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1. PURPOSE OF REPORT
1.1This report considers objections and comn
statutory mgroocwidtdhatrieosnpect to proposed Tr
Orders (TROs) .

.3

RECOMMENDATI ONS

That the Committee:

.1Acknowl edge the objectitohmes puewitleiiov eadwaesr tai
of prolpasRedal aOriden s ;

.2ln rel @aHEOABERDEEMNOWNCORDba@ds surrounding t
Event Compl exEQ,erRyedmerdeen) (Traffic Ma
Order OB objection received and approv
ori giamalelry i sed;

I n relaTHBnNnABBRDEEN CI TY COUNCIL (Kingswo
(Prohibition of Waotéd agdbgdeedceeriovBe0d2 (aX)do
approve thi s aosr doerriagbienean &l dys e d ;

.41l n rel dHEoABE®DEEN CI TY COUNCI L (Pavement
Exemption No.@&@njotOdh e eo bgxreteifoone d Fer
CresceBandDbid isamels KeRIll meccéhmove Corndavon Ter
from t he tefef mactdserofand approve this order
the removal of Corndavon Terrace which sh
recommendation 2.5,

.5ln rel 3aHEoABE&®DEEN CI TY COUNCIL (Corndavo
Avenue |/ DAbeydeléare(Prohibiti@®@a of Waitd.



advertise an updated proposed order that
Appendi x 2

Il n relaTH®BnABBRDEEN CI TY COUNCIL (Ferrier
(Prohibition of Qiasttthien go)bgOeecdteitrovnr@ @2 X nd app
this order be made as originally advertis
I n relaTHBENABBRDEEN CIlI $8nd@OUHNGEGHBAbDerridveee n)
(Prohibition of Qiaitttdien go)bgOeecdteirovn@ @2 X nd app
this order be made as originally advertis
n relaTHEnABBRDEEN ClI CTVYo@@ENCI, Gatdens
Aberdeen) (Prohibit i ojlodtfd eWaoibtgieacgtgiioe d e r

and approve this or dedvebret insaedde. as ori gi na

I n relaTHBENABBRDEEN CIl B¥Yi GOUNGAbDLeeredte e n)
(Prohibition of Qiaitttdien go)bgOeecdteirovn@ @2 A nd app
this order be made as originally advertis
ODn relaTHEnABBRDEEN CIK¥r COUNCRbaceeen)
(Prohibition of Qiaitttdien go)bgOeecdteitrovn@ @2 A nd app
this order be made as originally advertis

CURREMNST TUATI ON

This report deal swWwiefkeapropespudbITIROsadver
stagecertain numbehravoef bteheons es uTbRGesct t o st
objections The report presents the objec

responses to the issues raised. Plans det
guesxntiacge includedetwo tthhins ampgeeolric at i ons

concerned are TECA, Kingswood Drive, Corn
Sandilands Drive, Cromwell Gardens, Brigh

Redacteideasst opheofl eahhjeec ot t & avd ie dh h &
appecnedsi. tTrheee tssfnaeraic hitehoef p rsap s all soi mncl ude
the appendi ces.

ATHE ABERDEEN ClI TRoO&OUNLULr 6undi ng the EVe
Compl ex Abe&ErCdheenmy( @ er deen) (Traffic Mana
20230

Pilioposal

To progress a permanent TRO (Traffic Regu
surrounding TECA based on the TTRO (Tempo
that iIs currently in place. The foll owing
under TTRQ nacnldudaerde i n t he proposed Traffi
( TRO) :

A bu gate at the A96 I nverurie Road / Go
buses, taxis, private hire cars, and cycl



Crescent pfur@m steh dgubrtnl tl ane, (all vehicles
turn to access the site);

T A bus gate at the Well heads Drive [ Forri
taxis, private hire cars, and cyclists on
Dri ve, whil st |l &Isl owi mgiall vehic

T Certain | engths of proharinaads oifn wtahd i arg
peripheral tp &ahd TECA site

T A certain |l ength oh redadsoutnetdblear ewaper
TECA site.

3.20Bj ections

One (1) statutsormryceldjvedt faommva resident
vicinity of the @Areadpaccsteeygd fienthg revcetntoinonc.an |
read hfeppexnd3 The plan for the original pro
are availabl e IiAn stulmemaaype®rdditdhes main point
i provided below, with points made by the
paraphrased for br efvtiegry )f,olwhawehd alrye a hreerse
traffic management perspective:

3.2f3 am a resident of Hopecrsotfrte eAtv epnaurek ianngd fi
myself and my visitors. This proposed res
significant negative I mpactoormraldairlinyatli ivfee
parking arrangements provided for | ocal r
busy with residents parkeeg.pdhki hgcapobio
makes this restriction unpbpeasonable and i

The r estprriocptoaspeads c ur p e actnt yHopnecr odntd éArv ean u e
Temporary Traffic Regmud admownntOrtde rj y ncrtRiOg

at three | ocations on the road; the TTRO
possibility of indiscriminate tpatrhkei nTgg Cnh e
site / .P&helLipwea pose otfh etrhd feo vperdeep o s a | IS

per manenftorortdreese measures and remove the
to promote a TTROAeverdgi Ai@l yno nttthiss pr opos
to any expanssiog phrkkng restrstcneeotns and

parking opportunities wil/ remalen avail ab
eXi smaaagsaiems t o ensure the continued man:
the area, addressing the ntedds ngf talel srads
accessibility of the street.

3. 3ATHE ABERDEEN CITY COUNCIL (Kindgswood Dr i\
##rohi bition of Waiting) Order 202( X) 0

3.3PfLoposal

The proposed Traffic Regulation Order 1is
vehicles waiting at any time on the speci
Foll owing Members enquiries, prohibition

are proposed oonf tkKhien gesawsoto ds iDdrei ve extendi n



3.

restriction southsofutKiwatglsitmb cCd oAg e nge
These measures seek to maintain parki
t h

ng o
from the accesses and side road nor of
The smeheés expected to i mprove road safety

30Bjections
Twel(Vlp statutory objections were received
in the vicinity of the proposed intervent
i ssued in the area affected during the pu
notices have beappiemdlicesd i Thehebjectors
emails highlighting their concerns and re
copies of these emails have been included
original proposal is al sAo sammaiyl| abl € hien mah
points of the objection is provided bel ow
highlighted in bold (and paraphrased for
by an officer response from.a traffic man
Of ficerd aepetveion from a | ocal busi ness
objecting to the proposal s.
ifBhere is not a problem with cars parking
plenty of room | eft for two cars to pass
people illegadhyt pardoubl e yellow |Iines o
Kingswood Drive opposite the chemist. Car
Kingswood Drive from Kingswells Avenue ca
The real problem is that no provision was
schoopatents to drop off/ pick up their c
the shops and community centre are in sho
the chemi st can be difficult to access an
people often choose, or are tbompehkedstto
Kingswood Drive. Removing this option for
chemi st by painting double | inesdo will onl
The existing | ength of kerbside space on
approxi matelrytd@m ltbemgespace avail abl e on
equates to around 6 vehicle |l engths
Parking on the western kerbline provides
metre wide verge. The eastern side of the
steep gamdiiesntt he opposite side of the ro
mentioned above. This requires vulnerable

verge to the zebra crossing or to cross t
the facilities.

Whil st of f i ctehrast atphper erceidautcet i on i n kerbsid
avail able parking for service users, the
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and safer. Those accessi

space is g r
t bra crossing.

e a
Cross at e

r t e
h ze
Where ¢
restric

b

avail a

oncerns are raised about il l egal p
tions, this can be addressed by en
| e.

fiTAhere is already a minimal amount of par|
Kingswells and ¢&dsi stueed hf of par ki ng da
of our out of school <c¢club, playgroup and
place in our venue. The next nearest park
Avenue which would mean that parents have
wt h their young children and pa®ssibly cro
co ed that the proposed waitin
r [
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The pull inetrwoa k is for travel/ movement
accommodated where it is safe to do so.

35 should be noted Aberdeen City Council

change of use of the house next door to t
chil dcare ftalckey idrye dNomwsi dering taking th
winter, the car par ks andop,maVdt eroiandaroyut s
Practice and around the Community Centre
This | eaves the only place to park being
Kingswood Drive The counci l all owed perm
to the pharmacy to be turned into a child
removing the parking nearby. At busy ti me
5pm, it is extremely ditkiaoplthtbdpankf sa
of school club in tde community centre.

The existing |l engt
approxi mately 30m
und

equates t o ar o

h of kerbside space on
|l onger than the space a
6 vehicle | engths.

Par king on the western kerbline provides
metre wide verge. The eastern side of the


https://www.getabout.org.uk/getabout-for-organisations/

Ssteep gradient and is the opposite side o
menti oned abwivees Thulsneeagbl e pedestrians
verge to the zebra crossing or to cross t
the facilities.

Whil st officers appreciate that the reduc
available parkingther aseesiscbdi useéeysof t he
space is greater and safer. Those accessi
can park kerbside and cross at the zebra

fifcthere are already multiple safe places t

Drive, earpdhfaB not been, to my knowl edge,

of incidents to warrant this change. Park
and this is a necessary place for those u
you not to accept this chdarngea. iln Hope ,t ba
the brown envelopes have changed hands. T
the road safer. It will only serve to spe
and make crossing far more dangerous. Thi
unwarranted; neehddteswsi Iclhaancgteu,altly serve t
endanger ohildren

The existing |l ength of kerbside space on

approxi mately 30m | onger than the space a
equates to around 6 vehicle | engths.

Wi tplar ki ng on one side of the road only, ¢

Kingswood Drive in both directions howeve
effect on vehicle speeds. Additionally, t
have i mprovedoapaths bwea fhol evel verge,

crossing at a zebra crossing. This parkin

the current arrangement of parking on the

iWhil e we appreciate the proposal ageintent
congestion near Kingswells Primary School
community facilities, the residents have
introduction of double yellow |Iines may r
opportunities for parents anboobhr-dfbp par
and puipck i mes. This measure alone is unl il
congestion and paobking chall enges.

Of ficers are of the view that i mproving t
area is in |line with theoaldocSalf ettayr ged tasn o f
4 . | mproved Road Safety at School s; and
10. I dentify and address small scale i mpr

within | ocal communities.



Whil st the number of spaces available wit

accessibilityspdcdshei savsaa fl earb.l e

Adults collecting pupils from school shou
reduce congestion around the school. As s
engaging our children at an early stage i
we hopehelp provide them with strategies
themsel ves and others safe in the road en
filhere are | imited parking near the school
parking restriction to be impllmésttad, I
school on time after othe summer holidays.
Carserdropping off or collecting pupils fr.
travel modes to reduce congestion around
slightly |l onger journey $Scmel aAd B8Bwtedgh
our children at an early stage in their r
help provide them with strategies for a
and others safe in the road environment. oo
iVehi | e | apprecoatmptbeeinoctadtsafety, | b
proposal does not address the primary haz
inadvertently croeate new i ssues.

With parking on one side of the road only
Ki ngswood Drivesin Adatih i @dinrag dtyi, ot hose par
carriageway wi l |l have i mproved access to
the option of c¢crossing at a zebra crossin
benefits over the currenteastrammgeknemlsiode

fiFlaOr ent s and guardians of Kingswells Pri m;
Nursery, Kidsize and Community Centre mus
collect their children safely in this are
able to park tohacmasy, Dpbbkivéds sp and
Beauticians who also serve this area. Kin
substantially due to housing being all owe
able to cope with the high vol wme of traf
Of ficers are of the view that i mproving t
area Iis in line with the | ocal targets of
4 . | mproved Road Safety at School s; and
10. I dentify and address smalbhdsocakesi mpr
within | ocal communities.



Whil st the number of spaces available wit
accessibility of the available spaces is

fiAlsl a resident of Kingswells for well ovel

to these proposals, and question the vali
why these are necessary. Il understand a w
against trhoiust ei.s VWnt h rbasii derstsesamdj ecti on
forthcoming it makes me question who i s a
proposal, and whether this encapsul ates t
of resiodents?

These proposals were developed foll owing
ta | ocal Councillor.

Of ficers are of the view that i mproving t
area is in line with the | ocal targets of
4 . | mproved Road Safety at Schools; and
10. I dentify and nmepddrveesnse nstnsa lrlaissceadl eébyi r o
within | ocal communities.

Thetatutory process requires engagement W
the public to ensure al/l points are consi

fiTlh2er e ar e f ar mor e noesgaalt itvheasn tpoo stihtiisv epsr.o |

double yellows |ines will not i mprove roa
form and is waste of money. The cost of p
|l ines is a poor use of council tax. It wi
have to a nprlaofyfi ¢ warden to come and moni
more wasted council tax. Empl oying someon
Kingswells will also be an unnece®sary so

The cost oafndi msotnavlaloitnigng r est riidcetriaotniso ni s @
when proposing measures and officers shou

they do not feel would create a benefit i
publ i c.

Theaesi gni ficant perstohnatanrde spuulbtlsi cf rcoons ta r
col hisThis varies dependant on the injury
as a result of the incident.

The following figures are an extract fron

casualties Scotland 2023.



(a) Cost per casualty by severity: average costs for Great Britain (£) at 2023
prices

Seriously Slightly Average all

Killed Injured Injured casualties
Average cost per 2,411,659 271,003 20,892 99,048
casualty for Great
Britain

Scotl andés Road Safety Framework has the

the best road safety performance in the

seek to reach this goal

. 3fiTlh3e s cheme will not I mprove road safety
create more issues as you wil/ be reduc
avail able at an already congested area
and also for the breakfast cbub / after

W

i n
du
S

Of ficers are of the view hbapatmprosi wgth

area is in line with the | ocal targets of
4. | mproved Road Safety at Schools; and
10. l denti fy and address small scale 1 mpr
within | ocal communities.
Whi | stumbher of spaces available within h
accessibility of the available spaces is
. 3.Al4woul d therefore object to this proposa
reason for the change to parking at this
condration of Aberdeen City Council s own
new waiting restrictions must be based on
which occur on a regular basis, and not a
infrequent occurrence, reldeceiwinl i nbeaanpa
vail able, where a shortage already exi st
road | ayout, the proposed waiting restric
road safety, rathoer than i mprove it.

These proposal s wer e defveetlyo pceodn cfeorlnl so wbi enign

to a | ocal Councillor.
Whil st the number of spaces available wit
accessibility of the available spaces 1is

Of fi cer shibselpiaervkei ntg opti on has road safet)
arrangement of parking on the eastern ker
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4ATHE ABERDEEN CI T(YPaOGeUMNenitL Par ki ng Exempt.i
Order 202_0, & THE ABER@EBENJdGNDY COUNGLE
Derry Avenue |/ Derry Place, Aberdeen) (Pr
202 ( X)

Order

il

N
e
o
(o}
%)

sed Traf fi cprRoevgiud earttiaornn Qrednegrt hiss
on of w@€otnhdgvah adaewnyr acene Dme ba
ntrodoatimwmaadmhernthepar kj h@gi peobi b
reports of obstructlivse apar ki ng o
ad mitorredeft @ @& Kaimndg-sa fricbreit v e, wai yts

ited carriageway width of about

e B o
©Q ®d®>®O = =
@ — o

5 -

ensur eetsiad el amdp anovdbgd rarct @

rs must park on one side of
ear . Befor t hega v @ tpeaoridkpi cnbgh o,b i rod soincheent s
rked partly on the carriagewadyesanadf par't
e carriageway, seeavongof hehei ddioeri agewa
hi cular passage. The intropdobibastioh th
w reduced the parking capacitpeen this
serrveesdtti eagrpk i ng in a manner that i s uns
ssage for emeargelnaryg ev evheafcilcelses such as
|l iveries, refuse collection etc

rrently, t
[

0
rrace, dri ve
e

0OT OS< T OHQD
DY TO DT —Dc

T
o

r this reason, Officers propose a paven
ctionsawdn Cbamrdace. To further ensure s
Opdssseect i ons of prohibition of waiting ai
tabloinshend s road. These restrictions wil
nage avasitlraebelte poanr ki hg rcapdcity on t

7]
()

3 oo
L »n =

.40Bj ections

Oné¢l) statut ogwa soebcjeecicteidonf rom a resident o

email and multiple residents reached out
arrange a meeting to discuss their object
has provided an email covern.ngA trheed acetaessd n
copy of this objection can be read in the
proposal and the street noticesA are al so

summary obff eche on i s wirpghv inded maaeleowy t he
hi ghl ing htbpeadddi paraphrasedghifoh &drevihgp)eaft
by a response from a traffic management p

Of ficers recei Veod ad peeisd B8ieogmn sftruornres, obj e
to the proposal s.

. 4013 have been i nunrdeatpeadv esmmetnht cpadrlksi ng exemp

order 202, CorndavonsfTerngcéhAbeerededrnt s
have not had enough notice thet!"beyers on



al so thseayy have not had any |l etters thought
woul d | i Kef aac ef ameeet i ng t o explain how thi
feel that parking on both sides of the ro
woul d makeoit worse.

Of f i mewist h t her egasa
peti tiom whs signe
proposals was unde
requirements of th

rtdheenigrs caomdles mm sr ecei ved
d by Nwome fofcatthe nr edi d e
rtaken through street a
e |l egislation.

ile are in the unfortunate position of bej
the street where my access to my front do
with the draconian pavement parking ban n
worse because | now hatve awap,artkhe roega0rs
i's because | have to ctomenutiegée b Womé& @ahdr
is no space at all in the street because
because of the | arge amount of vans and c
no right belinnga pparrikveadt e r @diedegunmiisdl hatveee:
to ask, having seen the plans, is what sa
the i mposing of the double yellow | ines a

The main reason for these remtparckiomgpsons
bot h si dear roifggdwkayx h woul d make access fo

vehicles, refuse collection, and gener al
' i mited width of the damurbilegleierds sowBy omeér
side, we maimntain safe and reliabl e acces
street.

RBsidenpointed out that the ftisdeotrial prag k
the central section was parking fully on
few residents par kimegntf ulhley ootnh etrh es ipdaev.e T|
hal f on half off both sides,®& arse wiuggw.est ed
Residents explained that their preference
pattegnthis minimised thethel lometwfayvamidc
there was an alternapedestampnesetwdr whetet

Of ficers acknowledge that this pattern of
that this could beondnpgin@wunisdle dvéefivyhi tnh & he

| egi sAataennative pl anmippen2waii lcaablse tisn otuh
an alternative footway parking exemption

on footways and of fniaddres nragdd oomemeamd tehsata i r
propoBklids new arrangememéeyvifousnaparslkeisnd hpa
mini mi sing the number of vehicles that mi
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di sabl ed access, in our area the tdiesabl ed
pavement. And so it was with relief that
campaigning) have | egi stsatciican tpa aoccutilcaew tf
pavements are cluttered -eanoatgédr svi wiht tbo kkte s
mot or vehicles bl ocki nmgalokur Webinloiw yditsoc osvi
this area is to be an O6exceptiond. Or exe
proposal I's unacceptable and a campaign t
police to obey the |l aw is being organised
a probl em.r efetess ewesrte si mply not built wit!Hl
in mind. But the solution to this problen
pedestoi ans.

Whil e we understand the f rthgtsr atsi dorei aager

considered carefulclhpl deeagtes toiethhmisquae e a,
narrow streets and Thmstetdhpapkopgsapt poo
compromise that stil!]l mai ntains passage f
some capacity for parking which is in hig
properties.

ATHE ABERDEEN CI T(YPaO/QGeUMNenltL Par ki ng Exempt.i
Order 202 o0, & THE ABERBEENIi CaTdMsCOUNG@IlL
Aberdeen) (Prohibition of Waiting) Order
Pilioposal

The proposed Traffki ce®&gEwsitathilars hOrmpderhi bit
vehicles waitispgeai feiaga@iha n dnel aamds Dri ve a
exempt specified ar east lordatSaonndwildaen dpsa vDermev
parking restrictions.

Of ficemps opadwesck tme atsou reenssovarde aafdethy cul ar
accessibility is preserved on this road.

60Bj ections

Two (2) statutory objections have been re
objected to the proposals on Ferrier Cres
objections ncatnhebeaprpeeanddiices. The plan for
and the street notices are Aalsssonmav &i lodblt é&
main points of the aboge8titbwdIs&mad eblpd ovi de

same response applies, namel y:
Whil e we understand the frthgtsr atsi drei owger
considered carefully due to the unique <ch

narrow streets and MThmstetdhpapkspg@sapt pop
compromi se that stil!]l mai ntains passage f
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some capacity for parking which is in hig
properties.

ATHE ABERDEEN CI TQr €COWAICI LCaA D ennlde

en)
#r ohi bition of Wa)iding) Order 202( X

Pioposal

The proposed Traffic Regulation Order 1is
vehicles waitimlgeaentainyetl enegtom, of Cr omwe
Aber deen.

There have been complaints from residents
about accessibility issues when cars are
Gardens. Officers have proposed extending

at any ti me rpersotvrei ctthieonfsl otwo oifmtraffic an:i

70Bj ections

El eveh statutory objections were received
vicinity of the proposed intervention. Re
t he area af f epcutbeldi cd ucroinnsgu ltthaet i on peri od.

have been included in tlkprappdaedi apsemailh
covering their concerns gnda rreeadsaocntse df ocro pt
which has been included in ohiegapakngdriocpeps
i's also avail ablA suwummarey agpfp etnlde cmasi.n poi
objection is provided below, with the poi
in bold (and paraphrased for brevity), wh
reepse from a traffic management perspect

Al3 write to raise my concerns regarding t|
double yellow Iines in Cromwell Gardens.
I

vehicles that currently park on Cromwel |l
ot hdrmready crowded, yet busier, roads in t
there is already parking congestion and s
companies and individuals parking | arge ¢
(AWor kpl ace Office Furnitureo andr g€orpor
Campervans near junctions towards the Nor
Removing parking capacity from Cromwell C
pressures in this area with increased dan
|l evel s of vehicle traffic onn8uwhmisciiRoiad &
gui et oroad.

We understand your concerns about potent.
proposed eptehsi naismpsievteindnobstromcti ve peé
Cromwel | Gardens. We wil|l monitor the i mp
consider additional measures i f necessary
congestion or safety issues.



3.

74 am a resident that uses the space behi |

was filled then | would not only cause is
woul d meandl park there if | needed to tra
garage into my car and vice versa, I have
mini and a big BMW and have notohad any i

The proposed restr iecntsiwroes e s sderbd Instaefyedteyd ftoo
alviehicle types that are required to visit

fiNever in that time have | seen a Counci l
down Cr omwel | Gardens. Rat her than take a
would ther putesmaume on an already busy Cr
maki ng i-waya sothreeet woul d make it safer an
of the concerns. The corner at the bowlin
coming in both directions and wietrh t he te
camps/lessons etc it is verypbousy with dr

We have received reports of waste managen

through Cromwel | Gardens as a result of ¢
restrictions are meRtenctedagemaht otvet mebwt
to serve the residents of Cromwell Garden

residents.

il6 object to this proposal, removing thes:
increase parking on Cromwell Bpaed bf may
vehicles using Cromwell Gardens. I feel t

concentrate on the speed of otraffic using

We understand your concerns about parking
speeds. The proppxged srieogpt emvientst oabstructi v

par kobommgCr omwe |l ,| &md demys i mpl i cations in te
or vehicle speed will be monitored.

fiPflar ki ng is of course an iIissue everywhere
no different. The vast majgorlatt yeaktotwone
One has four vehicles, including work veh
difficult to get parked outside ones own
weekends. On weekends, we of course al so
from parents derhop pdirnegn tohfefi rat t he playing
Cromwel | Road, who also frequently park o
week, commuters from outside the city who
park their cars on Burns Road. The propos
yel |l ow"onl iCreosmwe | | Gardens wil | i nevitabl
park there (on average we estimate betwee
Given that the owners of these vehicles w
their cars close to their prtoptelrdg i @rsqg mwehli
Road end of Burns Road most, as we wil/ b



spaces with even more individuals. This w
to find parking outside our property. We
not think it isornt otoo mue halhloe ats&k par k wi th
own property. Nevertheless, we are often
the street to find space.

Once these measures are |Iimplemented, we w

surrounding streets armdircecsnsiod eard da dedist iamn
increased parking pressures.

iVvBe use the | ane to park our cars in as h;
that Burns Road is filled up with either
ride/walk, tennis players or atdrweekends
using the playing fields We see no iIssue
vehicles using the back | ane and all that
commesnense approach. Wi thout permits on B
at risk of alienatirregitdleentmajodr ibteyi ngf atbH &
their own home, unload shopping and gener
access on their own street. Any further vy
exceptionally unreasonable and would | ike
potentiall yl noorr edangergoaus parkong around
Once these measures are Iimplemented, we W
surrounding streets and consider addition
increased parking pressures.

Al9 woul d | i ke to obpackihg tbastpropberd f
Gardens. | have |ived on Cromwel |l Road fo
changes. |l can see that the waste managen
probl ems. One at the corner beside the bo
awkward turn wfthhéeéheebiegke, but nothing
at the Burns Road exit which can be awkwa
residents |l eave their bins on the road do
management team only come once a week res
havinmog cars parked on Cromwel |l Gardens ma!
them travelling quicker down the Gardens
put in place. Cromwel | Road i s a very bus

chance to make or have drivewdaysiiok findrt

Once these measur es arce nitmpmoemet rotre dt,h ewe w
i mpactthiosn s tsruererto uannddi,n gi fs ttrheeertes ar e any 1 s
speeding or any other road sdtietyoocaahcern
measures tsouhaddsees

AWLiot h reference to your to exten:
Cromw@arldens | would I ik l'y under s
proposal stateds safety yet to the knowle
been no reported aomwedESandenwi ahdnmEGvi ng
ked cars onto either Burns

proposal
e to ful

additional par



increase congestion on these routes and a
coll ection. The bin lorry has a clearer r
with single gsiadécecrpdrmlainngnost of the surroc
which have doubl e parkiong thus reducing f

There have been reports from residents an
about a | ack of access when vd&liecl es are
intention kehsiimd titse teoxti mprove the manoel
and service vehicles on Cromwell Gardens.
of parking spaces may cause inconvenience
and accessibility of thlkl stoeeinaeet paass
i mpact of the proposed changes and explor
|l oss of pasr.king space

ORTHNNIANTIRI2JWaq6 R WRY WagYWet t Rt qlgdé W Ine NIJLWH
Rt t 20WNWaqqRUNWGEY qlugé WWERIA Y T WHHRT U WYY WAl §
] ¢l T U0t s WRUWCEGO W6 JWaqRG VW WE¢2IWIER21IT WE I
q6 lWRY!I Ol WAYAGRUNDWRUOWN! YaWol YGs oo WAYeTl WR
GYa2UqRUNWa6 WWGE 20N UqALWs 6 RAG WF W6 ¢ 213WYHE 1JI
DOT WYnNWaIWY @3 DUt Allqé 3! Wedat YW aql 2NNG WY Wa
lTzPlWgYWHE! + WHAUDRUNDWGeE! t BT WYOWl Ye HGUW! DGdYs
flWUOR2IJWe qW9l YasWadWAYeTl We UT Wl YWOYqWHel | U
GEel t T WYOUwol Yas 136 d W] Rad Yeld Wen(¥! LR YHLE OO N aU3
Hel | DUqd! WRUt 290 RARIVUqUWGe ! t RUNWe !l Y2 UT W9l Y
b GeHDY Ws W e20WyYOowol Yaswaaw] ¢l T 30t W9l Yas
mel q6 1 W JG¢UT WnVY!l WGe!l t RUNWOWF Ws Yeal We Nl 131
YqOHRTWIWY nWol Yaspaaw] ¢l T30 A6 ¢ aqlls 6 Y aI1J LW
GN¢c2RUNWE I Wn s W GeH#IIF WYOUW9 !l Yas WaaWAYeT wt

The intention behind the extension is to
residents and service vehiuwnder sotna nCdk otntweetl
removal of parking spaces may cause incon
the safety and accessibility of the stree
assess the i mpact of the proposed changes

mi titglae el oss of sparking space

OINTWNR6 W WNel T WaqYWaqdWWGI YGYt ¢ WY WHI ¢ qdWwl vy
Nel T U0 A6 WWERY qYl Reaca Wl Wet YOWnY! WAHI Yt U
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YATUHqWqYWq6 JWHSec UNWWn Y W6 Wl et YUt W qc¢ q

We understand that the removal of parking
to residents. However, the stafaetey and acc



paramount. We will continue to assess the
and explore potential solutions. to mitiga
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We understand that the removal of parking
to residents. However, the safety and acc
paramount. We will continue to a®sess the
and explore potential solutions. to mitiga

3. 8ATHE ABERDEEN CI| TBr iCOUNCERDbéceMPeeh) bition
of Waiting) Order 202( X) o

3.8PfLoposal

The proposed Traffic Regulation Order is

vehicles waiting at anyBrtiignet oSt rsgetcidncdced
Terr,acAdberChenph ai nts have arisen recently
available forusmmasoasutvemptoiynd to turn into
Murray Terrace. This problem is further ¢
(such as delivery vans) parking at the en
this challenge, officers(lhavedophoposed)aoc
existing prohibition of waiting at any ti
away from the junction with Murray Terrac
shall keep the area clear for a full swee
manoeuvre and is expected to have | imited

3.80Bjections

Fi 58 statutory objections were received f
vicinity of the proposed intervention. Re
the area affected during the public consu
have been includedsin The appendor provid
covering their concerns and reasons for t
which has been included in the appendices
i's also avail ablAa suwmmarey agpfp enhdEfcmtash.en p o i



objection is provided below, with the poi
in bold (and paraphrased for brevity), wh
response from a traffi.c management perspe
iCGontrary to your i mpdleme(nAlaxd omo sptr)o psot at i
i mpact on | ocal parkingo, the placement o
WI LL have serious resident parking i mpact
street, which was never designed for the
vehicl esg iPsarakti na premium in Ferryhil!/l du
Dut hie Park. As a resident, thoughtless p
the further restrictions wil/| only exacer
devaluate the property pritespagkvent mosde
their home. Murray Terrace [/ Bright Stree
designed for such volumes of | arge buses

and it is felt the residents of these str
which has | ethetcomimg dreessds desirable. (Thi
the amount of |l ong term uneold properties
Of fiwredesr st and concerns about the i mpact

design | imitations of the streets in ques
prohibition of waiting at any time is int
buses and servitéengehbchmasostvuggat the |
Street and Murray Terrace. While we ackno
premium in the area, the extension is exp
| ocal parking provisions. We makée closely
adjustments i f necessary to ensure that t

—

Wi h the requirements for safe and effici

ile wish to register our objection to the

restrictions at the BrTghtadce rjeenctaina@n MuT
extension would remove at | east three bad
which are al most alrwasyisdepnotpsulwahtoe dc abnyn ot f |
space on Murray Terrace. The removal of t
pressure on the rrenBriingmtg Sstpraeceet owhi ch i s
occupied eveady evening.

The intention behind the extension is to

and service vehicles at the junction of B
under atnaynd educst omaerikeciapgac st §gi sappointing,
however, the safety and accessibility of

Ab am writing to object to the proposed e
on Bright Street and to raise wider conce
rectelny i ntroduced / proposed for Brunswic
These changes appear to be incremental i n
cumul ativeddinspmppeoetti onately affecting r
meani ngful consul t-lad g e@d jous teivfiideatcieon. 0



The proposed extension of the prohibition
address the specific issue of buses and s
manoeuvre at the junction of Broifgfhitc eStsr ee
acknowl edge that parking is at a premium
expected to have a | imited impact on | oca
accessibility of thoOfjfuwielrisoal as el pamamiou
situation andntmakief ardg uesdsnery t o ensure t
residents are balanced with the requireme

L:a.ck of Evidence Supporting Safety Concerl

AThrough Freedom of I nformation (FOIl) req!
no oeded incidents, accidents, or propert
this | ocation due to |l egally parked vehic
l ines have been in place for decades, and
mi nutes without i1issue, eackptd whkaeagakhychb
when drivers take cEoxrtneenrdsi ntgo od oquubil cek lyye.l | o
not deter illegal parking, especially giyv
over 10 years |iving on Bright Street|, I
vehiclepaikihng ticket, or any form of enf
maj or events |like the Kilt Walk, when par
commomOl correspondence from First Bus cl
not 111l egal parking but road marmrset ramnldl W eg
false, and no evidence has been presented
Residents have repeatedly observed that I
cause of disruptions. Properly sized buse
speeds, can navigateTheesepettedt slamael y
boll ards on Murray Terrace is due to buse
corners and mounting pavements, not parke
yellow | ines wild.l not resolve this. Re mov
be a more effective solution.

The proposal within the report was develo
and desktop assessment as appropriate to
driven at a sl ow speed.

Ri.sk of Increased Vehicle Speed in Resi de

AThe proposed changes risk encouraging f a:
a residenti al area. Bright Street, Murray
designated 20mph zones, yet road mar kings
resurfacing |l ast yeardyThesed atsr aetshoatnt eu
avoid Great Southern Road. I ncreasing cor
hi gher speeds around blind corners, posin



responses confirm that no risk assessment
i Ssae.

It i scnpbtedtit hat drivers will i ncrease S
the waiting restrictions.

The Murray Terrace/ Bright Street area i s
not a mandatory 20mph speed | imit however
devel opedad mdtriat egy whprareaadwi |l h bhavekt
speed | imit of 20mph. Following the neces
be amended to have a 20mph speed | imit.

Being a national strategy, all aspepredpriat
l'imit of 20mph, thereby creating consiste
consequently creating a change in soci al
vehicul ar speed and road safety. Hence, i
will become the spgaeadard rdesivdenti al area

EX.c:ssive Scale of Proposed Changes

AiThe scale of the proposed changes i s di s|
correspondence from First Bus suggests th
l ines by a single car | engtihe wonubdpgodbal sud
a 5m extension on Bright Street, with sin

Brunswick Place aond Pol muir Road.

The |l ength of kerbline al bo6mdterdegs o( fomemp
the end of the bay),nghistal aonwsofibromantk

dMmadequate Public Consultation

AThe consultation process was insufficient
| ampposts during busy holiday periods doe
engagement . Many residents mwerpgpr apawalre o
and only | earned of -utphewn tthh rao u ghc afl o Icloomwnu 1
champion who | ed corr espo-n-d-e-n:c-eT wa -ttha cCko uon
f or mal objections received at that time r

community Gupport.

The pgpubkblbnsultation for the initial set of
Murray Terrace, Pol muir Road by Brunswick
by Bright Street) ran between 25 November
l ine widthytbhtetalltenysrebnoniaddcdition to the
notices on affected streets, there were a
newspapers that period (i.e. the Evening



3.

86 am emailing to formally object to the
Brighte&t and the surrounding area. I am
myself and my partner. We believe that th
(extending double yellow |Iines) on variou
compl etely out of proportion to tha reaso
of Brunswick Place and Bright Street and
corner all day and the only time we have
when there are cars illegally parked or w
too quickly. Busses eronel Ir oduanyd & vheer yc od any
probl ems. o
The current proposals have emerged in res
safety assessments, feedback from public
observations of parking behlaowmitaurbsutteldatt oh
reduced accessibility for | arger vehicles
the extension is to improve the manoeuvr a
at the junction of Bright Street and Murr

.8fParking avai hakbial i syalinetadysseverely con
high residential -dltemesett ypalkimngedamd fweek
congestion from Duthie Park visitors. Whe
raised with the council, the response, th
navi ganotonr,esi dent parking, demonstrated
for the needs-pafyingumceisli dteeax s paying i n
t housand pounds a year which is a disgrac

Of ficredesr satngynd educgti omatikesapgac sty
di sappotihnet iexgg,ensi on i s expected to have
pfoei si opesed extension of the pr

par ki ng
any ti me
vehicl es
Terrace.

S

i ntended to address the speci

struggling bo médnBeugyhe &trebée A

of Waiting)

. 9PflLoposal

. 9ATHE ABERDEEN Cl TKe COUNIGI PAbgecréd®eeh) bi t i on

Order 202( X)O0

This proposal seeks to estabimshresohi oboit
on certaiKelrdmgthh £l afce al othag twh & hn aetxieampa li
Par kionng cPRerrothaiibni tlieonngt hs of Ker |l o
reports of | mpededcapcacoenstsy and i n
Pl ace.

Pavement
received
Kerl och



Kerl och Pl-deseaci 0 fdt emellRloandgl | ow f or safe v
pass,ggkeor to the imaverdartt i par lojfnd her ohi b
residents of Kerloch Pl ace parked partly

pavement on its morThewnaresonobhr&ngertabk
manner and the resultant effect of this i
park in their street.

Of ficers condacititdwas sappe&eyeéhe | ocation o
Pl ace doesveoidlehowyfor alternative parkin

surrounding streets. Residents have compl
i mpacted them on daily basis. For this re
parking exemption is applied dmtsadctliecnmgdg |
50 metres. Furthermore, due to the | ayout

propoeetai nofil emgathisbi ti on of waiting at a
i ntr odudresdr tolm and s.s ofuhtehs es irdeeshterl ipc tmaommsg ewi |
par kpantgt er mpr bve accessibility whilst als
capatotyresidents.

3.90Bjections

One (1) statutory objection was received
vicinity of the pAreoadpaccsteeyd fiedtihg revcet ni@no nc.a n
read in Appendices. The plan for the orig
are availabl e iAn stulmemaapgype®rnditdhes main point
i provided below, with points made by the
par aphr asetdy )f,orwhbircenviare thereafter foll o
traffic management perspective:

3.9fiT3he reason | object is due to the fact o
the flats on Wellington road as well as K
have many young mother with vehicles with
could cause them mapmirngsbaek fWwhem shoppi
etc, i feel these plans may al so cause ag
there is not amploe parking spaces.
Fompavement parking exemption to be intro
a width of 1.5 meéebreemafnthbeobesdorwayed wh
a vehicle i.3hpaebhtetd ecoyr riitagewayt hneust al | o\

unhindered passage of emergency vehicle.
indicated wusing carriagseWwaytmamkiofg ahd t
proposed double yell ow niimierswnd bwiadftdlr | oc h

1.5 metres wil/l not be achieved i f the pa
extended to the section where double yell
bul k bins that havweavbeereemtplianc eédhiosn stehcet i o1
avail able space for pedestriansd movement

Whiweunderstand the parking pressure on tl



t heai ti ng rweisltlr iacltliooonsf or safe pedestrian
and easy collection of waste by the waste

4. FI NANCI AL | MPLI CATI ONS

4. 1The cost of these proposals can be met

4. 2 The Council 6s Roads Safety Fund capi

be matched against rehes mbsdgeatppropriate

obligation fawdaiilnagblmaywlher e the measures
devel opment s.

5. LEGAL | MPLI CATI ONS

5.1 Should the recommendat ia@mps ocavfeddtthh es prepmpad

not progressed, any future request for
requiirceerosf ft o again undertake the steps

Traffic Orders (Procedure) (Scotland) Reg

necessary Traffic Regulation Order.

6. ENVI RONMENTAL | MPLI CATI ONS

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

report.
7. RI SK
Category Risks Primary *Target *Does
Controls/Control Risk Level | Target
Actions to achieve (L, M or H) | Risk Level
Target Risk Level Match
ceoun™® | Appetite
controls/control | Sat?
actions
Strategic Road safety | Officers have proposed | M Yes
Risk levels and measures that are
traffic deemed reasonable
management | and appropriate to
could be address Road Safety
compromised | and Traffic
if measures | Management issues.
are not
progressed,
leading to
continued
public
concern.
Compliance | No significant
risks
identified




Operational | No significant
risks
identified
Financial No significant
risks
identified
Reputational | Proposals Concerned parties M Yes
can be would be provided
contentious | thorough rationale as to
and attract the requirement for the

negative proposal.
feedback.

Environment | No significant

/ Climate risks
identified

8. OUTCOMES

COUNCIL DELIVERY PLAN 2025-26

Impact of Report

Regional and City The Local Transport Strategy sets out the
Strategies importance of managing parking within the city
centre to support residents, retail, hospitality and
other businesses, whilst balancing the needs of
those using public transport and active travel

modes.
9. | MPACT ASSESSMENTS
Assessment Outcome
Integrated Impact New Integrated Impact Assessment has been completed

Assessment

Data Protection Impact Not Required
Assessment
Other N/A

10 BACKGROUND PAPERS
10. N/ A
11 APPENDI CES
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APPENDIXo@Becroft Avenue Objection (TECA)


http://councilcommittees/documents/s167910/Final%20version%20of%20Delivery%20Plan%202025.pdf

APPENDI Ki Agswood

APPENDI Ki Bgswood

APPENDI Ki 6gswood

APPENDIKiI wgswood

APPENDIKi 8gswood

APPENDIKiI ®mgswood

APPENDITXi h@ s
APPENDITXi hlys
APPENDITXi hay s
APPENDITXi h3y s
APPENDITXi h4g s
APPENDITXi hqys
APPENDITXi h@ s

wo od

wood

wo od

wo e

wo od

wo od

wo od

APPENDOI?/Ki ngswood

APPENDS8iIXColr ndavon

APPEND®-Xotndavon

APPENDRIOEOr ndav

APPENDI1I-Eo2 ndav

APPEND2-Ko2 ndav

APPENDSB-Ke?2r i
APPEND4-Ke?Pr i
APPENDbYKeP2r i
APPENDG6-Ke2r i
APPENDT-Ke2r i
APPENDS8-%aadi
APPEND9®-%aadi
APPENDIO®andi
APPENDI1-Ra8di
APPEND2-%a8di

e

e

r

r

r

r

r

ands
ands
ands
ands

ands

(0]

(0]

n
n

n

Cr
Cr
Cr
Cr
Cr

Dri ve
Drive

Drive

Drive P

| an

Drive Street

Noti ce

Drive Objection

Objection
Obj ection

Obj ection

Drive Objection

Drive Objection

Drive Objecti

Dbjecti

Drive Objecti
Drive Objecti
Drive Objecti

on

on

Drive Objection

Terr ace

Pl an

TeNotwicee Str
Obj
Obj

Terrace
Terrace
Terrace
escent
escent
@ socne n t

escent

Dri ve
Dri ve
Dri ve
Dri ve

Drive

Al t

Pl a
Str
Obj
Obj
Obj
Pl a
Str
Ob j
Obj
Obj

n

e

D

D

D

(0]

(0]

0]

e

e

nati ve

Noti ce

Proposa



APPENDSB-Xr8®&mwell Gardens Pl an
APPEND4-Xr8®8mwel |l Gardens Street Notice
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APPEND2-Kr éd mwel | Gardens Objection
APPENDIZEr omwe | | Gardens Objection
APPENDI4Er omwe |l | Qbhajredcetniso n
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APPENDIi MoRpecroft Avenue Street Notice (TECA)

ABERDEEN CITY COUNCIL
ROAD TRAFFIC REGULATION ACT, 1984

THE ABERDEEN CITY COUNCIL (ROADS SURROUNDINGTHE EVENT COMPLEX ABERDEEN
(TECA), DYCE, ABERDEEN) (TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT) ORDER 202X

Aberdeen City Council proposes to make the above-named order in terms of its powers under the Road
Traffic Regulation Act 1984. The effect of the order will be to establish various traffic management
measures on certain lengths of roads surrounding “The Event Complex Aberdeen (TECA), Dyce, Aberdeen;
the measures are summarised below. Please note, these restrictions are already established on the ground
by way of a temporary Traffic Regulation Order.

Full details of the above proposal are to be found in the draft order, which, together with a map showing the
intended measures, and an accompanying statement of the Council's reasons, may be examined online via
the internet link specified below (or scanning the QR Code below): -
https://accsmallscalesproposals2025.commonplace.is

The consultation will run between 11 July and 08 August 2025, inclusive. Should you wish to view these
documents in another way please contact us by e-mail (see below), or alternatively on Tel. 01224
045345, where we will endeavour to accommodate such requests. Anyone wishing to object to the above
order should send details of the grounds for objection, including their name and address, by e-mail to
trafficmanagement@aberdeencity.gov.uk, or alternatively by writing to the address below during the
statutory objection period, which also runs from 11 July to 08 August 2025, inclusively.

Any person who submits an objection to a road traffic order should be aware that any objection made will
be available to members of the Committee, available for inspection by members of the public, distributed
to the press, and will form part of the agenda pack which is available on the Council’'s website. To that
extent, however, they are redacted, with names, addresses, telephone numbers and signatures removed
from this correspondence. For information on why and how we use your data please see the Traffic
Regulation Order privacy notice on our website: https://www.aberdeencity.gov.uk/your-data/why-and-
how-we-use-your-data.

Traffic Management and Road Safety, Operations, City Regeneration and Environment, Aberdeen City
Council, Business Hub 4, Ground Floor North, Marischal College, Broad Street, Aberdeen, AB10 1AB

Certain lengths of prohibition on motor vehicles waiting at any time: - Auchriny Circle, Bankhead Avenue,
Bankhead Road, Burndale Road, Brimmond View, Craibstone Avenue, Crossgates, Ellerslie Road, Forritt
Brae, Greenburn Drive, Greenburn Drive (Inset Road Serving properties 2-42 Greenburn Drive), Greenburn
Park, Greenburn Road, Hopecroft Avenue, Hopecroft Drive, Hopecroft Gardens, Hopecroft Road,
Hopecroft Terrace, Hopetoun Court, Hopetoun Grange, Hopetoun Grange (Inset Road), Hopetoun Green,
Hopetoun Road, Hopetoun Terrace, Hope Farm Road, Lade Crescent, Market Street, Millhill Brae, Phoenix
Place, Ruthriehill Road, Station Road Stoneywood Road, Waterton Road and Wellheads Drive.

Route for use by buses. cyclists. taxis. and private hire vehicles only: - A96 Inverurie Road - Right-turn
filter lane located on offside of northbound carriageway, from its junction with Goughburn Crescent, south-

eastwards for a distance of 78 metres or thereby; Forrit Burn Road - Southbound lane, from its junction
with Wellheads Drive, southwards for a distance of 20 metres or thereby.

Clearway — Prohibition of Stopping: - A96 Inverurie Road, between its junctions with Sclattie Roundabout
and Craibstone Roundabout; Dyce Drive Between its junctions with A96 (Inverurie Road) and the Airport
Road/Argyll Road; Wellheads Drive, from its junction with Dyce Drive to a point 30 metres or thereby south
of its junction with Wellheads Terrace.




APPENDIFXo@Becroft Avenue Objection (TECA)

From:

| 24 July 2025 16:15

To: TrafficManagement

Subject: Fw: Objection to Proposed Traffic Management Order — Hopecroft Avenue (No
Waiting at Any Time)

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Date: 24/07/2025

Dear Sir/Madam,

| am writing to formally object to the proposed permanent restriction on motor vehicles waiting at any
time on Hopecroft Avenue, as outlined in the draft Traffic Management Order relating to roads
surrounding The Event Complex Aberdeen (TECA), Dyce.

| am a resident of Hopecroft Avenue and rely on on-street parking for myself and my visitors. This
proposed restriction would have a significant negative impact on daily life, as there are no alternative
parking arrangements provided for local residents, this street is already busy with residents parking.
The lack of off-street parking options makes this restriction unreasonable and impractical.

I fully understand the need for effective traffic management during events at TECA; however, a
blanket no-waiting restriction at all times is excessive and disregards the needs of those living in the
area year-round. | urge the Council to consider more balanced solutions—such as event-specific
temporary restrictions, residents’ permits, or time-limited no-waiting zones—rather than a
permanent ban.

Please confirm receipt of this objection and advise how my comments will be considered as part of
the consultation process.

Yours faithfully,

Sent from Outlook for Android
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APPENDI Ki Bgswood Drive Street Notice

ABERDEEN CITY COUNCIL
ROAD TRAFFIC REGULATION ACT, 1984

THE ABERDEEN CITY COUNCIL (KINGSWOOD DRIVE, ABERDEEN) (PROHIBITION OF
WAITING) ORDER 202X

Aberdeen City Council proposes to make the above-named order in terms of its powers under the
Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984. The effect of the order will be to establish a certain length of
prohibition on motor vehicles waiting at any time on the length of Kingswood Drive, Aberdeen,
specified in the schedule below.

Full details of the above proposal are to be found in the draft order, which, together with a map
showing the intended measures, and an accompanying statement of the Council's reasons, may
be examined online via the internet link specified below (or scanning the QR Code below): -
https://accsmallscalesproposals2025.commonplace.is

The consultation will run between 11 July and 08 August 2025, inclusive. Should you wish to view these
documents in another way please contact us by e-mail (see below), or alternatively on Tel. 01224
045345, where we will endeavour to accommodate such requests.

Anyone wishing to object to the above order should send details of the grounds for objection, including
their name and address, by e-mail to trafficmanagement@aberdeencity.gov.uk, or alternatively by writing
to the address below during the statutory objection period, which also runs from 11 July to 08 August
2025, inclusively.

Any person who submits an objection to a road traffic order should be aware that any objection
made will be available to members of the Committee, available for inspection by members of the
public, distributed to the press, and will form part of the agenda pack which is available on the
Council's website. To that extent, however, they are redacted, with names, addresses, telephone
numbers and signatures removed from this correspondence. For information on why and how we
use your data please see the Traffic Regulation Order privacy notice on our website:
https://www.aberdeencity.gov.uk/your-data/why-and-how-we-use-your-data.

Traffic Management and Road Safety, Operations, City Regeneration and Environment,
Aberdeen City Council, Business Hub 4, Ground Floor North, Marischal College, Broad
Street, Aberdeen, AB10 1AB

Schedule
(Prohibition of waiting at any time)
Kingswood Drive

East side, from a point 20m south of its junction with Kingswells Avenue, southwards for a distance
of 57m or thereby.
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From:

[ ] 30 July 2025 11:55
To: TrafficManagement
Subject: TM-TRO 25_28
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Sirs,

| refer to the proposal to paint double yellow lines on the east side of Kingswood Drive (see diagram).

There is not a problem with cars parking along that section. There is plenty of room left for two cars to pass on
that stretch. The main issue is people illegally parking on the double yellow lines on the corner of Kingswood
Drive opposite the chemist. Cars turning left onto Kingswood Drive from Kingswells Avenue cannot see
oncoming traffic.

The real problem is that no provision was ever made at or near to the school for parents to drop off/ pick up
their children. Parking spaces at the shops and community centre are in short supply. Parking spaces at the
chemist can be difficult to access and negotiate. Consequently, people often choose, or are compelled, to
park opposite the chemist on Kingswood Drive. Removing this option for drop off or visiting the chemist by
painting double lines will only exacerbate the problem.

A much better solution would be to extend the car park at the Co-op down to Kingswood Drive. This would
likely triple the number of car spaces available and reduce if not eliminate the need to park on Kingswood
Drive. Then, and only then if necessary, paint double lines on Kingswood Drive.

Regards,
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From:

Sent: 30 July 2025 1810

To: TrafficManagement

Subject: Objection to proposal for Kingswood Drive
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Good Afternoon,

| am emailing to objection to the following proposal:
Kingswood Drive - Proposed extension of Prohibition of Waiting Restrictions

our businesses ||| GGG - -t from The Clubhouse on
Kingswood Drive on the area of the road where there has been a proposed installation of double
yellow lines. There is already a minimal amount of parking available in the centre of Kingswells and
this stretch of road is used for parking daily by patrons of our out of school club, playgroup and
various other classes that take place in our venue. The next nearest parking would be along
Kingswells Avenue which would mean that parents have to walk a further distance with their young
children and possibly cross an additional road. There are also minimal spaces available to park on
Kingswells Avenue due to it being used by staff and customers of the Community Centre, Coop,
Perfect Beauty, Chino's and Kingswells Primary School.

We hope this objection will be taken into consideration.

Many Thanks,
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From:
30 July 2025 18:31
To: TrafficManagement
Subject: Extension of existing waiting restrictions on Kingswood Drive, Kingswells
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed

Towhom it may concern,
| object to the proposed extension of the double yellow lines on Kingswood Drive.

There are only 36 car parking spaces in Kingswells Village Centre that covers the following
businesses: The Co-op, Town and Country Veterinary Practice, Beauty Salon, The community Centre,
and 2 take aways. On top of that, there is the Primary School.

The only businesses on Kingswood Road are Dickies Pharmacy, Kidsize Child Care, Kingswells Care
Home and the Medical Practice. These places are used by elderly, immoaobile, ill or young
people/children where close parking is essential.

It should be noted Aberdeen City Council granted permission for the change of use of the house next
door to the Pharmacy to be used as a childcare facility. Now they are considering taking the parking
away.

In winter, the car parks and small road outside the Co-op, Veterinary Practice and around the
Community Centre are never cleared or gritted. This leaves the only place to park being the pharmacy
car park and Kingswood Drive.

The council allowed permission for the building next to the pharmacy to be turned into a childcare
business and are now removing the parking nearby.

At busy times at the community centre eg 5pm, it is extremely difficult to park safely to pick up
children from out of school club in the community centre.

There are currently two Zebra Crossings to allow pedestrians to safely cross.

Regards,
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From: I

Sent: 30 July 2025 19:03

To: TrafficManagement

Subject: Kingswood Drive — Proposed extension of Prohibition of Waiting Restrictions
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Kingswood Drive - Proposed extension of Prohibition of Waiting Restrictions
Dear Sir/Madam,
| wrote in regards to the above mentioned waste of council money.

There are already multiple safe places to cross the road on Kingswood Drive, and there has not been,
to my knowledge, any significant history of incidents to warrant this change.

Parking is limited around Kingswells and this is a necessary place for those using local businesses. |
urge you not to accept this change. | hope that | have written in time, before the brown envelopes
have changed hands.

This change WILL NOT make the road safer. [t will only serve to speed up traffic outside of the school
and make crossing far more dangerous. This is an absolutely unwarranted; needless change, that will
actually serve to further endanger children. Honestly, at this point, you might as well hire Myra
Hindley as a lollipop woman if you're trying to improve safety in the area.

Regards
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(By email)

Date: 31 July 2025

Re: Objection to the Proposed Waiting Restrictions at Kingswood Drive
Dear Traffic Management Officer,

Pursuant to the captioned proposal consultation released on 26 July 2025 vi_, we are writing
to express our cbjection to the proposal in view of the local residents’ feedback and our independent assessment.

While we appreciate the proposal's intent to improve safety and reduce congestion near Kingswells Primary
School and the surrounding community facilities, the residents have raised concerns that the introduction of
double yellow lines may remove crucial stopping opportunities for parents and carers, particularly during school

drop-off and pick-up times. This measure alone is unlikely to resolve the congestion and parking challenges.

In light of this, instead of simply extending the current prohibited parking area, we consider that a more
comprehensive solution, such as the provision of designated parking spaces or a drop-off zone, would be a more

effective approach to addressing the parking demand. The residents have suggested two alternative options:

i Utilising part of the existing grass verge along the affected road section to create a small lay-by or parking
bay.
il.  Expanding the existing, under-utilised bus stop (which is no longer actively used) to a legal parking or drop-

off area.
We believe these alternatives can help relieve congestion and provide a safer and more manageable space that
balances the needs of road users, public transport and vehicle parking, without compromising sight lines or

emergency vehicle access.

We welcome further discussion on the alternatives and engagement with the case officers to explore a

comprehensive solution of this issue.

Kind Regards,
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From: - <

Sent: 31 July 2025 07:47
To: TrafficManagement
Subject: Kingswood Drive
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Hi,

There are limited parking near the school as it is and with the new parking restriction to be
implemented, | will struggle to get my kids to school on time after the summer holidays.

Please withdraw the plan as it is not value adding to the village.

Thanks,
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Frorm:

Sent: M Auwgust 2025 0008

To: TrafficManagement

Subject: Objection to Proposed Double Yellow Lines at Kingswood Drive (TM-TRD 25_28)
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Subject: Objection to Proposed Double Yellow Lines at Kingswood Drive (TM-TRO 25_28)
Dear Traffic Management Team,

I am writing to register my objection to the proposed installation of double yellow lines on Kingswood
Drive, opposite the Kingswells Chemist, as outlined in Traffic Regulation Order TM-TRO 25__28.

While I appreciate the intent to improve road safety, I believe this proposal does not address the
primary hazard in this location and may inadwvertently create new issues:

1. Wisibility and Safety at the Junction
The key danger is the limited wvisibility for wvehicles exiting the chemist / post office car park.
Traffic coming from Kingswells Avenue is often unsean until it is already at the junction. Whean
turming left onto Kingswood Drive this poses a danger to a car exiting the chemist car park.
Sewveral years ago the council relocated the large planter to improwve wvisibility for vehicles on
Kingswells Avenue, it has also encouraged some drivers to take the corner at spead — again,
unsean from the chemist car park.

Z. The Prop I Rerm E tial Parking for Critical Community Amenities
Parking in the village is already very limited. The area targeted for double yellow lines is the
only available on=-streat parking for both the Lea Rigg Day Nursery and the Kingswells Post
Office. The chemist car park is extremely small (& spaces) and cannot accommodate demand at
peak times or larger vehicdes at any time. This proposal entirely remowves the necessary parking
provision for parents dropping off and collecting babies and toddlers, as well as for customers
of a vital local service.

ZF. The Plan Will Inevitably Lead to More Dangercus Behaviours
Parents will still need to drop off their children at the nursery. By removing the current,
relatively safe kerbside parking, the Council will force them into high-risk alternatives:

- Illegal stopping on Kingswood Drive to let children out (after yellow limes are in place). This
will add to traffic confusion as the expectation by other drivers would be that there would be
no stopping on yellow lines.

- Using the chemist car park as an alternative. This will increase the frequency Jf risk when
exiting the chemist car park (see 1 abowea).

- Parking far from the nursery and walking with young children along and across a busy road.

This creates a direct and predictable risk of a serious vehicle-pedastrian collision involving a child, a
far more severe outcome than the issues the proposal purports to solve.

4. Increased Obstructiom for Chemist Car Park Users
If wvehicles begin parking on the same side as the chemist instead (as would likely happen), it
will further obscure visibility for those exiting the car park and potentially make manoewuwvring
even more difficult, increasing the risk of accidents — precisely what this proposal aims to
prevent.

5. The Proposal Fails to Address the Real Issue
The core safety issues at this junction is the interaction between vehicles exiting the chemist
car park and wehicles turning left from Kingswells Avenue onto Kingswood Drive, at speed.

2B

In light of the abowve, I urge the Council to reconsider and explore more effective alternatives:

Traffic calming measures or visibility enhancements at the junction
- Parking solutions that preserve or expand current capacity, such as extending the chemist car
park

I would welcome community consultation to find a balanced, practical solution that prioritizes both
safety and accessibility.

Thank you for your time and attention.

Yours sinceraly,
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From: I

Sent: 02 August 2025 11:09

To: TrafficManagement

Subject: Proposed extension of yellow lines in Kingswells
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Hello,

| would like to object to the proposed extension of double yellow lines on Kingswood Drive.
This has been done before and didn't last long.

Parents and guardians of Kingswells Primary school, Great Western Nursery, Kidsize and Community
Centre must be able to drop off and collect their children safely in this area. The community must
also be able to park to access Dickies pharmacy, the Co-op, vets, and Beauticians who also serve
this area.

Kingswells has grown substantially due to housing being allowed, but the centre is no longer able to
cope with the high volume of traffic and parking needed.

The council now need to look at a better and more permanent solution to keep the centre safe.
The grass verges could be converted into car parking spaces, all along Kingswood Drive. This would

get cars parked off the road, and be safer for children exiting vehicles. There would also be more
spaces then there are currently.

Thank you
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From:

Sent: 04 August 2025 08:38

To: TrafficManagement

Subject: Proposed double yellow lines at Kingswood drive, Kingswells
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Good morning,

| refer to the following proposals:-

"The Aberdeen City Council (Kingswood Drive, Aberdeen) (Prohibition of
Waiting) Order 202(X)"

As aresident of Kingswells for well over a decade | would like to object to these proposals, and
guestion the validity of the argument supporting why these are necessary. | understand a wider
community petition against this is en-route. With residents and businesses objections forthcoming it
makes me question who is actually in favour of this proposal, and whether this encapsulates the
majority or only a handful of residents?

Parking opposite the businesses affected -including the only pharmacy in the village, is always
temporary, with most likely to park for a few minutes. This is a direct result of the lack of parking for
what is a growing community and at the very heart of it. These spaces serve the shops and the
primary school. Creating unnecessary restrictions that recur taxpayers expense will only serve to
create chaos on nearby access points, likely leading to more accidents, some of whom may include
parents taking children to the primary school (of which | am one). It is frankly busy enough without
more problems and the school with allude to this- as they frequently do!

| have been a resident for over a decade and in that time accidents on this road are rare, and serious
accidents even more s0. | acknowledge one appears to have led to these calls butif thatis the
principal to take this action | could propose yellow lines all over Kingswells. Personally | have had
more near misses from drivers coming out of junctions and never once on this stretch of road in over
adecade, and in fact witnessed just such an accident only a few months ago on Kingswells avenue
while out running.

In short, this action does not serve the wider community, is not warranted on the grounds of cost or
reason, may create additional traffic incidents around the shops and school and should be rejected.

Yours faithfully
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From:

Sent: 04 August 2025 15:10

To: TrafficManagement

Subject: Kingswood drive yellow lines proposal
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Hello,

| refer to the proposal to extend the double yellow lines on Kingswood Drive in Kingswells.

It seems that the proposal has come in light of a road traffic incident earlier this year. I've lived in
Kingswells for over a decade and that is the only incident I've ever seen occur onthat stretch of road.
The accident was caused by driver error and cannot be attributed to cars parking on the road.
Painting double yellow lines on the stretch of road won’t make accidents less likely.

Even with cars parked on Kingswood Drive, there is ample space for two cars to pass each other. The
section not currently painted with double yellow lines is used for parking for several reasons.

1. People are able to park there around school drop off and pick up times. This is essential for parents
or guardians who are taking younger siblings who may not be able to walk to school or those going to
and from other engagements either side of school drop off/pick-up, such as work or after school
activities.

2. Customers using the Kingswells pharmacy are able to park there when the car park is full. Given
there are only four spaces in the car park, the ability to utilise on-street parking is essential for
customers. There is also no staff car park so if double yellows were to be painted then staff would
have nowhere to park which could impact their ability to attend work.

3. Parents and carers park there for drop off and pick-up from the KidSize clubhouse. This is a local
business that offers out of school clubs and children’s parties at the weekend. Once again, the car
park only has 4 spaces so parents rely on the onstreet parking for dropping off or picking up their
children. They also use onstreet parking at the weekend when using the KidSize clubhouse to host
children’s parties. Making it impossible to use onstreet parking could severely impact this thriving
local business. Staff for KidSize also park on the street therefore, as with the pharmacy, making it
impossible to use onstreet parking will impact staff.

There are far more negatives to this proposal than positives. Painting double yellows lines will not
improve road safety in any way shape or form and is waste of money. The cost of painting and
maintaining the lines is a poor use of council tax. It will also be a waste of money to have to employ a
traffic warden to come and monitor the parking. Yet more wasted council tax. Employing someone to
travel to and from Kingswells will also be an unnecessary source of carbon emissions.

Overall the community is very much against this proposal as it will provide zero benefit to the local
community. It will be an unnecessary cost and deliver a negative outcome.

| would urge the council to listen to the local Kingswells residents and reject this proposal.
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Afternoon,
I am contacting you to raise my objection to the proposed extension of waiting restrictions.

The scheme will not improve road safety at all, in fact I expect it will create more issues as you will be
reducing the number of spaces available at an already congested area during school pickup/drop off
and also for the breakfast club / after school club opposite.

It will also create parking issues for the pharmacy and post office who have limited spaces as it is.

I note you advise it is "expected to improve road safety along the corridor’ - how is it expected to do
that on the basis you are removing areas that are safe for children to be dropped off and collected and
all you will do is push the cars to other areas - there are no issues there at the moment.

Regards
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From: I -

Sent: 07 August 2025 16:00
To: TrafficManagement
Subject: OBJECTION: Kingswood Drive — Proposed extension of Prohibition of Waiting

Restrictions

I write in reference to the “Proposed extension of Prohibition of Waiting Restrictions” at Kingswood
Drive.
The proposal states:

Following Members enquiries, prohibition of waiting at any time
restrictions are proposed on the east side of Kingswood Drive
extending from the existing restriction south of Kingswood Avenue
down towards the zebra crossing. These measures seek to maintain
parking on the west side of the road, away from the accesses and
side road north of the site.

The scheme is expected to improve road safety along the corridor.

The proposal does not set out reason for this change to the existing arrangements in this area,
mentioning only “following Members enquiries”, but with no further explanation.

The local newsletter “Kingswells News” contains a regular update from Councillor Delaney, the most
recent of which references the proposal and mentions a “serious car accident” but again does not
elaborate. In discussion with someone who witnessed this accident, they are clear that the accident
was due to a young, inexperienced driver who was not paying attention and oversteered to correct
when they realised they were too close to the car in front. It does not seem as though this accident is
relevant to this specific location and was a one off incident. Indeed, on the Aberdeen City Council
website, the following policy is stated:
Aberdeen City Council do not consider it appropriate to
introduce isolated sections of waiting restrictions (yellow
lines) within residential areas. Any requests for new
waiting restrictions must be based on specific road safety
concerns which occur on a regular basis, and not as the
result of a one off or infrequent occurrence.

The current road layout had been in place for a long time (30+ years). In recent years, planning
application was granted first for the relocation of Kingswells Pharmacy & Post Office and then for
Kidsize Out of School Club to the west side of this road with no changes to the road layout or parking
restrictions. At present, in theory, cars could park on both east and west sides of the section of road
referred to in the proposal. However, in practice, cars only ever park on the east side of this section of
road. This east side of the road allows for more car parking spaces than on the west side of the road.

This area, Kingswells Village Centre, contains: a large primary school, flats, Co-op, veterinary
practice, community centre, two take-always, a hairdressers and a cafe (all of these on the east side
of the road); as well as the Pharmacy & Post Office and the Out of School Club (on the west

side of the road), so there is already a severe lack of parking in this area. To restrict the



available parking closest to the Pharmacy, Post Office and Out of School Club does not
seem a sensible course of action.

The proposal states that it “is expected to improve road safety along the corridor”, but
does not explain why this is expected to be the case. It would be normally be expected

thatin changing a long standing layout the result would be to worsen road safety not
improve it.

In summary, | would therefore object to this proposal as:

+« there has been no stated reason for the change to parking at this location;

« the proposalisin contradiction of Aberdeen City Council’s own policy that any request for new
waiting restrictions must be based on specific road safety concerns which occur on a regular
basis, and not as the result of a one off or infrequent occurrence;

+ there will be an overall reduction in car parking available, where a shortage already exists;

« inchanging a long standing road layout, the proposed waiting restriction would most likely
worsen road safety, rather than improve it.

If itis demonstrated that there is a need for waiting restrictions to change at this location (and this
has not yet been demonstrated), then the common sense solution would surely be to apply waiting
restrictions on the west side of the road at this location, this would regularise the existing practice
observed, not to park to that side of the road.

Kind regards,

h
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APPEND®-Xotndavon Terrasxe Street Noti ce

ABERDEEN CITY COUNCIL
ROAD TRAFFIC REGULATION ACT, 1984

THE ABERDEEN CITY COUNCIL (DERRY AVENUE / DERRY PLACE / CORNDAVON TERRACE,
ABERDEEN) (PROHIBITION OF WAITING) ORDER 202X

Aberdeen City Council proposes to make the above-named order in terms of its powers under the Road Traffic
Regulation Act 1984. The effect of the order will be to establish a prohibition on motor vehicles waiting at any time on
certain lengths of the roads in Aberdeen specified in the schedule below.

Full details of the above proposal are to be found in the draft order, which, together with a map showing the intended
measures, and an accompanying statement of the Council's reasons, may be examined online via the internet link
specified below (or scanning the QR Code below): - hitps://accsmallscalesproposals2025.commonplace.is

The consultation will run between 11 July and 08 August 2025, inclusive. Should you wish to view these
documents in another way please contact us by e-mail (see below), or alternatively on Tel. 01224
045345, where we will endeavour to accommodate such requests.

Anyone wishing to object to the above order should send details of the grounds for objection, including
their name and address, by e-mail to frafficmanacement@aberdeencity.qgov.uk, or alternatively by writing
to the address below during the statutory objection period, which also runs from 11 July to 08 August
2025, inclusively.

Any person who submits an objection to a road traffic order should be aware that any objection made will be
available to members of the Committee, available for inspection by members of the public, distributed to the press,
and will form part of the agenda pack which is available on the Council's website. To that extent, however, they are
redacted, with names, addresses, telephone numbers and signatures removed from this correspondence. For
information on why and how we use your data please see the Traffic Regulation Order privacy notice on our
website: https://www.aberdeencity.gov.uk/your-data/why-and-how-we-use-your-data.

Traffic Management and Road Safety, Operations, City Regeneration and Environment, Aberdeen City
Council, Business Hub 4, Ground Floor North, Marischal College, Broad Street, Aberdeen, AB10 1AB

Schedule

(Prohibition of waiting at any time)
Corndavon Terrace
North side, from its junction with Derry Place, eastwards for a distance of 68 metres or thereby.
North side, from its junction with Derry Avenue, westwards for a distance of 70 metres or thereby.
South side, from its junction with Derry Avenue, westwards for a distance of 10 metres or thereby.
South side, from its junction with Derry Place, eastwards for a distance of 10 metres or thereby.
Derry Avenue
West side, from its junction with Corndavon Terrace, northwards for a distance of 10 metres or thereby.
West side, from its junction with Corndavon Terrace, southwards for a distance of 10 metres or thereby.
Derry Place

East side, from its junction with Corndavon Terrace, northwards for a distance of 10 metres or thereby.

East side, from its junction with Corndavon Terrace, southwards for a distance of 10 metres or thereby.




ABERDEEN CITY COUNCIL
TRANSPORT (SCOTLAND) ACT 2019
ABERDEEN CITY COUNCIL (PAVEMENT PARKING EXEMPTION NO.2) ORDER 202_

Aberdeen City Council proposes to make the above-named order in terms of its powers under
the Transport (Scotland) Act 2019. The effect of this Order will be to introduce exemptions to
enable parking on certain lengths (part) of pavement on the following roads in Aberdeen: -
Colville Place, Corndavon Terrace, Countesswells Road, Ferrier Crescent, Kerloch Place and
Sandilands Drive.

Full details of the above proposals are to be found in the draft order, which, together with maps
showing the intended measures, and an accompanying statement of the Council's reasons, may
be examined online via the internet link specified below (or scanning the QR Code below): -

hitps://accsmallscalesproposals2025.commonplace.is

The consultation will run between 11 July and 8 August 2025, inclusive. Should you wish to view
these documentsin another way please contact us by e-mail (see below), or alternatively on Tel.
01224 045345, where we will endeavour to accommodate such requests.

Anyone wishing to object to the above order should send details of the grounds for objection,
including their name and address, by e-mail to frafficmanagement@aberdeencity.gov.uk, or
alternatively by writing to the address below during the statutory objection period, which also
runs from 11 July to 8 August 2025, inclusively.

Any person who submits an objection to a road traffic order should be aware that any objection
made will be available to members of the Committee, available for inspection by members of the
public, distributed to the press, and will form part of the agenda pack which is available on the
Council's website. To that extent, however, they are redacted, with names, addresses, telephone
numbers and signatures removed from this correspondence. For information on why and how we
use your data please see the Traffic Regulation Order privacy notice on our website:
https:/mwww .aberdeencity.gov.uk/your-data/why-and-how-we-use-your-data.

Traffic Management and Road Safety, Operations, City Regeneration and Environment,
Aberdeen City Council, Business Hub 4, Ground Floor North, Marischal College, Broad
Street, Aberdeen, AB10 1AB




APPENRIOEKor ndavon Terrace Objection

From:

Sent: 28 July 2025 16:19

To: TrafficManagement
Subject: exemption no2 order 202
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Good afternoon to the traffic team | was wondering if you can help, | have been inundated with calls re pavement
parking exemption no2 order 202, Corndavon Terrace Aberdeen. 1% thing the residents say they have not had
enough notice the posters only went up on the 12" they also say They have not had any letters thought their doors
re this. They would like a face-to-face meeting to explain how this would work as they feel that parking on both
sides of the road will not help in anyway it would make it worse. Plus, the disabled sign at which this notice was
posted on there is to be double yellow lines down. The residents say that by parking on1/2 the pavement half on
road is going to affect the people to get along the roads to the shops. | would say on whole they are not a happy
bunch ,Is there any way they could get a site visit to explain it to them | would be very grateful if this could

happen & I could pop along to keep the peace.

Kind regards,.



APPENDI1-Ko2ndavon Terrace Objection

From:
27 July 2025 20:00
To: TraffichManagement
Subject: Objection to Proposals for Corndavon Terrace AB16
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed
Good Day,

I write to you with regards to submitting wery strong objections to the heinous and downright insane plans that your
planners are propasing for the street | reside in, Corndavon Terrace, Mastrick.

I have been a resident of the street since April 2007, number 40, as a Private Homeowner through Mortgage.

As the years have progressed the parking in the street has got worse and worse bath in berms of the access | have as
well as the standard ie people being greedy and downright selfish.

We are in the unfortunate position of being slap bang in the middle of the street where my access to my front door is
=0 restricted amyway but with the draconian pavement parking ban my access to my car is even waorse because | now
hawve to park 1 ar 2 streets away, the reason being is because | have to commute to work and by time | get home
there is no space at all in the street because of selfish people and also because of the large amount of vans and
commercial wvehicles that have no right being parked in a private residential street.

It"s not a case of if but when this insane order is passed because the entire street could object to this and ACC is just
going to run with it because of the clear agenda against car users in general.

The gquestion | have to ask, having seen the plans, what safety reasons do you have for the imposing of the double
yellow lines and who does it benefit? Also where will the cars that narmally park where the lines are being proposed
now park? Has this even been taken into consideration? This will affect the residents of the homes directly next to it
and in turn force peoaple further up the street, chiefly the middle of Corndavon Terrace where my home is. You can
dress it up all you want that this will then see a relaxing of the pavement parking ban but ultimately there is
abzolutely NO benefit to residents o the street if this plan is allowed to go ahead if anything residents are being
punished and in fact | would go as far as to say a resident like me is actually being discriminated against purely for
where my home is because | will be one of thase most directly effected by this as all is going to do is make it a
campetition for people to try and get paled.

I read your website and it said that the geniuszes who thought up this idea did so because the pathetic disabled ramp,
I've newver once seen a disabled person use it, or even many prams either, that was built with zero consultation given
to residents was seeing people park dangerously in other parts of the street which is a downright lie. Parking
selfishly? 100 %% but dangerously? Mo because for the simple reason there is no space left to park dangerously after
the cash cow pavement parking ban was brought in. | would go as far as to say that the pavement parking ban is
actually what has made things worse but perhaps that was all part of the plan? In the last 12 months I've had
damage to all alloy wheels on my car because of SELFISH parking and not dangerous parking. The isswe is people not
pavement parking, that is where you need to turn your attentions to. There should be a ban on vans and commercial
wehicles in this street and to be honest | think the best way around it for those with no drive ways is to bring in a
permit system as people are just too selfish to consider others.

1 am going throuwgh an Autism Asseszment and suffer from guite severe mental health issues, | have a stable, busy job
inthe city centre and a busy social life, | am the anly driver in my household, the anxiety | get from going out to run
drop rmy child off at their training or to run an errand is palpable at times as | do not know where | will be able to
park when | get back because no sooner do | leave sormeone comes in and takes the space | have. It is not dramatic
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to say but | 100% feel that in my part of the street, mid terrace, discriminated against and this measure will make
things even worse.

For once some commaon sense needs to be applied and the thoughts and feelings of the residents are taken serioushy
because not one single person | have spoken to in the street has asked for this or agrees With it so in that respect
who really azked for this and who is it going to benefit.

Regards

Sent from my iPhone
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APPEND4-Ke?2ri er Crescent Street Noti ce

ABERDEEN CITY COUNCIL
ROAD TRAFFIC REGULATION ACT, 1984

THE ABERDEEN CITY COUNCIL (FERRIER CRESCENT, ABERDEEN) (PROHIBITION OF WAITING)
ORDER 202X

Aberdeen City Council proposes to make the above-named order in terms of its powers under the Road Traffic
Regulation Act 1984. The effect of the order will be to establish a prohibition on motor vehicles waiting at any time on
certain lengths of Ferrier Crescent, Aberdeen, as specified in the schedule below.

Full details of the above proposal are to be found in the draft order, which, together with a map showing the intended
measures, and an accompanying statement of the Council's reasons, may be examined online via the internet link
specified below (or scanning the QR Code below): - htips://accsmallscalesproposals2025.commonplace.is

The consultation will run between 11 July and 08 August 2025, inclusive. Should you wish to view these
documents in another way please contact us by e-mail (see below), or alternatively on Tel. 01224
045345, where we will endeavour to accommodate such requests.

Anyone wishing to object to the above order should send details of the grounds for objection, including
their name and address, by e-mail to trafficmanagement@aberdeencity.gov.uk, or alternatively by writing
to the address below during the statutory objection period, which also runs from 11 July to 08 August
2025, inclusively.

Any person who submits an objection to a road traffic order should be aware that any objection made will be
available to members of the Committee, available for inspection by members of the public, distributed to the press,
and will form part of the agenda pack which is available on the Council’s website. To that extent, however, they are
redacted, with names, addresses, telephone numbers and signatures removed from this correspondence. For
information on why and how we use your data please see the Traffic Regulation Order privacy notice on our
website: https://www.aberdeencity.gov.uk/your-data/why-and-how-we-use-your-data.

Traffic Management and Road Safety, Operations, City Regeneration and Environment, Aberdeen City
Council, Business Hub 4, Ground Floor North, Marischal College, Broad Street, Aberdeen, AB10 1AB

Schedule
(Prohibition of waiting at any time)
Ferrier Crescent

South side, from its northern junction with Sandilands Drive, eastwards for a distance of 12 metres or thereby; West
side, from a point 36 metres or thereby east of its northern junction with Sandilands Drive, eastwards for a distance of
26 metres or thereby; West side, from a point 79 metres or thereby south-east of its northern junction with Sandilands
Drive, south-eastwards for a distance of 21 metres or thereby; West side, from a point 133 metres or thereby south-
east of its northern junction with Sandilands Drive, south-eastwards for a distance of 11 metres or thereby; West side,
from a point 40 metres or thereby north of its southern junction with Sandilands Drive, northwards for a distance of 22
metres or thereby; North-west side, from its southern junction with Sandilands Drive, north-eastwards, for a distance
of 14 metres or thereby; North side, from its eastern junction with Ferrier Gardens, eastwards for a distance of 5
metres or thereby; East side, from a point 78 metres or thereby south-east of its eastern junction with Ferrier
Gardens, south-eastwards for a distance of 5 metres or thereby; East side, from a point 127 metres or thereby south-
east of its eastern junction with Ferrier Gardens, south-eastwards for a distance of 10 metres or thereby; East side,
from a point 143 metres or thereby south-east of its eastern junction with Ferrier Gardens, south-eastwards for a
distance of 44 metres or thereby; South-east side, from its southern junction with Sandilands Drive, northwards, for a
distance of 14 metres or thereby.




APPENDbYEKe2rier Crescent Objection

From:

Sent: 14 July 2025 16:54

To: TrafficManagement

Subject: Subject: Objection to Proposed Double Yellow Lines - Ferrier Crescent (TRO
Reference TM-TRO 25_15)

Attachments: TM-TRO 25_15 (Ferrier Crescent)_Objection.pdf

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Dear Sir/Madam,

| am writing to formally object to the proposed implementation of double yellow lines on Ferrier
Crescent, as shown in the recent TRO document (Reference TM-TRO 25_15).

While | understand the intent of regulating parking to improve road safety and traffic flow, | believe the
placement and extent of the double yellow lines are excessive and detrimental to local residents.

Grounds for Objection:

1. Reduction in Already Limited Parking Availability
Ferrier Crescent already suffers from constrained parking availability, particularly for residents of
flats with no off-street options. The proposed double yellow lines will remove several essential on-
street spaces, pushing vehicles further into surrounding streets or leading to unsafe parking
practices.

2. Lack of Demonstrated Need
From local observation, there is no consistent congestion or visibility issue in the areas marked for
double yellow lines. The current parking arrangements have not caused obstruction to through
traffic or emergency vehicle access in practice.

Request:

| respectfully request that Aberdeen City Council reassess the extent and necessity of the proposed
double yellow lines at Ferrier Crescent, and instead engage with residents to find a more balanced solution
that ensures safety without unduly impacting access and quality of life.

Please acknowledge receipt of this objection and inform me of any future consultations or decisions
regarding this TRO.

Thanks and kind regards



APPENDG6-Ke2ri er Crescent Objection

From:

Sent: 14 July 2025 21:05
To: TrafficManagement
Subject: Formal objection
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Dear Sir/Madam,

| am writing to formally object to the proposed implementation of double yellow lines on Ferrier Crescent and
Sandilands Drive, as shown in the recent TRO document (Reference TM-TRO 25_15).

While | understand the intent of regulating parking to improve road safety and traffic flow, | believe the placement
and extent of the double yellow lines are excessive and detrimental to local residents.

Grounds for Objection:

Reduction in Already Limited Parking Availability Ferrier Crescent and Sandilands Drive already suffers from
constrained parking availability, particularly for residents of flats with no off-street options. The proposed double
yellow lines will remove several essential on-street spaces, pushing vehicles further into surrounding streets or
leading to unsafe parking practices.

Lack of Demonstrated Need

From local observation, there is no consistent congestion or visibility issue in the areas marked for double yellow
lines. The current parking arrangements have not caused obstruction to through traffic or emergency vehicle access
in practice.

Request:

| respectfully request that Aberdeen City Council reassess the extent and necessity of the proposed double yellow
lines at Ferrier Crescent and Sandilands Drive and instead engage with residents to find a more balanced solution
that ensures safety without unduly impacting access and quality of life.

Please acknowledge receipt of this objection and inform me of any future consultations or decisions regarding this
TRO.

Thanks and kind regards

Louise Milne

Sent from my iPhone
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