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HUNTLY INTEGRATED TRAVEL TOWN
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Recommendations
The Committee is recommended to:
1.1

Note the progress made to date to develop the concept of an
Integrated Travel Town in Huntly.

1.2

Consider and comment on the proposals for Huntly in the
proposed programme for Walking, Cycling and Safety Initiatives.
The comments will be reported to Infrastructure Services
Committee on 5 October 2017.

2

Background / Discussion

2.1

Between 2008 and 2015 Aberdeenshire Council piloted a cycle demonstration
town (CDT) in Peterhead. As a result of the directed resource to deliver
infrastructure supported by wide ranging soft interventions, the CDT project
delivered encouraging increases in walking and cycling in the town.

2.2

Subsequent feedback on the CDT project from funding partners, Sustrans
and local community groups, confirmed that a strategic approach to creating
the right environment to foster more walking and cycling trips was beneficial
and the monitoring results confirmed that this targeted approach was able to
deliver positive results.

2.3

In 2015, the Transportation Service further developed the CDT concept
creating an ambitious programme to support more active and sustainable
journeys amongst five of the local authority’s largest settlements. The
Integrated Travel Town (ITT) project was established to replicate and develop
the CDT approach in Inverurie, Huntly, Portlethen, Fraserburgh and Ellon.
The objective of the Masterplan approach was to better understand key
constraints, remove barriers to active and sustainable travel and, with
community support, create the environment to support a move towards more
local journeys being made by bike, foot and public transport.

2.4

With the aim to develop a long term strategy (typically five years) for each of
these ITT towns , officers undertook a wide ranging exercise to map existing
infrastructure, undertaking infrastructure audits and identifying key trip
generators and destinations. Officers engaged with the local community,
businesses and internal partners to establish problems, issues and
constraints associated with active and sustainable local trips. A number of
innovative methods were employed including online surveys, the use of the
Placecheck tool alongside traditional consultation events and community
presentations.

2.5

Taking into account the findings from desktop audits, site assessments and
initial stakeholder consultation, a set of proposals were set out in a draft
masterplan document and circulated in to stakeholders and local communities
for comment. Feedback from this consultation period confirmed that the
proposed interventions were acceptable to stakeholder groups with wide
support for all interventions proposed.

2.6

Following this consultation period, Council Officers undertook a detailed
feasibility assessment of the infrastructure proposals to better understand
problems or barriers to implementation and to develop an appreciation of
likely scheme costs. The ITT Feasibility Study for Huntly is attached as
Appendix 1 to this report. This will develop into an overall ITT Masterplan for
Huntly in the next few months which will be presented to a future meeting of
Marr Area Committee.

2.7

As well as helping to develop the final Masterplan the Feasibility Study has
also been used as evidence to support funding bids from SUSTRANS and
other partner organisations.

2.8

Aberdeenshire Council was successful in obtaining match funds for the
development of Routes 6 and 7 within the Feasibility Study and these were
included as
(a) West Park / East Park, Huntly – Quiet Lanes (£20,000) and
(b) Deveron Road, Huntly – Shared Use Path Linking to School (£150,000)
in the report that came before this Committee at its meeting on 29 August,
2017 (Item 6).

2.9

A report was presented to Marr Area Committee on 29 August 2017 seeking
comments on a proposed programme of works for the Marr Area for Walking,
Cycling and Safety Initiatives. Before members were asked to comment on
the schemes proposed for Huntly it was agreed that further information would
be presented to this Committee. Members are directed to Sections 8 and 9 of
Appendix 1.

2.10

Within Section 8 of Appendix 1, members will see that options are provided
for the introduction of Quiet Lanes within West Park / East Park, Huntly. The
preferred option of officers is to undertake detailed design for the “DoMaximum” option and this is estimated to cost £20,000 and is the scheme
referred to in para 2.8 (a) above.

2.11

Within Section 9 of Appendix 1, members will see that options are provided
for the introduction of improved cycle / footway that will connect the west end
of Huntly with the school area. This is the scheme describes in para 2.8 (b)
above and the cost of installing this full standard path with additional lighting
is estimated at £150,000.

2.12

The Head of Finance and Monitoring Officer within Business Services have
been consulted in the preparation of this report and their comments are
incorporated within the report and are satisfied that the report complies with
the Scheme of Governance and relevant legislation.

3

Scheme of Governance

3.1

The Committee is able to consider this item in terms of Sections B.1.2 and 6.2
of the List of Committee Powers in Part 2A of the scheme of Governance
which allows Area Committees to comment on Capital projects for their Area
and make recommendations to appropriate Policy Committees.
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Equalities, Staffing and Financial Implications

4.1

An equality impact assessment is not required because the proposals within
this report will not have a differential impact on any of the protected
characteristics.

4.2

There are no staffing and financial implications.

4.3

The following risks have been identified as relevant to this matter
(a) On a Corporate Level - Budget Pressure: failure to deliver the
programme could lead to a loss of matching funding from SUSTRANS.
(b) Strategic Level – Active Travel: failure to deliver the programme would
reduce the ability to provide walking and cycling infrastructure across
Aberdeenshire.
(Corporate and Directorate Risk Registers)

Stephen Archer
Director of Infrastructure Services
Report written by Mark Skilling, Strategy Manager
07 September 2017
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Introduction

1

Introduction

1.1

The Commission
The Projects Team within Aberdeenshire Council was commissioned by the
Transportation and Strategy Team to prepare a feasibility study of path network
improvements for the town of Huntly. The objective of this study is to provide a robust
appraisal of the Foot/Cycle path improvement options along 7 identified routes within
Huntly. These 7 routes have been identified by the Transport and Strategy Team as
being high demand routes through previous consultation with the community and the
Local Roads team. A series of infrastructure improvements and soft interventions
have been identified to be achieved within the masterplan.
•

The 7 routes/ areas within the study area are shown on Figure 1 below.

Figure 1: Huntly Masterplan Routes

1.2

Background
Huntly is a town in Aberdeenshire, Scotland that lies 28 miles north-west of Aberdeen
and is bounded to the north by the River Deveron which runs from west to east. The
town has a population of approx. 4,500, and is serviced by Huntly Primary School,
Gordon Schools Academy, various retail businesses, Huntly Golf Club, Post office,
restaurants, Huntly Community Hall, Huntly Library, Aberdeenshire Council Local
Area offices and Aberdeenshire Council Roads Depot. These businesses are
dispersed throughout Huntly. Huntly has direct access into Aberdeen City via the A96
and via the Huntly train station service. Additionally buses travelling between
Inverness and Aberdeen stop in Huntly.
Routes identified within this study area vary in setting with individual characteristics
and user demands. To appreciate these individual characteristics, each route is
analysed and characterised in terms of user demand and traffic data.

1.3

Methodology
The study has been undertaken in a number of stages, the first of which was to
undertake a review of the Huntly Integrated Travel Town Masterplan. This review
analysed the identified goals of the scheme over the masterplan 5 year
implementation period. The key factors recognised were:
• Desired infrastructural proposals and;
• Desired interventions options.
The second stage was to review the study route routes in their current condition. To
do this a site familiarisation visit was undertaken in order to gain a basic
understanding. The assessment of the route included observing and recording the
following:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Verge/ footpath/ carriageway widths;
Junction Layout;
Existing traffic management;
Existing traffic behaviour;
Traffic levels (observational only);
Crossing facilities;
Street Lighting;
Utility services infrastructure;
Existing Foot/Cycle facilities.

A desktop review was then undertaken to identify options for the footpath or ancillary
service improvement.
The route options were scrutinised at an early stage to identify those most likely to
satisfy objectives such as safety, coherence, directness, attractiveness and comfort.
The chosen options were then further investigated on-site to assess their feasibility.
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Policy
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1

Policy
Introduction
This chapter provides the policy background for the development of shared use
cycle/foot paths in the previous identified 6 routes (shown in fig.1) located in the town
of Huntly. The following routes associated with this review of policy background are:
Route 1
Route 2
Route 3
Route 4

Path linking Deveron Road to Steven Road
Gordon Schools Access Improvements
Town Centre Access Requirements
Improvements to promote access between Gladstone Road and
Deveron Park
Route 5 – West Park Street to East Park Street
Route 6 – New Road and Meadow Street, promotion as quiet lanes
Route 7 – Deveron Road to Meadow Avenue Meadows Plantation path

1.1

–
–
–

Cycling Action Plan for Scotland 2013
National Cycling Strategy
This report makes references to the Cycling Action Plan for Scotland 2013, a
government initiative aimed at increasing the number of active cyclists in Scotland.
The strategy ‘for Scotland, that by 2020, 10% of everyday journeys taken in Scotland
will be by bike.’
The objectives for the Cycling Action Plan for Scotland 2013 are:
• An increase in the numbers of children receiving on-road cycle training,
through a support package for volunteers and funding directly to local
authorities;
• Further extension of the national cycle network, in urban, suburban and rural
areas of Scotland;
• Delivery of new community cycling links in urban, suburban and rural areas of
Scotland;
• A doubling of the number of I-bike Officers working with schools;
• Cycling Scotland working with more local authorities than ever before in
rolling out the ‘Give Me Cycle Space’ campaign;
• Development of the first Rail Cycle Hub in Scotland at Stirling Station.

1.2

Aberdeenshire’s Walking and Cycling Action Plan
The Walking and Cycling Action Plan contributes to the Aberdeenshire Local
Transport Strategy (LTS) vision to ‘develop an integrated transportation system for
Aberdeenshire which contributes to the development of an inclusive and safe society.
A sustainable economy and which reduced environmental damage caused by
transport.’ Central to delivering this vision will be to increase levels of walking and
cycling throughout the region.
The objectives of this action plan are:
•
•

To work with school children, staff and parents to encourage more walking
and cycling to and from schools;
To improve the safety of walking and cycling in Aberdeenshire, and contribute
to national road safety targets;
12

•
•

To promote walking and cycling as alternative transport modes, particularly
for short trips and;
To encourage and facilitate walking and cycling as leisure and tourist
activities to provide benefits to health and the local economy.

These objectives have been developed to guide the delivery of the walking and
Cycling Action Plan and in turn support the delivery of the overriding LTS vision.
1.3

SUSTRANS
The Technical Guidelines produced by SUSTRANS “The National Cycle NetworkGuidelines and Practical Details issue 2” and “Handbook for cycle-friendly design”
have been used as references for this study. These documents include best practice
associated with the development and promotion of cycle routes to a SUSTRANS
cycle network standard, which represents the national standard for cycle facilities.

1.4

Cycle by Design
The Scottish Government commissioned the development of ‘Cycle by Design’ in
1999 as a consultation document on best practice in cycling design. The most recent
document ‘Cycle by Design 2010’, contains technical guidance relating to the
detailed design of a cycle route, it also includes material on development of cycle
networks, cycle audits and the promotion of schemes. ‘Cycle by Design 2010’
encompasses all aspects associated with the development of cycle routes and
contains information based on experience gained in development and
implementation of cycling infrastructure in other European Countries.

1.5

DETR, IHT Cycle Audit and Review
The DETR commissioned the Cycle Audit and Cycle Review guidelines to support
the National Cycling Strategy objectives in the promotion of cycling facilities. The
guidelines provide the regulation in terms of formulating a design brief and working
up preliminary and detailed designs prior to implementation. The audit, although
primarily used for assessing new highway schemes, provides an invaluable tool in
appraising the suitability of new cycle schemes and embraces the five main
principles of directness, coherence, safety, attractiveness and comfort.

1.6

NESTRANS Regional Transportation Strategy Refresh (2014)
The aspirations of the NESTRANS regional strategy have been identified in the
composition and proposed selection of routes within this report. NESTRANS vision is
“A transport system for the north east of Scotland which enables a more
economically competitive, sustainable and socially inclusive society.”
This vision is supported by objectives. The objectives of the strategy are:
•

Strategic Objective 1: Economy:
o To enhance and exploit the North East’s competitive economic advantages,
and reduce the impacts of peripherally.
o To make the movement of goods and people within the North East and
to/from the area more efficient and reliable;
o To improve the range and quality of transport to/from the North East to key
business destinations;
o To improve connectivity within the North East, particularly between residential
and employment areas.
13

•

Strategic Objective 2: Accessibility, Safety and Social Inclusion:
o To enhance choice, accessibility and safety of transport for all in the North
East, particularly for disadvantaged and vulnerable members of society and
those living in areas where transport options are limited.
o To enhance travel opportunities and achieve sustained cost and quality
advantages for public transport relative to the car;
o To reduce the number and severity of traffic related casualties and improve
personal safety and security for all users of transport;
o To achieve increased use of active travel and improve air quality as part of
wider strategies to improve the health of North East residents.

•

Strategic Objective 3: Environment:
o To conserve and enhance the North East’s natural and built environment and
heritage and reduce the effects of transport on climate, noise and air quality.
o To reduce the proportion of journeys made by cars and especially by single
occupant cars;
o To reduce the environmental impacts of transport, in line with national targets;
o To reduce growth in vehicle kilometres travelled.

•

Strategic Objective 4: Spatial Planning:
o To support transport integration and a strong, vibrant and dynamic city centre
and town centres across the North East.
o To improve connectivity to and within Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire
towns, especially by public transport, walking and cycling.
o To encourage integration of transport and spatial planning and improve
connections between transport modes and services;
o To enhance public transport opportunities and reduce barriers to use across
the north east, especially rural areas;
o To ensure that all new developments and transport infrastructure
improvements give consideration to and make provisions for pedestrians and
cyclists as an integral part of the design process.

14
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2

Planning Objectives

2.1

Brief Objectives
The brief provided for this study outlined the main objective of implementing 7 route
improvement options over a 5 year period. These identified route options look to
enable the provision of shared use path facilities along key routes to schools and
businesses, in line with local and national strategies and policies.

2.2

Introduction
The aim of this chapter is to set out the planning objectives that will influence the
assessment of cycle track options developed in Chapter 4. Overall consideration has
been given to the route objectives outlined in the project brief and the local planning
policies and strategy of Aberdeenshire Council.

2.3

Objective Development
The planning objectives for this study have been developed following review of the
“Integrated Travel Town - Huntly Masterplan Draft for Consultation May 2016” and a
wide variety of documentation sources; a summary of these sources is given below.

2.3.1

National Cycle Network Guidelines
The National Cycle Network “Guidelines and Practical Details (issue 2)” were
produced in 1997 as an aid to planners and designers. The guidelines set out the
design philosophy and criteria for the National Cycle Network and can be
summarised by the qualitative objectives detailed below.
• Safety – Minimise the danger for cyclists, pedestrians and other road users as
well as promoting a feeling of security.
• Coherence – The route should share continuity of design characteristics to
the NCR. It should be possible to provide seamless linkage into other
networks.
• Directness – In order to encourage people to cycle and where it is suspected
that the route will function on a utility basis, the route should aim to be shorter
and quicker than the comparable route for motorists. However, it should be
noted that the attractiveness is likely to be of more importance where the
route is to be used for recreational purposes.
• Attractiveness – Places of interest, tourist attractions and attractive view
should be incorporated where possible in order to promote cycling as a
pleasurable experience comfort – New paths for pedestrians and cyclists
should aim to provide a durable and serviceable smooth running surface.
Negotiation junctions should be easy and crossing of major roads simplified.
Long uphill stretches should where possible be free from motorised traffic and
routes adjacent to main roads should be avoided.
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Furthermore, the guidance notes state that the standard of provision should be
appropriate to attract the following users:
• A sensible 12 year old child cycling unaccompanied;
• Family groups with younger, supervised children and;
• All novice cyclists (aged 12 years and above).
Aberdeenshire Council is developing a Smart Travel Action Plan which will support a
move towards local journeys being made by bike or foot.
2.4

Planning Objectives
Following the review of the relevant local and national cycling policy and guidelines,
the following planning objectives have been setup for this study.
Objective 1: To minimise the danger to cyclists, pedestrians and route users and
promote a feeling of security.
In line with the guidance, the provision of a safe cycle route will be of central
importance when considering the options.
Objective 2: To provide a seamless link to other local networks and amenities where
possible.
The quality of links to other routes and amenities would be a major factor when
considering route options.
Objective 3: To be direct and therefore provide a route comparable in time and
convenience to routes adopted by motorists.
The directness of the cycle track will be a consideration when assessing the options.
Cycle tracks that require cyclists to make diversions by a considerable distance from
their destinations could act to discourage potential cyclists, especially if the diversion
adds considerable time to journeys.
Objective 4: To be attractive by including areas of interest and passing through
visually appealing areas using enhanced walking and cycling infrastructure to support
wider economic benefits.
The route should pass through visually appealing areas in order to encourage
cycling. Although the study route offers limited options, the cycle track should avoid
narrow alleyways and busy roads where possible. Links to sites of recreational value
would increase the appeal of the cycle route.
Objective 5: To provide comfortable and durable smooth running surfaces.
Negotiations of junctions be easy and crossing roads simplified.
The provision of a comfortable and smooth surface is another important factor for the
cycle track. The number of junctions and crossings within each option should be kept
to a minimum.
Objective 6: To maintain and enhance linkages to the strategic cycle network being
developed within Aberdeenshire.
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Aberdeenshire Council are committed to the development of cycle routes whether
they are for commuting or recreational purposes. Therefore it is important that any
option provides opportunities for enhanced linkage with other cycle routes within
Huntly.
Objective 7: To deliver opportunities for multi-modal travel.
Options should where possible, provide opportunities for multi modal travel,
particularly by linking to Huntly Park & Ride and local bus interchanges.

18

Route Option Assessment
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3

Option Assessment – Route 1

3.1

Route Report Composition
Each route option has been individually assessed the findings are reported below.
The assessment methodology and reporting structure are as follows:-.

3.1.1

Introduction
The introduction provides a brief description of the route.

3.1.2

Route Option Assessment Methodology
The route assessment has been carried out with reference to ‘Cycle Audit and
review’, produce by the Chartered Institute of Highways and Transportation ( CIHT)
and to ‘Cycle by Design (2010)’ produced by Scottish Government.
A site audits have been carried out to identify the existing infrastructure including
surface type, existing verge widths, crossing facilities, access to adjacent facilities,
levels of lighting and nature of nearby roads. The audit has also considered, where
the appropriate existing ground conditions, drainage and the possible perception of
safety concerns.

3.1.3

Route Option Assessment
Two options are presented for Route 1 providing for varying levels of intervention,
from ‘doing nothing’ to the implementation of an off-road shared pedestrian/cycle
route. The advantages/ disadvantages associated with each option are presented.

3.1.4

Conclusion and Recommendation
A summary of key findings, identification of a proposed option and a conclusive
statement of the proposed option are provided.
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3.2

Introduction
Steven Road to Deveron Road Path upgrade
This path route runs from Steven Road (U114S) to Deveron Road (A920). This route
passes through different environments: industrial development and housing
developments. It has been observed that these roads experience residential traffic
HGV’s and LGV’s from local businesses with an increased amount of traffic around
peak commuting times of local schools. Steven Road has a 20mph speed limit and
Deveron Road has a 30mph speed limit. The existing path corridor varies in
construction materials and in width from north to south.
At the north end of the path corridor, the path junctions with Deveron Road. The path
at this location has a bound surface and a large verge to the eastern side of the path.
The path varies in construction from bound to unbound surfacing over is entire
length. The bound surface is not uniform in construction with additions of surfacing at
locations. Grass vegetation grows in the path construction. Surface ponding in
depressions occurs at various locations where inadequate drainage is provided or
where surfacing has become degraded. This path currently links local housing
developments with the Meadows park and Gordon Schools to the north and north
east. To access these locations path users need to cross the Deveron Road. No
crossing point of the Deveron Road is currently provided.
The path route follows a downhill vertical alignment running from north to south. This
route has experienced no traffic accidents in the last 5 years.

3.3

Assessment of Route 1
The study route (Deveron Road to Steven Road) is shown in fig.1 and in Drawing:
2_RCF_103_01 provided in Appendix A.
The drawing provided identifies a series of locations with photos, measurements and
the presence of constraints identified as part of this assessment. The assessment
below, will discuss the constraints identified with reference to this drawing.

Path corridor- Deveron Road to Steven Road)
The path is bound surfaced varying from 2.1m to 2.2m wide and is generally in poor
condition (as shown in photos at locations 1-8). No street lighting is provided for the
path corridor over its entire length. No bound surfacing is provided within the
industrial development area (locations 4- 5 and 6-8) of the corridor.
There is available verge located to the east of the path for widening the footpath
between location 1 and 2. A residential path with street lighting intersects this path
corridor immediately south of location 2.
The path continues southwards from location 2 junction to Clashmach View location
4. This length of path has considerably narrower verges, however there is the
potential to widen path westward by 0.8m into the grass verge. This will provide a
3.0m wide path. At location 4 the path crosses the cul de sac of Clashmach View.
Water ponding occurs at this location due to the wearing of the surface finish of the
Clashmach View carriageway.
Between location 5 and 6, the path is 2.2m wide however is in better condition than
other path sections. The path can be widened by 0.8m to the west. Between
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locations 6-8 an unbound surface is provided. A gate south of the junction at location
7 provides a constraint for path users. Passage for cyclists is currently not provided.
At location 8, a large gravel storage heap is placed along with large gravel boulders
reducing access to the route for pedestrians. There is the potential to create a path
crossing of Steven Road and create a path link to the A96.
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3.4

Option Appraisal - Route 1

3.4.1

Option 1 – Do minimum
This option would make minor improvements to the surface finish between locations
1to 2 and at location 4. Removal of the gravel pile and large rocks at location 8 would
be undertaken. Additionally where depressions occur causing ponding, an unbound
surface will be placed to promote free draining of the path. The route would provide
some improvements in accessibility to users.
Consequences:
•
•
•
•
•

3.4.2

Least expensive option as there would be no costs associated;
Minimal disruption caused by construction of a path for local users.
Improved facilities increasing pedestrian and cyclist use.
Reduction in vehicular traffic at peak commuting times due to increase in
alternative cycle friendly routes;
Increases linkage of path facilities to local amenities;

Option 2 – Shared Pedestrian/Cycle way (do everything)
This option would provide a shared pedestrian/cycle way along the route corridor.
This option develops a 3.0m wide shared use Foot/Cycle way over the entire length
of the path corridor.
The existing path surfacing between locations 1&2 will be removed and a new
surface will be laid. The path would be widened by 0.9m eastwards to provide a 3.0m
wide path. Drainage of the path would be provided along the eastern verge of the
path. Between location 2 and 4 surfacing has been laid in sections ad-hoc. These
sections of surfacing will be removed where degradation has occurred and a new
bound surface constructed on the existing path foundation. The path will be widened
into the eastern grass verge. Path illumination will be provided by LED studs will be
provided at 10m intervals on the west verge side of the path. Drainage will be
provided on the west side of the path also.
Between location 4 and 8 the path will be widened to the west by 0.8m to create a
3.0m wide path. Drainage and street lighting will be provided along this verge side.
The junction of the path with Clashmach View will require clear segregation to
prevent unnecessary wear and tear of the path due to turning vehicles. The proposed
crossing of Steven Road requires tactile paving. At location 6 the existing will require
upgrade to allow cyclist passage along the route. Similarly at location 8 the passage
for cyclists will need to be provided by removing the large boulders and aggregate
store heap.
Additionally a crossing of the southern Steven Road to facilitate linkage to the A96
could be facilitated at location 8.
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Advantages:
•
•
•

Offers increased connectivity to existing path networks and to local amenities;
Provides improved facility to all path users;
Attractive and appealing to both pedestrians and cyclists.

Disadvantages:
•

Cost to benefit ratio of this option;
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Summary and Conclusion
3.5 Summary and Conclusion
3.5.1

Introduction
The feasibility study was commissioned by the Transport and Strategy team within
Aberdeenshire Council to the Projects team also within Aberdeenshire Council, with
the aim of identifying Foot/Cycle way options in the defined study route. The
proposed route option had to consider the basic criteria of safety, coherence,
attractiveness, directness and comfort.

3.5.2

Key findings
The assessment in section 3.3 looked at two different options for a Foot/Cycle way
along route 1 within the town of Huntly.

3.5.2.1 Route 1
Option 1 investigated the option of ‘doing minimal’ and keeping the existing
infrastructure the way it is. The route provides footpaths for pedestrians and currently
doesn’t designate access for cyclists. Cyclists must share the carriageway with
vehicles on adjacent roads.
Option 2 investigated the option of a shared use Foot/Cycle path. The path is to be
widened into the verge to create a minimum width of 3.0m.
This path would provide an attractive path for both pedestrians and cyclists. Also, this
option meets the basic criteria in many ways, for example, linking existing paths on
the east and west of the study route. These paths which dissect the route are
identified as future routes to be improved
3.5.3

The option

3.5.3.1 Route
Considering the assessment criteria the Projects Team within Aberdeenshire Council
would recommend taking option 1 to detailed design stage, as the path provides:
• A direct link to local amenities;
• Provides a further link to existing shared use paths east and west of the route;
• Provides an attractive link to pedestrians and cyclists from Steven Road to
Deveron Road.
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3.5.4

Option Estimate

Project

Route 1

Preliminaries
Main Works

Series 100 Preliminaries

8200.00

Series 200 Site Clearance

2232.00

Series 300 Fencing

0

Series 500 Drainage

31000.00

Series 600 Earth Works

25953.00

£

Series 1100 Kerbing, Footways &
Paved Areas
Series 1200 Traffic Signs &
Roads Markings
Series 1300 – Road Lighting
Columns and brackets, CCTV
masts and Cantilever Masts
Series 3000 Landscaping
Land
Purchase
Contingencies

42891.00
1210.00
5859.00
2170.00
*

10%
Total

12191.40
134405.4

Spons
estimation
Not required*
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4

Route 2

4.1

Route Report Composition
Each route option has been individually assessed the findings are reported below.
The assessment methodology and reporting structure are as follows:-.

4.1.1

Introduction
The introduction provides a brief description of the route.

4.1.2

Route Option Assessment Methodology
The route assessments have been carried out with reference to ‘Cycle Audit and
review’, produce by the Chartered Institute of Highways and Transportation ( CIHT)
and to ‘Cycle by Design (2010)’ produced by Scottish Government.
A Site audit has been carried out to identify the existing infrastructure including
surface type, existing verge widths, crossing facilities, access to adjacent facilities,
levels of lighting and nature of nearby roads. The audit has also considered, where
the appropriate existing ground conditions, drainage and the perception of safety
concerns.

4.1.3

Route Option Assessment
Three options are presented for Route 2 providing for varying levels of intervention,
from ‘doing nothing’ to the implementation of an off-road shared pedestrian/cycle
route. The advantages/ disadvantages associated with each option are presented.

4.1.4

Conclusion and Recommendation
A summary of key findings, identification of a proposed option and a conclusive
statement of the proposed option are provided.
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4.2

Introduction
Gordon Schools (Accessibility improvement)
This route or area is located in the vicinity of Gordon Schools. The Academy is
situated north of Huntly town centre. Gordon Schools Road is an unclassified road
(U114S) which leads to the centre of the school grounds. This road then narrows
passing through the Gordon Schools Arch. The road then joins a private road which
runs downhill to the Huntly Golf Club and Huntly Castle. This private road is
accessible to the public. Access to the Gordon Primary School, Huntly Swimming
Pool, Huntly Golf Club, Huntly Castle and the Meadows Sports fields are provided by
these two roads. Another entrance road to a car park is located east of the Gordon
Schools Road. A sign at this entrance only permit vehicles and not pedestrians.
However, no barrier to pedestrian access is provided.
The presence of amenities and services within close proximity to the Academy
provides the potential for conflict between pedestrians, cyclists and vehicles due to
lack of crossings and paths provided along desire lines. Gordon Schools Road has a
20mph speed limit during peak school time commuting and a 30mph out with this
time.

At the north west of the Academy, access to sports fields is provided through the
woodland area. There is no defined path network for users and due to the difference
in height elevation, accessibility is constrained.
At the eastern boundary of the Academy a narrow unbound footpath1.2m wide
provides access to the Gordon Primary School.
The approach to the Gordon Schools Arch has white lining to identify the narrow
passage ahead.
The path route follows a downhill vertical alignment running from north to south. This
area has experienced no traffic accidents in the last 5 years.
4.2.1 Assessment
The study route is located along Castle Road. This route is indicated on fig.1 and
shown on drawing no’s 2_RCF_103_02 in appendix A.
Meadows Sports Field Access
At location 1, currently a well tracked route/ path provides access from Gordon
Schools to the sport fields and Pavilion through a woodland area. The track weaves
its way through the trees between the sports fields to Gordon Primary and Gordon
Schools. This track doesn’t provide accessibility to all users. This track could be
upgraded to provide access for all potential users. At location 3, a steep embankment
frequently used for accessing the school and sports ground facilities by school pupils.
Tree roots present trip hazards. The installation of a desire line access ramp or a
staggered access ramp at this location would increase accessibility and safety at this
location.
Gordon School Road
Gordon Schools Road, experiences large volumes of traffic, be it vehicular,
pedestrian or cyclists. Installation of traffic calming measures to facilitate pedestrian
and cycle user comfort could be installed along Gordon Schools Road where there is
the available space to provide them. Increased permeability between Gordon
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Schools Road and the Academy could be facilitated by providing designated access
points within the existing fence line. Street lighting is provided on both sides of the
road. The kerbs along the Gordon Schools Road located at location 5, provide little or
no protection to path users. Potentially these paths and kerbs need to be raised.
The existing crossing points from Gordon Schools Road to East and West Park
Streets require installation of tactile paving and the installation of bollards to protect
pedestrians from turning vehicles.

Huntly Castle access Road
On the east side of the road at location 6, an unbound footpath provides access to
the Gordon Primary School. There is the potential to construct a wider path at the
location of the existing footpath without disturbing the trees. This would increase
segregation of pedestrians and potentially cyclists from the single carriage road.

29

4.3

Option Appraisal - Route 2

4.3.1

Option 1 – Do minimum
This option would retain the existing route as described in section 4.1 without some
minor improvements. Routes within the area provide no integrated linkage. Paths/
tracks provided are not accommodating to all potential users. Pedestrian crossing
points at junctions do not meet the required standards for provision of dropped kerbs,
tactile paving and in particular Gordon Schools road junction with East and West
Park Streets does not provide a safe refuge for pedestrian or cyclists crossing online
at the junction. This option would upgrade junction crossing points to increase user
comfort.
Consequences:
•
•
•
•
•
•

4.3.2

Least expensive option as there would be minimal costs associated;
Minor disruption in constructing a path for local users and commuters.
Potential safety issues with cyclists sharing the carriageway without signage
or segregation;
No Improved access form Gordon School sand Gordon Primary to the Sports
fields.
No reduction to the amounts of traffic at peak business hours and peak
school times;
Improved linkage to local amenities of Gordon Schools, Gordon Primary,
Huntly Golf Club and Huntly Swimming Pool from Huntly Town Centre.

Option 2 - Shared Pedestrian/ Cycle way (do everything)
Meadows Sport Pavilion to Gordon Schools
This option proposes to construct a 3m wide shared use bound surface path between
the sports pavilion and the Gordon Schools Play area. There are two potential
solutions identified in the provided drawing. Option A is to take a long sweeping
curve approach along the existing sloped hill and depression within the Woodland
area or to take option B. Option B would be to construct a sloped embankment which
would be accessibility compliant, that would provide the path along the user desire
line, for providing immediate route access.
West Park Street to the entrance of Huntly Golf Club
This option would provide increased traffic calming measures along the Gordon
School’s Road south and north of location 5.
Continuing under the Gordon’s Schools Arch, a bound path of 2.5m width is
proposed to replace the existing western verge 1.5m wide gravel access track to the
Gordon Primary. Trees may be a potential constraint to constructing the path. New
dropped kerbs and tactile paving to meet the required design standards will be
incorporated to the entrance and exit points of this new path.
Senton Terrace Road
This road is narrow in width and currently provides two way access along the western
peripheral boundary of Gordon Schools. A traffic management alteration may
improve traffic build up in this area at school opening and closing times. The traffic
flow would be altered to a one way flow along this road. This option would need a
detailed traffic assessment to determine suitability.
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Advantages:
•
•
•

Offers increased access to local amenities including Meadows Sports fields ,
Meadows Park and Huntly Academy;
Improved traffic calmed environment for cyclists and pedestrians;
Attractive and appealing to both pedestrians and cyclists.

Disadvantages:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Requires a substantial amount of Engineering works;
Potentially more expensive;
Removal of trees
Drainage of the path route;
Potential hazardous foot conditions in autumn due detritus and or frost in
Autumn and Winter;
One way traffic management alteration to Seton Road may not be viable
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Summary and Conclusion
4.4 Summary and Conclusion
4.4.1

Key findings
The assessment in section 4.2 looked at two different options for a Foot/Cycle way
along study route 2 within the town of Huntly.

4.4.1.1 Route 2
Option 1 investigated the option of ‘doing minimum’ and keeping the existing
infrastructure the way it is. The route provides footpaths for pedestrians but it does
not provide any improvement to the other basic criteria, as cyclists will be forced to
share the road with vehicles.
Option 2 investigated the option of increased accessibility for pedestrians and cyclists
to Gordon Schools, through the provision of traffic calming ramps, increased
segregation from the road network one way traffic flow of Seton Road, and the
provision of a safe route from Gordon schools to the sports facilities for all
pedestrians.

4.4.2

The option

4.4.2.1 Route 2
Considering the assessment criteria the Projects Team within Aberdeenshire Council
would recommend taking option 2 with option A or Option B (installation of a desireline located access embankment) to the detailed design stage. As the route provides:
• A direct link to local amenities;
• Promotes a safe route to Huntly Academy by foot or bike;
• Provides an attractive link to pedestrians and cyclists from Gordon Schools to
the town centre and to the Meadows Sports fields.
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4.4.3

Option Estimate

Project

Route 2
£

Preliminaries
Main Works

Series 100 Preliminaries

8200.00

Series 200 Site Clearance

744.00

Series 600 Earth Works

54296.02

Series 1100 Kerbing, Footways
& Paved Areas
Series 1200 Traffic Signs &
Roads Markings
Series 1300 – Road Lighting
Columns and brackets, CCTV
masts and Cantilever Masts
Series 1600 Public Utility
Protection or diversion works

22084.00
990.00
19840.00
5905.00

Series 3000 Landscaping

1050.00

Land
Purchase

Nil

Contingencies

10%
Total

10615.40
116769.42

Spons
estimation
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5

Route 3

5.1

Route Report Composition
Each route option has been individually assessed the findings are reported below.
The assessment methodology and reporting structure are as follows:-.

5.1.1

Introduction
The introduction provides a brief description of the route.

5.1.2

Route Option Assessment Methodology
The route assessments have been carried out with reference to ‘Cycle Audit and
review’, produce by the Chartered Institute of Highways and Transportation ( CIHT)
and to ‘Cycle by Design (2010)’ produced by Scottish Government.
Site audits have been carried out to identify the existing infrastructure including
surface type, existing verge widths, crossing facilities, access to adjacent facilities,
levels of lighting and nature of nearby roads. The audit has also considered, where
the appropriate existing ground conditions, drainage and the perception of safety
concerns.

5.1.3

Route Option Assessment
Three options are presented for Route 2 providing for varying levels of intervention,
from ‘doing nothing’ to the implementation of an off-road shared pedestrian/cycle
route. The advantages/ disadvantages associated with each option are presented.

5.1.4

Conclusion and Recommendation
A summary of key findings, identification of a proposed option and a conclusive
statement of the proposed option are provided.
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5.2

Introduction
East and West Park Streets to Market Street via Castle Street, the Square, and
Gordon Street
This route is located along the centre of the town of Huntly along the A97 road. This
route links Huntly Gordon Schools’ to Huntly Town Centre amenities, Housing
developments and Huntly Hospital on Market Street. The road and path network
varies greatly in relation to the available space provided for users from north east to
south west. This available space is greatly influenced by the urban settlement of the
Square and Gordon Street The route commences at the junction of East and West
Park Street junction with Castle Street where the route heads in a south westerly
direction from the this junction point. Continuing in a south westerly direction the
route expands into the large square which has street parking and large footpaths. As
the route continues south westward it narrows at the old bank building on Gordon
Street where a Zebra Crossing is provided. The route maintain a 6.7m carriageway
width for some time with little variance in paths widths and carriageway widths.
It has been observed that this route is used by pedestrians, cyclists and power
assisted wheel chair users.

5.3

Assessment
The study route is located along the A97 Road in the centre of Huntly Town. This
route is indicated on fig.1 and shown on drawing no 2_RCF_103_03 in appendix A.
Location 1 – Location 5
On the west side of Castle Road, a path of 2.2m wide, runs alongside the existing
carriageway of 6.6m wide. On the east side of Castle Road the footway varies from
minimum width of 2.4m to a maximum width of 4.0m. Access to Huntly Police Station
and Huntly Council Car Park are provided to the east of the path at location 3. The
path surfacing is satisfactory. On Castle Street eastern path there is potential to
designate the path as a shared use path with localised narrowing. At location 1 the
crossing points of East Park Street and West Park Street require further attention to
improve the accessibility and safety of users. Street lighting columns are located in
along the eastern path. At location 4 Castle Street joins the Square where Huntly
library, Post office, various retail businesses and other town centre facilities are
provided. At location 4 a path of 5.3m is provided with an area greater than 3m
unobstructed by street furniture. At the Library located to the east of the square,
Street furniture restrict the available width to 2.0m. The bus stop is provided on the
eastern side of the square also and the A97 is the access and exit coach/bus route.
The A97 provides access for buses to the square. At Location 5 a path width of 6.6m
is provided and has little to no street furniture.
Location 6 - 9
The Square joins onto Gordon Street at Location 6 where a Zebra Crossing facility is
provided. Parking for service and delivery vehicles along this section of route is
prohibited by double yellow lines however it has been observed that these lines are
not complied with. This illegal parking creates an obstruction to traffic flow and
cyclists are forced to use a single carriageway width. Location 7 is located at the
junction of Nelson Street with Gordon Street. Aberdeenshire council local offices are
located at this junction. The alignment of the road at this junction is staggered. This
provides road users the perception of a pinch point when travelling in a north east
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direction from south west. The tactile paving at this junctions in need of repair or
replacement of adhesive tiles with tactile paving slabs. Location 8 further identifies
the extent of double yellow lines present from the town centre to Torry Street. The
road at this location is 6.7m wide. The eastern path is 1.6m and western path is
2.2m. The designation of the road as an A class requires maintaining passage of
lorries and buses. Considering this the path cannot be widened into carriageway due
the relatively narrow A classified carriageway. The potential to add advisory cycle
lanes may be adequate, however due to parking at properties on the public road
provides a further restriction.
At location 8 the road is 8.4m wide with a path of 1.8m to the west and 1.9m to the
east. A traffic Island with a stop sign is provided to identify that the A97 Road must
give way to town traffic on Market Street and Bleachfield Street.

5.4

Option Selection

5.4.1

Option 1 – Do nothing
This option would retain the existing route, as described in section 5.1, without any
improvements in place. The route provides a 1.6m wide path which is not suitable for
shared usage. Pedestrians and cyclist have to make way for each other to pass one
another.
Consequences
•
•

5.4.2

No improvements to the path network
No improved access to local amenities;

Option 2 – Shared Pedestrian/ Cycle way at Castle Street and the Square,
alteration of speed zones, raised table construction, and of advisory cycle
lanes
This option designates the existing eastern path of Castle Street as a shared use
Foot/Cycle way. The path currently varies between 2.2 m and 4.0m in width. There
are some opportunities to widen the path to 2.5m, however there are restrictions
caused by the proximity of development boundaries. This shared use path would
continue along the eastern side of “The Square” where a minimum of 2.2m of path is
available. This would not improve the existing use of the path and would not remove
potential pedestrian or cyclist route conflicts. A restriction outside Huntly Library
caused by street furniture could be repositioned to increase the space available to
2.0m rather than 1.5m as is currently provided.
The Square to Market Street
In certain sections the route between the Square to Market Street is restrictive in
width for all vehicles usage currently, this is easily identifiable with the double yellow
lining of the road edges which correspond to the narrow carriageway width areas. To
establish encourage traffic calming it is proposed to remove segregation of east and
west carriageway paths by constructing a raised table. Waiting restrictions would be
retained and extended to the proposed area of the raised table. This alteration will
require further investigation at detailed design stage. There is also the potential to
add advisory cycle lanes along the east and west carriageway edges. Alternative
measures such as path widening would require identification of road demands and
consultation with the community and businesses that use the route. This would be
preferable to the use of cycle lanes. Analysis of carriageway and junction swept
paths and traffic flows will identify if these alterations and options can be taken
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forward. Torry Street and Richmond Lane are narrow in width. It has been previously
agreed by Marr Area Committee (24/05/2011) to investigate access removal,
prohibiting entry from Gordon Street to these streets. Additional proposals of one way
traffic flow alterations could occur on Upper Kirkgate Road from Gordon Street to
Gladstone Road and on Provost/Granary Street from Gladstone Road to Gordon
Street. Additional alteration of the town centre speed limit from 30mph to 20mph is
proposed to improve pedestrian comfort in the town centre. These alterations require
further investigation to ensure traffic flows and movements are not negatively
affected.
It has been observed that business delivery vehicles park within the double yellow
line areas. The control of parking of these delivery vehicles requires attention either
through regular enforcement of the law or by identifying delivery periods in
consultation with businesses to increase traffic movement potential and to allow
greater areas of the carriageway to be available.

Advantages:
•
•
•

Offers segregated path for cyclists and pedestrians between Castle Street
and the Square;
Links town centre amenities to peripheral developments;
Attractive and appealing route to both pedestrians and cyclists.

Disadvantages:
•
•

Requires a substantial amount of Engineering works);
More expensive than option 1;
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Summary and Conclusion
5.5 Summary and Conclusion
5.5.1

Key findings
The assessment in section 5.3 looked at two different options for a Foot/Cycle way
along study route 3 within the town of Huntly.

5.5.1.1 Route 3
Option 1 investigated the option of ‘doing nothing’ and keeping the existing
infrastructure the way it is. The route provides footpaths for pedestrians but it does
not provide any improvement to the other basic criteria, as cyclists will be forced to
use the carriageway.
Option 2 investigated the option of a shared use Foot/Cycle, raised table alteration to
Gordon Road and advisory cycle lanes. This proposal identifies utilising existing
infrastructure, upgrading crossings and installation of advisory cycle lanes.
5.5.2

The proposed option

5.5.2.1 Route 3
Considering the assessment criteria the Projects Team within Aberdeenshire Council
would recommend taking Option 2 with a segregated from carriageway shared use
path option to the detailed design stage. As the route option provides:
• A direct link to local amenities;
• Promotes a safe route to Huntly Hospital from Huntly town centre by foot or
bike;
• Provides an attractive link to pedestrians and cyclists
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5.5.3

Proposed Option Estimate

Project

Route 3
£

Preliminaries
Main Works

Series 100 Preliminaries

13200.00

Series 200 Site Clearance

30000.00

Series 600 Earth Works

30000.00

Series 1100 Kerbing, Footways
& Paved Areas

17140.00

Series 1200 Traffic Signs &
Roads Markings

106171.00

Series 1300 Road Lighting
Columns and brackets, CCTV
masts and Cantilever Masts

26295.00

Series 1400 – Electrical work for
road lighting and traffic signs

15000.00

Series 3000 Landscaping

3000.00

Land
Purchase

10,000

Contingencies

10%

Total

25080.600

275,886.60

Spons
estimation
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6

Route 4

6.1

Route Report Composition
Each route option has been individually assessed the findings are reported below.
The assessment methodology and reporting structure are as follows:-.

6.1.1

Introduction
The introduction provides a brief description of the route.

6.1.2

Route Option Assessment Methodology
The route assessments have been carried out with reference to ‘Cycle Audit and
review’, produce by the Chartered Institute of Highways and Transportation ( CIHT)
and to ‘Cycle by Design (2010)’ produced by Scottish Government.
Site audits have been carried out to identify the existing infrastructure including
surface type, existing verge widths, crossing facilities, access to adjacent facilities,
levels of lighting and nature of nearby roads. The audit has also considered, where
the appropriate existing ground conditions, drainage and the perception of safety
concerns.

6.1.3

Route Option Assessment
Three options are presented for Route 4 providing for varying levels of intervention,
from ‘doing nothing’ to the implementation of an off-road shared pedestrian/cycle
route. The advantages/ disadvantages associated with each option are presented.

6.1.4

Conclusion and Recommendation
A summary of key findings, identification of a proposed option and a conclusive
statement of the proposed option are provided.
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6.2

Introduction

Deveron Park Housing Development to Gladstone Road
This route is located though playing fields, residential streets and dissects the A97
road identified in Route 2 at Torry Street Junction. The Route commences at the
crossing point of the Deveron Park Residential shared use path with the Route1 path
route.
The path route continues in an easterly direction until it meets Scott Court residential
car park where the route merges with the carpark access road, crossing Scott Court
Road in a north easterly direction. The path then proceed adjacent to car garages
and across another small car park before entering Clashmach Terrace Playing
fields, where it proceeds uphill to the Cul De Sac of Torry Road. The route then
proceeds eastwards crossing King Street, George Street, Gordon Street, Princes
Street, Church Street, Richmond Road and Albert Terrace before terminating at
Gladstone Road.

The route has interaction from adjacent road from low industrial traffic and moderate
local and commuter traffic levels from the local housing development and local
villages. An increased volume of traffic occurs around peak commuter times. In the
last 5 years there has been 1 no traffic incidents in the study route. Accident data for
this route for this single accident is provided in Appendix B. One serious accident
occurred in this period.
Travelling east to west the vertical alignment of the study route slopes uphill
between, Scott Court and Torry Street cul de sac. The route runs downhill between
this cul de sac and King Street, where the route becomes flat until reaching Gordon
Street where the route slopes downhill until its termination at Gladstone Road. This
Route was selected by the Transport and Strategy Team due to the identified
demand from residents for increased connectivity between housing developments in
west and east Huntly.

6.3

Assessment
The study Route is located on the south side of Huntly town centre and is identified in
various settings where paths are provided but where no clear connection is provided.
This route is shown on Drawing No 2_RCF_103_04 in appendix A.
This route consists of three road links and crosses multiple roads as previously
identified. The roads have a 30mph speed limit designation. The route is a U-Class
residential road with one Warehouse on Torry Road.
It has been observed that there is an increased level of vehicular, pedestrian and
cyclist traffic at peak commuter times. The road carries a mixture of light goods
vehicles and cars. The available footpath width along the routes varies from 1.7m to
2.0m
Location 1 to Location 3
The path at location 3 is elevated in comparison with that of location 1. The path is
2.2m wide has an open surface texture. This surfacing requires maintenance or
replacement. Accessibility from route 1 to the path is not easily facilitated due to the
gradient difference. Modification of this access point should be considered. The path
width is defined by property boundaries and is unsuitable for expansion. The path
continues to Scott Park residential car parking passing cherry trees which have been
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pollarded which has caused the trees roots to heave part of the pavement surfacing.
No dropped kerbs or tactile paving is provided between the path and the car parking
reducing accessibility. The car parking and road surface are of good standard. The
6m tall street lighting columns are old and potentially require upgrade. The route
continues across the road and again no dropped kerb access or tactile paving is
provided. Similarly entering and exiting the following car parking no drop kerbs or
tactile paving are provided. The path at these locations 2.1m and there is the
potential to widen the path, however this would come at the loss of reducing car
parking lengths. Car parking standards for car parking widths will need to be further
investigated to identify impact and potential car spacing re-design. The path
proceeds to the entrance to the Clashmach Terrace playing fields shown at location
2. Guard railing at the entrance to the park area may require alteration to allow
greater accessibility. The path continues uphill to location 3. The path width is1.8m
and is lit by 3no. 6m tall street lighting columns. Bollards are located at the exit point
of the park as shown in the image for location 3.
Location 3 to Location 5
Torry Street, commences at location 3 and terminates at the junction with Gordon
Street. Between location 3 and 4 the road and paths follow a downhill slope. The
road and paths are bounded by residential properties with adjacent streets. The road
width varies from 5.6m to 5.7m within the residential area, however adjacent to a
company warehouse located at the junction of Torry Road with King Street the
carriageway width increases to 7.3m. Path widths on both north and south sides of
Torry road vary from 1.6m to 1.7m. There is the potential to widen the either north or
south roadside paths to create a shared use path.
Between Location 4 and location 5 the road and paths reduce in width. The road
width varies between 3.8m and 5.7m. Where the path is 5.7m in width paths of 1.7m
in width are provided north and south sides of the carriageway. Close to the junction
of Torry Street with Gordon Street the road narrows to 3.8m where only a north
roadside path of 1.5 to 1.7m is provided.
Location 5 to location 7
The junction of Torry Street with Gordon Street and Upper Kirkgate Road is
staggered. Proceeding from this junction the carriageway is narrow at a width of
4.9m. The south roadside path is 1.4m wide and the north roadside path varies from
0.96m to 1.21m. The north side path does not facilitate two pedestrians walking side
by side, causing path users to use the carriageway. Between Gordon Street and
Princes Street junctions traffic calming measures such as single traffic flow could
allow for widening of the southern roadside path, however the path width would be
less than 2.5m wide.
Between, Princes Street and Gladstone Road an approximate carriageway width of
6.5m is achieved. The carriageway on the north side paths are approximately 1.5m
wide and south side paths are 1.5 to 1.6m wide. At location 6 the splayed junction of
Princes Street doesn’t facilitate ease of crossing the road, alteration of the splay radii
may increase path user comfort. Swept path analysis of junctions is required to
determine suitability of this alteration. Between Church St and Gladstone road on
Victoria Road, there is a 2 tonne weight restriction for vehicles.
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6.4

Option Selection

6.4.1

Option 1 – Do minimum
This option would retain the existing route as described in section 6.2 with some
minor improvements in place. Alteration to junction radii at Church Street would be
undertaken. The route provides an average path width of 1.6m which is the less than
minimum 2.0m width for a shared use path. Pedestrian crossing points at junctions
do not meet the required standards for dropped kerbs and tactile paving.
Consequences:
•
•
•
•
•
•

6.4.2

Least expensive option as there would be no costs associated;
No disruption caused by construction of a path for local users.
No reduction in risk to cyclists from traffic;
Lack of improved facilities will continue to discourage increased pedestrian
and cyclist use.
No reduction in vehicular traffic at peak commuting times due to no increase
in alternative cycle friendly routes;
No increased linkage of shared use path facilities to local amenities.

Option 2 - On-road Improvements
This would provide new cycle lanes from Torry Street to Gladstone Road Junction.
This would offer cyclists defined marked out segregation from vehicles using the
carriageway, creating a sense of safety for the users. The lanes would be at a
minimum acceptable width of 1.5m, as recommended in ‘Cycle by Design’ or at an
advised optimum width of 2m if the carriageway is wide enough. As carriageway
widths vary from 3.8m to 7.4m wide, there is limited segregation capacity.
Advantages:
•
•
•
•

Offers cyclists well defined space on the carriageway where feasible to install;
Vehicles must give way to cyclists if crossing a cycle lane;
Offers a linkage route to local amenities, Route 1 and Route 3;
Cost effective option for Aberdeenshire Council.

Disadvantages:
•
•

Narrows the carriageway’s width that is currently suited to a mixture of car
and light freight traffic.
No cycle lanes out with the study route.
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6.4.3

Option 3 – Shared Pedestrian/ Cycle way
This proposal would provide a shared Pedestrian/Cycle Way over the entire length of
route. This would be provided by widening the path on the south side of Clashmach
terrace Playing Fields, on north side of the Torry Street and South side of Upper
Kirkgate and Victoria Road.
Localised narrowing will occur at the western end of the route where the path is
restricted by property boundaries. A designated crossing point of Gordon Street is
proposed. The potential to alter traffic flow priorities at on Torry Street junction with
Gordon Street and the Upper Kirkgate junction with Gordon Street could be
considered at detailed design stage
Alteration to the location of existing roads drains is a constraint of widening the path
into the carriageway. New dropped kerbs and tactile paving are required at all
crossings identified along the route to meet the required design standards for shared
use paths.
Advantages:
•
•
•

Offers increased access to local amenities, Route 1 and Route 3;
Segregation from existing carriageway;
Attractive and appealing to both pedestrians and cyclists.

Disadvantages:
•
•

Requires a substantial amount of Engineering works;
More expensive than Option 2;
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6.5 Summary and Conclusion
6.5.1

Key findings
The assessment in section 6.3 looked at three different options for a Foot/Cycle way
along study route 4 within the town of Huntly.

6.5.1.1 Route 4
Option 1 investigated the option of ‘doing nothing’ and keeping the existing
infrastructure the way it is. The route provides footpaths for pedestrians but it does
not provide any improvement to the other basic criteria, as cyclists will be forced to
share the road with vehicles.
Option 2 investigated the option of providing cycle lanes on the existing carriageway,
which will segregate the cyclists from the vehicles providing a sense of safety for
users. This option is cost effective but does not provide a coherent design as there
are no current on road cycle lanes to connect to within the study route. This option
would provide limited improvement for cyclists due to the narrow nature of the road
network.
Option 3 investigated the option of a shared use Foot/Cycle way following the north
sides of Torry Street, South side of Upper Kirkgate road and Victoria Road to
establish a 2.5m wide path. The alteration from North carriageway to South
carriageway over the route suits the desire line for path users as the route has a
staggered crossing of Gordon Street, Additionally a path network is provides along
these sides of the carriageway currently. This route option would provide an
attractive path for both pedestrians and cyclists.
6.5.2

The proposed option

6.5.2.1 Route 2
Considering the assessment criteria the Projects Team within Aberdeenshire Council
would recommend taking option 2 to the detailed design stage. As the path provides:
• A direct link to local amenities;
• Promotes a safe route from developments in western Huntly to developments
to the east of Huntly by foot or bike;
• Provides an attractive link to pedestrians and cyclists from Deveron Park to
Gladstone Road.
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6.5.3

Proposed Option Estimate

Project

Route 4
£

Preliminaries

Series 100 Preliminaries

13200.00

Main Works

Series 200 Site Clearance

2844.00

Series 500 Drainage

39500.00

Series 600 Earth Works

56580.00

Series 1100 Kerbing, Footways
& Paved Areas

21496.00

Series 1200 Traffic Signs &
Roads Markings

990.00

Series 1300 Road Lighting
Columns and Brackets, CCTV
masts and cantilever

0

Series 1600 Public Utility
Protection or diversion works

0

Series 3000 Landscaping

30.50

Land
Purchase
Contingencies

Nil
10%
Total

13491.05
148401.55

Spons
estimation
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7

Route 5

7.1

Route Report Composition
Each route option has been individually assessed the findings are reported below.
The assessment methodology and reporting structure are as follows:-.

7.1.1

Introduction
The introduction provides a brief description of the route.

7.1.2

Route Option Assessment Methodology
The route assessments have been carried out with reference to ‘Cycle Audit and
review’, produce by the Chartered Institute of Highways and Transportation ( CIHT)
and to ‘Cycle by Design (2010)’ produced by Scottish Government.
Site audits have been carried out to identify the existing infrastructure including
surface type, existing verge widths, crossing facilities, access to adjacent facilities,
levels of lighting and nature of nearby roads. The audit has also considered, where
the appropriate existing ground conditions, drainage and the perception of safety
concerns.

7.1.3

Route Option Assessment
Three options are presented for Route 5 providing for varying levels of intervention,
from ‘doing nothing’ to the implementation of an off-road shared pedestrian/cycle
route. The advantages/ disadvantages associated with each option are presented.

7.1.4

Conclusion and Recommendation
A summary of key findings, identification of a proposed option and a conclusive
statement of the proposed option are provided.
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7.2

Introduction
West Park Street to East Park Street
This route is located between Meadow Street Junction and Lennox Terrace junction
and provides access to St Margaret’s Church, Gordon Schools, Huntly Council
Carpark, Huntly Football Club, Huntly Town centre and residential housing
developments.
In the last 5 years there has been 4no. traffic incidents in the study route. The traffic
accidents are identified further, in a stick diagram identified in Appendix B. There
have been 2 serious and 2 slight accidents
Travelling from northwest to south east the vertical alignment of the route slopes
downhill between, Meadow Street and Lennox Terrace Junction.
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7.3

Assessment
The study Route is along West Park Street to East Park Street shown on Drawing No
2_RCF_103_05 in appendix A.
The route begins at Meadows Street junction with West Park Street and continues
south eastward, passing Gordon Schools Road, junction with Castle Street where the
road changes name to West Park Street continuing south easterly until Lennox
Terrace junction.
South Road
Location 1 to Location 4
On the north side of the carriageway, the path varies in width between 1.9m and
2.0m wide. Street lighting columns are not located on the north side of the
carriageway. This path width changes to 1.8m upon crossing the private entrance to
Gordon Schools. The path installed on the north carriageway is lowered at access
gates to private cottages. Additionally 3 disable parking spaces are provided for
residents on the north side of the carriageway. Parking for residents is predominantly
provided on the north and south sides of the carriageway. The south carriageway
path 1.7 and 2.0m wide. The carriageway width is 7.5m. The path and carriageway
surfacing is satisfactory. Crossing points of the road don’t provide tactile paving at
dropped kerbs. At location 3 junctions to Gordon Schools, Huntly Castle and Huntly
Football Club grounds have large spayed junctions which don’t facilitate path users’
ease of crossing. Improved crossing facilities at these locations would increase user
comfort. At location 4 the north side of carriage way path is 1.7m. The carriageway
width 7.9m. The southern path is 1.7m wide at this location also.

Location 4 - Location 6
On the north side of East Park Street, a path between 1.6 to 1.7m wide is provided
between locations 4 and 6. This path crosses 2 junctions which are both 7.9m wide.
These crossings provide dropped kerbs however tactile paving is not provided. Street
lighting columns are not provided on this side of the carriageway. This section of the
route is predominantly residential apart for the Huntly Football Club grounds. Car
parking for these properties is provided on street. The path surfacing is satisfactory.
The carriage way is 7.9m wide. The south side of the carriage path is 1.4m wide
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7.4 Summary and Conclusion
7.4.1

Key findings
The assessment in section 7.2 looked at three different options for a Foot/Cycle way
along study route 5 within the town of Huntly.

7.4.1.1 Route 5
Option 1 investigated the option of ‘doing nothing’ and keeping the existing
infrastructure the way it is. The route provides footpaths for pedestrians but it does
not provide any improvement to the other basic criteria, as cyclists will be forced to
share the road with vehicles.
Option 2 investigated the option of providing cycle lanes on the existing carriageway,
which will segregate the cyclists from the vehicles providing a sense of safety for
users. This option is cost effective but does not provide a coherent design as there
are no current cycle lanes to connect to within the study route. Residential parking is
a constraint for constructing cycle lanes as private entrances are not available over
large stretches of the road. This option would provide limited improvement for cyclists
due to facilitation of car parking on the road network.
Option 3 investigated the option of a shared use Foot/Cycle way following the north
and south sides of East and West Park Streets to establish a 3.0m wide path. The
north path of the route is more accommodating for a shared use path due to the
available path widths, reducing the land take of widening into the carriageway of that
required to widen the south path.
This north roadside path would provide an attractive path for both pedestrians and
cyclists.
7.4.2

The proposed option

7.4.2.1 Route 5
Considering the assessment criteria the Projects Team within Aberdeenshire Council
would recommend taking option 3 to the detailed design stage. As the path provides:
• A direct link to local amenities;
• Promotes a safe route to local amenities, Gordon Schools, Huntly Swimming
Pool, Huntly Town centre from eastern and western residential areas by foot
or bike;
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7.4.3

Proposed Option Estimate

Project

Route 5
£

Preliminaries
Main Works

Series 100 Preliminaries

13200.00

Series 200 Site Clearance

2844.00

Series 500 Drainage

39500.00

Series 600 Earth Works

56580.00

Series 1100 Kerbing, Footways
& Paved Areas

21496.00

Series 1200 Traffic Signs &
Roads Markings

990.00

Series 1300 Road Lighting
Columns and Brackets, CCTV
masts and cantilever

0

Series 1600 Public Utility
Protection or diversion works

0

Series 3000 Landscaping

30.50

Land
Purchase

Nil

Contingencies

10%
Total

13491.05
148,401.555

Spons
estimation
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8

Route 6

8.1

Route Report Composition
Each route option has been individually assessed the findings are reported below.
The assessment methodology and reporting structure are as follows:-.

8.1.1

Introduction
The introduction provides a brief description of the route.

8.1.2

Route Option Assessment Methodology
The route assessments have been carried out with reference to ‘Cycle Audit and
review’, produce by the Chartered Institute of Highways and Transportation ( CIHT)
and to ‘Cycle by Design (2010)’ produced by Scottish Government.
Site audits have been carried out to identify the existing infrastructure including
surface type, existing verge widths, crossing facilities, access to adjacent facilities,
levels of lighting and nature of nearby roads. The audit has also considered, where
the appropriate existing ground conditions, drainage and the perception of safety
concerns.

8.1.3

Route Option Assessment
Three options are presented for Route6 providing for varying levels of intervention,
from ‘doing nothing’ to the implementation of an off-road shared pedestrian/cycle
route. The advantages/ disadvantages associated with each option are presented.

8.1.4

Conclusion and Recommendation
A summary of key findings, identification of a proposed option and a conclusive
statement of the proposed option are provided.
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8.2

Introduction
Route 6 consists of two roads located east and west of Huntly town centre – Meadow
Street and New Road. These two roads are positioned in a north to south direction
and link to route 5.
Meadows Street
Meadows Street starts at its junction with the West Park Street and continues
southwards until the junction between Deveron Road, Deveron Street and King
Street. The street is predominantly residential with one nursery business located to
the west of the carriageway. Traffic can be expected to this business during am and
pm peak travel times. In the last 5 years there has been no traffic incidents in the
study route. Travelling from north to south east the vertical alignment of the route is
flat.
New Road
New Road starts at its junction with the East Park Street and continues southwards
crossing ‘Old Road’ until the junction between Bogie Street and Gladstone Road. The
street is narrow and is in a residential area. No paths are provided over the length of
the road. In the last 5 years there has been no traffic incidents in the study route.
Travelling from north to south east the vertical alignment slopes downhill.

8.3

Assessment
The study Route is in two locations Meadows Street and New Road, shown on
Drawing No 2_RCF_103_06 in appendix A and are assessed individually below.

Meadows Road
The route begins at Meadows Street junction with West Park Street and continues
south, passing houses and a florists, until coming to the end of the street at the
junction between Deveron Road, Deveron Street and King Street.

Location 1 to Location 3
At the west side of the carriageway between location 1and 3, the path varies in width
between 1.3m and 1.6m wide. The path is of good condition. One street lighting
column is present on east side of the carriageway. At the streets junction with
Deveron Road a development has been demolished.
On the east side of the carriageway between location 1 and 3 the path width varies
from 1.2m to 1.3m wide. Three street lighting columns are located on the east side of
the carriageway. The carriageway width is 4.5m. The path and carriageway surfacing
are satisfactory. Crossing points of the road don’t provide tactile paving at dropped
kerbs. At location 2 the western pavement and kerbs are damaged due to regular
mounting of the pavement by traffic.

New Road
The route begins at New Road junction with East Park Street and continues south,
passing houses, the junction with Old Road until coming to the end of the road at the
junction of Bogie Street with Gladstone Road.
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Location 4 to Location 6
At the west side of the carriageway between location 4 and 6, no path is provided.
On the west side of the carriageway a path is only provided between East Park
Street and New Road. This path varies in width from 1.0m to 1.3m. The path is of
good condition. 4 Street Lighting columns are present on east side of the
carriageway.
On the east side of the carriageway between location 1 and 3 the path width varied
from 1.2m to 1.3m wide. Three street lighting columns are located on the east side of
the carriageway and two street lighting columns are present on the west side of the
carriageway. The carriageway width is 4.5m. The carriageway surfacing is
satisfactory. Crossing points of the road don’t provide tactile paving at dropped kerbs
where a path is provided. As no path is provided on the west side of the carriageway
and approx.15 m provided only on the east of carriageway pedestrians, cyclists and
vehicles share the undesignated space of the carriageway. There is the potential to
construct a 2.5m along the eastern side of the carriageway to create a segregated
path.
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8.4

Option Selection

8.4.1

Option 1 – Do nothing
This option would retain the existing route as described in section 8.2 without any
improvements in place.
Meadows Street
The route provides a 1.3 to 1.6m wide bound path which is below the minimum width
for a shared use path. Crossing points don’t meet the required standards for dropped
kerbs and tactile paving. There is no designated crossing point for path users.
New Road
The route provides one small length of 1.0m wide path which is below the minimum
width for a shared use path. Connectivity of path network discontinues until meeting
Bogie Road. Crossing points don’t meet the required standards for dropped kerbs
and tactile paving where paths are present. There is no designated crossing point for
path users.

Consequences:
•
•
•

8.4.2

Least expensive option as there would be no costs associated;
No disruption caused by construction of a path for users.
No increased linkage of path facilities to local amenities.

Option 2 - On-road Improvements (do medium)
Meadows Street
This would offer cyclists defined marked out segregation from vehicles using the
carriageway, creating a sense of safety for the users. The lanes would be at a
minimum acceptable width of 1.5m, as recommended in ‘Cycle by Design’ or at an
advised optimum width of 2m if the carriageway is wide enough. As carriageway
widths vary from 3.8m to 7.4m wide, there is limited segregation capacity. This would
provide limited impact due to on street parking and on pavement parking.

New Road
This would offer cyclists defined marked out segregation from vehicles using the
carriageway, creating a sense of safety for the users. The lanes would be at a
minimum acceptable width of 1.5m, as recommended in ‘Cycle by Design’ or at an
advised optimum width of 2m if the carriageway is wide enough. As carriageway
widths vary from 4.8m to 6.6m wide, there is limited segregation capacity. This would
provide limited impact due to on street parking.
Advantages:
•
•
•
•

Offers cyclists well defined space on the carriageway where feasible to install;
Vehicles must give way to cyclists if crossing a cycle lane;
Offers a linkage route to local amenities and Route 5;
Cost effective option for Aberdeenshire Council.
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Disadvantages:
•
•

8.4.3

Narrows the carriageway’s width that is currently suited to a mixture of car
and light freight traffic.
No cycle lanes out with the study route.

Option 3 – Do Maximum
Meadows Street – Traffic Calming
This proposal would provide traffic calming measures such as traffic flow
reprioritisation, creating one way flow of traffic, designating parking times along the
road and creation of bidirectional cycle lanes on the eastern side of the carriageway
shared Pedestrian/Cycle Way over the entire length of route. A designated crossing
point of West Park Street is proposed.
New Road – Shared use path
This proposal would provide a shared Pedestrian/Cycle Way over the entire length of
route. This would be provided by widening the path on the east side of the
carriageway between East Park Street and New Road and the construction of anew
2.5m wide shared use path on the east side of the carriageway between New Road
and Bogie Street.
Localised narrowing will occur at the southern end of the route where the path is
restricted by property boundaries and carriageway width. Additionally traffic flow
priorities are to be considered at detailed design to allow for traffic flow reprioritisation
for this road as a minimum with of carriageway of 2.8m would be retained by the
installation of this shared use path
Alteration to the location of existing roads drains is a constraint of widening and
constructing the path into the carriageway. New dropped kerbs and tactile paving are
required at all crossings identified along the route to meet the required design
standards for shared use paths.

Advantages:
•
•
•

Offers increased access to local amenities and Route 5;
Segregation from existing carriageway;
Attractive and appealing to both pedestrians and cyclists.

Disadvantages:
•
•

Requires a substantial amount of Engineering works;
More expensive than Option 2;
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8.5 Summary and Conclusion
8.5.1

Introduction
The feasibility study was commissioned by the Transport and strategy team within
Aberdeenshire Council to the Projects team also within Aberdeenshire Council, with
the aim of identifying Foot/Cycle way options in the defined study route. The
proposed route option had to consider the basic criteria of safety, coherence,
attractiveness, directness and comfort.

8.5.2

Key findings
The assessment in section 8.3 looked at three different options for a Foot/Cycle way
along study route 6 within the town of Huntly.

8.5.2.1 Route 6
Option 1 investigated the option of ‘doing nothing’ and keeping the existing
infrastructure the way it is. The route provides a gravel path for pedestrians and
cyclists, however is not suitable for all levels of ability. This option has minimal
maintenance issues.
Option 2 investigated the option of providing cycle lanes on the existing carriageway,
which will segregate the cyclists from the vehicles providing a sense of safety for
users. This option is cost effective but does not provide a coherent design as there
are no current cycle lanes to connect to within the study route of Meadows Street and
New Road. Residential parking is a constraint for constructing cycle lanes. This
option would provide limited improvement for cyclists due to facilitation of car parking
on the road network.
Option 3
Meadows Street
Option 3 investigated the option of a traffic calming to establish a cycle friendly street
by removing white lining and defining car parking bays along with establishing a
single flow of traffic for vehicles and establishment of a bi-directional cycle lanes on
the east carriageway. Additionally a crossing point to link with Meadow Street with
New Road would be provided.
New Road
Option 3 investigated the option of a shared use Foot/Cycle way using both east
carriageway of the route to establish a 2.5m wide path.
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8.5.3

The proposed option

8.5.3.1 Route 6
Considering the assessment criteria the Projects Team within Aberdeenshire Council
would recommend taking options 3 for both Meadows Street and New Road to the
detailed design stage. As the option provides:
• A direct link to local amenities;
• Promotes a safe route for foot or bike users;
• Provides an attractive link to pedestrians and cyclists
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8.5.4

Proposed Option Estimate

Project

Route 6 (West)
£

Preliminaries
Main Works

Series 100 Preliminaries

9200.00

Series 200 Site Clearance

18.00

Series 500 Drainage

50.00

Series 600 Earth Works

0

Series 1100 Kerbing, Footways
& Paved Areas

0

Series 1200 Traffic Signs &
Roads Markings

1980.00

Series 1300 Road Lighting
Columns and Brackets, CCTV
masts and cantilever

0

Series 1600 Public Utility
Protection or diversion works

0

Series 3000 Landscaping

0

Land
Purchase
Contingencies

10%
Total

1124.8130
12372.80

Spons
estimation
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Project

Route 6 (East)
£

Preliminaries
Main Works

Series 100 Preliminaries

9200.00

Series 200 Site Clearance

585.00

Series 500 Drainage

550.00

Series 600 Earth Works

17158.00

Series 1100 Kerbing, Footways
& Paved Areas

3804.00

Series 1200 Traffic Signs &
Roads Markings

990.00

Series 1300 Road Lighting
Columns and Brackets, CCTV
masts and cantilever

0

Series 1600 Public Utility
Protection or diversion works

0

Series 3000 Landscaping

0

Land
Purchase
Contingencies

10%
Total

3228.7
12372.80

Spons
estimation
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9

Route 7

9.1

Route Report Composition
Each route option has been individually assessed the findings are reported below.
The assessment methodology and reporting structure are as follows:-.

9.1.1

Introduction
The introduction provides a brief description of the route.

9.1.2

Route Option Assessment Methodology
The route assessments have been carried out with reference to ‘Cycle Audit and
review’, produce by the Chartered Institute of Highways and Transportation ( CIHT)
and to ‘Cycle by Design (2010)’ produced by Scottish Government.
Site audits have been carried out to identify the existing infrastructure including
surface type, existing verge widths, crossing facilities, access to adjacent facilities,
levels of lighting and nature of nearby roads. The audit has also considered, where
the appropriate existing ground conditions, drainage and the perception of safety
concerns.

9.1.3

Route Option Assessment
Two options are presented for Route 7 providing for varying levels of intervention,
from ‘doing nothing’ to the implementation of an off-road shared pedestrian/cycle
route. The advantages/ disadvantages associated with each option are presented.

9.1.4

Conclusion and Recommendation
A summary of key findings, identification of a proposed option and a conclusive
statement of the proposed option are provided.
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9.2

Introduction
Route7 – Meadows – Plantation, Woodland path
This route is located along a woodland track and disused farm access road presently
used as a recreational route by Huntly residents. This route currently provides a
recreational resource which is safe for pedestrians to use. This route access the
public road at its start and end points.
As this route is not on the public road network no traffic incident data is available for
the route.
Travelling west to east the vertical alignment of the study route is flat but slopes uphill
at the Burnside Road junction and slopes continuously downhill until the junction with
disused access track where it junctions and then commences a gently sloping uphill
ascent where the route terminates at Meadow Avenue. The route was selected by
the Transport and Strategy Team to formalise the existing path and to the need to
increase accessibility for users of this section of path network. The route provides a
recreational route for walkers and cyclists and is a non-motorised safe route for
users.

9.3

Assessment
The study Route is an existing woodland track indicated on Fig.1 and shown on
Drawing No’s: 2_RCF_103_07, in appendix A.
The route commences east of Huntly Graveyard on north side path of Deveron Road
where the woodland known as the ‘Plantation’ meets the boundary of Deveron Road.
The track is made of unbound surfacing.

Plantation Woodland Path
Location 1- Location 6
At location 1 a crossing point of Deveron Road is proposed as solution for Route 1.
This crossing would link route 1 with this path. The woodland track throughout its
length is defined by trees and crosses a public road a one location only. The route
can easily accommodate a 3m wide bound surface path over its entire length. The
route crosses the Burnside Road at location 3. Burnside Road provides access to
residential properties and recreational amenities. Between location 2 and 3 an
embankment is located adjacent to Burnside Road of the east of the junction. To
make this accessible a ramped embankment is required to improve accessibility. The
crossing point of Burnside Road at location 4 may require an upgrade to suit the
desire line of path users. To the west of this crossing point the route continues
through the woodland as an unbound track as shown at location 5 and 6. At location
6 the track meet the disused access road which is of bound surfacing construction.
The surfacing of this access road appears to be in good conditions. This access road
is greater than 3 m wide. The route continues uphill to the Meadows Avenue road,
where the path terminates.
.
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9.4

Option Selection

9.4.1

Option 1 – Do nothing
This option would retain the existing route as described in section 9.2 without any
improvements in place. The route provides a 1.9m wide unbound path which is below
the minimum width for a shared use path.
Consequences:
•
•
•

9.4.2

Least expensive option as there would be no costs associated;
No disruption caused by construction of a path for users.
No increased linkage of shared use path facilities to local amenities.

Option 2 - Shared Pedestrian/ Cycle way
This would provide a shared Pedestrian/Cycle Way along the ‘Plantation’ track. A
3.0m wide shared use path between location 1 and location 6 would be provided.
Dropped kerbs and tactile paving to meet the required design standards will be
provided at entry and exit points of the path. Lighting solutions for the path will need
to be investigated at detailed design stage.

Advantages:
•
•
•

Increases access for all users to the recreational route;
Links existing paths which intersect the route;
Attractive and appealing to both pedestrians and cyclists.

Disadvantages:
•

Requires a substantial amount of Engineering works
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9.5 Summary and Conclusion
9.5.1

Introduction
The feasibility study was commissioned by the Transport and strategy team within
Aberdeenshire Council to the Projects team also within Aberdeenshire Council, with
the aim of identifying Foot/Cycle way options in the defined study route. The
proposed route option had to consider the basic criteria of safety, coherence,
attractiveness, directness and comfort.

9.5.2

Key findings
The assessment in section 9.3 looked at two different options for a Foot/Cycle way
along study route 7 within the town of Huntly.

9.5.2.1 Route 7
Option 1 investigated the option of ‘doing nothing’ and keeping the existing
infrastructure the way it is. The route provides a gravel path for pedestrians and
cyclists, however is not suitable for all levels of ability. This option has minimal
maintenance issues.
Option 2 investigated the option of a shared use Foot/Cycle way using available
woodland area to establish a 3.0m wide path.
.
9.5.3

The proposed option

9.5.3.1 Route 7
Considering the assessment criteria the Projects Team within Aberdeenshire Council
would recommend taking option 2. As the path provides:
• A direct link to local amenities;
• Promotes a safe route for foot or bike users;
• Provides an attractive link to pedestrians and cyclists from Deveron Road to
Burnside Avenue and provides access to the Meadows parkland and football
pitches.
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9.5.4

Proposed Option Estimate

Project

Route 7
£

Preliminaries
Main Works

Series 100 Preliminaries

4700.00

Series 200 Site Clearance

1800.00

Series 600 Earth Works

100.00

Series 1100 Kerbing, Footways
& Paved Areas

13110.00

Series 1200 Traffic Signs &
Roads Markings

72284.00

Series 1300 Road Lighting
Columns and Brackets, CCTV
masts and cantilever

330.00

Series 1600 Public Utility
Protection or diversion works

0

Series 3000 Landscaping

0

Land
Purchase
Contingencies

10%
Total

9232.47
101556.40

Spons
estimation
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Appendix A Drawings

67

Appendix B
Accident Report Information
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Route 3 Accident Figures
Reference
Collision No.
Year
Month
Date
Day
Time
Severity
Dark/Light
Weather
Road Surface
No.Vehicles
Vehicle 1
Vehicle 2
Vehicle 3
No. Causalities
Casualty 1

1
201003466
2010
August
26/08/2010
Thursday
15:55
Slight
Daylight

2
201004232
2010
October
28/10/2010
Thursday
14:20
Slight
Daylight

3
201004942
2010
December
14/12/2010
Tuesday
14:26
Slight
Darkness

4
201101859
2011
May
20/05/2011
Friday
15:26
Slight
Daylight

Fine
Dry

Fine
Dry

Fine
Wet

Fine
Wet

Car
Bike

Car

Car
Car

1
Cyclist
Male 11

1
Driver
Female 66

Car
Car
Car
2
Driver/Rider
Male 25

2
Driver
Female 70

Driver Female
71

Driver
Male 68

veh1 -jnctn
overshoot
inexperienced
driver

veh1 -jnctn
overshoot
inadequate/
masked
signs or
road
markings

Casualty 2
Causation

Failed to
look
properly,
failed to
judge
vehicle's
path or
speed

Poor turn
or
manoeuvre
and hit
object

Manoeuvre
V1

V1

V1

V1

Location Easting
Location Northing
Location

CYC
353087
839951
McVeagh
Street
Huntly, ajw
Old Road.

Obj
352799
839904
Nelson
Street
Huntly, ajw
Nelson
Place.
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V3
V2
352975
839828
Church Street
Huntly, ajw
Provost Street
/ Granary
Street.

V2
352975
839828
Granary St
Huntly, acjw
Church St.

Reference
Collision No.
Year
Month
Date
Day
Time
Severity
Dark/Light
Weather
Road Surface
No.Vehicles
Vehicle 1
Vehicle 2
Vehicle 3
No. Causalities
Casualty 1

5
201103728
2011
October
19/10/2011
Wednesday
15:45
Slight
Daylight
rain/hail, with
high winds

6
201303746
2013
October
24/10/2013
Thursday
07:20
Serious
Darkness
Fine

7
201401278
2014
September
29/09/2014
Monday
01:55
Slight
Darkness
Fine

Wet

Dry

Dry

Car
Car
Car
4
Pedestrian
Female 16

Car
Motorcycle

Car

1
Driver/Rider
Male 17

1
Pedestrian
Male 19

Inexperienced
rider failed to
look properly
at junction
and collided
into stationary
object
carriageway
on right hand
bend

Aggressive
driving of
driver, hit
pedestrian
<50m from
pedestrian
crossing

Casualty 2
Causation

veh1 -Crossed
road masked
by stationary
or parked
vehicle and hit
pedestrian

Manoeuvre
V1

V1
Ped

Ped
Location Easting
Location Northing
Location

352840
839880
SC - (A97)
Gordon Street
at its junction
with Nelson
Street, Huntly

Obj
352789
840031
A920
Deveron
Street Huntly,
ajw George
Street.
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V1
352888
839933
A97 Gordon
Street Huntly

Route 4 Accident Figures
Reference
Collision No.
Year
Month
Date
Day
Time
Severity
Dark/Light
Weather
Road Surface
No.Vehicles
Vehicle 1
Vehicle 2
Vehicle 3
No. Causalities
Casualty 1
Casualty 2
Causation

Manoeuvre

1
201400898
2014
July
22/07/2014
Tuesday
12:50
Serious
daylight
Fine
Dry
Car

1
Pedestrian Female 74

veh 1 waiting at jnctn to
turn right, struck Ped.
Ped Misjudged car
manoeuvre

V1

Ped
Location Easting
Location Northing
Location

352593
839865
King Street, at the
junction with Torry Road,
Huntly
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Route 5 Accident Figures
Reference
Collision No.
Year
Month
Date
Day
Time
Severity
Dark/Light
Weather

1
201101603
2010
May
04/05/2011
Wednesday
20:50
Slight
Darkness
Fine

2
201203946
2012
November
05/11/2012
Monday
19:45
Serious
Darkness
Fine

3
201302994
2013
August
11/08/2013
Sunday
17:40
Serious
Daylight
Fine

4
201401031
2014
August
17/08/2014
Sunday
17:15
Slight
Daylight
Rain/hail

Road Surface
No.Vehicles
Vehicle 1
Vehicle 2
Vehicle 3
No.
Causalities
Casualty 1

Dry
2
Car
Car

Wet
2
Car
Car

Wet
2
Car
Car

Wet
2
Motorhome
Car

1

1

2

1

Driver
Male 48

Driver
Male 81

Driver
Male 59

Driver
Male 41

Casualty 2
Causation

Driver
Female 50
Veh 1 and
overshot jnctn
hitting veh2

veh 1 hit
parked veh2

Veh 1 hit veh 2
undertaking a
manoeuvre.
Veh 1 was
being followed
by Police.

Veh 1 with
inexperience
of driving on
the left hit
Veh 2

Manoeuvre
V1

V2

V2

V2

V1
V1

V1

V2

Location
Easting

352860

352880

353315

352989

Location
Northing

840180

840170

839961

840114

Location

Seton Drive
Huntly, acjw
West Park St.

West Park
East Park Street
Street, 25
Huntly, acjw
meters east of
Castle Park
its junction with Road and New
Seaton Drive,
Road.
Huntly
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Castle Street
Huntly, ajw
East Park
Street.

Appendix C
Cycle by Design Guidance
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