
 
 

ABERDEEN CITY COUNCIL 

 

 
 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 (Braehead Way, Aberdeen) 
(Prohibition of Waiting) Order 202_", overrule the objections received and approve 

this order be made as originally advertised;  
 
2.3 In relation to “THE ABERDEEN CITY COUNCIL (Elm Place, Aberdeen) (Prohibition 

of Waiting) Order 202(X)", overrule the objections received and approve this order 
be made as originally advertised;  

 
2.4 In relation to “THE ABERDEEN CITY COUNCIL (Froghall Avenue/Froghall Place, 

Aberdeen) (Prohibition of Waiting) Order 202_”, overrule the objection received and 

approve this order be made as originally advertised;  
 

2.5     In relation to “THE ABERDEEN CITY COUNCIL (Grandhome Area, Aberdeen) 
(20mph speed limit) Order 202_”, overrule the objection received and approve this 
order be made as originally advertised;  

 
2.6  In relation to “THE ABERDEEN CITY COUNCIL (Greyhope School, Aberdeen) 

(Traffic Management) Order 202_”, with revisions as set out in 3.6.4 as per officer’s 
recommendations; and 

 

2.7 In relation to “THE ABERDEEN CITY COUNCIL (Kirk Brae Area, Cults, Aberdeen) 
(Prohibition of Waiting) Order 202X”, overrule the objection received and approve 

this order be made as originally advertised. 
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2.8 In relation to “THE ABERDEEN CITY COUNCIL (Disabled Persons’ Parking Places 
in Aberdeen City) (Regulatory Parking Places) (Ref. 01/2024) Order 202”, 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 (Braehead Way), (Elm 

Place), (Froghall Avenue), (Grandhome Area), (Greyhope School) and (Kirk Brae) 
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 (Braehead Way, Aberdeen) (Prohibition of 
Waiting) Order 202_” 

 
3.2.1 Proposal 

 

The proposed Traffic Regulation Order is to establish a prohibition on motor vehicles 
waiting at any time on specified lengths of Braehead Way, Aberdeen. 

 

Members of the public have highlighted a road safety concern on Braehead Way, 
Bridge of Don. We have been made aware of the danger of indiscriminate parking 

during drop off and pick up times for the school. These parked vehicles are creating 
an obstruction to the free flow of traffic (buses) and reducing the visibility of passing 
traffic for pedestrians who are crossing the carriageway during these busy periods.  

To improve road safety on Braehead Way, officers propose to introduce additional 
prohibition of waiting restrictions at any time on Braehead Way. 

 
3.2.2 Objections 

 

Three (3) statutory objections were received from residents who live in the vicinity 
of the proposed intervention. Relevant street notices were issued in the area 

affected during the public consultation period. These street notices have been 
included in the appendices.  The objector provided an email covering their concerns 
and reasons for their objection, a redacted copy of which has been included in the 

appendices. The plan for the original proposal is also available in the appendices. 
A summary of the main points of the objection is provided below, with the points 

made by the objector highlighted in bold (and paraphrased for brevity), which is 
thereafter followed by an officer response from a traffic management perspective:  

 
3.2.3 Putting these restrictions in place will only shift the problem and likely 

cause Bodachra and Overhill residents further issues, please review and look 

at either doing nothing or include Bodachra Road in the traffic management 
plan. 

 

The Council will monitor the situation after the restriction is installed and will consider 
for review any concerns over displacement or difficulties which may arise elsewhere 

as a result of the proposed intervention. 
 



 
 

3.2.4 I feel this restriction would make no difference as the main problem/traffic 
obstruction is coming from the shop area. Changing the parking restrictions 
would personally affect us by putting our house down in value and after work 

hours leave us with nowhere to park. 

 

 Parking outside the property in question is still available on the North section of 
kerbline outside the property and in addition on the southside inlet parking area. 
These additional waiting restrictions have been proposed to improve road safety on 

this section of Braehead Way. The parking issues around the Braehead shopping 
area have been noted. 

 
3.2.5 These changes will stop me from parking outside my own home. They will 

also negatively affect the value of our property. I truly believe the issue lies 

within the Braehead shopping area. 

 

 Parking outside the property in question is still available on the North section outside 
the property and in addition on the southside inlet parking area. These additional 
waiting restrictions have been proposed to improve road safety on this section of 

Braehead Way. The parking issues around the Braehead shopping area have been 
noted. 

 
3.3 “THE ABERDEEN CITY COUNCIL (Elm Place, Aberdeen) (Prohibition of 

Waiting) Order 202(X)” 

 
3.3.1 Proposal(s)  

 

The proposed Traffic Regulation Order is to establish an extension of the existing 
prohibition on motor vehicles waiting at any time on a specified length of Elm Place. 
Elm Place is also one of the locations designated as being exempt from nationwide 

pavement parking restrictions. 
 

Officers have proposed that the existing prohibition of waiting at any time restriction 

(double yellow lines) on the north of Elm Place at its junction with Laurelwood 
Avenue, be extended westwards to ensure road safety and vehicular accessibility 

is preserved on this road.     
      

3.3.2 Objections 

 
Seven (7) statutory objections and a signed group petition with an addendum have 

been received from concerned residents of Elm Place. Redacted copies of these 
objections 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 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 an officer 

response from a traffic management perspective: 
 
3.3.3 That piece of pavement is owned privately and has no tarmac upon it. There 

are 3 cars currently using those spaces and it is all residents that live in the 
street that use those spaces. There are no issues with the 3 cars parking there 

nor do they cause any visibility issues going up Laurelwood Avenue. 
 



 
 

The proposal for Elm Place is to install a section of pavement parking exemption on 
the northside for about 86 metres and an extension of the existing double yellow 
line at its junction with Laurelwood Avenue, westward for about 36 metres. For 

information, exempted pavements will be marked with bay lines and an 
accompanying upright sign to show the extend of the exemption, hence, residents, 

visitors and other drivers will be fully informed on where to park their vehicle. The 
pavement within the section of Elm Place where the double yellow line extension 
will be applied is unpaved. The exemption order cannot be applied on this unpaved 

pavement and as such a restriction cannot be implemented. It was therefore 
decided to extend the existing double yellow lines as this will protect this section of 

the pavement and remove potential obstruction that could occur if drivers choose to 
fully park on the carriageway. The introduction of these double yellow lines will 
therefore inform and formalise safe parking on this road. 

 
3.3.4 I cannot see how this will improve visibility at the junction as there is currently 

yellow lines around this corner to allow a view up Laurelwood Avenue for 
vehicles leaving Elm Place. An extended length of yellow lines will not allow 
any earlier view at this junction but will reduce the parking spaces available 

for residents on our small street by 4 vehicles which is a considerable amount. 
  

The proposed extension to prohibition of waiting restrictions is to ensure road safety 
and vehicular accessibility. The pavement at this section of Elm Place is unpaved 
and unfit for parking vehicles, being unpaved means a pavement parking exemption 

cannot be applied there as all exempted pavements must be lined and signed 
appropriately. Extending the double yellow lines will therefore remove parking on 

the northside of this section of Elm Place and by so doing, drivers can fully park on 
the southside of the carriageway without causing an obstruction. 

 
3.3.5 As a disabled person where the proposed yellow lines are would cause me 

more problems as at the moment, I can get out my vehicle without the fear of 

being hit by an oncoming vehicle 
  

          The proposal for Elm Place is to install a section of pavement parking exemption on 

the northside for about 86 metres and an extension of the existing double yellow 
line at its junction with Laurelwood Avenue, westward for about 36 metres. For 

information, exempted pavements will be marked with bay lines and an 
accompanying upright sign to show the extend of the exemption, hence, residents, 
visitors and other drivers will be informed on where to park their vehicle. The 

pavement within the section of Elm Place where the double yellow line extension 
will be applied is unpaved. Being an unpaved pavement, the exemption order 

cannot be applied on this unpaved pavement as the restriction cannot be 
implemented. It was therefore decided to extend the existing double yellow lines as 
this will protect this section of the pavement and remove potential obstruction that 

could occur if drivers choose to fully park on the carriageway. The introduction of 
this double yellow lines will therefore inform and formalise safe parking on this road. 

A disabled persons parking place can be provided for those meeting the criteria and 
the correspondent has been advised of this provision.  

 
3.3.6 Parking spaces are already at a premium on this street. Recognition of the 

parking problem is evident in the proposed pavement parking exemption; It 

makes no sense to further limit parking for residents who are not always able 
to park close to their property. 



 
 

 
The proposal for Elm Place is to install a section of pavement parking exemption on 
the northside for about 86 metres and an extension of the existing double yellow 

line at its junction with Laurelwood Avenue, westward for about 36 metres. For 
information, exempted pavements will be marked with bay lines and an 

accompanying upright sign to show the extend of the exemption, hence, residents, 
visitors and other drivers will be informed on where to park their vehicle. The 
pavement within the section of Elm Place where the double yellow line extension 

will be applied is unpaved and vehicular parking on unpaved pavements or verges 
damages the vegetation on them. Being an unpaved pavement, the exemption order 

cannot be applied on this unpaved pavement as the restriction cannot be 
implemented. It was therefore decided to extend the existing double yellow lines as 
this will protect this section of the pavement and remove potential obstruction that 

could occur if drivers choose to fully park on the carriageway. The introduction of 
this double yellow lines will therefore inform and formalise safe parking on this road. 

 
3.3.7 The road is a consistent width and already has double yellow lines at the 

corner of Laurelwood to allow safe visibility. The proposed additional yellow 

lines will prevent parking for around 3 cars 

 

The proposal for Elm Place is to install a section of pavement parking exemption on 
the northside for about 86 metres and an extension of the existing double yellow 
line at its junction with Laurelwood Avenue, westward for about 36 metres. For 

information, exempted pavements will be marked with bay lines and an 
accompanying upright sign to show the extend of the exemption, hence, residents, 

visitors and other drivers will be fully informed on where to park their vehicle. The 
pavement within the section of Elm Place where the double yellow line extension 
will be applied is unpaved. The exemption order cannot be applied on this unpaved 

pavement and as such a restriction cannot be implemented. It was therefore 
decided to extend the existing double yellow lines as this will protect this section of 

the pavement and remove potential obstruction that could occur if drivers choose to 
fully park on the carriageway. The introduction of these double yellow lines wi ll 
therefore inform and formalise safe parking on this road. 

 
3.3.8 There are no and have never been any road safety or vehicular access issues 

on Elm Place. The documents provided in conjunction with this Order do not 

contain any statistical, historical or any data driven information supporting 

the Order. The Order ‘pdf’ document that resides on the Council website, is 

undated, unsigned and is in draft form and hence is not a legal Order. The 

land adjacent to the side garden of 5 Laurelwood Avenue is private land and 

as such confers no right of access to pedestrians. 

 Pavement parking prohibition (restrictions) were introduced by the Scottish 
government within the Transport (Scotland) Act 2019 with the aim to improve 
accessibility, particularly for vulnerable road users, by allowing walkers and 

wheelers the ability to use footways and dropped kerbs without being impeded by 
parked vehicles. However, a footway parking prohibition may not be possible in 

some streets; the use and layout of some roads might require footway parking to 
maximize the carriageway width. Hence, the government outlined criteria for 
exempting a road from the prohibition. Prior to enforcing these restrictions in 

Aberdeen, a citywide assessment was carried out to determine streets that will 



 
 

require an exemption. During the assessment period, Elm Place was identified, and 
the most appropriate measure was proposed. Following the Scottish Government’s 
guidance, it was proposed that a section of pavement parking exemption is applied 

on the northside of Elm Place for about 86 metres. With this arrangement, vehicles 
can fully park on the carriageway along the southern kerbline and partly on the 

pavement/carriageway on the northside.  
 
 The Traffic Regulation Order (TRO) is in its draft form because the making of any 

TRO involves different levels of statutory consultation, including statutory public 
consultation. Copies of relevant documents have been made available on our 

consultation page. The public consultation will allow members of the public to 
comment, seek clarification or object to a proposal. A TRO will be made for schemes 
that did not receive an objection during the consultation period, however, a report 

stating the details of the proposal and the need for it, will be submitted to the 
appropriate committee for schemes that were objected to during the consultation 

period. The power to approve or overrule the objections lies with the committee, 
they may also instruct that the proposal is amended. Officers are obliged to follow 
the ruling of the committee. If the proposal is approved, Officers will proceed with 

the making of the traffic order and subsequently instruct the implementation of the 
restriction. 

  
In terms of the privately maintained land referenced, this piece of land can be termed 
a pavement or footway. According to Roads (Scotland) Act 1984, a ‘pavement’ is 

part of the road: - 
 

“road” means…any way (other than a waterway) over which there is a public right 
of passage (by whatever means [F201 and whether subject to a toll or not]) and 
includes the road’s verge, and any bridge (whether permanent or temporary) over 

which, or tunnel through which, the road passes; and any reference to a road 
includes a part thereof; 

  
While the same Act specifies on a road where a public right of passage is exclusively 
by foot, the section concerned is a “footway” when associated with a carriageway.  

 
In turn, the Transport (Scotland) Act 2019, specifies a “pavement” as a footpath or 

footway. 
 
3.3.9 There is no need to apply this order, parking is reasonable as it is and as such 

there is no need for the good citizens of Aberdeen to pay for unnecessary 
work to take place. If the council proceeds with such a prohibition, it will force 

residents impacted by the prohibition to try and park in the private parking 
area behind Elm Place. 

 

 Pavement parking prohibition (restrictions) were introduced by the Scottish 
government within the Transport (Scotland) Act 2019 with the aim to improve 

accessibility, particularly for vulnerable road users, by allowing walkers and 
wheelers the ability to use footways and dropped kerbs without being impeded by 
parked vehicles. However, a footway parking prohibition may not be possible in 

some streets; the use and layout of some roads might require footway parking to 
maximize the carriageway width. Hence, the government outlined criteria for 

exempting a road from the prohibition. For a footway to be exempted, it must allow 
for a width of 1.5 metres of the footway to remain unobstructed when any part of a 



 
 

vehicle is parked on it, and the layout or character of the carriageway associated 
with the footway must allow the passage of an emergency vehicle unimpeded by 
the presence of a vehicle parked on it. Exempted pavements will be marked with 

bay lines with an accompanying upright sign to show the extent of the exemption, 
hence, residents, visitors and other drivers will be informed on where to park their 

vehicle. The extension of the existing double yellow line at the junction of Elm Place 
with Laurelwood Avenue is needed to preserve accessibility due to change in 
circumstances, therefore preserving road safety, preventing obstructions, informing 

and formalising safe vehicular parking. The measures proposed will help address 
pavement parking issues within the area and provide a safe environment for those 

walking and wheeling outwith the carriageway. While parking, responsibility lies with 
drivers to secure a safe and appropriate spaces for their vehicle. The Council 
permits parking at the kerbside where feasible but however cannot guarantee there 

will be sufficient space for all vehicles to be accommodated. The Council does not 
have a responsibility for providing additional measures within private car parks. 

3.3.10 During the consultation process, it is of note that an objection in a petition format 
(31 signatories from properties on Elm Place and 1 from Chestnut Row), was 

received to the proposed extension of prohibition of waiting at any time ‘double 
yellow lines’ restriction on the north side of Elm Place. While the objection states 

the prohibition is being proposed based on maintaining visibility, that is not its 
purpose. Instead, it is to prevent obstructive parking on this section of road; namely 
vehicles will legitimately park on the south side of the carriageway, and if vehicles 

were to park directly opposite on the north side, without being parked partly on the 
pavement, this would result in the carriageway being obstructed, hence the proposal 
for ‘double yellow’ lines to manage parking on this section. In terms of the status of 

the privately maintained ‘pavement’ on the north side, it is part of the ‘road’, as 
defined by the Roads (Scotland Act) 1984: - 

“road” means…any way (other than a waterway) over which there is a public right 
of passage (by whatever means [F201and whether subject to a toll or not]) and 

includes the road’s verge, and any bridge (whether permanent or temporary) over 
which, or tunnel through which, the road passes; and any reference to a road 

includes a part thereof; 
 

  While the same Act specifies on a road where a public right of passage is exclusively 

by foot, the section concerned is a “footway” when associated with a carriageway.  
 

In turn, the Transport (Scotland) Act 2019, specifies a “pavement” means a footpath 

or footway. 
 

Accordingly, despite not having a hard surface such as paving slabs or 
tarmacadam, the privately maintained section on Elm Place, is defined as a 

“pavement” by virtue of being a public right of passage by foot and falls under the 
national pavement parking prohibition. The difficulty thereafter is unless the surface 
was brought up to a hard standing, it is not possible to provide for an exemption as 

it would require a defined bay, with associated signage, to be applied to the surface. 
 

3.3.11 In addition to the petition referred to in 3.3.10 above, an addendum supporting 
statement was received from the objectors, who expressed a wish for the points 
raised therein to be presented to the committee. These points include: 



 
 

 The raised kerbs installed by the Council along Elm Place have made the 
street narrower than other streets in the vicinity and impacted parking 
leading to the loss of space for 6 cars; 

 The proposed extension of double yellow lines will result in the loss of an 
additional 4 parking spaces; 

 The unpaved land adjacent to the north kerb is privately owned. 
 
3.4 “THE ABERDEEN CITY COUNCIL (Froghall Avenue/Froghall Place, Aberdeen) 

(Prohibition of Waiting) Order 202_”  

  
3.4.1 Proposal 

 

The proposed Traffic Regulation Order is to establish certain lengths of prohibition 
of waiting at any time on Froghall Avenue and Froghall Place. 

 

          Following the introduction of the pavement parking prohibition, Aberdeen City 
Council conducted a citywide assessment of pavements and carriageways in 

Aberdeen.  The assessment revealed that pavement parking prohibition if applied 
on Froghall Avenue will result in a blockage, residents and visitors may be hindered 
from accessing the street. Currently, vehicles are partly parked on the footway and 

partly on the carriageway on both sides of this road. The enforcement of pavement 
parking ban in Froghall Avenue will require residents and visitors to fully park on 
both sides of the carriageway. Parking in this manner will compromise road safety, 

impede vehicular access to properties on this street, reduce visibility, may cause 
damage to vehicles etc. For this reason, Officers propose a pavement parking 

exemption is applied on various sections on the west and east footway along the 
length of Froghall Avenue.   To further ensure road safety and vehicular accessibility 
is preserved on this road, Officers propose sections of prohibition of waiting at any 

time are installed on various sections of Froghall Avenue. A section of prohibition of 
waiting at any time is proposed to be introduced to the top of this road to serve as a 

turning area and further prohibition of waiting restrictions are proposed for opposite 
side of the various laybys for safe vehicular manoeuvre. 

 
3.4.2 Objections 

 

One (1) statutory objection was received a resident of the street. 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 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 Taking away so many spaces in Froghall Avenue will inevitably cause huge 

problems, and if people can’t park there, they will take up the limited spaces 

on Elmbank Terrace and all surrounding streets.  If so many yellow lines are 
in place, the surrounding areas, which already have huge parking problems, 
will suffer even more.   

 
An extension to the existing prohibition of waiting at any time on the northern end 

has been proposed for safe and easy collection of the bulk bins that serves the 
residents on this road. The extension on the southern end will aid safe vehicular 



 
 

passage. The proposed prohibition of waiting at any time will help formalise the 
parking pattern on this road, it will also help it meet the recommended parking 
standard. Prior to the double yellow line proposal for Froghall Avenue, consideration 

was given to the various amenities along it; the existing double yellow line on both 
sides, north of its junction with Elmbank Terrace ends at the uncontrolled crossing 

points. North of these crossing points are the dropped kerbs for bulk bin collection. 
On the east side of this section of Froghall Avenue, there is only about 5 metres 
length of upstanding kerbs between the crossing point and the dropped kerbs for 

bin collection, an extension of the waiting restriction has therefore been proposed 
to discourage drivers from parking at this limited space as it could cause an 

obstruction for bin collection and pose a safety hazard for pedestrians. 
 

3.5 “THE ABERDEEN CITY COUNCIL (Grandhome Area, Aberdeen) (20mph speed 

limit) Order 202_” 

  
3.5.1 Proposal 

 

The proposed Traffic Regulation Order is to impose a 20mph speed limit on all the 
roads within the Grandhome housing development. 
 

The Grandhome housing development is bounded by Whitestripes Road, 
Whitestripes Avenue and The Parkway (A92). A 20mph speed limit zone is 
proposed for the development. The 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.  
 

3.5.2  Objections 

 

One (1) statutory objection was received from a resident of the development. 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: 
 

 3.5.3 This has been proven across the country not to achieve anything and is a 

waste of resources 

 

This is a developer scheme so is therefore the initial implementation is funded by 
the developer. 20mph for residential streets is a Scottish Government strategy as 

they aim to bring forward widespread implementation of 20mph speed limits in urban 
areas with the overall aim to make travel at 20mph the “norm” and therefore an 
expected driving practice for all. When considering new residential developments, 

the internal road layout will be designed to limit vehicles to speeds less than 20mph, 
while to consolidate that status the process is to establish a mandatory 20mph 

speed limit zone with the necessary signs at the entry points to the residential area. 
Accordingly, as part of the planning / road construction consent, the developer is 
obligated to fund the promotion of the necessary Traffic Regulation Order and 

thereafter install the necessary signs. For background, as current legislation 
specifies the default speed limit on these types of residential roads, with a system 



 
 

of streetlights, is 30mph, it is necessary to promote a legal order which allows the 
regulatory signs to be put in place. The evidence is clear that reduced speeds cause 
less severe damage and injury in the event of a collision. 

 
3.6 “THE ABERDEEN CITY COUNCIL (Greyhope School, Aberdeen) (Traffic 

Management) Order 202_” 

  
3.6.1 Proposal 
            

          The proposed Traffic Regulation Order is to establish certain lengths of prohibition 

of waiting at any time on Battock Place, Grampian Place, North Grampian Circle, 
Mansfield Place, Oscar Place, Oscar Road, South Grampian Circle, Tullos Circle 

and Tullos Place;  establish a certain length of prohibition of waiting operating from 
8.00am to 5.00pm, Mondays to Fridays, on Grampian Place; and establish certain 
lengths of prohibition of stopping (School Keep Clear) operating from 8.00am to 

5.00pm, Mondays to Fridays on Grampian Place/Tullos Circle, North Grampian 
Circle, and Mansfield Place. These proposals are introduced in the interest of road 

safety for pedestrians, especially children, accessing the new primary school.  Of 
note, the restrictions concerned are already established on the roads concerned by 
way of a temporary order on the grounds of road safety. 

 
3.6.2  Objections 

 

          One (1) 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: 

             
 3.6.3 I think these AATs should be timed on the side with the houses on each North 

Grampian circle and Mansfield place  

 
Objectors highlighted the impact of the measures outwith the hours of operation of 

the school. To this end certain sections of restrictions could be reduced to improve 
residential amenity.  

 
3.6.4 Officer’s Recommendation           

 

Officers have proposed a couple of changes following the objection, in concurrence 
with the objector’s concerns. In the First Schedule, the amendment proposed is for 
the “At Any Time” waiting restrictions opposite the School Keep Clears (26m), on 

Grampian Place only, to be changed to timed waiting restrictions and hence be 
included in the Second Schedule, with times of operation proposed as ‘8am to 5pm’. 

Please note, the “At Any Time” prohibition of waiting opposite the School Keep Clear 
opposite the junction with Oscar Road, which shall remain. Another proposed 
amendment is for the “At Any Time” waiting restrictions for Mansfield Place in the 

First Schedule southeastern footway to be curtailed from 46m to 25m from the 
extended kerbline with Tullos Circle with the remaining length being changed to 

being timed and therefore included in the Second Schedule. These changes will be 
monitored as to their effectiveness and may be revisited. 



 
 

 
 
3.7 “THE ABERDEEN CITY COUNCIL (Kirk Brae Area, Cults, Aberdeen) 

(Prohibition of Waiting) Order 202X” 
 

3.7.1 Proposal 

The proposed Traffic Regulation Order is to establish a prohibition on motor vehicles 
waiting at any time on certain lengths of Friarsfield Road, Kirk Brae, and Kirk Place, 

Cults, Aberdeen, as specified in the schedule below. Please note on the grounds of 
safety the measures concerned have previously been established on the stated 

roads by way of a temporary order.  
 
3.7.2 Objections 

 

One (1) 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: 
 
3.7.3 Parked vehicles on the corner which is the only part of that road section 

without double yellow lines obstruct vision of drivers going both ways and 
constitutes a safety hazard 

 
Following several site visits to monitor the situation and following the objection it is 
the Officer’s opinion that the extent of the ‘At Any Time’ waiting restrictions should 

be extended from Kirk Terrace to Kirk Place in entirety. These additional 
interventions would have to be proposed at a later date. 

 
3.8 “THE ABERDEEN CITY COUNCIL (Disabled Persons’ Parking Places in 

Aberdeen City) (Regulatory Parking Places) (Ref. 01/2024) Order 202_” 

 
3.8.1 Proposal 

 
The proposed Traffic Regulation Order is to establish disabled persons parking 
places (DPPP) who are ‘Blue badge’ holders across various locations in the city of 

Aberdeen 
 
3.8.2 Objection 

 
 One (1) statutory objection was received from a member of the public, to a bay 

proposed on Victoria Road, Torry. The objector has provided an email covering the 
reasons for their objection. The plan for the original proposal as well as a redacted 

copy of this objection can be found 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: 
 
3.8.3 My reasons for my objection are: this property has a private car park; there 

are already many unused disabled parking bays on this stretch of road; the 



 
 

disabled bay has been left unused most of the time; it would make parking 
difficult; and the driver of the vehicle for which the bay has been installed is 
misusing their ‘Blue badge’. 

 
 The Council has a responsibility to provide DPPP where an identified need has been 

established and the bay can be accommodated. The bay has been proposed for a 
local resident.  Whilst they have access to parking at the rear of the property, this 
does not meet their needs as they struggle to negotiate the steps to the rear of the 

property due to mobility issues. An audit will be undertaken of the remaining DPPP 
along the road to determine if these can be reduced in number however it was noted 

that these were not in a suitable location for this applicant.  It is felt this bay is 
required to satisfy the needs of the applicant and has been carefully positioned as 
to minimise the loss of available kerbside parking.  

  
4. 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 subsequently reducing vehicle use for local trips. 

   
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 

Officers have proposed 

measures that are deemed 
reasonable and 

appropriate to address the 

M Yes 



 
 

could be 

compromised 
if measures 
are not 

progressed, 
leading to 

continued 
public 
concern. 

Road Safety and Traffic 

Management issues to 
reduce incidents of public 
objections 

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 2024-2025  

 Impact of Report 

Greener Transport, Safer 
Streets, Real Choices  

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

 Improving cycle and active transport 
infrastructure, including by seeking to 

integrate safe, physically segregated cycle 
lanes in new road building projects and taking 
steps to ensure any proposal for resurfacing 

or other long-term investments consider 
options to improve cycle and active transport 

infrastructure. 
 Expanding mandatory 20mph speed limits in 

residential and other areas where this is 

supported by communities.   

 

Local Outcome Improvement Plan 2016-2026 

Prosperous Place Stretch 
Outcomes 

It is hoped that the imposition of a 20mph speed 
limit in the new Grandhome residential development 

https://aberdeencitycouncilo365.sharepoint.com/committee/Shared%20Documents/Forms/AllItems.aspx?id=%2Fcommittee%2FShared%20Documents%2FCouncil%20Delivery%20Plan%202024%2Epdf&parent=%2Fcommittee%2FShared%20Documents&p=true&ga=1
https://committees.aberdeencity.gov.uk/documents/s134067/WorkinginPartnershipPolicyStatement.pdf
https://committees.aberdeencity.gov.uk/documents/s134067/WorkinginPartnershipPolicyStatement.pdf
https://communityplanningaberdeen.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2021/07/Final-Draft-LOIP-Refresh-21.pdf


 
 

in particular, will lead to a safer environment as well 

as encourage and inspire confidence for increased 
active travel.  This proposal supports the delivery of 
LOIP Stretch Outcomes: 

 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” 

 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 

City Strategies and Strategic 

Plans 
 

The proposals within this report support LOIP Stretch 

Outcome 14 by encouraging more active travel within 
the city in general. 

 



 
 

 
 

 
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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