services overlap with the existing bus network, while seeking to maintain overall
accessibility to the bus network across Aberdeen.

It should be noted that this exercise by no means seeks to establish the exact nature of any
changes to the underlying bus services if ART were implemented as per any of the tests. The
analysis here has helped establish an illustrative bus network model for the purposes of
testing. The work has also fed into an understanding of the potential commercial implications
across the tests to bus operations in terms of ensuring an efficient and more commercially
viable bus network for Aberdeen and into Aberdeenshire. The more precise nature of changes
that may be required to the existing network needs greater consideration as the ART project
progresses, and once a preferred ART network has been agreed, and through in-depth and
ongoing involvement from existing operators.

Supporting Technical Note B: ART Routeing Analysis — Bus Network Changes (Stantec,
March 2024) provides details of the underlying bus network assumptions coded into the model
for each test.

Service Headways
Given the outcomes of the previous spreadsheet-based testing at the Preliminary Options
Appraisal stage of the study, for the purpose of comparing the routeing at this stage, ART

service headways of 10 mins were assumed for ART services i.e., 6 buses per hour. This
represents what can be termed a ‘turn up a go’ frequency.
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3.5.8

Other Assumptions

Further modelling assumptions, similar to those assumed during the previous testing, were
also applied including:

= Reduced ‘in-vehicle weighting’ on ART services (compared to existing bus services) - to
reflect the higher quality of ART buses (weighting of 1.4 reduced to 1.2)

= Bus stop spacing altered with ‘platforms’ along the ART corridors spaced approximately
800m for ART services

= Bus stop dwell times reduced for ART services to reflect the faster alighting and boarding
assumed through use of bespoke multi-door vehicles (25 seconds existing bus dwell time
reduced to 17 seconds for ART services)

= Applying a First Aberdeen fare structure to ART services (i.e., it is not assumed to be a
‘premium’ product) with added distance/fare for outlying connections i.e., Westhill
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4.1

41.1

41.2

4.1.3

4.2

421

Elected Members Engagement

Infroduction

As noted in Chapter 2, a workshop was held with Aberdeen City Council and Aberdeenshire
Council Elected Members to gain councillor feedback on the network and routes being
considered. The workshop was held on March 8t 2024 at Aberdeenshire Council’s Woodhill
House offices. In total 20 elected members were in attendance, with 12 from Aberdeenshire
Council and 8 from Aberdeen City Council.

At the workshop an overview of ART was given, explaining the aims of the scheme and the
work done to date on the project. A discussion around the corridors, framed as set out above
by corridor in Chapter 3. Elected Members were then invited to move around four corridor
‘stations’ manned by members of the Stantec project team, and Nestrans and council officers.
Each station had available large maps of the relevant corridor and post-it notes for providing
general and location specific feedback.

Elected member were asked to consider five core questions in relation to each corridor and
the network overall:

= What are the key destinations that ART needs to serve and does this point us to any
preferred routes or key interchange points?

= Should one ART service run along the length of Union Street?

= Should connecting the Beach and Robert Gordon University be brought into the wider
ART vision?

= What are your views on terminus points for each corridor?

= What are your views on the priority corridors for delivery?

Workshop Feedback

Feedback in relation to each corridor, and then more general comments are presented in the
table below.

Table 4:1: Elected Member Workshop Feedback

Corridor / Comment

Network

Further discussion was needed with local councillors on Blackdog as a terminus point

Cloverhill should be served by ART, noting the social housing being developed at the
site

The route from the north should connect through to Robert Gordon University
North (connecting the two university sites)

Connections from the north to Foresterhill Health Campus considered very important

Concerns about the capacity of King Street if roadspace reallocated to enable bus
priority measures

The Aberdeen Health Village as a key destination on the corridor was noted

A terminus (P&R) on the A947 (as opposed to Craibstone) should be considered

North-West Questions around the timeframe for delivery of the Berryden Corridor Improvement
Project as well as the impact on existing housing — therefore impacting on routeing
decisions for the corridor
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Corridor /

Network Gt

The need to utilise the Craibstone P&R ‘white elephant’ asset

The need for a stop in between Kingswell P&R and Westhill
ART should extend to Westhill

West
The need for ART to serve the Cormack Park training ground (i.e. with an ART stop at
the ground)
The role of Chapelton Park & Choose site (near Newtonhill) within the ART scheme
The large population of Portlethen that would not be served if ART terminated at the
proposed Mobility hub to the north
Concern around how ART would impact on the existing Stonehaven to Aberdeen
South service, and on Portlethen to Aberdeen services

A need to consider the relationship of ART with events at Cove Football Club Ground,
and the post office issue

Support for a route via Wellington Road

The importance of a connection from Kincorth to the Foresterhil health Campus

Concern that terminating ART at P&R sites would encourage people to drive to the
sites and increase car use for part of trips

Important to have services outwith traditional bus peak times, to support the night time
economy and shift workers, including the need for early and late services and at
weekend operation

There is a need for on-bus staff (not the driver) to support those with mobility issues
etc. and to ensure safety and security, especially given the much larger vehicles

The infrastructure design needs to take account of active travel and how bus and cycle
tracks are integrated, with cycle tracks behind bus stops

) The need for good integration with the active travel network and active travel
Network wide | infrastructure at P&R sites

Concern over passenger demand for ART and how it would impact on existing bus
services, especially rural services

Queries on whether the buses will be able to accommodate wheelchairs, luggage,
bikes etc. especially if serving the airport

The need to ensure the development of ART reflected on the changed travel patterns
and reasons (post COVID)

Concern over the existing bus station being too small to accommodate further vehicles,
especially larger vehicles, and noting that Flix bus had recently been denied access

The benefit of improved bus services for deprived areas
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5.1

511

5.1.2

5.2

521

53

531

Testing Outcomes

Infroduction

A range of model outputs were compared for the 10 tests and are set out below. This includes
consideration of public transport journey times and speeds, modal shift, P&R usage, public
transport passenger flows and general road traffic journey times, speeds and flow changes.

The analysis is presented below by corridor, with the relevant tests for the respective corridors
compared. A final summary across all the tests is then presented and includes a high-level
assessment of network ‘viability’.

Caveats

There are a number of important factors to be borne in mind when considering the outcomes
below:

= The infrastructure assumed in the testing was taken from the latest position with regards
to each corridor study. In some cases the decisions made have required compromise
between active travel and bus infrastructure. In some cases, the infrastructure assumed
has prioritised active travel over bus given the available road space, and in doing so has
increased congestion in which buses are also held up. This interaction between the
two modes will need careful consideration as the multi-modal studies and ART
progress to ensure the benefits of ART can be fully realised, while providing
attractive and viable routes for active travel. In constrained areas, difficult and
challenging decisions will be required.

= Assumptions were made under each test as to the type of changes that would be made
to the underlying bus network, recognising that if ART is to be part of an integrated and
efficient city-wide bus network, changes will be required to existing bus routes and
services to minimise the duplication of services and associated operating costs and ‘bus
congestion’, while maximising the potential for a commercially viable ART network. The
changes assumed in the testing were by no means definitive and abstraction from the
existing network to ART is sensitive to the changes made in the underlying network.
Detailed discussion including with bus operators will be required to understand how,
where and to what extent such changes are likely to be required. Given this, focussing
on absolute passenger demand data is not appropriate at this stage. In the testing
undertaken to inform the routeing it is noted that abstraction from the underlying network
and ART demand generated a broadly neutral impact on passenger boardings (it is also
worth noting that ART cross city services will reduce passengers ‘boardings’ to some
extent by removing the need for some interchanges), another reason comparing
passenger boarding data is not wholly appropriate here.

= The ART Detailed Options Appraisal demonstrated that the scheme benefits are
significantly increased with the inclusion of demand management measures. The routeing
testing undertaken here has not accounted for any such measures e.g. associated
parking policy changes or neighbourhood mitigation required to fully realise the benefits
of ART and minimise any negative impacts from traffic re-routeing due to the proposals.
Such measures would increase the benefits of ART in terms of modal shift, and the
results as presented here should be viewed as ‘overly optimistic’ for general road traffic
(i.e., journey times are likely to be longer and traffic speeds lower).

Network Wide Overview - Core Test

Individual images comparing the changes in bus passenger flow and general road traffic flow
between the core and relevant tests are presented for the corridors below. Overview graphics
of the changes in passenger and general road traffic flow between the Reference Case (the
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future year model serving as a baseline scenario against which the test scenarios and the
Core Test are compared) are shown in the figures below. The (‘without policy’) Reference
Case includes assumptions relating to traffic growth as well as development build out and

committed transport schemes.

Change in Passenger
Flows per hour
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10 - 50
-50 --10
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Figure 5:2: Road Demand Flow Changes (AADT) — Reference Case vs Core Test
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5.3.2

5.3.3

534

535

54

541

The images show the increase in passengers on the ART corridors and the extensive
rerouting occurring as a result of the roadspace reallocation proposals — again note that
mitigation to minimise any negative impacts from traffic re-routeing as a result of the ART
proposals has not yet been developed or modelled.

Such mitigation would be required to minimise the amount of traffic (i.e., ‘through-traffic’ or
‘rat-running’ traffic) using the streets within residential neighbourhoods to get to another
destination. Mitigation may include traffic calming measures, locations where access is
restricted to bus and cycle only, or cycle only, and would need to be developed and applied
consistently across the city to maximise driver understanding. Note that local access and
access for emergency vehicles would be maintained.

Mitigation to prevent unwanted routeing would not only minimise potential scheme impacts on
residential neighbourhoods, but by not allowing such routeing to occur, is likely to increase
congestion on the strategic routes (in the short term), making ART more attractive compared
to the car.

It is recognised however, that even with such mitigation in place, there is still likely to be a
level of unwanted wider routeing impacts on the road network.

Corridor Analysis Overview

The following sections present similar analysis undertaken for each of the four corridors. This
includes analysis of:

m  Changes in travel time by public transport between pertinent origin and destination
pairs for each corridor, for both the AM and PM periods. For public transport the travel
time represents the total journey travel time i.e. including access walk, wait, transit,
interchange wait, egress walk

®  Changes in travel time for road traffic between pertinent origin and destination pairs
for each corridor (matching those used for public transport), for both the AM and PM
periods. Unlike buses, general road traffic can re-route within the network between origin
and destination pairs. Therefore, the impacts to general road traffic on the corridor itself
due to the proposed road space reallocation for ART are not necessarily fully borne out in
the general road traffic journey time. As noted above, ART should not be implemented
without supporting mitigation to manage undesirable re-routing away from the corridor,
but potential mitigation measures to manage these impacts this have not been developed
or modelled at this stage. With such measures, it can be surmised that general road
traffic journey times would be more greatly impacted than is shown in the results. To
provide an indication of traffic re-routeing, the average distance travelled between the
origins and destinations is also presented.

= Modal Shift across two cordons, an ‘inner’ cordon and a ‘mid cordon, as shown in the
figure below.
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Figure 5:3: Inner, Mid and ART Cordon locations

m  Passenger and Road Traffic Flow Changes to present a visual representation of where

flows are changing across the modelled area — comparing the Core Test and the other

tests relevant to each corridor

®  Changes in P&R / Mobhility Hub Usage — indexed to Reference Case usage

North Corridor

The analysis for the north corridor as presented below considers the Core test, and Tests B1

and B2 as shown below.
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Figure 5:4: North Corridor Tests (Core, B1 and B2)

Journey Times

Changes in public transport travel time between origins and destinations to/from the northern
corridor are shown in Table 5:1. General road traffic travel times between the same origins
and destinations as used for public transport (as discussed above) are presented in Table 5:2

The results show very different impacts in the AM and PM periods. It is important to note in
relation to the north corridor that the latest position with regards to infrastructure being
developed through the Ellon to Garthdee study was coded into the model. At the time, the
‘preferred’ option was a ‘Parallel Routes’ option (see Ellon P&R to Garthdee Transport
Corridor Study Consultation - Aberdeen City Council - Citizen Space). This option (revised
post consultation) sees the proposed ‘parallel’ active travel route between the junction of West
North Street / Beach Boulevard and Kings Street / Seaton Place (south of the Bridge of Don),
rejoin the King Street ‘mainline’ north of Seaton Place. On King Street north of Seaton Place,
under these proposals the space required for the active travel route means no bus priority is
north of Seaton Place. With the active travel proposals requiring road space reallocation to
accommodate them, the road reduces to a single traffic lane in both directions, and buses are
in this lane along with general road traffic. Therefore, buses are subject to any congestion
caused. As noted below, this impact is felt in the PM period, when the network is much busier.
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Table 5:1: Travel time — Bus (North Corridor Tests)

Travel Time

(access walk, wait, transit, interchange wait, egress walk)

€0¢ abed

S Time (mins) % change from Reference Case
o
g
o Core - Bridge of Core - Bridge of
E Origin Zone Destination Zone Reference Case Don P&R B1 - Cloverhill B2 - Blackdog Don P&R B1 - Cloverhill B2 - Blackdog
Bridge of Don P&R Union Street 39 30 30 30 -21% -21% -21%
Cloverhill Union Street 37 34 31 31 -8% -15% -15%
AM Blackdog Union Street 57 55 55 39 -3% -3% -32%
Ellon Foresterhill Health 86 78 77 76 -10% -10% -12%
Campus
Ellon Aberdeen Airport 102 92 92 92 -9% -10% -10%
Union Street Bridge of Don P&R 37 40 40 40 9% 9% 9%
Union Street Cloverhill 44 44 42 42 0% -6% -6%
PM Union Street Blackdog 55 64 64 50 16% 16% -9%
Foresterhll Health Ellon 86 87 87 86 1% 1% 0%
ampus
Aberdeen Airport Ellon 101 102 103 102 1% 2% 1%
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Table 5:2: Travel time and distance— General road traffic (North Corridor Tests)

Time (mins)

Travel Time

% change from Reference

Case

Distance (km)

Distance

% change from Reference
Case

& © _ © _ @ © _ © _
3 8 8 £ g 3 £ g 8 3 £ g 3 £ g
2 o k) g 2 b 5 2 © 2 5 2 k] 5 <
5 = @ 3 3 @ 3 3 e @ 8 3 @ 5 8 3
= - o O @ o O o s o O @ o O @
IE Destination @ 56 = I 56 = N © 56 = I 56 — o~
- x ([ONa] m m [ONa] m m o (Gl a) m m (ONa) m om
B”dglf&‘g Don | ynion street | 18 18 18 17 1% 1% 1% 6.4 6.4 6.4 6.4 1% 1% 1%
Cloverhill | Union Street | 18 18 18 18 0% 1% 1% 6.7 6.6 6.6 6.6 1% 1% 1%
Ay | Blackdog | Union Street | 22 22 22 22 1% 0% 1% 11.3 11.2 11.2 11.2 1% 1% 0%
Foresterhill
Ellon Health 31 31 31 31 0% 0% 0% 28.0 27.9 27.9 28.0 0% 0% 0%
Campus
Ellon Ai?rrg;f” 26 26 26 26 0% 0% 0% 33.7 33.7 33.7 33.7 0% 0% 0%
Union Street B”dgF?&‘g Doni g 27 26 27 45% 43% 44% 6.6 6.9 6.9 6.9 4% 5% 4%
Union Street |  Cloverhill 18 26 25 26 47% 45% 46% 6.3 6.5 6.6 6.5 4% 5% 4%
oy | Union Street | Blackdog 22 30 30 30 37% 35% 36% 10.4 10.6 10.7 10.6 3% 3% 2%
Foresterhill
Health Ellon 32 34 34 34 7% 7% 7% 26.8 29.7 29.7 296 11% 11% 10%
Campus
A,t&?rr;?:rfn Ellon 27 27 27 27 0% 0% 0% 33.7 33.7 33.7 33.7 0% 0% 0%
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554

= |nthe AM period:

(e]

Significant reductions in public transport travel time for travel into the city centre, over
20% (9 minutes) quicker between Bridge of Don and Union Street

In Test B1 when ART terminates at Cloverhill, total travel time reduces by around 15%
(6 minutes) between Cloverhill and Union Street

Comparing between tests shows accessibility improvements for those at Blackdog
creating a much reduced overall journey time with total travel time (when ART
terminates at Blackdog as in Test B2) to Union Street reduced by over 30% (18
minutes) i.e. benefits of having both the improved connection and the bus priority on
the route

Reductions in travel time, under all tests, to both Foresterhill Health Campus and the
airport (around 10% reduction (approximately 10 minutes) in travel time from Ellon)

= |nthe PM period, noting the above narrative with respect to the assumed infrastructure
and increased congestion caused due to the proposed active travel infrastructure north of
Seaton Place:

In the Core Test (terminating at Bridge of Don): overall bus travel time increases by
9% (3 minutes) between Bridge of Don and the city centre, whereas general road
traffic travel times increase by 45% (9 minutes)

In Test B1 (terminating at Cloverhill): overall bus travel time reduces by 6% (2
minutes) between Cloverhill and the city centre, whereas general road traffic travel
times increase by 45% (7 minutes)

In Test B2 (terminating at Blackdog): overall bus travel time reduces by 9% (5
minutes) between Blackdog and the city centre, whereas general road traffic travel
times increase by 36% (8 minutes)

The results show that although the impact of the assumed infrastructure suggests a
worsening of bus travel time, the bus priority assumed (south of Seaton Place) has
‘protected’ travel time by bus when compared to the car i.e. the increase in road traffic
travel times are far greater than that seen for bus

In all the tests the distance travelled by general road traffic has increased, suggesting
congestion is causing traffic to re-route, especially between Ellon and the Foresterhill
Health Campus where the distance travelled increases by around 10% - note there is
no distance change between Ellon and Aberdeen Airport as traffic will be using the
Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route (AWPR) for this journey in both the Reference
Case and tests.

Modal Shift

Bus passenger flow changes (12 hour flows) across the two cordons are presented in Table
5:3 alongside Figure 5:5 which presents passenger flow changes comparing the Tests B1 and
B2 with the Core Test. Thereafter, Table 5:4 and Figure 5:6 present similar information for
road traffic flow changes (12 hour flows).
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Bus Passenger Flow Changes

Table 5:3:Bus Passenger 12-hour passenger flow across the cordons (North Corridor
Tests)

5 % difference from Ref Case
2
o
In 6.2% 6.2% 7.7%
Inner Out 6.1% 6.2% 7.7%
Tot 6.2% 6.2% 7.7%
In 13.7% 13.0% 15.6%
Mid Out 10.0% 9.5% 11.9%
Tot 11.9% 11.3% 13.8%

555 Table 5:3 shows between a 6-8% increase in bus
passenger flows across the inner cordon, and a 11-14%
increase across the mid cordon. The greatest increase
(14%) is seen under Test B2 where ART terminates at
Blackdog. However, the results here need to be viewed
in tandem with the P&R usage results (presented
below). These results show that when ART extends to
Blackdog, there is an erosion of usage at Ellon P&R
site, suggesting more people are driving to Blackdog to
access ART. It is approximately 17km from Ellon to
Blackdog. So while the percentage mode share
suggests an increased modal shift compared to the
Core Test, it is likely that extending ART to Blackdog is
actively increasing vehicle kilometres being driven while
also impacting to some degree on the use of the Ellon
P&R site itself.

5.5.6  The flow diagrams show:
= The limited impact of Test B1 when compared to the Core Test

5.5.7 The more significant change in passenger flows in Test B2, but again caveated as
per the text above in relation to Ellon P&R and abstraction from the site

N
Core vs\Test B2

{Change in Passenger
Flows per hour

Change in Passenger
Flows per hour

> 100 = > 100
w50 - 100 === 50 - 100
n 10 - 50 10 - 50
—— -50--10 l._ -50 - -10
= -100 - -50 = -100 - -50 C

= < -100

T < 100

Figure 5:5: Passenger Flow Changes (AM Peak Hour) — Core Test vs Test B1 and B2
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Road Traffic Flow Changes

Table 5:4: General road traffic 12-hour flow across the cordons (North Corridor Tests)

% difference from Ref Case

Cordon | Direction

In -2.6% -2.4% -2.8%
Inner Out -1.4% -1.2% -1.5%
Tot -2.0% -1.8% -2.1%
In -4.0% -4.0% -4.1%
Mid Out -6.6% -6.7% -6.7%
Tot -5.3% -5.3% -5.4%

5.5.8 Table 5:4 shows a reduction in general road traffic of

5.5.9

5.5.10

2% across the inner cordon and 5% across the mid
cordon, the figures being similar across the Core Test
and Tests B1 and B2.

Firstly, it is clear from Figure 5:2 that re-routeing by
general road traffic is occurring away from the Ellon
Road / King Street route via the AWPR, The Parkway /
North Anderson Drive and via Gordon Brae / Diamond
Bridge. In addition, the B997 and the Esplanade are
used. Again, as noted above, such re-routeing could be
minimised by appropriate mitigation measures.

In terms of Tests B1 and B2 and their comparison to
the Core test, when ART is extended to Cloverhill (Test
B1) there is some additional traffic reduction between
Blackdog and the Parkway. This is slightly more
pronounced in Test B2, and the increase in traffic by
those joining ART at the Blackdog terminus can also be
seen.

Core vs B1

———

Core vs B2

Demand Flows Difference
== < -2000
= -2000 - -500
-500 - -150
-150-0
0-150
150 - 500
"= 500 - 2000
= > 2000

Figure 5:6: Road Traffic Demand Flow Changes (AADT) —Core Test vs Test B1 and Test B2
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P&R / Mobility Hub Usage

5.5.11 The overall demand across the full ART network for the tests considering changes in the
northern corridor are shown in the table below, alongside details of the impact on P&R usage.
It should be noted that the current Bridge of Don P&R site is not well served (indeed no
services serve the site at the time of writing). Rather than present absolute usage figures, in
order to focus on comparing the tests, Reference Case usage at the site has been indexed to
100.

Table 5:5: P&R Usage — average AM and inter-peak occupancy (North Corridor Tests)

P&R Usage
(indexed to Reference Case = 100)

Bridge of Don Ellon Total

Reference Case 100 100 100
Core (Bridge of Don P&R) 188 95 115
B1 — Cloverhill 123 95 101

B2 — Blackdog 129 85 94

5.5.12 The results suggest:

= Usage of the Bridge Don P&R site nearly doubles in the Core test compared to the
Reference Case

= Terminating at Cloverhill does not generate significantly greater ART demand over and
above serving Bridge of Don P& R site but does abstract users from Bridge of Don P&R
site (i.e., the usage of Bridge of Don P&R site goes down compared to the Core test).
There is some minor abstraction from Ellon P&R site.

= Terminating at Blackdog generates an additional 6% passenger demand on ART services
compared to the core network where ART terminates at the Bridge of Don P&R site.
However, this comes at the expense of usage of both Bridge of Don and Ellon P&R site
and is likely to be, to a small degree, increasing vehicle kilometres by those now driving
between Ellon and Blackdog. However, if the Bridge of Don site were repurposed, it could
be assumed that the majority of demand at the site would shift to the Blackdog site —
where a new Mobility Hub is assumed could be provided. Such a site would also reduce
vehicle kilometres into Aberdeen by capturing demand from further out of the city. A
smaller parking facility at Bridge of Don could be provided to cater for more localised
demand, with access from such a site through to stops on the main carriageway.
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5.6

56.1

5.6.2

North-West Corridor

The analysis for the north-west corridor as presented here considers the Core test, and Tests

Al and A2 as shown below.
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Figure 5:7: North-West Corridor Tests (Core, A1 and A2)

Journey Times and Speeds
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Changes in public transport travel time between origins and destinations to/from the north-
west corridor are shown in Table 5:6. General road traffic travel times between the same
origins and destinations as used for public transport above are presented in Table 5:7,
alongside distance data to enable an appreciation of traffic re-routeing.
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Table 5:6: Travel time — Bus (North-West Corridor Tests)

Travel Time (access walk, wait, transit, interchange wait, egress walk)

Time (mins) % change from Reference Case

Al - Craibstone

0TS abed

= < P&R
E b Ce TECA-Airport- | A2 - Craibstone A ng'gsmne
o = TECA-Airport- | Craibstone P&R - | P&R (alternating Core — A2 - Craibstone
,E g Reference Case Craibstone P&R City loop) Craibstone P&R  (direct inbound) | P&R (alternating)
Airport Union Street 50 42 49 46 -17% -2% -8%
AM Craibstone P&R Union Street 55 43 36 40 -22% -35% -28%
Inverurie Foresterhill Health 60 59 59 59 2% 2% -3%
Campus
Union Street Airport 55 44 44 49 -20% -19% -10%
PM Union Street Craibstone P&R 58 46 46 43 -21% -21% -27%
Foresterhill Inverurie 68 67 68 66 1% 0% 2%

Health Campus

5.6.3 The results show:
= Significant journey time reductions between the Craibstone P&R / airport and Union Street in all tests (between 12 and 19 minute reductions)
= Greater journey time reduction between Craibstone P&R and the city centre under Test Al (with a 35% (19 minute) reduction compared to the
Reference Case, and a 22% (12 minute) reduction under the Core Test), as the direct routeing from the P&R site into the city centre (i.e., not via

the airport). In Test A2 where only every other ART service routes directly between Craibstone P&R and the city centre the journey time reduction
is less at 28% (15 minutes) compared to the Reference Case.

= There are some minor journey time benefits in travel time between Inverurie and the Foresterhill Health Campus. It is worth noting that the rail
service between Inverurie and the city centre is likely to be used for that part of the trip and hence the journey time will not be impacted by ART
over that section.
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Table 5:7: Travel time and distance — General Road Traffic (North-West Corridor Tests)

Travel Time Distance

% change from Reference Distance (km)

% change from Reference

Time (mins) Case Case
[0} o [} () o [} () (1) 14 () () o [0} o
g g 5 5 g |5 = 2 S 5 g - 2
3 c O S | 83 2 o S | 85 2 © O S B3 ) S Ba )
2 o 8 c 23 2 £ c 28 2 £ g S 9% o £ S 290~ =2 £
3 g 2 o) TET B B i) TET B B 2 o] T=T B B i) TET B B
S = = 12 085S G ¢ 2 0SS G ¢ o 12 2S5 G ¢ 2 025 G ¢
£ : 5 s | 453 | %S 8 .88 Js= 5 B L2 45 8 .58 452
(= o} [vd O <a £ <a 8 OO <a £ <o & 04 (8] <a £ <o O <a £ <o 8
Airport | Union Street 23 25 24 24 6% 5% 4% 11.2 11.2 11.2 11.2 0% 0% 0%
A CraF',t;fg’“e Union Street 24 25 25 25 2% 4% 3% 10.4 10.4 11.2 11.2 0% 8% 8%
Foresterhill
Inverurie Health 33 33 33 36 2% 1% 8% 25.3 25.3 24.2 25.6 0% -4% 1%
Campus
gt’::’; Airport 25 29 29 31 17% 16% 23% 11.5 12.5 12.4 12.4 9% 8% 8%
Union Craibstone o o o o o o
oM Strest DGR 26 29 30 31 13% 15% 20% 10.7 11.7 11.7 135 9% 9% 26%
Foresterhill
Health Inverurie 34 35 36 37 4% 5% 9% 24.7 24.8 24.8 26.6 1% 1% 8%
Campus

5.6.4 The results show:

®  General road traffic journey times increase, with the greatest increase noted of 23% between Union Street and the airport under Test A2. Note
that this maximum journey time percentage increase only equates to approximately 6 minutes in additional travel time.

= Distance travelled between the airport / Craibstone P&R and the city centre also increases - generally around 8-9% under the Core and Tests Al
and A2 in the PM period, but up to 26% (around a 3km increase) in the PM in Test A2, indicating a degree of re-routeing.
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5.6.5

5.6.6

5.6.7

Modal Shift

Bus passenger flow changes (12 hour flows) across the two cordons are presented in Table
5:8 alongside Figure 5:8 which presents passenger flow changes comparing the Tests Al and
A2 with the Core Test. Thereafter, Table 5:9 and Figure 5:9 present similar information for
road traffic flow changes (12 hour flows). See Figure 5:1 for comparison of the Core Test to
the Reference Case.

Bus Passenger Flow Changes

Table 5:8: Bus Passenger 12-hour passenger flow across the cordons (North-West Corridor Tests)

% difference from Ref Case

Al - Craibstone

Core - PR A2 - Craibstone
Cordon Direction | Craibstone P&R (direct inbound) P&R (alternating)
In 6.2% 6.1% 5.9%
Inner Out 6.1% 6.2% 6.1%
Tot 6.2% 6.2% 6.0%
In 13.7% 13.6% 13.6%
Mid Out 10.0% 10.1% 10.1%
Tot 11.9% 11.9% 11.9%
Corevs JI'estAf_l T | Core vs TestA2. i

Change in Passenger
Flows per hour |
— > 100 . B W
= 50-100 - ) 4 .
10 - 50
-50 --10
= -100 - -50
-— <100

Figure 5:8: Passenger Flow Changes (AM Peak Hour) — Core Test vs Test A1 and A2

Note that the test variations between the Core Test and Tests Al and A2 were undertaken to
consider the journey time impacts of the alternative routeing around TECA, the airport and
Craibstone P&R. As such, it was decided that Tests A1 and A2 would be run within ASAM as
fixed assignment matrices (based on the Core Test Demand runs). Given this, the figures for
Tests Al and A2 reflect only a changed model assignment and for that reason are generally
consistent with the Core test (with no demand modal shift reflected in the modelling).

The flow change diagrams show, as would be expected, a reduction in flow between the
airport and TECA in both Tests Al and A2 given the changed ART routeing, with the reduction
greatest in Test A1 when the route from the airport into the city centre is via Craibstone P&R
(and not TECA).
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5.6.8

5.6.9

Road Traffic Flow Changes
Table 5:9: General road traffic 12-hour flow across the cordons (North-West Corridor Tests)

% difference from Ref Case

Al - Craibstone
P&R

A2 - Craibstone

Core - P&R
Cordon Direction Craibstone P&R (direct inbound) (alternating)
In -2.6% -2.8% -3.0%
Inner Out -1.4% -1.6% -1.8%
Tot -2.0% -2.2% -2.4%
In -4.0% -4.1% -4.1%
Mid Out -6.6% -6.6% -7.1%
Tot -5.3% -5.4% -5.6%
Core vs A1 Core vs A2
N\ \ 4

Demand Flows Difference
= <-2000
== -2000 - -500
-500 - -150
-150-0
0-150
150 - 500
== 500 - 2000
= > 2000

Figure 5:9: Road Traffic Demand Flow Changes (AADT) —Core Test vs Test A1 and Test A2

The figure shows traffic re-routeing changes in both Test A1 and A2 compared to the Core
Test, with more pronounced changes in Test A2 with a considerable volume of traffic re-
routeing through Kingswells and along both the A944 and A9119 (and on the A93 in Test A2).
Note that the ART priority proposals at the A96 / Dyce Drive traffic signals for Tests A1 and A2
are causing this disruption within the road model network, due to the lower general traffic
capacity available through this junction. These re-routeing impacts do appear quite severe
within the modelling, but the general outcome suggests there are greater challenges in this
area for general road traffic when reallocating roadspace towards bus priority (due to the high
volumes of traffic). Further work is required through the A96 multi-modal corridor study to
explore and identify an optimum solution at this location which balances bus priority with
general traffic requirements.

P&R Usage

Details of the impact on usage at Craibstone P&R are presented below. Note that the
variations between the Core Test and Tests Al and A2 were undertaken primarily to consider
the journey time impacts of the alternative routing around TECA, the airport and Craibstone
P&R. As noted above, it was decided that Tests A1 and A2 would be run within ASAM as fixed
assignment matrices (based on the Core demand). Given this, the P&R figures for Tests Al
and A2 are consistent with the Core test (and reported as such below).
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Table 5:10: P&R Usage - average AM and inter-peak occupancy (North-West Corridor Tests)

Craibstone P&R Usage

(indexed to Reference Case = 100)

Reference Case 100

Core (and Tests Al and A2) 246

5.6.10 The results suggest show more than a doubling of use at the P&R site with the proposals in
place.

5.7 West Corridor

5.7.1 The analysis for the west corridor as presented here considers the Core test, and Tests C1
and C2 as shown below.
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Figure 5:10: West Corridor Tests (Core, C1 and C2)
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57.2

Journey Times and Speeds

Changes in public transport travel time between origins and destinations to/from the west
corridor are shown in Table 5:11. General road traffic travel times between the same origins
and destinations as used for public transport above are presented in Table 5:12 alongside
distance data to enable an appreciation of traffic re-routeing.
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Table 5:11: Travel time — Bus (West Corridor Tests)

Travel Time

(access walk, wait, transit, interchange wait, egress walk)

Time (Mins) % change from Reference Case
2 5
5 & Core - Core -
o = Kingswells P&R | C1 - Westhill via C2 - Kingswells Kingswells P&R C1 - Westhill via C2 - Kingswells
,§ g Reference Case (via A944) A944 P&R via A9119 (via A944) A944 P&R via A9119
Kingswells Union Street 39 32 32 35 -19% -19% -12%
Westhill Union Street 56 57 45 57 1% -21% 0%
AM
Westhill Foresterhill Health Campus 63 43 37 63 -32% -41% -1%
Westhill Airport 72 60 60 60 -16% -17% -16%
Union Street Kingswells 40 34 34 35 -15% -15% -12%
Union Street Westhill 59 59 48 59 -1% -19% -1%
PM :
Foresterhill Health Westhil 59 47 40 59 21% -34% 0%
Campus
Airport Westhill 103 62 61 62 -40% -41% -40%

5.7.3 The results show:

= More significant journey time benefits achieved with an ART service routeing along the A944 (Core Test) than the A9119 (Test C2). Between
Kingswells and Union Street bus journey times reduce by 19% (7 minutes) in the AM when routeing along the A944, compared to a 12% (4
minutes) reduction when routeing down the A9119. In the PM, these figures are 15% (6 minutes) and 12% (5 minutes) respectively.

= There is a significant improvement in journey time for those in Westhill / joining ART in Westhill when ART is extended to the town (Test C1). The
journey time by bus between Westhill and Union Street reduces by around 20% (11 minutes) in both the AM and PM periods (compared to limited
change in the Core when, compared to the Reference Case, ART does not extend to Westhill - reflecting the fact that users are likely to remain
on services routing via the A9119). Note that the significant journey time reduction between Westhill and the Airport has been gained through the
inclusion of a new local service linking Westhill and Dyce, introduced to maintain local accessibility due to other underlying bus network changes
made to integrate the ART proposals (see Supporting Technical Note B).
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Table 5:12: Travel time and distance — General road traffic (West Corridor Tests)

Travel Time Distance

% change from Reference % change from Reference

Distance (km)

Time (mins)

Case Case
(o)) (o)) (o] ()]
- i — -
© > © > © > © >
> < > < S < > <
) o o )
s 3 = s 3 > s 3 > S 3 =
o 3 o o 3 o [ 3 o o 3 o
o o o o
i) < & i) < 5 %) < & ) < =
© © © © o © o ©
2 s = 2 s S 2 % s S 2 < S L
n — [ n — (] © n — [} n — ()
° c ] o = = =)} = 3 O =) = = o = B
g o o = = a = = o @ = = @ E E= @
o 3 e | X 4 £ X 3 £ e X 3 E0 < 3 £
o = g C = < C = < o ' = < ' = <
Z o o g ; o : ] ko] o : ] o : :
§ [0 (&) o — N o — N (0] o — N (o] — (9V]
= a) o o 8] O o O O [vd o O O o o O
Kingswells Union Street 20 22 21 21 8% 6% 3% 9.1 9.0 9.0 9.1 -1% -1% 0%
Westhill Union Street 25 27 27 26 5% 8% 2% 12.3 12.0 12.2 12.1 -2% -1% -1%
AM
Westhill Foresterhil 19 21 21 19 8% 11% 1% 9.7 9.5 9.7 9.5 -2% 0% -2%
Health Campus
Westhill Airport 14 14 14 14 1% 3% 1% 9.4 9.4 9.4 9.4 0% 0% 0%
Union Street Kingswells 21 23 23 22 9% 10% 8% 9.0 9.0 9.0 9.0 -1% -1% 0%
Union Street Westhill 27 29 29 29 6% 5% 6% 12.3 12.3 12.3 12.4 0% 0% 0%
PM Foresterhill
Health Westhill 24 26 26 26 10% 9% 9% 10.3 10.9 10.9 10.9 6% 6% 6%
Campus
Airport Westhill 14 14 14 14 2% 2% 1% 9.8 9.8 9.8 9.8 0% 0% 0%

5.7.4  The results show, general road traffic journey times increase between all origin-destination pairs considered in the AM and PM periods, with journey
times increasing by up to around 10% (although noting this only equates to an increase in journey time of around 2 minutes). Traffic re-routeing is
clear between Westhill and Foresterhill Health Campus with a 6% (around 600m) increase in the distance travelled.
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575

Modal Shift

For the modal shift analysis, as noted above for the North and North-West corridors two
cordons have been considered. Bus passenger flows and general road traffic flows across the
cordons are presented in Table 5:13 and Table 5:14 respectively. Alongside the tables, to
provide an indication of the passenger flow and road traffic changes under each test, are
figures showing the change in flow per hour in the AM peak, comparing the Core Test with
Tests C1 and C2 (see Figure 5:1 for comparison of the Core Test to the Reference Case).
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Bus Passenger Flow Changes

Table 5:13: Bus Passenger 12-hour passenger flow across the cordons (West Corridor Tests)

% difference from Ref Case

\gore vs

L

c
°
©
9
5
Inner Out 6.1% 8.4% 4.4%
Tot 6.2% 8.4% 4.4%
In 13.7% 16.9% 9.4%
Mid Out 10.0% 13.0% 6.3%
Tot 11.9% 15.0% 7.9%
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Figure 5:11: Bus Passenger Flow Changes (AM Peak Hour) — Core Test vs Test C1 and C2

{

5.7.6  The results show the greater modal shift that can be achieved both through extending the ART
service to Westhill (Test C1) and through routeing along the A944 (Core test compared to Test

C2).

5.7.7 The flow change figure shows:

= When the ART service is extended to Westhill (Test C1), passenger flow significantly
increases between Westhill and the city centre, with a reduction in passengers on the
A9119.

= When the ART service routes via the A9119 (Test C2) there is a corresponding increase
in passenger flow on the A9119 and a reduction on the A944.
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Road Traffic Flow Changes

Table 5:14: General road traffic 12-hour flow across the cordons (West Corridor Tests)

% difference from Ref Case

=
.2
3]
g Core - Kingswells C1 - Westhill via C2 - Kingswells
a) P&R (via A944) A944 P&R via A9119
In -2.6% -2.5% -2.8%
Inner Out -1.4% -1.3% -0.7%
Tot -2.0% -1.9% -1.7%
In -4.0% -4.2% -3.4%
Mid Out -6.6% -6.7% -6.5%
Tot -5.3% -5.4% -4.9%

5.7.8 The Road Traffic Demand daily traffic flow changes (AADT) between
the Core Test and Test C1 and C2 are shown in the figure below
(see Figure 5:2 for comparison of the Core Test to the Reference
Case). The figure shows:

= The additional traffic re-routeing that occurs when ART is
extended to Westhill (Test C1) with increases seen on the A93
and B9077 running parallel to, and immediately south of, the
River Dee

= The range of traffic impacts in the city centre when ART routes
via the A9119 (Test C2), as well as the traffic reductions on
Fairley Road through Kingswells (as fewer passengers use the
Kingswells P&R site — see below)

Core vs C1

Core vs C2

Demand Flows Difference
= < -2000
= -2000 - -500
-500 - -150
-150-0
0-150
150 - 500
== 500 - 2000
= > 2000

Figure 5:12: Road Traffic Demand Flow Changes (AADT) —Core Test vs Test C1 and

Test C2
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P&R / Mobility Hub Usage

5.7.9 Details of the impact on usage at Kingswells P&R, and a combined usage at Kingswells P&R
and the modelled small-scale mobility hub at Westhill are presented below, indexed against
use in the Reference Case.

Table 5:15: P&R Usage - average AM and inter-peak occupancy (West Corridor Tests)

Kingswells P&R Usage (indexed to Reference Case = 100)

Kingswells P&R and

el S Westhill (new mobility hub)

Reference Case 100 100

Core — Kingswells P&R 221 221

C1 - Westhill 173 245

C2 — Kingswells P&R via A9119 179 175

5.7.10 The results suggest:

= With ART serving Kingswells P&R, as in the Core Test, usage of Kingswells P&R site
more than doubles

= With ART extended to Westhill, as in Test C1, usage of Kingswells P&R site drops, but
across both Kingswells P&R and Westhill Mobility Hub, usage of the two sites is above
that of the Core test

= With ART routeing via the A9119 (Queen’s Road as in Test C2), usage of Kingswells
P&R site is less than that of the Core test i.e., there is greater use of the Kingswells P&R
site when ART routes along the A944 into the city centre
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5.8 South Corridor

5.8.1 The analysis for the south corridor as presented here considers the Core Test, and Test D as
shown below.
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Figure 5:13: South Corridor Tests (Core and D1)

Journey Times and Speeds

5.8.2 Changes in public transport travel time between origins and destinations to/from the south
corridor are shown in Table 5:16. General road traffic travel times between the same origins
and destinations as used for public transport above are presented in Table 5:17 alongside
distance data to enable an appreciation of traffic re-routeing.

5.8.3  The results show similar results across the Core Test and Test D with:
= Areduction in travel time by bus of over 20% (around 9 minutes) inbound between
Portlethen Mobility Hub and the city centre in the AM period, and over 12% (6 minutes)
outbound in the PM period

= Minor reductions in travel time by bus between Portlethen Mobility Hub and Foresterhill
Health Campus (1%-3%, equating to a maximum 4 minute reduction)

= Areduction in travel time by bus between Portlethen Mobility Hub and the airport of 4-9%,
with the greatest reduction in AM period (for Test D) of around 7 minutes
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Table 5:16: Travel time — Bus (South Corridor Tests)

Travel Time

(access walk, wait, transit, interchange wait, egress walk)

U (i) % change from Reference Case
° =
= o
2 o Core - Portlethen D - Portlethen Mobility Core - Portlethen D - Portlethen Mobility
o = Mobility hub (via hub (via West Tullos Mobility hub (via hub (via West Tullos
_E é‘? Reference Case Wellington Road) Wellington Road)
P°”'eth:SbM°b"'ty Union Street 46 37 37 -21% -21%
AM Portleth:SbMoblllty Foresterhill Health Campus 71 70 70 -1% -2%
Portlethen Mobility Airport 87 83 80 5% 9%
Hub
Union Street Portlethen Mobility Hub 45 39 39 -13% -12%
Foresterhill Health - 0 a0
PM Campus Portlethen Mobility Hub 71 69 69 2% 3%
Airport Portlethen Mobility Hub 89 85 85 -5% -4%
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Table 5:17: Travel time and distance — General road traffic (South Corridor Tests)

Time (mins)

&
S
S
a
>
=
>
Z
=
o
=
=
9]
1=
=
3]
=
=
/S
o
0
o
2
5]
@]

Travel Time

D - Portlethen Mobility hub (via

% change from
Reference Case

Core - Portlethen Mobility hub (via

D - Portlethen Mobility hub (via

Distance (km)

Core - Portlethen Mobility hub (via

Distance

D - Portlethen Mobility hub (via

% change from
Reference Case

Core - Portlethen Mobility hub (via

D - Portlethen Mobility hub (via

) = _ = _ . = _ = _
8 3 & 3 g @ S & S g

[
° c @] e 0 e 0 O x %) x )
o S @ = o = o o c o = o
; 3 : 3 2 2 s : g : g :
o ¥ @ = F = F 3 = F =z F
2 = k) = 17 = 17 0 = I = 1)
= > D ) (] ) ) D T} 4] ] [}
= ) o = = = = x = = = =
PO”'ethﬁSbMOb'“ty Union Street 18 18 18 0% 2% 10.2 10.2 10.2 0% 0%
AM Portlethen Mobility Foresterhill Health 21 21 21 1% 206 13.9 13.9 13.9 0% 0%

Hub Campus
PO”'ethﬁSbMOb'“ty Airport 24 24 24 0% 0% 27.2 27.2 27.2 0% 0%
Union Street P"“'emﬁﬂb'\""b'“ty 18 19 19 2% 1% 10.0 10.0 9.9 0% 1%
PM Foresterhill Health Portlethen Mobility o 25 25 6% 6% 13.6 13.9 13.8 206 204
Campus Hub

Airport Portiether Mobillty 24 24 24 2% 1% 27.4 27.4 27.4 0% 0%
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Modal Shift

Bus passenger flows and general road traffic flows across the cordons are presented in Table
5:18 and Table 5:19 respectively to provide an indication of the flow changes under the Core
Test and Test D. Alongside these are presented figures showing the change in flow per hour
in the AM peak, comparing the Core Test with Test D (see Figure 5:1 for comparison of the
Core Test to the Reference Case).
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Passenger Flow Changes

Table 5:18: Bus Passenger 12-hour passenger flow across the cordons (South Corridor Tests)

E % difference from Ref Case
£
Inner Out 6.1% 7.4%
Tot 6.2% 7.1%
In 13.7% 15.0%
Mid Out 10.0% 10.9%
Tot 11.9% 13.0%

5.8.4 The results show the slightly increased modal shift to bus in Test D
compared to the Core Test, suggesting a route via West Tullos Road
/ Great Southern Road/ Holburn Street is more beneficial than the
full route in via Wellington Road. Traffic impacts across the cordons
are broadly similar to other tests.

5.8.5 The diagram shows, as would be expected, an increase in
passenger flow on the West Tullos Road (Test D) route into the city
centre, and a corresponding decrease on Wellington Road from
where the ART route varies under the tests (at the junction of
Wellington Road and West Tullos Road).

" Corevs TestD

Change in Passenger
Flows per hour

= > 100
= 50 - 100
10 - 50
— -50--10
= -100 - -50
= < -100

—

Figure 5:14: Passenger Flow Changes (AM Peak Hour) — Core Test vs Test D
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Road Traffic Flow Changes

Table 5:19: General Road Traffic 12-hour passenger flow across the cordons (West Corridor Tests)

% difference from Ref Case

Direction
Core - Portlethen Mobility | D - Portlethen Mobility hub
hub (via Wellington Road) (via West Tullos Rd)
In -2.6% -3.0%
Inner Out -1.4% -1.0%
Tot -2.0% -2.0%
In -4.0% -4.3%
Mid Out -6.6% -6.3%
Tot -5.3% -5.3%

5.8.6

The figure shows the increase in traffic on Wellington Road under
Test D —when ART routes via West Tullos Road. This increase is
seen the length of Wellington Road from Charlestown junction —
even though ART under Test D routes along a large section of
this. There are decreases in traffic on the A92 between the
Charlestown junction and the River Dee, and on Great Southern
Road, but with increases on a parallel route via the Bridge of Dee
and South Anderson Drive. There is also a notable decrease in
traffic on Coast Road in Test D compared to the Core Test
suggesting if ART routes into the city centre via the full length of
Wellington Road / Victoria Bridge, there is some displacement of
traffic onto the Coast Road.

Demand Flows Difference
= < -2000
== -2000 - -500
-500 - -150
-150 -0
0-150
150 - 500
= 500 - 2000
== > 2000

Figure 5:15: Road Traffic Demand Flow Changes (AADT) — Core Test vs Test D

64



Routeing Analysis @ Stantec

Aberdeen Rapid Transit

P&R Usage

5.8.7 Details of the impact of the Core and Test D on the usage of Portlethen Mobility Hub are
presented in the table below, indexed to usage in the Reference Case. Note the significant
increase is due to the site being new, with limited services assumed to serve the site in the
Reference Case.

Table 5:20: P&R Usage - average AM and inter-peak occupancy (West Corridor Tests)

Portlethen Mobility Hub Usage

(indexed to Reference Case = 100)

Reference Case 100
Core — via Wellington Road 423
D - via West Tullos Road 446

5.8.8 The results show:

= Anincrease in Portlethen Mobility Hub use when ART routes via Wellington Road / West
Tullos Road / Holburn Street as in Test D.

5.9 Alternative Cross-City ART service Routeing

5.9.1 The analysis for the test where an alternative ART cross-city routeing combination was tested
is presented here and considers the Core test and Test E, as shown below.
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Figure 5:16: Alternative cross-city routeing test (Core and Test E)
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5.9.2

593

594

595

Rather than focus on journey times, the analysis here has considered the modal shift
implications of the changed routeing.

Modal Shift

For the modal shift analysis, as noted above for the other corridors, two cordons have been
considered. Bus passenger flows and general road traffic flows across the cordons are
presented in Table 5:21 and Table 5:22 respectively.

Table 5:21: Bus Passenger 12-hour passenger flow across the cordons (Alternative cross-city routeing test)

= % difference from Ref Case
E’ E — Alternative cross-
[a) city routeing
In 6.2% 5.3%
Inner Out 6.1% 5.1%
Tot 6.2% 5.2%
In 13.7% 12.9%
Mid Out 10.0% 9.4%
Tot 11.9% 11.2%

Table 5:22: General Road Traffic 12-hour passenger flow across the cordons (Alternative cross-city routeing test)

% difference from Ref Case

Direction E — Alternative cross-
Core city routeing

In -2.6% -2.5%

Inner Out -1.4% -1.2%
Tot -2.0% -1.8%

In -4.0% -4.0%

Mid Out -6.6% -6.6%
Tot -5.3% -5.3%

The results show a slight decrease in modal shift to bus under the alternative cross city
routeing combination compared to the Core test.

P&R / Mobility Hub Usage

Usage at the four sites under both the Core and Test E are shown in the table below.

Table 5:23: P&R Usage - average AM and inter-peak occupancy (Alternative cross-city routeing test)

P&R Usage (indexed to Reference Case = 100)

Bridge of . : Portlethen
Don Craibstone Kingswells Mobility Hub
Reference Case 100 100 100 100
Core 188 246 221 423
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5.9.6

5.10

5.10.1

5.10.2

P&R Usage (indexed to Reference Case = 100)

Bridge of . : Portlethen
Don Craibstone Kingswells Mobility Hub

Test E — Alternative
cross-city routeing 191 244 219 425

The results suggest limited impacts on P&R usage with the alternative cross-city routeing
pattern, when compared to the Core test.

Three cross-city ART Service Routes

The analysis for the test where three ART cross-city routes was tested is presented here and
considers the Core test and Test F, as shown below. When adding in the new route, the Core
Test Kingswells-Bridge of Don cross-city route origins and destination are altered.
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Figure 5:17: Alternative cross-city routeing test (Core and Test F)
Rather than focus on journey times, the analysis here has considered the modal shift

implications of the additional ART service and the impacts on passenger and Road Traffic
Demand changes.
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5.10.3

Modal Shift

For the modal shift analysis, the two cordons have again been considered. Bus passenger
flows and general road traffic flows across the cordons are presented in Table 5:24 and Table
5:25. Next to the cordon analysis are figures presenting a visual representation of the
passenger and road traffic flow changes (presented below as change in passenger flow per
hour in the AM peak), comparing the Core test with Test F (see Figure 5:1 for comparison of
the Core Test to the Reference Case).

Page 331 68



2sg abed

Routeing Analysis
Aberdeen Rapid Transit

Bus Passenger Flow Changes

Table 5:24: Bus Passenger 12-hour passenger flow across the cordons (Three cross-
city routes)

% difference from Ref Case

F — Three cross-city

Cordon Direction routes
In 6.2% 8.0%

Inner Out 6.1% 8.0%
Tot 6.2% 8.0%

In 13.7% 12.5%

Mid Out 10.0% 11.7%
Tot 11.9% 12.1%

5.10.4 The results show an increase in modal shift to bus
under the three-arm cross city routeing combination
compared to the Core test. This is to be expected given
the additional ART service.

5.10.5 The flow change diagram shows:

= Asignificant increase in passenger flow between
Robert Gordon University / Garthdee and the city
centre

= Areduction in passengers on the A944 — the route
has been impacted through its new connection to
the Beach as opposed to King Street / the Bridge
of Don under Test F

= Areduction in passengers on Kings Street — the
route has been impacted through its new
connection to the Portlethen Mobility hub as
opposed to Kingswells under Test F.

[

n
»

mmm < -100
— N\

Change in Passenger
Flows per hour

mmm > 100
50 - 100
10 - 50
-50 - -10
-100 - -50

Figure 5:18: Passenger Flow Changes (AM Peak Hour) — Core Test vs Test F
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Table 5:25: General Road Traffic 12-hour passenger flow across the cordons(Three cross-city routes)

% difference from Ref Case

F — Three cross-city

Cordon Direction routes
In -2.6% -2.0%

Inner Out -1.4% 0.4%
Tot -2.0% -0.8%*

In -4.0% -4.1%

Mid Out -6.6% -6.5%
Tot -5.3% -5.3%

*awaiting clarification from SYSTRA

5.10.6 The figure shows the range of localised traffic re-routeing between
RGU / Garthdee and the city centre due to the addition of RGU as a
terminus for ART. There is limited impact on the area around the

Beach despite the addition of the Beach as a terminus point for ART.

It is however worth noting that under the Beach Masterplan
proposals, the road network around the Beach area is being altered
and is likely to be deterring general road traffic from that area in the
Reference Case — hence the impact on ART on general road traffic
around this location is likely to be limited.

Demand Flows Difference
== < -2000

4

-2000 - -500

-500 - -150
-150 -0
0-150
150 - 500
== 500 - 2000

== > 2000

Figure 5:19: Road Traffic Demand Flow Changes (AADT) —Core Test vs Test F
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P&R / Mobility Hub Usage

5.10.7 Details of the impact on P&R and Mobility Hub usage is presented below.

Table 5:26: P&R Usage - average AM and inter-peak occupancy (Three ART cross-city services test)

P&R / Mobility Hub Usage (indexed to Reference Case)

Bridge of . : Portlethen
Don Craibstone Kingswells Mobility Hub
Reference Case 100 100 100 100
Core 188 246 221 423

Test F — Three cross-city

ART routes 191 245 219 424

5.10.8 The results suggest limited impacts on P&R usage with the three cross-city routeing patterns
when compared to the Core test. This is not unexpected as all sites are still served under Test
F.

5.11 Comparisons across all tests

Modal Shift

5.11.1 To provide a test overview across all test, the modal shift results from the two cordons are re-
presented below with bus passenger flows and general road traffic flows across the cordons
are presented in Table 5:27 and Table 5:28 respectively — and here with the results presented
to an additional decimal place.
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5.11.2

Table 5:27: Bus Passenger 12-hour passenger flow across the cordons (All Tests)

% difference from Ref Case
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) 8 = S d a = o 3D )
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In 6.2% 6.1% 5.9% 6.2% 7.7% 8.5% 4.4% 6.9% 5.3% 8.0%
Inner | Out| 6.1% 6.2% 6.1% 6.2% 7.7% 8.4% 4.4% 7.4% 5.1% 8.0%
Tot | 6.2% | 6.2% 6.0% 6.2% 7.7% 8.4% 4.4% 7.1% 5.2% 8.0%
In | 13.7% | 13.6% | 13.6% | 13.0% | 15.6% | 16.9% | 9.4% | 15.0% | 12.9% | 12.5%
Mid |Out| 10.0% | 10.1% | 10.1% | 9.5% | 11.9% | 13.0% | 6.3% | 10.9% | 9.4% | 11.7%
Tot | 11.9% | 11.9% | 11.9% | 11.3% | 13.8% | 15.0% | 7.9% | 13.0% | 11.2% | 12.1%

Table 5:28: General Road Traffic 12-hour passenger flow across the cordons (All Tests)

% difference from Ref Case
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In -2.6% | -2.8% | -3.0% | -2.4% | -2.8% | -25% | -2.8% | -3.0% | -2.5% | -2.0%
Inner |Out | -1.4% | -1.6% | -1.8% | -1.2% | -1.5% | -1.3% | -0.7% | -1.0% | -1.2% 0.4%
Tot | -2.0% | -2.2% | -2.4% | -1.8% | -2.1% | -1.9% | -1.7% | -2.0% | -1.8% | -0.8%
In | -40% | -4.1% | -4.1% | -4.0% | -4.1% | -4.2% | -3.4% | -4.3% | -4.0% | -4.1%
Mid |Out| -6.6% | -6.6% | -7.1% | -6.7% | -6.7% | -6.7% | -6.5% | -6.3% | -6.6% | -6.5%
Tot | -5.3% | -54% | -5.6% | -53% | -5.4% | -54% | -4.9% | -5.3% | -5.3% | -5.3%

Total Vehicle Kilometres

Figures were provided showing changes in total vehicle kilometres under each test and are
presented below split out by change in Aberdeen city, Aberdeenshire and on the Aberdeen
Western Peripheral Route (AWPR) itself. The figures provide an indication of traffic re-routeing
under the tests but noting that modal shift to bus under each test will differ and be impacting

on these figures i.e. greater modal shift to bus equates to reduced vehicle kilometers.
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Table 5:29: Daily Vehicular Kilometres (All Tests)
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Veh km (000’s) | 2,773 | 2,819 2,811 2,814 2,825 2,818 2,817 2,813 2,822 2,827 2,819
City
o)
% change from 1.6% 1.4% 1.5% 1.9% 1.6% 1.6% 1.4% 1.8% 1.9% 1.7%
Ref Case N/A
Veh km (000’s) | 8,100 | 8,085 8,086 8,086 8,088 8,084 8,083 8,085 8,091 8,100 8,085
Shire
0,
% change from |\, -0.2% 0.2% -0.2% 0.1% -0.2% -0.2% -0.2% 0.1% 0.0% 0.2%
Ref Case
Veh km (000’s) | 806 820 820 817 820 821 819 817 818 819 821
AWPR
0,
% change from |\ \ 1.8% 1.7% 1.3% 1.7% 1.8% 1.6% 1.3% 1.5% 1.5% 1.9%
Ref Case

5.11.3 The comparisons show all tests increasing vehicle kilometres overall but with an increase within Aberdeen City and a decrease in Aberdeenshire. It is
worth reiterating as set out in the modelling caveats earlier in this chapter that no mitigation to prevent inappropriate re-routeing was modelled and as
such these results should be viewed as providing an indication of what could happen if this important element of ART was not designed for.

5.11.4 Whilst the number of cars crossing the cordons reduces in all tests, overall car-km actually increases. The assumption here is the reduction in car-km
caused by mode shift from car to bus (witnessed on the cordons) is outweighed by traffic re-routeing around Aberdeen as a result of the reduction in
capacity on the ART corridors. If ART is to contribute to a car-km reduction target, mitigation needs to be considered to reduce the scale of
this re-routeing. Further and more detailed analysis of these re-routing impacts and identification of appropriate mitigation will be required as the
study progresses.
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5.12

5121

5.12.2

5.12.3

5.12.4

Network Viability

A very high level analysis was undertaken of overall annual changes to operational costs
against estimated changed revenue. Operating costs included additional operating costs for
ART services and reduced existing bus service operational costs due to changes made to
accommodate ART services. Demand changes were used to estimate revenue impacts.
Taken together, this provides a net operating cost / surplus, termed ‘viability’ here.

As noted in the modelling caveats earlier in this chapter, infrastructure assumptions, the
indicative changes made to underlying bus services, and lack of modelling in relation to
changed parking policy and mitigation to prevent inappropriate traffic re-routing, are all highly
likely to be reducing the modelled benefits of ART in terms of modal shift, and the results as
presented should be seen in this context (i.e., car journey times are likely to be longer and
traffic speeds lower). Given this, rather than focus on absolute figures, the results presented
here show the changed position in terms of ‘viability’ for all the test indexed to the Core Test
(indexed to 100).

A viability ‘score’ of less than 100 indicates a more ‘viable’ network than the Core i.e.

compared to the Core Test the net operating cost is lower. A score greater than 100 indicates
that compared to the Core Test the net operating cost is higher.

The results indicate the benefit in a ‘viability’ sense of both routeing to Westhill and routeing
via West Tullos from the south.

Table 5:30: Test Viability Summary

Viability

Indexed against Core = 100

Core 100
Al - Craibstone P&R (direct inbound) 95
A2 - Craibstone P&R (alternating) 87
B1 — to Cloverhill 90
B2 — to Blackdog 101
C1 - Westhill via A944 93
C2 - Kingswells P&R via A9119 112
D - Portlethen Mobility hub (via West Tullos Rd) 86
E — Alternative cross-city routeing 82
F — Three cross-city routes 102
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6

6.1

6.1.1

6.2

6.2.1

6.2.2

Appraisal Review

Infroduction

Outputs from the ASAM modelling have provided additional analysis to feed into the wider
appraisal, including both appraisal against the TPOs and the STAG criteria.

Transport Planning Objectives

The outputs of the modelling work have also been used to provide details of the journey time
impacts of each of the tests and have enabled comparison of the options specifically against
Transport Planning Objective 1 set for the study, to achieve average ART bus speeds on
the urban sections of the ART corridors (i.e., within the Aberdeen city boundary) of at
least 25kph (16mph) by 2030. Note that no analysis is available during this exercise to
provide any additional information to the TPO appraisal of TPO2 and TPO3 above that already
provided in the Detailed Options Appraisal report.

The average bus speeds along the ART corridors across the tests is shown in the table below
and shows the TPO being met for many of the test and ART services, and where not met, the
speeds are often very close to meeting the TPO.

Table 6:1: Bus Speeds on ART services (end to end route)

Average Speed (kph)

ART Service Direction
IP
Bridge of Don P&R <> Eastbound 24.6 24.7 19.7
. Kingswells P&R Westbound 26.6 27.1 24.9

ore

Craibstone P&R (via Airport) <> | Northbound 25.4 25.8 24.2

Portiethen Mobility hub Southbound 25.8 26.4 24.2

Bridge of Don P&R <> Eastbound 24.6 24.7 19.7

Kingswells P&R Westbound 26.6 27.1 24.8
A1 | Craibstone P&R (via Airport) <>

Portlethen Mobility hub Nefirouie 252 25.8 24.1

Craibstone P&R (direct) <>

Portlethen Mobility hub SOUE RG] 26.3 27.1 25.0

Bridge of Don P&R <> Eastbound 24.4 24.6 19.6

Kingswells P&R Westbound 26.6 27.0 24.7
A2 | Craibstone P&R (via airport and | Northbound 26.7 27.9 25.6

TECA) <> Portlethen Mobility
hub (alternating service direction | squthbound

at airport / Craibstone) 24.3 24.4 22.4
Cloverhill <> Kingswells P&R Eastbound 24.8 24.8 19.6
Westbound 27.7 28.2 25.9
Bl
Craibstone P&R (via Airport) <> | Northbound 25.4 25.8 24.2
Portlethen Mobility hub
Southbound 25.8 26.4 24.0
Blackdog <> Kingswells P&R Eastbound 27.0 271 22.0
B2
Westbound 30.6 311 28.9
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6.3.1

Average Speed (kph)

ART Service Direction
IP
Craibstone P&R (via Airport) <> | Northbound 25.4 25.8 24.2
Portlethen Mobility hub
Southbound 25.8 26.5 24.4
Bridge of Don P&R <> Westhill | Eastbound 25.7 26.1 21.7
c1 Westbound 26.9 27.7 25.7
Craibstone P&R (via Airport) <> | Northbound 25.4 25.8 24.2
Portiethen Mobility hub Southbound 25.8 26.4 24.1
Bridge of Don P&R <> Eastbound 24.0 24.3 194
Kingswells P&R (via Queen’s
- Road (A9119) Westbound 26.0 26.2 25.2
Craibstone P&R (via Airport) <> | Northbound 25.4 25.8 24.0
Portlethen Mobility hub
ity hu Southbound 25.8 26.5 24.3
Bridge of Don P&R <> Eastbound 24.6 24.7 19.8
Kingswells P&R Westbound 26.6 27.1 24.9
D |Craibstone P&R (via Airport) <> | Northbound 27.0 27.4 25.8
Portlethen Mobility hub (via
Holburn Street / West Tullos Southbound
Road) 26.9 274 25.3
Craibstone P&R (via Airport) <> | Northbound 255 25.7 24.0
- Kingswells P&R Southbound 26.3 26.9 24.4
Bridge of Don P&R <> Northbound 24.5 24.8 19.9
Portlethen Mobility hub Southbound 25.9 26.4 25.1
Bridge of Don P&R <> Robert Northbound 21.2 21.2 16.2
Gordon University Southbound 23.6 23.8 23.1
Eastbound 25.2 25.3 24.3
F | Kingswells P&R <> Beach
Westbound 24.9 25.1 22.7
Craibstone P&R (via Airport) <> | Northbound 25.4 25.8 24.3
Portiethen Mobility hub Southbound 25.8 26.5 24.1

STAG Criteria

A very high level review of each Test against the STAG criteria, where deemed appropriate,

has been undertaken and is presented below. It is difficult from the modelling outcomes
presented here and overall purpose of the routeing work to differentiate between the options.
In the table below the options have been compared relative to each other.
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Table 6:2: STAG Criteria — High Level Appraisal

Criteria

Environment

Comment

Evaluated by considering modal shift
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Cloverhill

Blackdog

- Westhill via

C2 - Kingswells
P&R via A9119

N

D - Portlethen
Mobility hub (via
West Tullos Rd)

a4

E — Alternative

cross-city
routeing

v

F — Three cross-
city routes

a4

Climate
Change

Evaluated by considering modal shift
(noting that appropriate mitigation would be required to ensure
this is the case) *

Vv

a4

v

a4

Health,
Safety and
Wellbeing

Generally similar outcomes across the tests but noting that Test
C2 which routes to the west via the A9119 does not serve the
hospital, and could be considered to have a reduced benefit
compared to other tests.

vvv

vvv

vvv

vvv

v

vvv

44

vV

vV

vV

Economy

Evaluated predominantly by considering impact on bus
passengers and general road traffic and re-routeing (but noting
mitigation would be developed to minimise this). Note also:

e on the west corridor, routeing via the A9119 (Test C2) does
not serve the key employment sites at Foresthill Health
Campus and the Aberdeenshire Council offices at Woodhill
House, both located along Westburn Road (A944)

e on the west corridor, extending ART to Westhill (Test C1)
provides access to Arnhall Business Park

v

vv

v

v

vvv

vV

v

vV

v

Equality and
Accessibility

The communities of Torry, Kincorth, Tillydrone, Middlefield,

Stockethill, areas of Mastrick and Seaton are all ranked

amongst the 20% most deprived in Scotland. It is noted that:

e routeing in the south corridor via West Tullos Road (as per

Test D) while serving Kincorth, would not route as closely to

Torry (served under the Core Test)

routeing via the A9119 (as per Test C2) would not serve the

community of Mastrick (located to the north of Lang

Stracht)

e the communities of Tillydrone (located along A96) and
Seaton (located along A956 north of Aberdeen) are served
under all tests

v

vv

v

vV

vV

vV

v

vV

v
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Evaluated through consideration of bus passenger benefits and
impacts to general road traffic.

Note that under Test E the ART routes do not interconnect in
Public the city centre, which is likely to detract from the ART benefits v v s Y Y Y Y Y v Y
Acceptability | and be viewed negatively by bus users.

Test F includes a third ART service and an ART connection to
Robert Gordon University is likely to be viewed favourably by
students.

No clear difference across the tests, although Test F includes a link to the Beach, with the aim of connecting the city centre with the emerging Masterplan area.
However, there is uncertainty as to the timeframe associated with the area.

Risk and
Uncertainty Note that Risk and Uncertainty across the entire ART programme is being governed through the appraisal process, and therefore has not specifically been considered
in any detail within this Routeing Analysis.

Tv¢ abed

*to be discussed
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7

7.1

7.1.1

7.1.2

7.1.3

7.2

7.2.1

Conclusions and Summary

Overview

This report has presented various strands of work undertaken to provide information to inform
decision making on the routeing for ART and includes the outcomes of the engagement and
modelling work undertaken to support this.

Some 10 ART network and service tests were developed and modelled within ASAM19
considering different cross-city connections and terminus points along broad north, north-west,
west and south corridors.

The outcomes of the modelling exercise combined with discussion and feedback through the
various strands of engagement has enabled a recommendation on a preferred ART network to
be reached.

Conclusions
The work has highlighted that:
m For the North Corridor:

o With ART in place, there are positive impacts on bus journey times, modal shift and
P&R usage. The benefits of extending ART further north to Blackdog are clear. The
proposed mixed-use development at Blackdog and its location on the outskirts of the
city at the junction of the AWPR and A90 provides an opportunity to develop a more
appropriately located Mobility Hub to become the ART service terminus point to the
north. Its location would also provide greater opportunity to capture demand from
along the A947 i.e., Newmachar etc. A new Mobility Hub at Blackdog would also
reduce vehicle kilometres into Aberdeen by capturing car trips from further out of the
city than at the current Bridge of Don P&R site. Early discussions with those
developing the Blackdog site is recommended.

o The Bridge of Don P&R site is not well located for access, has not been successful,
and as such, is currently not served. Reconfiguring the site for improved vehicular and
bus access would be a significant undertaking. Although a smaller parking facility at
Bridge of Don could be provided to cater for more localised demand (with access from
such a site through to stops on the main carriageway), it could be presumed that the
majority of demand at the site would shift onto local buses or to the Blackdog site for
those coming from further afield — where the new Mobility Hub is assumed would be
provided.

o lItis recognised that Ellon P&R site lies approximately 17km to the north of Blackdog
and as such there is likely to be some abstraction from that site to Blackdog, with the
potential for some increased vehicle kilometres due to users choosing to drive to the
Blackdog site. However, consideration of how longer distance services from north of
Aberdeen integrate with ART at Blackdog would help minimise this.

o With Blackdog as a terminus, the Cloverhill development could be served via suitable
access from the development to an ART stop on Ellon Road

= For the North-West corridor:
o The results show the positive impact on bus journey times and speeds across the
tests, with the various tests impacting on journey time from Craibstone P&R and the

airport, dependent on whether there is a direct connection into / out of Aberdeen from
those locations under each test. There are clear journey time benefits to those joining
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the ART service at Craibstone P&R when the route into the city is not via the airport or
TECA, but this is at the expense of journey times for those connecting with those
sites.

Further consideration is required and discussion advised with bus operators, and
Aberdeen Airport and TECA, to determine the most appropriate routeing at the north-
western end of the ART route, exploring the impacts on airport parking and revenue
as well as access to TECA and the role of ART in supporting events at the centre. The
role of Craibstone P&R should also be considered in this context.

The optimum route into the city would be via the A96 / Great Northern Road, Powis
Terrace, Powis Place, Mounthooly, and then Gallowgate and Broad Street. Note that
uncertainty around the development and timing of the Berryden Corridor Improvement
Project creates a risk for the design on the route and needs to be managed as the
ART infrastructure proposals progress.

For the West corridor:

The results indicate the benefit in routeing ART into the city via the A944, with
increased modal shift, increased P&R usage and significant journey time benefits into
the city

A route via the A944 is less constrained and has the space required to accommodate
high levels of bus priority. Therefore ART services from Westhill into the city centre
are recommended to route via the A944 (Lang Stracht and Westburn Road) and into
the city via Skene Square and Union Terrace to Union Square. Modelling outputs
indicate this provides a greater modal shift to public transport and faster journey times
into the city centre than if the route was via the A9119 (Queen’s Road).

A route via the A944 would enable ART to serve the Foresterhill Health Campus, a
clear core destination for both employment and healthcare in the region

Running ART to Westhill is anticipated to increase modal shift to bus and could
provide improved access to and from the town with a significant residential population
and employment at Arnhall business park. A suitable Mobility Hub would be required
as a terminus point in Westhill and further consideration of integration with services
routing into Aberdeen from the hinterland is required.

If ART were extended to Westhill, the role of, and configuration of, Kingswells P&R
with respect to ART should be reviewed. At present, serving the site would add to
journey times and with a Westhill service, the potential ‘targeted’ catchment for the
site would be reduced. On-site surveys are recommended to better understand the
current role of this site. Note that the site at Kingswells could provide an appropriate
terminus point as part of a phased approach to delivery i.e. prior to a Westhill mobility
hub becoming operational, and the current site at Kingswells could offer an
opportunity for ART depot facilities (in the event of ART terminating at either
Kingswells or Westhill).

For the South corridor:

(o]

From Portlethen Mobility Hub, the analysis has shown that the optimum routeing is via
Wellington Road, West Tullos Road, Great Southern Road and Holburn Street,
serving the west end of the city centre and running the length of Union Street.
Modelling outputs indicate this generates a greater modal shift response than a route
via Wellington Road / Victoria Street. Engagement highlighted a desire that ART serve
(the length of) Union Street and this route provides that.

In terms of implementation, it should be noted that Portlethen Mobility Hub is not yet
built and the phasing of ART needs to take this into consideration given the site lies at
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7.3

7.3.1

7.3.2

a ‘greenfield’ location. As an alternative, the existing Park & Choose at Chapelton of
Elsick could form the southern terminus, at least until the new Mobility Hub at
Portlethen is operational.

= |nterm of connecting with Robert Gordon University and the Beach area (through
providing a 39 ART cross-city route):

(o]

Engagement highlighted the desire for ART to serve Robert Gordon University, and
the many existing bus services operating between the University of Aberdeen (on

King Street) and RGU. A test was undertaken which included Robert Gordon
University (and the beach) in the ART network (and altered the cross-city route
connectivity accordingly). Under this test the modal shift achieved reduced compared
to other tests and the results suggest the removal of the cross-city connection
between Bridge of Don P&R and Kingswells P&R has a negative impact on passenger
volumes. As such, connecting the north and west corridors is recommended.

However, given the strong preference for its inclusion, an ART route serving Robert
Gordon University / Garthdee is worthwhile considering. How such a connection could
be incorporated into an overall ART network requires further consideration.

Serving the Beach area did not feature as a strong priority through the engagement
undertaken and the timescales for implementation and the build out associated with
the Beach Masterplan adds a level of uncertainty. It could however be included as
part of ART at a later date, with an RGU to a fully developed Beach area an option for
‘Line 3.

Summary

Given the main points raised above, the analysis has shown that the optimum network is that
ART operates initially as two cross-city routes:

= 'Red Line’: Blackdog to Westhill

= ‘Purple Line’: Craibstone P&R / airport to Portlethen Mobility Hub

The resultant ART network, given the above conclusions, is set out in the figure below.
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TECHNICAL NOTE @ Stantec

Job No: 330610570
Date: 29t March 2024
Subject: Supporting Technical Note A - ART Routeing Analysis — Bus Infrastructure

Introduction

Overview

This Technical Note describes the bus priority infrastructure to support the modelling of the Aberdeen Rapid
Transit (ART) route tests as set out in the ART Routeing Analysis Report (Stantec, March 2024). This note
should be read in conjunction with that report, Aberdeen Rapid Transit - Routeing Analysis — Report, Stantec,
May 2024.

Background

As part of the Detailed Options Appraisal (DOA) of ART, various options for the ART network were modelled
in the Aberdeen Sub Area Model (ASAM19).

This testing used a single network for ART, enabling a comparison of how infrastructure and operating
environments performed with all other things being equal. That was not to say, the chosen network was
preferred, just that it was considered the most appropriate on which to understand the elements that were
most likely to make ART a success. The network assumed for the modelling included the following four
corridors:

= North A956 (N): Bridge of Don P&R to city centre

" North - West A96: Craibstone P&R to city centre via A96 (Auchmill Road, Great Northern Road, Powis
Terrace, Powis Place, Causewayend) and Gallowgate

" West A944: Westhill to city centre via the A944 (Straik Road, Lang Stracht and Westburn Road) and
then Skene Square / Denburn Road via the Berryden Corridor Improvement Scheme (BCIP)

= South A92 (S): Portlethen to city centre via A92, Great Southern Road (B9077) and Holborn Street
(A9013)

The DOA concluded with a number of nest steps, including further consideration to establish a definitive
routeing for the ART corridors and services — to be developed through discussion with those involved in the
multi-modal corridor studies and through further engagement and modelling work.

As part of this routeing analysis work, ten ART route tests were developed and refined in consultation with
the Council, bus operators and NESTRANS with the intention of being assessed in ASAM19 to gain greater
certainty on how and where ART services should operate.

Most route tests are based on a Core network of two cross-city routes with subsequent tests making small
but significant changes to one or both of the Core routes. Two of the tests are standalone assessments
investigating an alternative cross city alignment or alternative destinations (to Robert Gordon University and
the proposed Beach Development). Table 1 below describes the ten ART route tests, with a core test, and
nine subsequent tests shown. The table also details the interchange location assumptions (where the ART
routes would cross) given the routeing and cross-city connectivity assumed. The orange text in the table
indicates what has changed in each test from the core test.

Note that based on the outcomes of the previous analysis undertaken on the ASAM matrices, a test where
ART operates as four services interconnecting in the city centre is not considered further. The earlier analysis
highlighted the poor performance of this in terms of estimated demand and revenue (due to the lack of new
direct cross city connectivity).

As with the initial testing, assumptions have had to be made about the level of bus priority realistically
achievable along each corridor. The remainder of this note describes the process of identifying these bus
priority measures and from this, the information required to code these highway interventions into ASAM19,
SO ensuring each assessment attributed appropriate journey time benefits to the ART services in each test.

Table 1: ART routing tests
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Test ART Service Routes ‘ Routeing ‘ Purpose of Test
o North: Ellon Road / King Street
gg:gé‘%\%ezh;rﬁgicg &R North-West: C_raibstone -> airport -> TE_CA
routeing (both inbound and outbound) with
. Powis Place / Gallowgate route into centre
Core gor_th-West to SOL.’th'. West: A944 (via Blackfriars St (inbound) and N/A
raibstone P&R (via airport -
and TECA) to Portlethen Rosemount Viaduct /Skepe St (oqtbound)
Mobility Hub South: Market Street / Victoria Bridge /
Wellington Road
North to West: Bridge of Mo EIIon. Rezul) iy Street : Changed routeing at
Don P&R to Kingswells P&R North-West: Changec_i routeing at_alrport. airport
Outbound: TECA - airport > Craibstone P&R
. Inbound: Craibstone P&R - city centre .
Al North-West to South: . . - d Gauge comparative
Craibstone P&R (via airport VDI e (\."a Elacnaisibonna)iand benefits of routeing
and TECA) to Portlethen SOEEMETL Iz e! /Skepe S.t (ou_tbound) inbound directly from
Mobility Hub Sout.h: Market Street / Victoria Bridge / Craibstone P&R site
Wellington Road
Changed routeing at
airport.
Gauge comparative
benefits of routeing both
. clockwise and anti-
North: Ellon Road / King Street clockwise at Craibstone
North-West: Changed routeing at airport. P&R / airport.
North to West: Bridge of Clockwise (every other service): city centre -
Don P&R to Kingswells P&R | TECA - airport - Craibstone P&R = city Routeing would provide
centre _ _ _ direct (and attractive)
A2 North-West to South: Anti-clockwise (every other service): city centre |inhound routeing from
Craibstone P&R (via airport | > Craibstone P&R - TECA - city centre P&R to city centre, as
and TECA) to Portlethen West: A944 (via Blackfriars St (inbound) and well as direct (and
Mobility Hub Rosemount Viaduct /Skene St (outbound) attractive) inbound
South: Market Street / Victoria Bridge / routeing from Airport to
Wellington Road city centre.
Would enable trips from
P&R to airport.
Frequency of P&R to city
centre direct service only
every other ART service
Gauge benefits of
North to West: Cloverhill via | North: Ellon Road / King Street routeing beyond Bridge
Bridge of Don P&R to North-West: Craibstone -> airport -> TECA of Don P&R to new
Kingswells P&R routeing (both inbound and outbound) with housing development
B1 Powis Place / Gallowgate route into centre site (400 housing units
North-West to South: West: A944 (via Blackfriars St (inbound) and assumed built out by
Craibstone P&R (via airport | Rosemount Viaduct /Skene St (outbound) 2030 and represented as
and TECA) to Portlethen South: Market Street / Victoria Bridge / such in ASAM 19 2030
Mobility Hub Wellington Road Do Min model)
Gauge benefits of
North to West: Blackdog North: Ellon Road / King Street routeing beyond Bridge
and Cloverhill via Bridge of North-West: Craibstone -> airport -> TECA of Don P&R to the
Don P&R to Kingswells P&R | routeing (both inbound and outbound) with Blackdog development
B2 Powis Place / Gallowgate route into centre site (580 housing units
North-West to South: West: A944 (via Blackfriars St (inbound) and built out by 2030 and
Craibstone P&R (via airport | Rosemount Viaduct /Skene St (outbound) represented as such in
and TECA) to Portlethen South: Market Street / Victoria Bridge / ASAM 19 2030 Do Min
Mobility Hub Wellington Road model)
c1 North to West: Bridge of North: Ellon Road / King Street Gauge benefits of

Don P&R to Westhill

extending western
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Test ART Service Routes ‘ Routeing ‘ Purpose of Test
North-West: Craibstone -> airport -> TECA corridor to Westhill rather
North-West to South: routeing (both inbound and outbound) with than Kingswells P&R
Craibstone P&R (via airport | Powis Place / Gallowgate route into centre
and TECA) to Portlethen West: A944 (via Blackfriars St (inbound) and
Mobility Hub Rosemount Viaduct /Skene St (outbound)
South: Market Street / Victoria Bridge /
Wellington Road
o North: Ellon Road / King Street
ggrztgé%\{[\(l)ezﬁgir\lgglﬁs(g&l? North-West: Qralbstone ~> airport -> TE.CA Gauge benefits of
routeing (both inbound and outbound) with . .
Powis Place / Gallowgate route into centre routemg via A9119
Cc2 North-West to South: ; > instead of via A944
: o West: A9119 (Queen’s Road / Skene Road) / .
Craibstone P&R (via airport AQ44 between city pent(e and
ﬁ/lnodbi-:-ig/cl-'logbto Portlethen Sout.h: Market Street / Victoria Bridge / A9119/A944 junction
Wellington Road
o North: Ellon Road / King Street
gg;tgé%\{[\éezh;sw‘gﬁ;g &R North-West: Craibstone -> airport -> TECA Gauge benefits of
routeing (both inbound and outbound) with routeing south via
D North-West to South: Powis Place / (_sallowgat_e route _into centre Holburn Street / Great
Craibstone P&R (via a‘ir t West: A944 (via Blackfriars St (inbound) and Southern Road / West
por Rosemount Viaduct /Skene St (outbound) Tullos Road / Wellington
and TECA) to Portlethen .
Mobility Hub South: Holburn Street / Great Southern Road / | Road
West Tullos Road / Wellington Road
To gauge benefits of
alternative combination
North-West to West: North: Ellon Road / King Street of cross city services to
Craibstone P&R (via airport | North-West: Craibstone -> airport -> TECA compare to Core Test,
and TECA) to Kingswells routeing (both inbound and outbound) with i.e., NW-W and N-S
E P&R Powis Place / Gallowgate route into centre
West: A944 (via Blackfriars St (inbound) and Note: North to South
North to South: Bridge of Rosemount Viaduct /Skene St (outbound) provides direct routeing
Don P&R to Portlethen South: Market Street / Victoria Bridge / but North-West to West
Mobility Hub Wellington Road connection is far longer
than straight line
routeing (see mapping)
North to South (RGU):
Bridge of Don P&R to Robert | North: Ellon Road / King Street
Gordon University North-West: Craibstone -> airport -> TECA To gauge benefits of
routeing (both inbound and outbound) with . o
) - . alternative combination
West to East (Beach): Powis Place / Gallowgate route into centre of cross city services to
Kingswell P&R to beach via | West: A944 (via Blackfriars St (inbound) and " a g
F provide connectivity to

Union Street

North-West to South:
Craibstone P&R (via airport
and TECA) to Portlethen
Mobility Hub

Rosemount Viaduct /Skene St (outbound)
East: Justice Street / Beach Boulevard

South (Portlethen Mobility Hub): Market
Street / Victoria Bridge / Wellington Road
South (RGU): Holburn Street / Garthdee Road

RGU and Beach
masterplan area as part
of ART network
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The assessment area covers the urban extents of Aberdeen City and outlying residential, employment and

potential development areas. This includes, to the:

= North: Bridge of Don and proposed new residential settlements at Cloverhill and Blackdog

= North-west: Dyce, Kirkhill Industrial Estate and the Airport

= West: Kingswells, Prime Four, Westhill and Arnhall Business Park

= South-west: Robert Gordon University

= South: Kincorth, Altens, Cove Bay and Portlethen

The area over which infrastructure has been developed is defined by the extents of the ART route tests

shown in Figure 1.

To identify the bus priority measures for each test, a review of the latest (as of February 2024) multi-modal

corridor studies commissioned by Aberdeen City Council was undertaken.

It was often the case that

information from one or more corridor studies was needed. As such, the ART route tests were therefore split
into eight bus priority corridors which allowed for a ‘mix and match’ process to identify the bus priority

measures for each ART route test.
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Figure 1: Extents of the ART route tests
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Bus Priority Corridors
The eight bus priority corridors defined for the infrastructure are as follows:

A956/ A92 (North): City centre to the A92 junction with the A90 at Blackdog via Union Street - King
Street - Ellon Road

Beach Boulevard: City centre to Beach Masterplan area via Union Street - King Street* - East North
Street* - Castle Street* - Justice Street* - Beach Boulevard — Links Road (* These roads are used one-
way by ART services depending on inbound or outbound services)

A956 (South): City centre to the Findon Interchange junction via Union Street - Market Street - Victoria
Road - Menzies Street - Wellington Road — Old Stonehaven Road

B9077 and West Tullos Road: Holburn Street junction with Great Southern Road to the Hareness
Road roundabout via Great Southern Road (B9077) - West Tullos Road

A9013: City centre to the Robert Gordon University campus via Union Street - Holburn Street -
Garthdee Road

A9119: City centre to the A944 junction (Jessiefield roundabout) via Union Street - Albyn Place -
Queens Road - Skene Road

A944: City centre to Westhill via Union Street - Market Street - Guild Street - Bridge Street - Union
Terrace - Rosemount Viaduct* - Skene Street* — Woolmanhill* - Blackfriars Road* - Gilcomston Steps
- Skene Square - Rosemount Terrace - Westburn Road - Lang Stracht - A944 — Straik Road (* These
roads are used one-way by ART services depending on inbound or outbound services)

A96: City centre to the Craibstone Park & Ride via: Union Street - Broad Street — Gallowgate —
Causewayend - Powis Place - Powis Terrace - Great Northern Road - Auchmill Road - Inverurie Road
- A96 - Airport Road* - Argyll Road* - Brent Road* - Argyll Road* -Dyce Drive* - Wellheads Drive* -
Forrit Burns Road* - Gough Burn Crescent* (* These roads are used by some of the ART route tests
but not others)

Figures for each of these bus priority corridors are shown in the following sections along with a summary of
the bus priority measures extracted from the relevant multi-modal studies. How these bus priority corridors
relate to each ART route test is set out in Table 2.

ASAM19 Coding

To support the coding of bus priority measures into ASAM19 the following information was provided to the
ASAM19 modelling consultants (SYSTRA):

Bus lanes: Location, length and set-back length. It was assumed the bus lanes were operational for
the full length of the modelled periods

Junction layouts: The traffic lane designation at junction stop lines for the existing and proposed road
layouts. This allowed ASAM19 to account (to some degree) for the capacity impacts of the proposals
e.g. when a bus lane is extended up to the junction stop line or a vehicle turning movement banned.
This traffic lane designation assessment at each main road junction along the bus priority corridors is
provided in Appendix A

Signalised junctions: A modified method of signal control would provide bus services with ‘green
wave’ adaptive! priority on the approach to and through junctions using selective vehicle detection
(SVD) and appropriate Urban Traffic Control (UTC) system

Traffic gating: Queue relocation to assist bus service progression along sections of corridor where it
was not possible to implement bus lanes

Bus stops. Bus stop spacing was rationalised along the ART routes to reduce the bus stop time
penalty resulting from vehicle deceleration and acceleration before and after the bus stop

! The priority level given to bus services at signalised junctions will depend on their adherence to timetable i.e. only a late bus will get a
priority call and the extent of the priority call will depend on how late they are running.
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Table 2: Bus priority corridors used by the ART route tests

(South)

Core Route*: Craibstone - Portlethen J1-J20b (nogg-l\gjw)
Route*: Kingswells - Bridge of Don J1-J13 J1-J27
Al Route*: Kingswells - Bridge of Don J1-J13 J1-327
Route: Craibstone - Portlethen J1-J20b J1-J28
A Route*: Kingswells - Bridge of Don J1-J13 J1-327
Route: Craibstone - Portlethen J1-J20b J1-J28
B1 Route*: Craibstone - Portlethen J1-J20b (nofﬁf&iﬁlQ)
Route: Kingswells - Cloverhill J1-J14 J1-327
B2 Route*: Craibstone - Portlethen J1-J20b (nof\lli%%glg)
Route: Kingswells - Blackdog J1-J15 J1-J327
c1 Route*: Craibstone - Portlethen J1-J20b (nofﬁ-l\]82-§19)
Route: Westhill - Bridge of Don J1-J13 J1-J32
co Route*: Craibstone - Portlethen J1-J20b (nof\lli%%glg)
Route: Kingswells - Bridge of Don J1-J13 J1-J12 J26-J27
Route*: Kingswells - Bridge of Don J1-J13 J1-J27
b Route: Craibstone - Portlethen J14-J20b J1-J6 J1-37 J1-J28
(not J18-J19)
E Route: Craibstone - Kingswells J1-327 J1-J20
Route: Portlethen - Bridge of Don J1-J13 J1-J20b
Route*: Craibstone - Portlethen J1-J20b (nogﬁ-lJSZ-ﬁlQ)
F Route: Kingswells - Beach J1-36 J1-327
Route: RGU - Bridge of Don J1-J13 J1-J16
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Corridor Infrastructure

Overview

The following provides a description of the bus priority measures along each of the eight corridors. As
mentioned, the information was taken from the most recent STAG multi-modal corridor studies commissioned
by Aberdeen City Council. Where a corridor or section of corridor was not included in these studies, an
assessment was undertaken to develop high level bus priority proposals to ensure all corridors provided the
ART network with a suitable operating environment but which reflected the constraints of the highway.

Types of Bus Priority Infrastructure

A key ART objective is to provide an alternative to the private car and reducing bus journey times to provide
more equivalent journey times to the car is key to this. This requires traffic management interventions along
the corridors to isolate services as far as possible from general traffic congestion. These measures mainly
focused on the introduction of bus lanes either extended up to junction stop lines or more conventionally set-
back from the junction. Other bus priority measures included traffic gating where the existing road layout
makes it difficult to introduce bus lanes; bus advance areas to facilitate bus right turns; and an upgrade to bus
stop layouts to reduce dwell times.

In addition to these physical measures, traffic signals along the corridors would include SVD to give buses
adaptive priority on the approach to and through each junction via a suitable UTC system such a SCOOT,
MOVA or Vehicle Attenuation (VA).

Bus lanes as part of the ART network would be expected to operate at anytime but local constraints such as
to permit kerbside loading may require these bus lane operating times to be relaxed to daytime (7am — 7pm)
or peak (7-10am and 4-7pm) periods.

It should be noted that in the multi-modal corridor studies, the bus priority proposals have been developed to
an outline level of detail by assessing the spatial requirements of the schemes against the extents of the
adopted highway. While the inclusion of these schemes in ASAM19 provides a strategic assessment of how
these schemes impact the wider network e.g. drivers using alternative routes to avoid localised congestion,
there has been little, or no local junction capacity assessment. This would help to understand the impact these
schemes have on the operation of individual junctions and enable the development of mitigation to avoid lost
green time or more importantly secondary impacts related to exit-blocking of upstream junctions. This more
detailed assessment will be undertaken as the multi-modal corridor studies progress.
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A956/ A92 (North)

Description

The corridor (Figure 2) extends north of the city centre from Union Street along King Street and Ellon Road to
the A92 junction with the A90 at Blackdog. King Street is a wide 3 lane single road carriageway with some on-
street parking, waiting and loading provision. There are frequent side road junctions with major junctions that
are either signalised or multi-lane roundabouts. There are several existing bus lanes on King Street
predominantly in the outbound direction operating 7.30 — 9.30am and 4 - 6pm (Monday to Saturday).

Inbound
= Harrow Road to St. Machar Drive

= Summerfield Terrace to West North Street
Outbound
= Pittodrie Street to Orchard Street

= Linksfield Road to Regent Walk
" Regent Walk to St Machar Drive
= Seaton Place to Don Street

= Don Street to Esplanade (with a short break in the bus lane over the Lidl car park access)
All these bus lanes are set-back from the approach junction.

At the Bridge of Don, Ellon Road becomes a dual carriageway which extends to the AWPR junction at
Blackdog. There is an inbound bus lane between the Parkway East roundabout to approx. 100 metres south
of the North Donside Road roundabout.

The following bus priority proposals are set out in the multi-modal corridor study Ellon Park & Ride to
Garthdee Detailed Appraisal report prepared by Aecom (May 2023). The proposed road layouts for the
corridor can be found in Appendix C of the Aecom report.

King Street

Inbound and outbound bus lanes are proposed between West North Street and the St. Machar Drive
roundabout which is removed and replaced with a signalised cross-roads. All bus lanes are set-back from the
approach junction to maintain existing traffic lane designations at the junction stop lines.

North of the St. Machar Drive junction the existing bus lane on the approach to this junction is extended to the
Esplanade junction. In the outbound direction the existing bus lane is extended back towards the St. Machar
Drive junction but cut short at Seaton Place to accommodate a two-way cycle track which extends northwards
over the Bridge of Don.

Ellon Road
On the Bridge of Don an inbound bus lane is proposed that ties into the existing northbound bus gate. It is
unclear why this bus lane has been proposed as the nearside lane currently operates as a virtual bus lane.

On the north side of the bridge an inbound bus lane extends from about 250 metre south of the Berryhill
Crescent roundabout (near to the proposed Cloverhill development) to join with the new bus lane on the Bridge
of Don. In the outbound direction a new bus lane starts just after Balgownie Crescent and extends northwards
to just after the Esso Petrol Filling Station.

Both the inbound and outbound bus lanes pass through the North Donside Road and Parkway roundabouts
which in the proposals are removed and replaced with signalised cross-roads.
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Beach Boulevard

Description

This short corridor (Figure 3) extends north-east of the city centre along Beach Boulevard towards the
proposed Beachfront development area. Itis proposed that inbound and outbound ART services take different
routes before joining Beach Boulevard. Outbound ART services use King Street and turn right onto East North
Street while inbound services use Justice Street and a new ‘bus only’ link to access Castle Street and Union
Street. Links Road is used as an alternative route to the Esplanade because the City Centre & Beachfront
Masterplan proposals close Beach Boulevard to traffic east of the Links Road junction.

Beach Boulevard and the section of King Street south of East North Street is not part of a multi-modal corridor
study but both are within the above Masterplan. The following bus priority measures have therefore been
developed taking cognisance of the aspirations set out in the Masterplan for the city centre.

King Street (outbound)
King Street between Castle Street and East North Street forms part of the City Centre and Beachfront
Masterplan and as such no bus lanes are proposed within this section of the corridor. It is assumed that bus

services travelling through the King Street junction with East North Street would get priority signal timings to
reduce journey times.

East North Street (outbound)

No bus lanes are proposed on this short section of East North Street but it is assumed that the method of traffic
signal control at the East North Street junction with Beach Boulevard would give buses adaptive priority in both
directions i.e. East North Street to Beach Boulevard outbound and Beach Boulevard to Justice Street inbound.

Justice Street (inbound)

The City Centre and Beachfront Masterplan proposes a new ‘bus only’ link between Justice Street and Castle
Street/ Union Street which it is proposed will be used by ART services.

Beach Boulevard and Links Road
No bus priority measures are proposed.

onstreet
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Figure 3: Beach Boulevard corridor
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A956 (South)

Description

The corridor (Figure 4) extends south of the city centre from Union Street along Market Street, Victoria Road
via Victoria Bridge, Menzies Road, Wellington Road and Old Stonehaven Road.

Market Street between its junctions with Guild Street and the Victoria Bridge is a dual carriageway road with
frequently spaced large signalised junctions.

Victoria Bridge contains a single carriageway road which widens along Victoria Road to four lanes south of the
bridge. There are two closely spaced signalised junctions at South Esplande West/ East and Menzies Road.
Menzies Road is a single carriageway road with a one-way outbound general traffic lane and contra-flow
inbound bus lane in the other lane. There is residential parking along the southern side of the road.

Wellington Road is a dual carriageway road with the exception of a short section just south of the South
Esplanade West roundabout between Grampian Place and Polwarth Road. Within this section, the road
narrows to three lanes with an inbound bus lane extending from the roundabout to Kerloch Place. There are
no other bus lanes along Wellington Road despite the road being used by up to 12 buses per hour.

Key junctions include those at Balnagask Road (signalised cross-roads); Abbotswell Road (signalised T);
Greenwell Rd/ Craigshaw Rd (priority T); Greenbank Road (signalised cross-roads); Craigshaw Drive/ Altens
Farm Road (signalised cross-roads); Hareness roundabout (priority); Souterhead roundabout (signalised); and
Wellington Circle/ Charleston Road North (signalised cross-roads).

At the trunk road section of the A956, Wellington Road becomes a single carriageway road which continues
along Old Stonehaven Road up to the Findon Interchange and where ART services are proposed to terminate.
Key junctions include those at Gateway Drive, Old Stonehaven Road and Findon Interchange.

The following bus priority proposals are set out in the Wellington Road STAG Part 2 Appraisal report
prepared by Aecom (Summer 2021). This study used the combined active travel and bus priority scheme,
with the proposed road layouts provided in Appendix A of the Aecom report. This information was
supplemented by a more recent Aberdeen City Council commission which updated proposals for the
Souterhead and Hareness roundabouts and can be found in the DMRB Stage 2 report (Option K) provided
by Sweco (January 2024).

Market Street, Victoria Road & Menzies Street

This section of the southern ART route is not included in the above Wellington Road study or any of the other
multi-modal corridor studies. Assumptions where therefore made about the appropriate levels of bus priority
that could be accommodated along these roads.

Given the importance of Market Street to the Harbour area and the frequency of large, signalised junctions
along it, bus lanes were unlikely to be feasible so the existing road layout was retained in the ART route tests.
This was also true for Victoria Bridge and Victoria Road although some traffic signal priority was provided to
help bus services make the right turn outbound and left turn inbound at the junction with Menzies Road.
Menzies Road includes an existing inbound contra-flow bus lane and given the limited road space outbound
ART services would continue to share the single traffic lane with general traffic. There is however an option
to provide a contra-flow bus lane on South Esplande West which could be used by ART services instead of
the mixed traffic route on Menzies Road. This bus lane would however reduce on-street parking provision and
require HGV loading activity generated by the adjacent Industrial Estate to be managed.

Wellington Road

Bus lanes are provided on both sides of the road between the South Esplande West roundabout (adjacent to
the River Dee bridge) and the Souterhead roundabout. These bus lanes are set-back from junctions with short
breaks to accommodate side road traffic. Longer set-backs are proposed on the approach to the Hareness
roundabout to maximise junction capacity and road widening is required between Grampian Place and
Polwarth Road to overcome the narrow section of corridor described above.

The Sweco study proposes the northbound bus lane approaching the Hareness roundabout can be used by
HGV’s to improve the efficiency of freight movements to and from the harbour and adjacent Industrial Estates.

Old Stonehaven Road
No bus priority measures are proposed.
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B9077 and West Tullos Road

Description
The corridor (Figure 5) extends south of the city centre along the Great Southern Road and West Tullos Road

via the King George VI bridge. This short corridor creates a link between the two city centre corridors along
the A956 (Wellington Street) and the A9013 (Holburn Street).

Great Southern Road is a dual carriageway road. There is a short section where the dual carriageway layout
ends to accommodate a right turn into Murray Terrace. Key junctions are located at Holburn Street, Whinhill

Road and Riverside Drive all of which are priority roundabouts.

West Tullos Road has a similar dual carriageway layout. Key junctions are located at Great Southern Road,
Abbotswell Road and Harness Road again all priority roundabouts.

Neither Great Southern Road nor West Tullos Road are part of the multimodal corridor studies, so the following
bus priority proposals have been developed by this study. This involved a high level assessment of available
road space, the complexity of junctions and existing traffic congestion levels to ensure ART services could
operate as far as possible in free flow conditions on the approach to and through junctions.

Great Southern Road (B9077)
Itis proposed that between the Holburn Street and Whinhill Road roundabout junctions, bus lanes are provided

on both sides of the road. The narrower section of road at the Murray Terrace junction suggests staggered
bus lanes between the Whinhill Road and Riverside Drive roundabouts offer a more efficient reallocation of
road space. An inbound bus lane is therefore proposed between Allenvale Road and Whinhill Road
roundabout and an outbound bus lane proposed between the Allenvale Road and Riverside Drive roundabout.
In both cases it is suggested the bus lanes are set-back from the junction but a signalisation of the Whinhill
Road junction may allow the inbound bus lane to extend through the junction and so provide a continuous bus

lane between Holburn Street and Allenvale Road.
Set-back bus lanes are proposed on King George VI bridge section of Great Southern Road but further design

work is required to establish the potential capacity impact this will have on the operation of the roundabout
junctions on each side of the river (i.e. Riverside Drive and West Tullos/ Provost Watt Drive).

West Tullos Road
Inbound and outbound bus lanes are proposed, reducing general traffic to a single lane in each direction. Itis

proposed the bus lanes are set-back from the roundabout junctions along West Tullos Road including those
at Provost Watt Drive, Abbotswell Road and Harness Road.
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A9013

Description

The corridor (Figure 6) extends south-west of the city centre from Union Street along Holburn Street and
Garthdee Road to the Robert Gordon University campus.

Holburn Street has a narrow four lane single road carriageway with sections of on-street parking, waiting and
loading provision. There are frequent side road junctions with major junctions being either signalised junctions
or multi-lane roundabouts. There is an existing inbound bus lane between the Great Southern Road and Union
Grove junctions which operates 7.30 — 9.30am and 4 - 6pm (Monday to Saturday).

The following bus priority proposals are set out in the Ellon Park & Ride to Garthdee Detailed Appraisal
report prepared by Aecom (May 2023). The proposed road layouts for the corridor can be found in Appendix
C of the Aecom report.

Holburn Street
The existing inbound bus lane between the Great Southern Road and Union Grove junction is retained with a

short extension from Union Grove towards the Alford Place junction.

Garthdee Road
Due to the width of the road, highway boundary constraints and the requirement for a protected cycle route no

bus priority measures are proposed for Garthdee Road.
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A9119

Description

The corridor (Figure 7) extends west of the city centre from Union Street along Alford Place, Albyn Place,
Queen’s Road and Skene Road.

Alford Place and Albyn Place is a wide single carriageway road with residential, Pay & Display and car club
parking bays on the northern side of the road. Local schools are likely to create congestion at the start and
end of the school day.

Queen’s Road is a three to four lane single road carriageway with residential frontages and frequent side road
junctions. On-street parking, waiting and loading is permitted along most sections with waiting restricted to
the off peak periods. In addition to crossing the inner city bypass (Anderson Drive) the road provides key
access points to extensive residential areas, employment sites (Hill of Rubislaw) and schools (Hazlehead
Primary and Hazlehead Academy). Key junctions are located at the Queen’s Cross roundabout, Forest Road
(roundabout), Anderson Drive (roundabout), Queens Parade (signalised T), Hill of Rubislaw (signalised T),
Springfield Road (signalised T) and King’s Gate (roundabout). There are inbound bus lanes on the approach
to the King’s Gate and Anderson Drive junctions which operate 7.30 — 9.30am and 4 - 6pm (Monday to
Saturday).

Skene Road is a single carriageway road with predominantly green verges and open land beyond. It has few
side roads and little demand of on-street parking, waiting and loading. There is an inbound bus lane set-back
from the Groats Road junction which operates at the times above.

The following bus priority proposals were developed as part of the A944 / A9119 multi-modal corridor study
— Detailed Options Appraisal undertaken by Stantec, reported in July 2022. The proposed road layouts are
provided in the Concept Design Report (Appendix A6) that accompanied the main report.

The adopted highway along the corridor is constrained predominantly by property boundaries which makes
road widening to accommodate new bus priority and cycle route infrastructure difficult to achieve. The above
Stantec report therefore set out options where road space was either reallocated to provide bus lanes or a
segregated cycle route. To define the infrastructure needed for ART along this corridor, the option where bus
priority measures are ‘prioritised’ has been used but requires the cycle route to be provided on parallel roads.

Albyn Place

Bus lanes are proposed outbound on the approach to the Queen’s Cross roundabout and inbound on the
approach to the Holburn Street junction. Due to highway boundary constraints the bus lanes are staggered
and set-back from junctions.

Queen’s Road

From the Queen’s Cross roundabout, staggered bus lanes are provided in both directions between Queen’s
Cross and Forest Road and Forest Road and Anderson Drive. Highway boundary constraints require these
bus lanes to be set-back from the junctions. As part of these proposals the roundabout at the Forest Road
junction is removed and replaced with a signalised cross-roads.

For the section of Queen’s road between the Anderson Drive and Kings Gate roundabouts, staggered bus
lanes set-back from junctions are provided on the approach to all key junctions including those are the Hill of
Rubislaw, Summerfield Road and King’s Gate. The inbound bus lanes approaching the Anderson Drive and
Kings Gate roundabout are extensions of existing bus lanes.

Skene Road
The existing inbound bus lanes on the approach to the Groats Road junction is retained.
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The corridor (Figure 9) extends west of the city centre from Union Street along Skene Square, Rosemount
Terrace, Westburn Road, Lang Stracht, A944 and Straik Road to Westhill. ART services between Skene
Square and Union Terrace are proposed to operate in a one-way loop shown in Figure 8.

AbErdgen

Figure 8: Proposed routing of ART services between Skene Square and Union Street

As part of the Berryden Corridor Improvement Project (BCIP), Skene Square becomes a dual carriageway and
the junction with Rosemount Terrace is signalised. The BCIP scheme also widens the Caroline Place junction
with Westburn Road, Berryden Road and Hutcheon Street.

Westburn Road between its junctions with Caroline Place/ Berryden Road and Cairnfield Place is a wide single
carriageway road with frequent side roads. Key junctions at Watson Street/ Cornhill Road and Argyll Place/
Argyll Crescent are signalised and where localised widening provides an additional lane at the stop lines. The
inbound right turn from Westburn Road to Argyll Place is banned to facilitate the outbound right turn into Argyll
Crescent. The kerbsides are covered with a no waiting at any time restriction with residential parking bays
provided at some locations.

Westburn Road to the west of the Cairnfield Place becomes a dual carriageway road which extends to the
North Anderson Drive junction. The only significant junction is at Foresterhill Road which provides access to
the Aberdeen Royal Infirmary (ARI).

The dual carriageway layout continues along Lang Stracht but the road narrows to a wide three lane or narrow
four lane road west of the Fernhill Drive junction. There is a further narrowing of the road carriageway on the
approach to and beyond the Maidencraig Drive junction. This single carriageway road continues to the
Jessiefield roundabout junction with Skene Road and the A944. There are seven signalised junctions along
Lang Stracht located at Summerhill Road/ Mastrick Drive, Stronsay Drive, Fernhill Drive, Springhill Road,
Rousay Drive, Skye Road and Maidencraig Drive.

Lang Stracht includes short sections of inbound and outbound bus lane operating 7.30 — 9.30am and 4 - 6pm
(Monday to Saturday). The inbound bus lanes are between Maidencraig Drive and Skye Road; Lewes Road
and Rousay Drive; and Summerhill Road and Whitemyers Place while the outbound bus lanes are between
Whitemyers Place and Springhill Road.

West of the Jessiefield roundabout the A944 is a dual carriageway road which continues to the Westhill Drive
roundabout. This section includes major junctions at Fairly Road (roundabout), Kingswells Causeway
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(signalised T), the AWPR (signalised roundabout), B9119 (signalised T) and Westhill Drive (roundabout). Bus
access to the Kingswells Park & Ride is via Fairly Road.

West of the Westhill Drive roundabout the A944 becomes Straik Road which is a wide 40 mph single
carriageway road which crosses the residential and employment extents of Westhill.

The following bus priority proposals were developed as part of the A944/ A9119 multi-modal corridor study
as noted above. The proposed road layouts are provided in the Concept Design Report (Appendix A2 and
A4) that accompanied the main report.

It should be noted that these designs considered three routes for bus services into the city centre from the end
of Westburn Road i.e. the Berryden Road junction with Caroline Place and Hutcheon Street. Subsequent ART
routing discussions with bus operators developed a forth option which is described above in Figure 8. As such,
there is no concept design for the proposed ART route between the city centre and the Woolmanhill roundabout
so as part of this study, assumptions have been made on what bus priority measures are achievable along
these city streets.

Market Street, Guild Street, Bridge Street, Union Terrace
No bus lanes are proposed but it is expected bus services will get adaptive priority at all signalised junctions
via SVD and UTC systems.

Rosemount Viaduct, Skene Street & Woolmanhill (outbound)

It is assumed the city centre traffic management strategy will keep this outbound route for ART services
between Union Terrace and Gilcomston Steps via the Woolmanhill roundabout free flowing. No bus priority
measures are therefore proposed.

Blackfriars Road & Union Street (inbound)

Again, it is assumed the city centre traffic management strategy will keep this inbound route for ART services
between Gilcomston Steps and Union Terrace via the Woolmanhill roundabout free flowing. No bus priority
measures are therefore proposed but this route does require a hew ‘bus only’ link to be provided between the
Woolmanhill roundabout and Blackfriars Road.

Gilcomston Steps & Skene Square

Skene Square forms part of the BCIP which proposes a dual carriage road from the Rosemount Place/ Maberly
Street junction to Kittybrewster roundabout. Although the BCIP is included in the ASAM 19 future base model
no bus lanes are proposed as it is assumed the BCIP scheme will create free flowing traffic conditions on this
section of the corridor.

Rosemount Terrace

A bus gate is proposed at the northern end of the road at the junction with Westburn Road allowing ART
services to short-cut the Berryden Road junction with Westburn Road. This will have an impact on the BCIP
which allows Rosemount Terrace to be used by general traffic.

Westburn Road (Rosemount Terrace to Cairnfield Place)
The proposals introduce staggered bus lanes with an inbound bus lane between Watson Street and
Rosemount Terrace and outbound bus lane between Watson Street and Argyll Place.

Westburn Road (Cairnfield Place to North Anderson Drive)

Continuous inbound and outbound bus lanes are proposed. These bus lanes extend up to stop lines at the
Foresthill Road and North Anderson Drive junctions. A traffic gate is proposed at the end of the inbound bus
lane near the Cairnfield Place junction with the intention of relocating traffic queues from the narrower
downstream section of Westburn Road to the traffic lane next to the bus lane.

Lang Stracht

Cor?tinuous inbound and outbound bus lanes are proposed along the length of Lang Stracht which extends to
the junction with Old Lang Stracht. To accommodate bus lanes up to stop lines requires road widening and a
potential restriction to permitted vehicle turning movements at junctions. A set-back to the outbound bus lane
on the approach to Summerhill Road junction is provided.

A944
Inbound and outbound bus lanes are proposed on the approaches all the key junctions on the A944 between
the Jessiefield roundabout and the A9119 junction. This includes junctions at Fairley Road (roundabout),
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Kingswells Causeway (signalised T) and the AWPR (signalised roundabout). All bus lanes are set-back from
the junctions. The end of the outbound bus lane on the approach to the Fairley Road junction is supported by
pre-signals and bus advance area to assist bus drivers make the right turn and achieve quicker access to the
Park & Ride site.

No bus lanes are proposed on the approaches to the A9119 (signalised T) or the Westhill Drive (roundabout)
junctions.

Straik Road
No bus priority measures are proposed along Straik Road.
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Figure 9: A944 corridor
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TECHNICAL NOTE @ Stantec

A96

Description

The corridor (Figure 11) extends north-west of the city centre from Union Street along Broad Street,
Gallowgate, Causewayend, Powis Place, Powis Terrace, Great Northern Road, Auchmill Road, Inverurie Road
and A96 to the Park & Ride site at Craibstone.

Broad Street is ‘bus only’ except for the southern end while Gallowgate becomes a busier connector route
providing access to shopping centre car parks. North of the Mounthooly roundabout, Causewayend and Powis
Place are dual carriageway roads with no waiting at any time restrictions except for short sections of residential
parking bays. This dual carriageway layout narrows north of the George Street/ Calsayseat Road junction
which forms a key city centre access point for local bus services.

Powis Terrace is a wide single carriageway road with the adopted highway boundary constrained by residential
frontages on one side and a railway line within a cutting on the other. There are two signalised junctions at
Bedford Road and Belmont Road providing access to large areas of retail and employment.

North of Powis Terrace it is proposed ART services use the BCIP scheme that creates a new dual carriageway
road between Clifton Road and Kittybrewster roundabout and which bypasses the existing section of the Great
Northern Road between these two junctions.

The Great Northern Road between Kittybrewster Road and Printfield Walk near the Don Street junction is a
wide single carriageway road with an on-street parking provision on both sides of the road. The road provides
access to health care facilities and a community centre.

North of Printfield Walk the Great Northern Road becomes a dual carriageway road although the central
reservation is broken to provide access to side roads. There are major junctions at Don Street (signalised T)
and more critically the Haudagain roundabout although congestion levels are likely to have eased with the
recent opening of the Haudagain bypass. In the outbound direction, there is a relatively long section of existing
bus lane between Station Road and the Haudagain roundabout which operates 7.30 - 9.30am and 3.00 -
6.30pm (Monday to Saturday).

Auchmill Road has a similar dual carriageway layout to the Great Northern Road but with less frequent side
roads. Key junctions include those at Auchmill Terrace (signalised T) and Old Meldrum Road (priority T). At
the western end of Auchmill Road is the large Bucksburn roundabout which provides access to the residential
and industrial areas in Dyce. In the inbound direction there is a bus lane between Auchmill Road and
Haudagain roundabout which operates at any time.

West of the Bucksburn roundabout the A96 is a dual carriageway road layout with a more continuous central
reservation. Key junctions include those at the Bankhead roundabout for access to large residential areas to
the south and north; Gough Burn Crecent (signalised T) for access the TECA; and Dyce Drive (signalised
cross-roads) and Craibstone roundabout for access to the Airport and the Kirkhill Industrial Estate. At the
Gough Burn Crescent junction the right turn is bus only.

The roads that serve TECA, the Airport and Kirkhill Industrial Estate? are not part of the multimodal corridor
studies so bus priority measures on these roads potentially needed to be developed as part of this study. As
discussed later this was not required given the likely levels of congestion ART services would experience.

The following bus priority proposals were developed by the A96 multi-modal corridor Preliminary Options
Appraisal study undertaken by Stantec, and reported in April 2022. This study developed a single concept
design for the corridor between Inverurie and the Don Street/ Printfield Walk junction. South of the Printfield
Walk junction, several designs were proposed to account for the Councils BCIP scheme but also consideration
for more extensive road and bridge widening along Powis Terrace.

The BCIP scheme proposes a dual carriageway road between the Maberly Street/ Rosemount Terrace junction
on Skene Square and the Kittybrewster roundabout using a combination of road widening and road building.
The northern part of the scheme creates a new alignment to the A96 and which needed to be accounted for
by the appraisal. In total five Route Variants where developed as part of the Preliminary Options Appraisal

2 Gough Burn Crescent, Forrit Burn Road, Wellheads Drive, Dyce Drive, Argyll Road and Brent Road.
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and the concept design proposed road layouts can be found in the Option Development Report (Appendices
B and D) that accompanied the main report.

Four of the five Route Variants® where subsequently taken forward by the commission of the Detailed Options
Appraisal study. This ongoing study has developed the proposed road layouts for the four Route Variants from
a concept to outline level of design. For this study, Route Variant B was used for the southern section of the
corridor as it utilised the BCIP but took a more cautious approach to road widening along Powis Terrace. A
schematic of Route Variant B and the bus priority proposals is provided in Figure 10.

The overall traffic management strategy for the corridor was to maintain existing levels of highway capacity at
junctions between the Craibstone roundabout and Haudagain bypass so general traffic could access the inner
city bypass route provided by the A92 without significant additional delay. West of the Haudagain bypass
junction, road space reallocation favoured bus priority, cycle route and walking infrastructure over general
traffic capacity to create an attractive alternative to travelling to and from the city centre by car.

L2 BCIP outcome: Street Names:
Phase 1a: Dual carriageway (a) Don Street
Phase 1b: Dual carriageway (b) Printfield Walk
Phase 1c: Single carriageway (c) Greenmore Gardens
(d) Barron Street
(e) Kittybrewster r/a
(f) Hilton Street

(g) Clifton Road

(h) Lilybank Place
(i) Belmont Road

(i) Leslie Terrace
(k) Bedford Road
(I} Calsayseat Road
(m) George Street
(n) Fraser Place

(o) Mounthooly r/a
(p) Hutcheon Street
(q) Gallowgate

Wood§ide
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n! 1 Cycle track (one- or two-way)
r*ﬁ == Enhanced bus lanes
5l — Dual carriageway (modified)
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Figure 10: Schematic of bus priority measures along A96 (Don Street to Mounthooly)

8 This included an additional Route Variant F proposed by the Council
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Broad Street & Gallowgate

The existing bus gate on Broad Street would be retained to support ART services getting to and from Union
Street. No bus priority measures are proposed along Gallowgate but as a key general traffic route to shopping
centre and employment car parks, measures may need to be considered if congestion risks delaying ART
services.

Causewayend & Powis Place

It is proposed to introduce inbound and outbound bus lanes using the nearside lane of the dual carriageway.
The inbound bus lane on the approach to the Mounthooly roundabout would be set-back from the give-way
road markings while the outbound bus lane would extend up to the stop line of the George Street junction. To
ensure ART services maintain a steady speed/ consistent journey time northbound along Powis Terrace a
traffic gating strategy is proposed at the George Street junction. Northbound traffic would be metered by traffic
signals into Powis Terrace, ensuring Powis Terrace between its junctions with George Street and the BCIP
junction at Clifton Road remained free flowing. This will require wider traffic management measures to remove
rat-running routes but also co-ordinated traffic signals at the George Street, Bedford Road and Belmon