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ABERDEEN CITY COUNCIL 
 

 
COMMITTEE    Communities, Housing & Infrastructure  
  
DATE      25 August 2016     
 
DIRECTOR                         Pete Leonard   
 
TITLE OF REPORT  Introduce parking charges to three existing car 

parks, as per Budget proposals (Stage 3 – Public 
Advert) 

 
REPORT NUMBER CHI/16/143 
 
CHECKLIST RECEIVED     Yes/No 
 

 
 
1. PURPOSE OF REPORT 

 
At the Council Budget Meeting on 25 February 2016 there was an 
instruction to commence the statutory process for introducing parking 
charges and associated limits on time when parked at (1) Crombie 
Road Car Park, Torry (2) Dunmail Avenue Car Park, Cults and (3) 
Station Road Car Park, Bucksburn. The parking controls proposed 
would operate on any day, except Sundays, between the hours of 
8.00am and 6.00pm. The charge for parking would be £1.00 for a 
maximum stay of two hours. 
 
The first stage of the aforementioned statutory process was to 
undertake consultation with various statutory consultees, in accordance 
with the Statutory Instrument titled: “The Local Authorities’ Traffic 
Orders (Procedure) (Scotland) Regulations 1999”. The results of this 
consultation were reported to the Communities, Housing & 
Infrastructure committee at its meeting on 17 May 2016. The 
Committee resolved to instruct officers to proceed to the full statutory 
public consultation, thus providing the opportunity for any concerned 
party to comment on these proposals, allowing the Committee to gauge 
wider public opinion on this matter. 
 
This report deals with the proposed Traffic Regulation Order necessary 
to introduce these parking charges at the final statutory stage; that is, 
the main statutory advertisement period is now over in respect to this 
order and this report presents the objections received during public 
consultation. The public notice and all letters of objection are provided 
in the appendices of this report. 
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2. RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
It is recommended that the Committee consider and approve one of the 
following options: 

 
i) Instruct officers to commence the required implementation works 

as originally envisioned, noting that committee have: 
 
a) Fully considered all responses received during this public 
consultation, as well as those received from the initial statutory 
consultees, and are resolving to over-rule the objections 
received during the full statutory consultation; and 
 
b) Instructed officers in the Traffic Management team to make 
the Aberdeen City Council (Off-Street Car Parks, Aberdeen) 
(Amendment) Order 201(X) and commence the required 
implementation works, as originally envisioned; 
 
Or; 

 
ii) Amend and make the Aberdeen City Council (Off-Street Car 

Parks, Aberdeen) (Amendment) Order 201(X) to provide the 
facility for an initial 30 minutes of parking at no cost then a 
charge of £1 for up to a maximum stay of 2 hours, in each of the 
car parks, and commence the required implementation works, 
noting that committee have: 
 
a) Fully considered all responses received during this public 
consultation, as well as those received from the initial statutory 
consultees; and 
 
b) Noted that the expected financial impact of the proposal is an 
additional £500 per car park for the provision of ‘Pay and 
Display’ machines capable of providing the necessary 
functionality, and an estimated loss of income of at least 50% of 
the £70k income budgeted for 2016/17; and 
 
c) Instructed officers to identify a method of mitigating the 
financial impact of this policy in 2016/17 and report this to a 
future CH&I committee; and 
 
d) Instructed officers to submit updated values for these service 
options to the budget process for 2017/18. 

 
 
3. FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 

 
After taking into account the initial cost of installing appropriate signs / 
‘pay & display’ ticket machines, it was estimated in the report titled 
“General Fund Revenue Budget 2016/17 and Non-Housing Capital 
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Programme 2016/17 to 2020/21” (Council Budget Meeting, 25 February 
2016) these car parks had the potential to generate revenue in the 
region of the following (1) Crombie Road Car Park, Torry: £28K; (2) 
Dunmail Avenue Car Park, Cults: £9K; (3) Station Road Car Park, 
Bucksburn £3K. The aforementioned figures were based on the 
measure being installed for a period of 9 months in the financial year 
2016/17. It is however the case, when taking into account the 
necessary statutory process and implantation works, that if these 
proposals are eventually approved, there would only be six months of 
revenue generated in the 2016/17 financial year. 
 
In future financial years, once implementation works have been 
completed, these car parks would potentially generate revenues of 
around: (1) Crombie Road Car Park, Torry: £50K; (2) Dunmail Avenue 
Car Park, Cults: £20K; (3) Station Road Car Park, Bucksburn £35K. 
 
If these proposals are not introduced, it would have a negative impact 
on the 2016/17 budget, with savings having to be considered 
elsewhere. The decision as to where this funding would come from 
would need to be made by the elected members. 
 
Based on the content of some of the objections received and feedback 
from the elected members, officers have suggested an alternative 
option for an altered tariff structure, offering an initial 30 minutes of 
parking at no cost within each of the car parks under consideration. 
Officers anticipate this would cost an additional £500 per car park for 
the provision of ‘Pay and Display’ machines capable of providing the 
necessary functionality. Furthermore, officers expect that the 
introduction of this measure would equate to an estimated loss of 
income of at least 50% of the £70k income budgeted for 2016/17. As 
Aberdeen City Council do not currently offer this tariff structure these 
figures have been estimated on the basis that a number of users will 
only want to park for periods shorter than 30 minutes, meaning that 
fewer visitors to the car parks will be paying for their parking. 
Furthermore, there is a likelihood that this system will be abused, with 
some users taking the chance of overstaying the 30 minute free 
parking period instead of opting to pay for 2 hours of parking. 
 

 
4. OTHER IMPLICATIONS 

 
This consultation has been carried out in accordance with the Statutory 
Instrument titled “The Local Authorities’ Traffic Orders (Procedure) 
(Scotland) Regulations 1999” that prescribes the procedure that should 
be followed by local traffic authorities in Scotland for making the main 
types of traffic and parking orders under the Road Traffic Regulation 
Act 1984. 
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5. BACKGROUND/MAIN ISSUES 
 

5.1 At the Council Budget Meeting on 25 February 2016 there was an 
instruction to commence the statutory process for introducing parking 
charges and associated limits on time when parked at (1) Crombie 
Road Car Park (47 off-street spaces, 19 with a maximum stay of 2 
hours and 24 with no time restrictions), Torry (2) Dunmail Avenue Car 
Park (29 off-street spaces, currently no time restrictions), Cults and (3) 
Station Road Car Park, Bucksburn (39 off-street spaces, currently no 
time restrictions). The parking controls proposed would operate on any 
day, except Sundays, between the hours of 8.00am and 6.00pm. The 
charge for parking would be £1.00 for a maximum stay of two hours. 
Holders of a valid Disabled Persons’ Badge (the ‘Blue Badge’) would 
be exempt when considering both the charge and length of stay. 

 
5.2 The initial statutory consultation was carried out from 7 March 2016 to 

28 March 2016 and was reported to the Communities, Housing and 
Infrastructure committee at its meeting on 17 May 2016. Objections to 
the proposal were received from Torry Community Council, Bucksburn 
and Newhills Community Council and Cults, Bieldside and Milltimber 
Community Council. A full overview of the responses to the initial 
statutory consultation is available in the aforementioned report to 
committee, as detailed in Section 8 of this report. After deliberation of 
the report, it was resolved to instruct officers to commence the public 
consultation process. 

 
5.3 The public consultation was carried out from 1 June 2016 to 24 June 

2016. The statutory obligations of a public consultation were adhered 
to, this consisted of advertisement in the Aberdeen Citizen and site 
notices (see Appendix 1) at each of the three car parks under 
consideration for the introduction of parking charges. 

 
5.4 Forty-eight objections to the proposals were received during the 

statutory public consultation phase, with an additional five objections 
accepted after the consultation deadline. Four objections related 
directly to Crombie Road car park, Torry (a further notice of objection 
from Torry Community Council was also received after the conclusion 
of the statutory consultation phase), five objections were submitted 
regarding Dunmail Avenue car park, Cults (including a further notice of 
objection from Cults, Bieldside and Milltimber Community Council, in 
addition to the representation made during the initial statutory 
consultation phase), and forty-four objections were submitted with 
respect to the introduction of car parking charges at the Station Road 
car park, Bucksburn (including a further notice of objection from 
Bucksburn and Newhills Community Council, in addition to the 
representation made during the initial statutory consultation phase). 

 
5.5 The objections with regards to Crombie Road car park, Torry, covered 

the following themes: 
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5.5.1 Rubbish is regularly dumped in the car park, so to charge to 
park there surely requires a level of adequate maintenance. 

  
 5.5.2 The shrubbery is so badly overgrown that several spaces cannot 

be used. It is also extremely dangerous exiting the car park as you 
cannot see properly due to the overgrowth. 

  
5.5.3 The state of the car park of which you do not maintain does not 
give reason to charge and looks very much as a money making plan 
 

  There is an ongoing maintenance program relating to the required 
works highlighted here. These issues will be raised with the Aberdeen 
City Council maintenance team, for inclusion within the priority 
maintenance works program.  

 
 5.5.4 Often Crombie Road car park is the only available parking space 

available for residents of Victoria Road, where most of the parking 
spaces are time limited. Other surrounding residential streets are also 
crowded with parking and introducing charges to the car park will 
increase pressure for spaces on these streets. 

 
Officers acknowledge that there may be some displacement of parking 
onto nearby residential streets, due to the introduction of parking 
charges and maximum stay times within the Crombie Road car park. 
However, these proposals also have the potential to encourage 
sustainable transport, with commuters, who use these facilities for ‘all 
day’ parking, compelled to consider other sustainable transport options 
rather than parking on nearby residential streets. 

 
 5.5.5 There is much said about attracting people to the area to support 

the local area. In this case I believe charging to park will have the 
opposite effect and drive customers and business away… Charging for 
parking will only drive [customers] to supermarkets or elsewhere, where 
they can either do a one stop shop or go somewhere they can park for 
free. This does not encourage them to shop locally. 

 
 These proposals have the potential to ensure there is a turnover of 

parking within these car parks thereby providing opportunities for 
visitors to park, whether they be visiting nearby businesses/shops, 
communities facilities, or residential properties. This is opposed to the 
current situation where vehicles are possibly being parked all day, 
therefore blocking opportunities for ‘short stay’ parking. Officers would 
also note that much of the on-street parking adjacent to shops on 
Victoria Road is intended for visitor parking and is available free of 
charge, with a 45 minute maximum stay restriction, to encourage 
turnover of parking. 

  
 Furthermore, officers consider the proposed £1 charge to be a modest 

one, representing the lowest charge for 2 hours of parking within any 
off-street car park that is owned and maintained by the council. In this 



 

6 
 

respect, officers do not feel the introduction of this charge would be a 
significant deterrent to ‘short stay’ visitor parking. 

 
 
5.6  The objections with regards to Dunmail Avenue car park, Cults, 

covered the following themes: 
 
 5.6.1 The shops in Cults are used by local people who require short 

term parking.  By introducing a £1 charge for someone who just wants 
to go and buy a pint of milk, or pop into the bank you will simply 
encourage people to drive further afield and go to a supermarket. By 
trying to generate income from Dunmail carpark you will increase the 
probability that the shops in Cults will no longer be viable with the 
consequential loss of jobs, income tax, business rates and corporation 
tax. 

 
 As highlighted in section 5.5.5 of this report, these proposals have the 

potential to ensure there is a turnover of parking within these car parks 
and provide more opportunities for ‘short stay’ parking. 

 
  5.6.2 The car park is important to many elderly residents of the Cults, 

Bieldside and Milltimber area who drive to Cults to do their shopping 
and use the nearby library. It is also used by carers who come to look 
after the many residents who need help in Cults. It is already a 
challenge to get carers to come to the area because of travel costs and 
I see the imposition of a parking fee would be a further disincentive. 

 
 With regards to professional carers, it would be expected that they 

would be able to claim back travel expenses, including a £1 car park 
charge, from their employer. 

 
As stated previously, officers consider the proposed £1 charge to be a 
modest one, representing the lowest charge for 2 hours of parking 
within any off-street car park that is owned and maintained by the 
council. In this respect, officers do not feel the introduction of this 
charge would be a significant deterrent to ‘short stay’ visitor parking. 

 
 5.6.3 The projected revenue receipts from the car park fees as 

presented to the Communities, Housing & Infrastructure Committee are 
minimal and would not justify the inconvenience caused for the users of 
the Dunmail car park. 

 
 The figures presented in the previous report relating to the initial 

statutory consultation were based on the measure being installed for a 
period of 9 months in the financial year 2016/17, after taking into 
account the initial cost of installing appropriate signs / ‘pay & display’ 
ticket machines. It would therefore be expected that the potential 
revenue generated in future financial years would be greater than this. 
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 5.6.4 A more appropriate action that the Aberdeen City Council could 
take to prevent long term parking in the car park and ensure spaces 
are available for shoppers, library users and visiting carers would be to 
impose a 2 hour maximum waiting time which would be monitored by 
the local City Wardens. 

 
 This opinion has been echoed in a number of the objections received, 

with one respondent also highlighting that the car park is currently used 
as in informal ‘park and ride’ and would like to see a maximum stay 
introduced in the car park, but without the introduction of a charge.  
 
 This type of parking is very difficult to enforce effectively and is usually 
widely abused. Essentially it is very labour intensive for city wardens to 
monitor these areas i.e. the warden must firstly record the details of the 
parked vehicles, take photos to record the exact position of the vehicles 
(this entails taking photos of say the tyre valves in relation to the 
markings to ensure there is substantive evidence) and thereafter return 
to the site to confirm whether any vehicles have exceeded the time-
limit. 
 
In comparison ‘Pay and Display’ quickly allows the warden to check the 
displayed ticket and thus deduce whether the parked vehicle has 
exceeded the allocated time. This method is extremely efficient and 
unambiguous, thereby allowing effective enforcement of parking 
restrictions and ensuring a steady turnover of short stay parking. 

 
 
5.7 The objections with regards to Station Road car park, Bucksburn, 

covered the following themes: 
 

5.7.1 Several new businesses have recently opened in Bucksburn: 
Aberdeen Sports Therapy, Jack Taylor Fishmonger, and Little Malaya 
restaurant/take away who will have, no doubt, researched the area they 
ultimately chose to ensure it was accessible to customers and afforded 
a good retail opportunity - this, of course, includes free parking. I'd 
imagine if parking charges were in place when they were considering 
their location for their new business they could well have walked away. 
Accessibility is paramount to ensure small businesses thrive… You 
should proudly support local businesses and do all that you can to 
ensure their survival, not put obstacles in their way.  
 
Similar representations of this nature have been made in a significant 
number of the objections received, with the effect the introduction of 
parking charges in the Station Road car park would have on local 
businesses being one of the main concerns expressed by residents of 
the area, as well as many of the business owners themselves. 
However, officers would again emphasise that these proposals have 
the potential to ensure there is a turnover of parking within these car 
parks and preserve opportunities for visitors to park and access nearby 
businesses/shops or other facilities. This is opposed to the current 
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situation where vehicles, including those belonging to staff from nearby 
businesses, are possibly parked all day. Furthermore, the proposed £1 
charge is a modest one, and officers do not feel the introduction of this 
charge would be a significant deterrent to short-term parking. 
 
5.7.2 Displaced traffic from the current Station Road Car Park (those 
unwilling to pay) is likely to displace to: 
- The Ferguson Court residents car park – an annoyance for the 
residents 
- The unsuitable Station Road – creating a difficult situation with parked 
traffic obstructing use of the road given its nature 
- Oldmeldrum Road – increased parking on this street which has over 
the years experienced a considerable increase in parking resulting in 
regular parking on the yellow lined areas 
- Or Malcolm Road/ Gilbert Road – with Malcolm Road experiencing 
the overspill from the Britannia hotel with occasionally overspill to 
Gilbert Road in addition to the overspill parking from the Doctors 
surgery. 
 
Officers acknowledge that there may be some displacement of parking 
onto nearby residential streets and residents’ car parks, due to the 
introduction of parking charges and maximum stay times within the 
Station Road car park. However, should the proposals be progressed, 
this will be monitored closely and referred to the City Wardens office or 
Police Scotland, as necessary, for their consideration with regards to 
the enforcement of any contraventions to traffic regulations. Likewise, 
the issue of regular parking on the yellow line restrictions on 
Oldmeldrum Road will be highlighted to the City Wardens Office, for 
their consideration with regards to regular enforcement of these 
restrictions. 
 
5.7.3 My house no longer has access for parking even though I have 
space in my garden, this access was removed when Inverurie Road 
was duelled, my only space to park now is Station Road. 
 
Due to the length of time since this scheme was implemented, officers 
are not aware of any agreement being made with regards to the Station 
Road car park being made available to residents of Inverurie Road in 
this situation and would note that there is alternative on-street parking 
available within the vicinity of this property. 
 
Similar opinions on the proposals have also been expressed by other 
residents on Inverurie Road, with one also highlighting they believe the 
proposed charges will lead to further obstructive pavement parking 
adjacent to this road, due to the displacement of residential parking 
from the Station Road car park. This is an issue that has previously 
been highlighted to officers and is currently being investigated, in 
conjunction with BEAR Scotland, with regards to possible solutions. 
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5.7.4 I want to know why this car park has been chosen as a possible 
pay and display car park. Have there been complaints about people 
abusing it? I want to know if Aberdeen City Council have even counted 
how many vehicles are parking on this car park during the day. 
 
This car park was chosen as it is a Council asset and it is appropriate 
its use for commercial purpose should be considered as a possible 
source of revenue. The instruction to commence the statutory process 
for introducing parking charges was based on the potential funds this 
car park could generate. In this respect, the proposal did not arise from 
enquiries relating to issues with parking turnover and therefore no 
survey work has been conducted to determine if ‘long-stay’ parking in 
this car park is an issue, albeit a number of responses to this public 
consultation exercise have highlighted anecdotally that long-term 
parking does occur at this site. 
 
5.7.5 As Aberdeen City Council has an obligation to make sure this car 
park is well kept and the lighting is adequate I sincerely hope that the 
following areas will be addressed as a matter of priority: (1) Pot holes 
(2) Lighting (3) Weeds and Rubbish (4) Markings. 
 
Concerns relating to the maintenance and upkeep of the Station Road 
car park have also been a reoccurring theme amongst the objections to 
this proposal, with additional comments from other residents/business 
owners relating to drainage issues within the car park causing flooding 
during periods of inclement weather. There is an ongoing maintenance 
program relating to the required works highlighted here. These issues 
will be raised with the Aberdeen City Council maintenance team, for 
inclusion within the priority maintenance works program. 
 
5.7.6 The car park is quite small, given the outlay required to install 
machines & employing more traffic wardens hardly seems cost 
affective when according to your information revenue will be around 
£3k.  Why not consider a parking system like Aberdeenshire Council, 
where they allow 20/30 mins of free parking & implement a charge for 
longer periods, a small revenue can still be made but also 
consideration for the local shoppers & businesses. 
 
As mentioned in section 5.6.4 of this report, this type of parking is very 
difficult to enforce effectively and is usually widely abused. Essentially it 
is very labour intensive for city wardens to monitor this type of parking. 
In comparison ‘Pay and Display’ quickly allows the warden to check the 
displayed ticket and thus deduce whether the parked vehicle has 
exceeded the allocated time. However, based on the content of some 
of the objections received and feedback from the elected members, 
officers have suggested an alternative option for an altered tariff 
structure, offering an initial 30 minutes of parking at no cost within each 
of the car parks under consideration. Officers anticipate this would cost 
an additional £500 per car park for the provision of ‘Pay and Display’ 
machines capable of providing the necessary functionality. 
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Furthermore, officers expect that the introduction of this measure would 
equate to an estimated loss of income of at least 50% of the £70k 
income budgeted for 2016/17.  

 
 
6. IMPACT 

 
Improving Customer Experience – These proposals have the 
potential to ensure there is a turnover of parking within these car parks 
thereby providing opportunities for visitors to park, whether they be 
visiting nearby businesses/shops, communities facilities, or residential 
properties. This is opposed to the current situation where vehicles are 
possibly being parked all day, thereby blocking opportunities for ‘short 
stay’ parking. 
 
Improving Staff Experience – Not Applicable 
 
Improving our use of Resources – These car parks are a Council 
asset and it is appropriate their use for commercial purpose should be 
considered as a potential source of revenue. 
 
Corporate – These proposals, when considering they could increase 
parking opportunities near amenities and services, meet the objective 
in the Single Outcome Agreement that “We live in well designed, 
sustainable places where we are able to access the amenities and 
services we need.” They also have the potential to encourage 
sustainable transport, with commuters, who use these facilities for ‘all 
day’ parking, compelled to consider other sustainable transport options; 
this links to the promotion of a sustainable transport system set out in 
the “Aberdeen – the Smarter City Vision”. 

 
Public – This report will be of interest to the residents / proprietors / 
businesses within the proposal areas and likewise to the wider public 
who may use these car parks.       

 
 
7. MANAGEMENT OF RISK 
 

The proposed commercial use of these car parks was identified as a 
source of revenue at the Council Budget Meeting on 25 February 2016. 
Consequentially, if these proposals are not introduced as originally 
envisioned, it would have a negative impact on the 2016/17 budget, 
with savings having to be considered elsewhere. 
 
Given the possible contentious nature of these proposals there could 
be public concern and negative media reporting. In this respect, 
concerned parties would be provided with a thorough rationale as to 
the background for introducing charges / ‘time limited’ parking. 
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8. BACKGROUND PAPERS 
 
General Fund Revenue Budget 2016/17 and Non_Housing Capital 
Programme 2016/17 to 2020/21, Council (Budget) Committee, 25 
February 2016 
 
Introduce parking charges to three existing car parks, as per Budget 
proposals (Stage 2 - Initial Statutory) - CHI/16/068, Communities, 
Housing and Infrastructure Committee, 17 May 2016 

 
 
9. REPORT AUTHOR DETAILS 
 

James Watt 
Engineering Assistant 
Email: JameWatt@aberdeeencity.gov.uk  
Tel. 01224 (52)2319 
 
 

10. CONSULTEE COMMENTS 
 

CONSULTEE Date of 
Issue 

Date of 
Response 

Comments 

Sandra Howard 
- Equalities 
Manager, C,H&I 

18.07.16 19.07.16 Unsure if this has any impact on those on 
low incomes eg who uses the parking 
there? It is one of the more disadvantaged 
areas 

Joanne Larsen - 
Community 
Safety Service 
Manager 

27.07.16 29.07.16 Where responses mention areas where the 
City Wardens may be required to do 
additional patrols to manage displaced 
vehicles we will work with your service to 
ensure that this is managed effectively and 
with consideration to forward planning and 
resources as we progress. 

Cllr Aileen 
Malone 

27.07.16 28.07.16 I would like it noted that I do not agree with 
the proposal to introduce parking charges 
at this location [Dunmail Avenue car park, 
Cults]. I would suggest that we make this 
car park a free 45min/1hour zone which 
would enable residents to park and shop 
within the area.  
 

http://committees.aberdeencity.gov.uk/documents/s54440/General%20Fund%20Revenue%20Budget%202016-17%20and%20Non-Housing%20Capital%20Programme%202016-17%20to%202020-21.pdf
http://committees.aberdeencity.gov.uk/documents/s54440/General%20Fund%20Revenue%20Budget%202016-17%20and%20Non-Housing%20Capital%20Programme%202016-17%20to%202020-21.pdf
http://committees.aberdeencity.gov.uk/documents/s54440/General%20Fund%20Revenue%20Budget%202016-17%20and%20Non-Housing%20Capital%20Programme%202016-17%20to%202020-21.pdf
http://committees.aberdeencity.gov.uk/documents/s56662/CHI-16-068%20Introduce%20parking%20Charges%20to%203%20Existing%20Car%20Parks%20as%20per%20Budget%20Proposals%20Stage%202.pdf
http://committees.aberdeencity.gov.uk/documents/s56662/CHI-16-068%20Introduce%20parking%20Charges%20to%203%20Existing%20Car%20Parks%20as%20per%20Budget%20Proposals%20Stage%202.pdf
http://committees.aberdeencity.gov.uk/documents/s56662/CHI-16-068%20Introduce%20parking%20Charges%20to%203%20Existing%20Car%20Parks%20as%20per%20Budget%20Proposals%20Stage%202.pdf
mailto:JameWatt@aberdeeencity.gov.uk
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Appendix 1 – Public Notice 
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Appendix 2 – Objections 
 
Objection 1 
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Objection 2 
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Objection 3 
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Objection 4 
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Objection 5 
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Objection 6 
 

 
 
 
 
Objection 7 
 

 
 



 

21 
 

Objection 8 
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Objection 9 
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Objection 10 
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Objection 11 
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Objection 12 
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Objection 13 
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Objection 14 
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Objection 15 
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Objection 16 
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Objection 17 
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Objection 18 
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Objection 19 
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Objection 20 
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Objection 21 
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Objection 22 
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Objection 23 
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Objection 24 
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Objection 25 
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Objection 26 
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Objection 27 
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Objection 28 
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Objection 29 
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Objection 30 
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Objection 31 
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Objection 32 
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Objection 33 
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Objection 34 
 

 



 

49 
 

Objection 35 
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Objection 36 
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Objection 37 
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Objection 38 
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Objection 39 
 

 
 



 

56 
 

Objection 40 
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Objection 41 
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Objection 42 
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Objection 43 
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Objection 44 
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Objection 45 
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Objection 46 
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Objection 47 
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Objection 48 
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Objection 49 – received after the statutory consultation period 
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Objection 50 – received after the statutory consultation period 
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Objection 51 – received after the statutory consultation period 
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Objection 52 – received after the statutory consultation period 
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Objection 53 – received after the statutory consultation period 
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Objection 54 – received after the statutory consultation period 
 

 


