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1. PURPOSE OF REPORT 
 

This report considers objections and comments received as part of the statutory 

consultation process with respect to proposed Traffic Regulation Orders 
(TROs). 

 
2. RECOMMENDATIONS 

 

That the Committee: 
 

2.1 Acknowledge the objections received as a result of the public advertisement of 
proposed Traffic Regulation Orders;  

 

2.2 In relation to “THE ABERDEEN CITY COUNCIL (A92 North Anderson Drive, 
Aberdeen) Prohibition of Right Turns) Order 202(X)" overrule the objection 

received and approve this order be made as originally advertised;  
 
2.3 In relation to “The ABERDEEN CITY COUNCIL (Cove Road- Extension of 

prohibition of waiting at any time restrictions Order 202(X)" overrule the 
objection received and approve this order be made as originally advertised;  

 
2.4 In relation to “THE ABERDEEN CITY COUNCIL (Abergeldie Road & Braemar 

place–proposed lengths of prohibition of waiting at any time.) (TRAFFIC 

MANAGEMENT) ORDER 202X” overrule the objection received and approve 
this order be made as originally advertised;  

 
2.5     In relation to “THE ABERDEEN CITY COUNCIL (Milltimber Brae proposed 

40mph speed limit) (TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT) ORDER 202X” overrule the 

objection received and approve this order be made as originally advertised; and 
 

2.6  In relation to “THE ABERDEEN CITY COUNCIL (Hazeldene/Pinewood 
proposed 20mph speed limit) (TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT) ORDER 202X” 
overrule the objection received and approve this order be made as originally 

advertised. 
 



 
 

  
 

 
3. CURRENT SITUATION 

 

3.1 This report deals with proposed TROs which, at the public advertisement stage, 
have been subject to statutory objections. The report presents the objections 
received and provides officers’ responses to the issues raised. Plans detailing 

each of the schemes in question are included within appendices (A92 North 
Anderson Drive), (Cove Road), (Milltimber Brae), (Abergeldie Road & Braemar 

Place) and (Hazledene Road/Pinewood) to this report. Redacted copies of the 
letters of objection received are attached within the appendices. The street 
notices for each of the proposals are also included in the appendices.  

 
3.2 THE ABERDEEN CITY COUNCIL (A92 North Anderson Drive, Aberdeen) 

Prohibition of Right Turns) Order 202(X)" 

 
 Proposal 

 
3.2.1 The proposed Traffic Regulation Order is to establish a closure of the central 

reservation supporting the existing U-turn ban and removing the option of right 
turns from and to North Anderson Drive to the side roads.   

 

 Concerns regarding the central reserves on the A92 between the Midstocket 
Road and King’s Gate junctions have been raised. The southbound right turns 

into Maryville Park and Maryville Place, and northbound right turn into Kingshill 
Road have restricted width filter lanes which can cause vehicles turning right to 
encroach onto the respective outside running lanes of North Anderson Drive 

raising road safety issues. This has been highlighted to Aberdeen City Council 
and Police Scotland as an issue.  

  
          The three gaps in the reservation have U-turn prohibition restrictions placed 

upon them with the appropriate signage in place. It was found these restrictions 

are frequently being ignored, and additional turning movements are now 
occurring following the development of the old fire station site into residential 

accommodation. Vehicles are now using the turning lanes to travel north back 
towards the development. 

  

           An alternative and safer option for vehicles turning right into Maryville Park/ 
Place would be to proceed southwards to the King’s Gate roundabout and take 

the fourth exit to return northwards. Likewise, vehicles coming from the south 
looking to access side roads can utilise the King’s Gate roundabout taking the 
third exit to access Woodhill Road to Kingshill Road. This will provide a safer 

alternative to the existing gaps in the central reservation.  
  

           It is therefore proposed to prohibit the aforementioned right turn manoeuvres 
at the three locations from Midstocket Road to the King’s Gate roundabout. The 
existing gaps will be closed either with a permanent barrier or with removable 

bollards which would allow for cross carriage access during maintenance 
works/incidents.  

 



 
 

 Objections 

 
3.2.2 Fourteen statutory objections were received from residents who live in the 

vicinity of the proposed closures. Letters were issued to local residents of 
Maryville Park, Maryville Place, North Anderson Drive, Kingshill Avenue, 

Kingshill Terrace, Kingshill Avenue, Edgehill Terrace, Edgehill Avenue, 
Woodhill Terrace and Woodhill Place during the public consultation period as 
well as street notices around the area affected. Of those issued letters 8% have 

objected. Both the letters and the street notices are included in the appendices.  
Objectors provided emails and letters covering the reasons for their objection 

and redacted copies of the objections are included in the appendices. The plan 
for the original proposal is also available in the appendices. A summary of the 
main points of the objections are provided below, with the points made by the 

objector highlighted in bold (and paraphrased for brevity), which are thereafter 
followed by a response from a traffic management perspective:  

 
3.2.3 Turning right at these turns has never been a safety issue for residents. 

Compliance with no U turns has been acknowledged as an issue. 

 

 The Council has received enquiries from members of the public that the gap in 

the reservation at Maryville Place has been abused by drivers performing U- 
turns on North Anderson Drive and Maryville Place to travel back to the new 
development causing a road safety issue. The signage is correct and clear for 

No U-turns but these are being ignored. The widest point in the central 
reservation is 3.2metres, the right-hand turning lane approaching the central 

reservations are 1.7 metres with the average car width being 1.85 metres. 
Traffic Signs Manual Chapter 5 states that a turning lane should be 3.5 metres 
minimum, please see Appendix 17. The closure of the remaining gaps is to 

prevent a displacement of the original issue into similarly unsuitable turning 
areas. 

 
3.2.4 The funds used to implement this project could be better spent.  In 

particular, the funds could be spent to repair potholes in this area as the 

condition of the road is poor. 

 

 The Roads and Transport Related Budget Programme is reported annually to 
this Committee. It sets out the proposed maintenance budget based on the 
annual whole network condition assessment and the various road safety and 

active travel budgets used for other infrastructure measures and changes.  
 

This year’s report is being presented at this committee and can be viewed on 
the agenda.    

 

The reporting protocols are established to ensure appropriate use of public 
funds and final decisions on the spend for the year are made by the Committee.  

 
3.2.5  Instead of closing off the lanes install cameras to catch drivers not 

obeying the No U-turn. 

 

Safety cameras can be used for speed and right light running enforcement 
however this is not an option for banned manoeuvre enforcement.  



 
 

 
3.2.6 An objector has suggested that the Midstocket Road junction be 

reconstructed to a roundabout or the right turn availability at the traffic 

signals is increased.  
 

A roundabout would have negative safety implications for pedestrians and 
cyclists along with a cost burden. It is not a consideration for the Council. 
Officers will review the timing of the traffic signals however this will have an 

impact on the capacity of the junction and those adjacent on the network. 
 

 
3.3 THE ABERDEEN CITY COUNCIL (Cove Road, Aberdeen) (Extension of 

prohibition of waiting at any time restrictions) Order 202(X)" 

 
 Proposal  

 
3.3.1 Cove Road- Extension of prohibition of waiting at any time restrictions 

 
           A section of Cove Road, between Cove Court and Loirston Road, has a limited 

width of about 6 metres, it is a bus route and provides frontage to some 
residential properties and a few businesses. Due to the limited width of this road 

and its function as a bus route, a section of it is protected with existing 
prohibition of waiting at any time restrictions (‘double yellow’ lines). This 
restriction was introduced to ensure the safe passage of vehicles. This road is 

frequently used by large vehicles such as, buses, delivery trucks, waste 
collectors etc. owing to its use and nature. However, an approximate 33 metre 

section on the north side of this road has been left unprotected to serve the 
businesses in the area. This accommodates around 5 vehicles.  

  

           Our attention has now been drawn to the impact the unprotected section has 
on traffic in the area. Vehicles parked in the unprotected section impede 
visibility particularly due to the gradient of the carriageway at this point. 

Eastbound drivers are forced to drive on the wrong side of the road when they 
get to the parked vehicles, Officers consider this unsafe because line of sight 

is limited at this point.  
 
           It is therefore proposed a waiting restriction is introduced on the existing 

unprotected section on Cove Road, see Appendix 18. The impact of removing 
this parking will be limited as all the residential properties and businesses have 

off-street parking facilities. Also, visitors to the area could park in the 
neighbouring streets which are in very close proximity to this section of Cove 
Road. Officers believe introducing this restriction will improve visibility and 

ensure safer vehicular passage. 
          
 Objections 

 
3.3.2 Nineteen statutory objections have been received from parents of children who 

attend the nursery. Redacted copies of these objections can be read in 
Appendices. The plan for the original proposal and the street notices are 

available in the appendices. A summary of the main points of the objections are 
provided below, with points made by the objector highlighted in bold (and 



 
 

paraphrased for brevity), which are thereafter followed by a response from a 
traffic management perspective: 

 
3.3.3 If the double yellow lines are extended there will be nowhere to park near 

the nursery for drop off and pick up times. 

 

 There are 2 spaces provided within the nursery site. There are also safe spaces 
at the bottom of Cove Road / Loirston Road which is 72 metres away from the 

nursery and this is less than a five minute walk to the nursery. And there are 
available parking spaces on Cove Road where the double yellow lines finish, 

sixty metres away from the nursery. The road safety concerns here are reduced 
due the minimal gradient at this point, these are also within a five minute walking 
time from the nursery. This means that minimal inconvenience is caused to 

parents dropping their children off at the premises with the extension in place.  
 

3.3.4 Original planning permission Ref: P141203 the allocated parking outside 
the nursery was considered as part of this application and the council 
accepted use of this parking area as acceptable. 

  

 Officers have been onsite to monitor the pickup and drop off at the nursery after 

a number of enquiries reporting the situation as unsafe. They feel the current 
layout and parking behaviour on this section of road is a safety hazard to road 
users and pedestrians due to the gradient of the road at this point meaning 

visibility is compromised. The extension of the double yellow lines at this 
location is to improve road safety outside the nursery. 

 
3.3.5 Accessibility for those with additional needs effected with the extension 

of double yellow lines. 

  

           Those with a blue badge can park on AAT waiting restrictions (if no obstruction 

is caused). There are also two spaces on site which could be prioritised for 
essential users. 

 

 
3.4 THE ABERDEEN CITY COUNCIL (MILLTIMBER BRAE, ABERDEEN) 

(TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT) ORDER 202(X)  

  
 Proposal 

 
3.4.1 Aberdeen City Council is currently preparing to extend the existing 30mph 

speed limit on Milltimber Brae southwards, this change to shift the speed limit 
transition further south of the crossing point that serves the popular Deeside 
Way. Accordingly, the intention is to encourage drivers to limit their speed in 

the proximity of the crossing area, whereas in the current situation, some 
drivers are perhaps not maintaining the appropriate speed on the 30mph side 

of the transition. 
 
           Beyond the above, Aberdeenshire Council have established a 40mph speed 

limit on their section of the B979 Milltimber Brae (immediately beyond the 
bridge) leading to the South Deeside Road. When considering the 30mph 

extension being established by Aberdeen City Council, this would lead to a 



 
 

comparatively short section of National Speed Limit between the 30mph and 
Aberdeenshire Council’s 40mph section. Accordingly, for consistency, it is 
proposed the remaining section of Milltimber Brae adopted and maintained by 

Aberdeen City Council should be subject to a 40mph speed limit. 
 
Objections 
 

3.4.2 Two statutory objections were received from members of the public. The 

objectors have provided an email covering the reasons for their objection. A 
redacted copy of this objection can be read in the appendices. The plan for the 

original proposal and the street notices are also available in the appendices. A 
summary of the objection is provided below, with points made by the objector 
highlighted in bold (and paraphrased for brevity), which are thereafter followed 

by a response from a traffic management perspective: 
 
3.4.3 Objector wants an extension of the current 30mph to The Gables or full 

section to the bridge 30mph and no Aberdeen City Council Road should 
be 40mph for consistency  

 
If the 30mph speed limit was extended to The Gables then a small section of 

national speed limit before changing to a 40mph section at the Bridge this would 
mean three speed changes on the same road in a short period of time which is 
not in keeping with good practise for setting speed limits. The objector also 

suggested 30mph extended the full way to the bridge. This speed would be too 
slow for this section of road as speed assessments of the road have determined 

that existing mean speeds along the route are between 41mph and 44mph 
therefore better suited to a 40mph restriction.   
 

3.4.4 Only a cursory review has been carried out prior to the proposed 40mph 
speed change  

 
The Traffic Management team have received enquiries from members of the 
public that speeds are too high near the crossing point for the popular Deeside 

Way on this section of road and near misses have been reported at this crossing 
point. Officers have reviewed the route assessing existing traffic speeds and 

considering the limited length of the measures, and deemed a 40mph speed 
change to match up with Aberdeenshire Council’s speed change from national 
speed limit to 40mph on this section of road will be beneficial for road safety 

and for drivers to maintain a consistent safe speed for this section of road.  
 

3.5 THE ABERDEEN CITY COUNCIL (ABERGELDIE ROAD & BRAEMAR 
PLACE, ABERDEEN) (TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT) ORDER 202(X)  

  
 Proposal 

 

3.5.1 A resident has reported an issue at this crossroads junction, which was then 
verified by Officer inspection, whereby vehicles are being parked less than 10 
metres from the junction. This has the effect of reducing drivers’ visibility to 

substandard levels when emerging onto Abergeldie Road from Braemar Place 
or when turning into Braemar Place. This may one day lead to a collision if the 

situation is not improved. 



 
 

 
Abergeldie Road and Braemar Place are within a residential area. As such, it 
would not be normal practice to install lengths of prohibition of waiting at any 

time (double yellow lines) here due to the level of parking demand and visual 
impact. However, given the need for restrictions on the grounds of road safety 

and the presence of lengths of prohibition of waiting at any time nearby (at the 
Abergeldie Road/Broomhill Road and Abergeldie Road/Holburn Street 
junctions), some moderate lengths of prohibition of waiting at any time are 

proposed. It is felt 10 metres of protection around all sides of the crossroads 
junction would be sufficient to improve safety, whilst being balanced with 

parking demand in this area. 
 

3.5.1  Objections 

 

 Two statutory objections were received from members of the public. The 

objectors have provided an email covering the reasons for their objection. A 
redacted copy of this objection can be read in the appendices. The plan for the 
original proposal and the street notices are available in the appendices.  A 

summary of the objection is provided below, with points made by the objector 
highlighted in bold (and paraphrased for brevity), which are thereafter followed 

by a response from a traffic management perspective: 
 

 3.5.2 Junction protection is unnecessary on a quiet residential street.  

 
Road officers have reviewed this location onsite after a road safety enquiry from 

the public. They have deemed that for road safety and to improve visibility at 
the junction for drivers 10 metres of junction protection is to be promoted and 
this will be sufficient in improving road safety at the junctions. 
 

3.5.3 Junction protection on this section of road 10 metres seems excessive 

why not 5 metres. 

 
10 metres is the standard length that Aberdeen City Council Roads officers use 

for junction protection. This is in keeping with the Highway Code guidance for 
drivers.  

 
3.6 THE ABERDEEN CITY COUNCIL (HAZLEDENE AND PINEWOOD) 

(TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT) ORDER 202(X)  

  
 Proposal 

            

           A new housing development has been built beside Hazledene 

Road/Countesswells Road, Hazlehead. As a result of the development, a 
20mph speed limit zone is proposed.  The new development’s road layout is 
such that it encourages driving at slower speeds. The slower driving speeds will 

provide for a safe residential road network and create a welcoming environment 
for active travel modes, such as walking and cycling. 

 
3.6.1  Objections 

 



 
 

           One statutory objection was received from a member of the public. The objector 
has provided an email covering the reasons for their objection. A redacted copy 
of this objection can be read in the appendices. The plan for the original 

proposal and the street notices are available in the appendices.  A summary of 
the objection is provided below, with points made by the objector highlighted in 

bold (and paraphrased for brevity), which are thereafter followed by a response 
from a traffic management perspective: 

             
 3.6.2 Is this a good use of council resources? I am all for safety but 20mph 

seems excessive.  

 
          This is a developers scheme so is therefore funded by the developer. 20mph 

for residential streets is a Scottish Government aim as they aim to bring forward 

widespread implementation of 20mph speed limits in urban areas with the 
overall aim is to make travel at 20mph the “norm” and therefore an expected 

driving practise for all. 
 
4.0 FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS  

 

4.1 The cost of these proposals can be met from within existing resources and will 

be matched against the most appropriate Roads budget. 

4.2  The Council’s Roads Safety Fund capital budget can be used. Developer 
obligation funding may be available where the measures relate to new 

developments.  

5.  LEGAL IMPLICATIONS  

 

5.1 Should the recommendations of this report not be approved and the proposals 

not progressed, any future request for restrictions at these locations would 
require officers to again undertake the steps outlined in The Local Authorities' 
Traffic Orders (Procedure) (Scotland) Regulations 1999 to progress the 

necessary Traffic Regulation Order. 
 

6.   ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS 

6.1  There are no direct implications arising from the recommendations of this 

report however reduced speed limits can create a better environment for 
cycling and walking within communities.   

 

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 
Risk 

Road safety 
levels and 

traffic 
management 
could be 

compromised 
if measures 

are not 
progressed, 
leading to 

continued 
public 

concern. 

Officers propose 
measures that are 

deemed reasonable 
and appropriate to 
address the Road 

Safety and Traffic 
Management issues to 

reduce incidents of 
public objections 

M Yes 

Compliance No significant 
risks identified 

   

Operational No significant 
risks identified 

   

Financial No significant 
risks identified 

   

Reputational  Proposals 

can be 
contentious 
and attract 

negative 
feedback. 
 

Concerned parties 
would be provided 

thorough rationale as 
to the requirement for 

the proposal. 
 

M Yes 

Environment 
/ Climate 

No significant 
risks identified 

   

 
8.  OUTCOMES 

COUNCIL DELIVERY PLAN 2023-2024 
 

 Impact of Report 

Prosperous Place Stretch 

Outcomes 

It is hoped a transport mode shift away from private 

vehicle to active travel will occur as a result of the 
more welcoming environment created for walking 
and cycling through the installation of a 40mph 

speed limit in Milltimber Brae, proposed within this 
report.  This proposal supports the delivery of LOIP 
Stretch Outcomes: 

 13 - “Addressing climate change by reducing 
Aberdeen’s carbon emissions by at least 

https://committees.aberdeencity.gov.uk/documents/s141331/Council%20Delivery%20Plan%2023-24.pdf


 
 

61% by 2026 and adapting to the impacts of 

our changing climate” 
 14 – “Increase sustainable travel: 38% of 

people walking and 5% of people cycling as 

a main mode of travel by 2026” 
Regional and City 

Strategies 

Regional Transport Strategy 
 

The proposal within this report for a 40mph speed 
limit in Milltimber Brae support a number of the 

priorities in the Nestrans Regional Transport 
Strategy: 

 Zero fatalities on the road network 

 Air quality that is cleaner than the World 
Health Organisation standards for emissions 

from transport 

 Significantly reduced carbon emissions from 

transport to support net-zero by 2045 

 Accessibility for all 

 A step change in public transport and active 
travel enabling a 50:50 mode split between 
car driver and sustainable modes. 

 
 
 



 
 

 
 

 
 

9. IMPACT ASSESSMENTS 
 

Assessment Outcome 
 

Integrated Impact 
Assessment 

New Integrated Impact Assessment has been completed   
 

Data Protection Impact 
Assessment 

Not required 
 

Other N/A 

 
10. BACKGROUND PAPERS 

 

10.1 N/A 
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APPENDIX 39–  Milltimber Brae 40mph speed limit change proposal plan 

 

 

  



 

 
 

  



 

 
 

APPENDIX 40–  Milltimber Brae street notice 
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APPENDIX 44–  Braemar Place/Abergeldie street notice 
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APPENDIX 48–  Hazledene/Pinewood 20mph scheme street notice 
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