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ABERDEENSHIRE COUNCIL
INFRASTRUCTURE SERVICES COMMITTEE
WOODHILL HOUSE, ABERDEEN, 14 MARCH, 2019
Present:

Councillors P Argyle (Chair), J Cox (Vice Chair), W Agnew, D Aitchison,
G Carr, M Findlater (as substitute for D Lonchay), J Gifford (as substitute for
R Withey), J Ingram, P Johnston, J Latham, I Mollison, C Pike, G Reid and
S Smith.

Apologies:

Councillors D Lonchay and R Withey.

Officers:

Director of Infrastructure Services, Head of Service (Planning and Building
Standards), Head of Service (Transportation), Head of Service (Roads,
Landscape Services and Waste), Planning Service Manager (M Stewart),
Accountancy Finance Manager (S Donald), Principal Solicitor, Legal and
Governance (R O’Hare) and Principal Committee Officer.
1.

SEDERUNT AND DECLARATION OF MEMBERS’ INTERESTS

The Chair asked Members if they had any interests to declare in terms of the Councillors’
Code of Conduct and the following interests were intimated –
(1)

Item 5 – Councillors Argyle and Latham as members of the Cairngorms National Park
Authority (CNPA) and having explained that they had not attended the CNPA meeting
at which the application had been considered they remained in the meeting.

(2)

Item 8 – Councillors Aitchison, Argyle, Carr, Cox, Mollison and Pike as substantive and
substitute members of NESTRANS, for which a specific exclusion applied, and they
remained in the meeting.
2. RESOLUTIONS
A. PUBLIC SECTOR EQUALITY DUTY

In making decisions on the following items of business, the Committee agreed, in terms of
Section 149 of the Equality Act, 2010:(1)

(2)

to have due regard to the need to:(a)

eliminate discrimination, harassment and victimisation;

(b)

advance equality of opportunity between those who share a protected
characteristic and persons who do not share it; and

(c)

foster good relations between those who share a protected characteristic and
persons who do not share it.

where an Equality Impact Assessment was provided, to consider its contents and take
those into account when reaching a decision.
B. EXEMPT INFORMATION

The Committee agreed, in terms of Section 50A (4) and (5) of the Local Government
(Scotland) Act 1973 to exclude the public from the meeting during consideration of the items
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shown below, so as to avoid disclosure of exempt information of the classes described in the
undernoted paragraphs of Part 1 of Schedule 7A of the Act.

3.

Item No

Paragraph No of Schedule 7A

16
17
18

8
8 & 10
8 & 10

MINUTE OF MEETING OF INFRASTRUCTURE SERVICES COMMITTEE OF 24
JANUARY, 2019

The Committee had before them, and approved as a correct record, the Minute of Meeting of
24 January, 2019 which was thereafter signed by the Chair.
4.

ABERDEEN TO INVERNESS RAIL PROJECT

The Chair welcomed Stacey MacDonald and Derek Glasgow from Network Rail who were in
attendance to provide an update on the Aberdeen to Inverness Rail Project to improve
connectivity, support more services and improve journey times and in particular the next phase
of major engineering works to redouble the track between Aberdeen and Inverurie alongside
signalling and infrastructure works along the route. The scale of the works to be undertaken
were outlined, including environmental measures and the timing of activity designed to
minimise impact. Specific reference was made to the proposed works at Kintore Station,
currently progressing through a tender process, with full station construction expected to take
place over a period of 12 months. The sequence of work and timeline for rail closure from
Dyce to Inverurie/Huntly over the period 4 May to 19 August 2019 was outlined including
measures to manage the expected disruption. The proposed timeline for realisation of benefits
associated with the project were explained.
Ms MacDonald and Mr Glasgow then responded to questions from Members on the timescale
for completion of the works, future proofing for cabling and communication works, any impact
on delivery of rolling stock as a consequence of the delay in securing land ownership and
possible disruption to the delivery of improvements in service as a result, waiting times and
facilities in town to town services eg Montrose, arrangements for the disposal of old wooden
sleepers, cross city services and whether Portlethen Station was included, opening times for
waiting facilities in Montrose.
The Chair then thanked Ms MacDonald and Mr Glasgow for their very informative presentation
and it was noted that Network Rail would provide Members with an update on any proposed
improvements to waiting facilities at Montrose.
APP/2018/2480 – SECTION 36 - REQUEST FOR INSTALLATION OF WINDFARM
COMPRISING UP TO 26 WIND TURBINES OF UP TO 149.9M TO TIP HEIGHT AND
ASSOCIATED INFRASTRUCTURE AT GLENDYE WINDFARM, FASQUE AND GLENDYE
ESTATES, SITE TO THE NORTH OF INCH OF ARNHALL, EDZELL WOODS
5.

With reference to the Minute of Meetings of the Kincardine and Mearns Area Committee of 22
January, 2019 (Item 8C) and the Marr Area Committee of 29 January, 2019 (Item 7B) there
had been circulated a report dated 7 February, 2019 by the Director of Infrastructure Services
on an application to the Scottish Government under Section 36 of the Electricity Act 1989 for
the installation of 26 wind turbines measuring a height of 149.9m, and associated
infrastructure including hardstanding areas, 31km of access tracks, 5 temporary construction
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compounds, 4 borrow pits, 3 permanent anemometer masts, a substation and control building
and approximately 1.22ha of forestry felling at Glendye Windfarm, Fasque and Glendye
Estates, site to the North of Inch of Arnhall, Edzell Woods. The report explained that the
determining authority for the application was the Scottish Government following consultation
with the Authority and that the Head of Service had determined not to exercise his delegated
power to respond to the consultation on behalf of the Council and instead had sought
comments on the proposal from the Kincardine and Mearns and Marr Area Committees, the
two areas directly affected by the development, for consideration by Infrastructure Services
Committee. It was recommended that the Authority lodge an objection to the development for
the reasons detailed in the report.
Having heard from the Head of Service (Planning and Building Standards) on the detail of the
proposal, the Committee agreed to respond to the consultation to the Scottish Government
with an Objection for the following reasons:(1)

The proposed development is contrary to Aberdeenshire Local Development Plan
Policy C2 (Renewable energy) and the associated Spatial Framework Mapping and
Planning Advice ‘Strategic Landscape Capacity Assessment for Wind Energy in
Aberdeenshire’ 2014 as:
a)

the proposed development site lies within an area with no underlying capacity for
new wind energy developments beyond a domestic scale (over 15m in height)
by virtue of the site being located within the Moorland Plateau and Mounth
Landscape Character Area; an area of significant protection due to its sensitive
landscape, high visual prominence, high wilderness and recreational value.

b)

it has not been demonstrated that the proposed development would not have a
detrimental impact upon aircraft and aviation as it has not been demonstrated
that the application of a ‘blanking’ area over the turbines detected by radar would
be effective in removing the significant effects.

c)

the EIAR has underestimated the potential landscape and visual impacts of the
proposed development, which is considered to be incongruous and inappropriate
for this setting, from popular hillwalking routes/points.

(2)

The proposed development is contrary to Aberdeenshire Local Development Plan
Policy E2 Landscape and Supplementary Guidance 9 Special Landscape Areas, as
there are unacceptable effects on the natural landscape and upon the Clachnaben and
Forest of Birse Special Landscape Areas (SLA) and Braes of the Mearns Special
Landscape Area (SLA) and the rolling, undeveloped moorland, distinctive hill profiles
with commanding views and wilderness/naturalness qualities which give rise to their
designation by virtue of the development’s location and scale. The proposed
development is considered to be incongruous, inappropriate and incompatible with the
surrounding area and landscape designations. These effects are not considered to be
outweighed by any economic or carbon reduction benefits.

(3)

The proposed development is contrary to Aberdeenshire Local Development Plan
Policy E2 Landscape and Policy HE1 Protecting historic buildings, sites and
monuments, as there would be an unacceptable impact on the Cairn O’Mount
Scheduled Monument through the location and scale of the development and the
cumulative visual effects with existing wind energy developments.

(4)

The proposed development cannot be considered to comply with Aberdeenshire Local
Development Plan Policy P4 Hazardous and potentially polluting developments and
contaminated land, as it has not been demonstrated that there would be no pollution
or nuisance caused upon the private water supplies within the vicinity.
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(5)

The proposed development cannot be considered to comply with Aberdeenshire Local
Development Plan Policy PR1 Protecting important resources, as it has not been
demonstrated that there would be no adverse impacts on Groundwater Dependant
Terrestrial Ecosystems within the area.

(6)

The proposed development cannot be considered to comply with Aberdeenshire Local
Development Plan Policy E1 Natural heritage, as it has not been demonstrated that
there would be no detrimental impact on protected ornithological species including
Golden Eagle, White-Tailed Eagle and Red Kite within the area.
6. ABERDEENSHIRE DESIGN AWARD SCHEME

There had been circulated a report dated 7 February, 2019 by the Director of Infrastructure
Services which provided information and feedback on the Aberdeenshire Design Awards
2018 and outlined proposals for the format of the 2020 awards. It was proposed that the 6
categories of award be retained, the student award be assessed by the Judging Panel, the
public vote be omitted with public engagement being undertaken through the nomination
process and invitations to the Awards Ceremony, that Woodend Barn, Banchory be used as
the ceremony venue, that membership of the judging panel replicate that previously used and
that a guest speaker be appointed.
The Head of Service (Planning and Building Standards) introduced the report, explained that
it was proposed to exclude the public vote given the challenges in managing the process and
failure to stimulate participation from the wider public even after significant promotion through
social media channels and made reference to staffing proposals associated with the Scheme.
Following discussion, the Committee agreed that Officers proceed with the proposals for the
2020 Aberdeenshire Architectural and Landscape Design Awards as detailed in the report and
that further consideration be given to (1)

categories being refreshed with a view to (a) adding smaller properties to the
affordable/sheltered housing category, and (b) including reference to regeneration and
the circular economy;

(2)

appropriate project sponsors being identified; and

(3)

staffing requirements for the Scheme being reviewed with a view to reducing the time
required for professional officer input.
7. HISTORIC ASSET MANAGEMENT PROJECT (HAMP) ANNUAL UPDATE

With reference to the Minute of Meeting of 25 January, 2018, (Item 6), there had been
circulated a report dated 7 February, 2019 by the Director of Infrastructure Services, reporting
on the completion of works in the financial year 2018/2019 under the Council’s Historic Asset
Management Project (HAMP), highlighting ongoing project works which would continue with
a view to completion in the financial year 2019/2020, on the budget allocation for the project,
advising that a resurvey of all 500 HAMP assets would commence in summer 2019, containing
comments on the project from all six Area Committees and requesting Members’ consideration
of the scheme and its continued application.
The Committee heard from the Head of Service (Planning and Building Standards) on
feedback received from the Area Committees including a recommendation by the Kincardine
and Mearns Area Committee commending the use of social media which would be taken on
board, and agreed:-
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(1)

to continue to support the approach taken by the Historic Asset Management Project;

(2)

that the next Annual Update in the Spring of 2020 be presented in the form of a report
to Committee and include detailed budget information;

(3)

that officers continue to work on publishing full Project documentation on the Council’s
website; and

(4)

that Council Services be encouraged to seek to protect HAMP assets via appropriate
funding sources.
8. STRATEGIC TRANSPORT UPDATE

With reference to the Minute of Meeting of the Committee of 29 November, 2018 (Item 5),
there was circulated a report dated 27 February, 2019 providing an update on Local Transport
Strategy Actions and work undertaken by officers to progress projects and initiatives being
undertaken by the Transportation Service over the period from November 2018 to March 2019.
The report (1) advised that the Service had been successful in achieving an award for its work
on youth active travel, (2) indicated that work continued to take place in Aberdeenshire schools
to encourage more active and sustainable travel mode, and (3) acknowledged the opening of
the final section of the Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route (AWPR) in February, 2019.
Having heard from the Head of Service (Transportation) and Strategy Manager (M Hall) on
the update report, the opening of the AWPR and on grant funding for the delivery of electric
charging points across Aberdeenshire including an awareness event for Members in that
connection proposed to be held in late May 2019.
Following discussion on funding and timing for delivery of additional electric charging points,
consultation with Members on appropriate locations for such charging points, the A90 missing
link referred in the report under cycle counter statistics, overall strategy in terms of the
installation of charging points, working with schools to encourage pupils to cycle to school,
seeking an update on the Fraserburgh/Peterhead to Aberdeen strategy report, cycling to work
paths and progress with Aberdeen City Council cycle path networks, the Committee agreed:(1)

to acknowledge the progress and development taken through Nestrans and the
activities and developments taken forward by external agencies and stakeholders as
outlined in the report;

(2)

to accept further updates on the progress of both the implementation and delivery of
the Aberdeenshire Local Transport Strategy (LTS) as appropriate; and

(3)

that Officers –
(i)

provide an update to Members on the timescale for delivery of charging points
in Portlethen,

(ii)

consult with Local Members on the siting of electric charging points in Banff
prior to any further work taking place,

(iii)

that the Members briefing scheduled in May 2019 include a strategic view in
respect of future need and location of charging points,

(iv)

seek an update from Nestrans on the Fraserburgh/Peterhead to Aberdeen
strategy,
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(v)

clarify the availability of path improvement funding for the Kingswells to AWPR
footpath,

(vi)

review the current method of recording “missing link” information to include
appropriate references to locations to avoid future misunderstanding and
provide an update on those elements as part of the agreed reporting process,
and

(vii)

seek information from Aberdeen City Council colleagues on progress with
delivering their cycle path network.
9. HARBOUR RATES AND DUES 2019/2020

There was circulated a report dated 28 February, 2019 by the Director of Infrastructure
Services seeking consideration and approval of Harbour rates and dues for the financial year
2019 to 2020. The report explained that six of the seven Harbour Advisory Committees had
been consulted on the proposals, excluding Rosehearty due to the unavailability of members
prior to submission of the report, and that comments received from the Harbour Advisory
Committees which differed from the Officers’ recommendations, had been included throughout
the report. It was proposed (1) that the increase in Rates and Dues for the financial year
2019/20 be set at +3.5% in respect of the charges highlighted in red in Appendix A to the
report, excluding percentage fees or “one-off” single payments such as leisure slipway fees or
season tickets; and (2) that new charges relating to collection of garbage, installation of
replacement ladders and use of Harbour locations/facilities be added to the Harbour Rates
and Dues as detailed in the report.
The Committee agreed:(1)

to approve the baseline increase of 3.5 % in Rates and Dues for Aberdeenshire Council
Harbours for the 2019-2020 Financial Year as set out in Appendix A of the report;

(2)

to approve the new items proposed to be added to the Rates and Dues as follows –

(3)

(i)

Macduff Harbour - £20 per vessel per week Garbage Charge, pro rata;

(ii)

Banff Harbour – Cost recovery charge of £25 per wet Berth Holder for Ladders;
and

(iii)

All Aberdeenshire Harbours – Harbour Location/Facilities charge at £300 per
day.

that officers consider options to ensure activity within the harbour and that boats are
kept in good condition and not left static.
10. ANNUAL PORT MARINE SAFETY CODE COMPLIANCE SUMMARY

With reference to the Minute of Meeting of the Committee of 8 October 2009 (Item 25) when
it had been agreed to adopt the Port Marine Safety Code requiring the authority to submit a
signed statement to the Maritime and Coastguard Agency (MCA) confirming compliance with
the Code, there was circulated a report dated 28 February, 2019 by the Director of
Infrastructure Services (1) advising that the annual Statement of Compliance with the Port
Marine Safety Code for 2018, which required to be submitted to the Maritime and Coastguard
Agency by 31 December, 2018, had been signed by the Chair on behalf of the Committee as
Duty Holders under the Code, (2) summarising all incidents, accidents and occurrences
recorded, monitored and actioned as require by the code from 1 January, 2018 to 31
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December, 2018, (3) confirming that the Authority had exceeded the performance targets set
by the International Association of Marine Aids to Navigation and Lighthouse Authorities for
the three year period ending 31 December, 2018, and (4) containing the annual report by Chris
Spencer, of Spencer Marine Consulting Ltd, being the Authority’s appointed Designated
Person to report to the Duty Officer.
Having heard from the Head of Service (Roads, Landscape Services and Waste) and from
Chris Spencer, Designated Person, the Committee agreed:(1)

to acknowledge the Compliance Statement returned on behalf of the Duty Holders, as
detailed in Appendix A of the report;

(2)

to acknowledge all incidents, accidents and occurrences recorded, monitored and
actioned as required by the Code;

(3)

to acknowledge that all seven of Aberdeenshire Council Harbours had met the criteria
for management of the outages on the Navigation Aids for the three year period ending
31 December 2018;

(4)

to acknowledge the Annual Report submitted by Aberdeenshire Council’s Harbours
Designated Person, Chris Spencer, as detailed in Appendix B of the report;

(5)

to acknowledge the allocation of funding from the Harbours Revenue Budget for
2019/20 for professional services from the Designated Person; and

(6)

the format, content and frequency of reports on this matter going forward.
11. ELECTED MEMBER ATTENDANCE AT EVENTS AND CONFERENCES

Having considered a circulated report dated 6 February, 2019 by the Director of Infrastructure
Services on elected member attendance at key annual Economic Development related
events, conferences and exhibitions, the Committee agreed:(1)

to note the key Economic Development related events, conferences and exhibitions
each year as detailed in Appendix 1 of the report;

(2)

to approve Elected Member(s) attendance at each event, conference and exhibition as
detailed in Appendix 1 of the report;

(3)

to approve the role of the Elected Member(s) at those events, conferences and
exhibitions as set out in paragraph 2.2 of the report; and

(4)

to delegate authority to the Head of Economic Development and Protective Services,
following consultation with the Chair, Vice-Chair, and Opposition Spokesperson, to
amend the agreed attendance if required.
12. WATER SCARCITY AND PRIVATE WATER SUPPLIES

The Committee had before it a report dated 30 January, 2019 by the Director of Infrastructure
Services on (1) action taken by the Authority in 2018 to address a water scarcity situation in
Aberdeenshire, following a period of exceptionally dry weather, (b) steps that require to be
taken nationally and locally to try to reduce future impacts resulting from prolonged dry
weather and to make rural communities more resilient and sustainable, (3) advising that the
Scottish Government was currently reviewing steps which it could take to ensure rural
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communities are in a more sustainable and resilient position, and (4) containing a proposed
response to the Scottish Government review as detailed in Appendix 1.
The Committee approved the content of the letter in detailed in Appendix 1 of the report and
agreed that it be submitted to the Scottish Government Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Land Reform.
13. NOMINATION TO ABERDEENSHIRE ENVIRONMENTAL FORUM
On a circulated report dated 15 February, 2019 by the Director of Business Services, the
Committee agreed to appoint Councillor Ballie in an advisory capacity to the Aberdeenshire
Environmental Forum to fill the vacancy created following the resignation of Councillor Wilson.
14. POLICY REGISTER & ANNUAL REPORTING
There had been circulated a report dated 25 January, 2019 by the Director of Business
Services (1) explaining that Council Services had implemented a Policy Framework, in line
with the Policy Development and Review guidance document contained in Part 4B of the
Scheme of Governance, with all policies now aligned to a particular policy committee, (2)
indicating that the Council’s Corporate Policy Team had identified and uploaded all Council
policies to a corporate management system to manage the lifecycle of each policy, (3) advising
that the policies had been categorised using a traffic light system to indicate their readiness
for review, and (4) outlining the current status and timescale for the review of all policies
aligned to the Infrastructure Services Committee.
The Director of Infrastructure Services introduced the report and the Committee agreed:(1)

to acknowledge the policies within the remit of the Committee; and

(2)

the proposed prioritisation and timescales for reviewing policies at future meetings as
detailed in the report.
15. COUNCIL PLAN 2017-2022, PRIORITY OUTCOMES, INDICATORS AND
DELIVERY PLANS

With reference to the Minutes of Meetings of (1) Aberdeenshire Council of 23 November, 2017
(Item 10), when approval had been given the Council Plan 2017-2022, providing strategic
direction through the confirmation of 11 priorities which provide a focus for the delivery of
Council Services and (2) the Committee of 10 May, 2018 (Item 18), when it had been agreed
to scrutinise the delivery plans of the priorities for which the Committee had lead responsibility
subject to further discussion at a workshop facilitated by officers, there was circulated a report
by the Director of Infrastructure Services explaining the background to the development of the
Council Plan which (a) advised that a workshop with the Committee had been held on 13
September 2018 following which outcomes and indicators proposed for each priority had been
agreed with the Chair and Vice Chair, (b) contained revised delivery plans for each priority,
updated as a result of the workshop, (c) proposed that six-monthly progress reports be
provided to monitor progress of delivery of the priorities in line with the scrutiny remit of the
Committee, and (d) proposed a further informal session with the Committee in September,
2019 to reflect on and review the performance reporting approach.
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The Committee agreed:(1)

the Council Plan 2017-2022 priority delivery plans, outcomes and outcome indicators
in respect of the priorities for which the Committee had lead responsibility as detailed
in the report;

(2)

that the Director of Infrastructure Services report progress to the Committee at least
six-monthly evidencing progress and performance with delivery of the Council Plan
2017-2022;

(3)

that the Director of Infrastructure Services present the first performance report for the
period 2018/2019 to the Committee no later than 5 September 2019;

(4)

that a workshop be scheduled on 12 September 2019 to review the progress and
performance reporting arrangements; and

(5)

that Officers –
(i)

consider Outcome indicators in respect of % decrease of emissions in line with
the Council’s carbon budget and climate change, and

(ii)

provide Members with an update on Town Centre First policy and how that was
working.

16. ANNUAL WORK PLAN FOR INFRASTRUCTURE SERVICES – PROCUREMENT
APPROVAL
There was circulated a report dated 26 February, 2019 by the Director of Infrastructure
Services seeking approval of (1) the annual work plan for Infrastructure Services detailing the
Directorate’s forecasted expenditure on new contracts for goods, works and services
estimated to exceed £50,000 for the financial year 2019/20, and (2) the
Business Case for new residual waste bins as detailed in Appendix 4 of the report.
The Committee agreed:(1)

to approve the items on the Directorate Work Plan identified as falling within the remit
of the Committee;

(2)

not to reserve approval of the Business Case for any item on the Work Plan where the
value of the matter was estimated between £50,000 and £1,000,000 and to note as a
consequence that these would be dealt with by the relevant Head of Service under
officers delegated powers;

(3)

to note that the Committee would receive the Business Case for approval for any item
on the Work Plan which is within the Committee’s remit and the value of the matter is
over £1,000,000;

(4)

to approve the Business Case for the provision and delivery of new residual waste bins
as detailed in Appendix 4 in the report;

(5)

not to reserve the award of the final contract for the delivery of new residual waste bins
and to note as a consequence that this would be dealt with by the relevant Head of
Service under delegated powers; and

(6)

to approve the distribution of the Roads Maintenance Revenue Budget, Roads
Resurfacing/ Reconstruction Capital Budget, the Street Lighting Capital Budget, the
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Road Drainage Capital Budget, and the Winter Maintenance and Other Emergencies
Revenue Budget as detailed in Appendix 3 of the report.
At this stage in the proceedings, the Committee agreed to suspend Standing Order 2.1.1 to
allow the meeting to continue beyond 1.00 pm to allow the remaining business on the agenda
to be concluded.
17. MARITIME COASTGUARD AGENCY HEALTH CHECK
There had been circulated a report dated 28 February, 2019 by the Director of Infrastructure
Services (1) on a health check carried out between 31 October and 1 November, 2018 at
Macduff Harbour by the Maritime Coastguard Agency (MCA) as provided for in the Port Marine
Safety Code (PMSC), and (b) detailing work underway to introduce 12 enhancements to
current arrangements as proposed in the health check report.
The Committee agreed:(1)

to acknowledge the MCA Health Check Report as detailed in Appendix A of the report;

(2)

to acknowledge progress and/or completion of enhancements 1, 2, 4, 6, 8, 9, 10, 11
and 12 as detailed in the report to improve compliance with the PMSC;

(3)

to establish a Harbours Duty Holder’s Steering Group, with membership consisting of
the existing Harbour Advisory Committee Chairs, to ensure the interests of each
Harbour was represented and fulfil enhancement 3;

(4)

to recommend to the Procedures Committee that Part 2A, the List of Committee
Powers in the Scheme of Governance be amended in respect of the delegation of
powers to approve expenditure for Harbours which it is proposed should sit with the
Infrastructure Services Committee and not Area Committees;

(5)

that the role of Safety Committee be added to the Terms of Reference for the Harbours
Duty Holder’s Steering Group to fulfil enhancement 5 to improve compliance with the
PMSC;

(6)

to approve Option 1 as detailed in the report for Communication Coverage and
Manning, to include consultation with all Harbour users with a view to achieving full
cost recovery and report back to Committee if required;

(7)

that Officers report back to Committee on the proposed Terms of Reference for the
Harbours Duty Holder’s Steering Group; and

(8)

that Officers further investigate alternative options as to how the Role of the Duty
Holder could be best facilitated within the Council’s structure to fulfil the requirements
of the PMSC.
18. USE OF DELEGATED POWERS BY CHIEF OFFICER BY REASON OF SPECIAL
URGENCY - CONTRACT VARIATION – TREATMENT OF CO-MINGLED RECYCLATE

There had been circulated and was noted a report dated 28 February, 2019 by the Director
of Infrastructure Services on the use of officers delegated powers by reason of special
urgency, as provided for in Part 2B, List of Officers Powers in the Scheme of Governance, to
vary the contract for the treatment of co-mingled (mixed) recycling with the current provider by
extending the contract period, on the existing terms and conditions, for a period of up to 2
months.
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ITEMS FOR NOTING
(a)

Minute of the Fisheries Working Group Meeting of 12 September 2018 (Appendix A).

(b)

Minute of the North East Scotland Fisheries Development Partnership Meeting of 2
November 2018 (Appendix B).

(c)

Minute of the Waste Management Working Group Meeting of 21 November 2018
(Appendix C).

(d)

Minute of the Aberdeen City Region Deal Joint Committee of 7 December 2018
(Appendix D).

(e)

Minute of the North East Scotland Transport Partnership Board of 12 December 2018
(Appendix E).
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APPENDIX A
FISHERIES WORKING GROUP
WOODHILL HOUSE, ABERDEEN
WEDNESDAY, 12 SEPTEMBER 2018
Present:

Councillors I Sutherland (Chair), C C Buchan, M Findlater, S W Smith,
J Gifford (substitute for Councillor A Kille); G Reynolds (substitute for
Councillor A Allan); D Beagrie (substitute for Councillor M Roy)

Apologies:

Councillors A Allan, P Johnston, M Roy and A Kille.

Officers:

Derek McDonald, Industry Support Executive (Rural and Maritime);
1. DECLARATION OF MEMBERS’ INTERESTS

The Chair asked members if they had any interests to declare in terms of the Councillors’
Code of Conduct. No interests were intimated.
2. PUBLIC SECTOR EQUALITY DUTY
In making decisions on the undernoted items of business, the Working Group agreed, in terms
of Section 149 of the Equality Act, 2010:(1)

to have due regard to the need to:(a)
(b)
(c)

(2)

eliminate discrimination, harassment and victimisation;
advance equality of opportunity between those who share a protected
characteristic and persons who do not share it; and
foster good relations between those who share a protected characteristic and
persons who do not share it.

where an Equality Impact Assessment was provided, to consider its contents and take
those into account when reaching their decision.
3. MINUTE OF MEETING OF 16th May 2018

The Minute of Meeting of 16th May, 2018 had been circulated and was agreed as a correct
record.
4. MATTERS ARISING
Derek McDonald went through the action sheet from the last meeting to provide an update on
progress in respect of each point. There were no further matters arising.
5. BULLETIN: DEFRA WHITE PAPER: SUSTAINABLE FISHERIES FOR FUTURE
GENERATIONS
There had been circulated a report dated 4 September 2018 by the Head of Economic
Development which provided Members with an overview of the DEFRA White Paper setting
out post-Brexit fisheries policy, under which the UK will seek a fairer share of fishing
opportunities in UK waters for the benefit of UK coastal communities.
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whilst safeguarding and enhancing the marine environment. A future Fisheries Bill would give
the UK full control of its territorial waters (UK Exclusive Economic Zone: EEZ) and enable the
UK to set its own fishing quotas. The white paper noted that the allocation of fishing
opportunities under the Common Fisheries Policy (CFP) is outdated and that the UK’s share
does not accurately reflect the resource in UK waters. Under the current arrangements, EU
member states derive around eight times as much fish from UK waters as the UK fleet derives
from EU waters. No change is proposed to the (FQA) method of allocating existing UK quota
but a different process may apply to additional quota post Brexit. The White Paper contained
a commitment to work with partners to manage shared fish stocks in a sustainable way, based
on the best available science in which UK Government will invest. The Paper recognised that
healthy fish stocks are fundamental to a prosperous fisheries sector and committed to the
principle of Maximum Sustainable Yield (MSY) when setting fishing opportunities. A further
extension to Marine Protected Areas is proposed around the UK coast.
The paper noted that in 2020, the UK will be negotiating in its own right with other Coastal
States for fishing opportunities for 2021 and annually thereafter – but until then the UK would
continue to operate within EU fisheries policy under the terms of the implementation
agreement (effective from 29 March 2019). The issue of future fisheries management and
compliance within UK waters was also set out in the document – there is a commitment from
DEFRA to work closely with Devolved Administrations to develop a new framework for
fisheries management to implement international fisheries agreements and also to develop
technical monitoring technology.
Under the terms of the implementation/transition agreement, the paper noted that the ‘existing
body of EU regulations will continue to apply (in UK waters) until December 2020’ and that the
‘EU Withdrawal Act will be used to make EU law part of a new body of UK law, to be known
as retained EU law. The paper returns to the role of Devolved Administrations (DA) within the
UK framework in the section on international fisheries negotiations and committed to allowing
DA representatives to attend Coastal State meetings. The paper stated that the ‘duty of
cooperation’ within the UK delegation would continue (ie the consensus view will prevail) but
that the UK Secretary of State reserves the right to determine final decisions.
Consideration was given to the creation of a replacement European Maritime and Fisheries
Fund (EMFF) programme to support economic, environmental and social investment in the
sector. Also discussed was the proposal to levy charges upon commercial fishing (eg from
quota auctioning) to raise resources for fisheries science, management and compliance, and
to bring recreational sea angling into the scope of fisheries management. The White Paper
was the first step in developing a new fisheries policy for the UK and further consultation is
expected in due course, both at UK and Scottish Government levels.
During discussion, questions arose on the future provision of the UK coastal/fisheries
protection fleet and electronic vessel tracking systems, ‘choke species’, fisheries investment
funds post-Brexit (to replace EMFF) and plans for the extension of Marine Protection Areas
(MPAs).
Action point 1: Information to be sought from DEFRA and Marine Scotland on the future
provision of the UK coastal/fisheries protection fleet.
6. VERBAL UPDATES
a) Marine Scotland Report: Assessing the impact of alternative fish trade
arrangements post-Brexit
Members were advised of a detailed paper published in June 2018 by Marine Scotland which
set out the potential impacts of Brexit upon the UK and Scottish seafood sector:
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https://www.gov.scot/publications/seafood-trade-modelling-research-project-assessingimpact-alternative-fish-trade/
b) Provisional Scientific Advice for key fish stocks (used to set fishing
opportunities in 2019)
Members were provided with a summary of the provisional scientific advice relating to the
main fish stocks which had been collated by ICES, the independent body which assesses
marine ecosystems and provides advice to governments and regulatory bodies. The
provisional advice suggested a sharp cut in the Total Allowable Catch (TAC) for North Sea
cod in 2019, and haddock to a lesser extent.
c) Seafish Quarterly Labour Survey
The Seafish Industry Authority carries out an annual labour survey of the seafood processing
sector, gathering data across the UK on workforce composition, nationality, gender, age band,
skill levels and types of employment contracts. Members were provided with a copy of a
presentation setting out the 2018 Seafish survey findings which revealed the high dependency
of the processing sector in NE Scotland upon migrant labour, particularly in businesses
employing more than 100 staff and sub-sectors (eg pelagic) which tend to be more seasonal.
https://www.seafish.org/media/1756896/2018_seafood_processing_sector_labour_report.pdf
After consideration, the Working Group agreed to note information provided in the update.
Action point 2: Further information to be provided at next meeting on 2019 fishing
opportunities and on ‘choke species’.
7. ANY OTHER BUSINESS
Following the meeting, members visited Whitelink Seafoods in Fraserburgh. That some
whitefish species caught in Scottish waters have a quality advantage over fish caught in more
southerly waters (in respect of the levels of the Anisakis parasite) arose as an issue and it was
suggested that the Group use its influence to help safeguard this advantage.
Action point 3: Anisakis issue to be investigated.
8. DATE OF FUTURE MEETINGS
Dates for the 2019 meetings to be confirmed.
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APPENDIX B
NORTH EAST SCOTLAND FISHERIES DEVELOPMENT PARTNERSHIP
PETERHEAD FISHMARKET BUILDING, PETERHEAD, 2 NOVEMBER 2018
Present:

Aberdeenshire Council – Councillors J Cox (Chair), D Beagrie,
C Buchan, A Kille and R Thomson (Sub for G Reynolds).
Aberdeen City Council – Councillor C Allard
Moray Council – Councillor M Macrae
Fraserburgh Harbour Commissioners – J Murison
Grampian Seafood Alliance: M Clark
Members of Parliament – D Duguid
Members of the Scottish Parliament - C Beattie (on behalf of
M Gougeon), P Chapman, S Turner (on behalf of P Chapman),
S Stevenson and R Merson (on behalf of S Stevenson)
Peterhead Port Authority – S Brebner
Scottish Seafood Association – J Buchan
Scottish Fishermen’s Federation – B Armstrong
Scottish Pelagic Fishermen’s Association – I Gatt
Seafish Industry Authority – I Land
Whitelink Seafoods – G Sutherland

Apologies:

Aberdeenshire Council - Councillor G Reynolds.
Aberdeen City Council - Councillors A Donnelly, R Houghton and
J Laing.
Moray Council - Councillor S Warren
MEPs: I Hudghton, D Martin, N Mobarik, A Smith and C Stihler.
MPs: A Bowie and C Clark.
MSPs: A Burnett, P Chapman, G Dey, M Gougeon, J Fitzpatrick, L Kerr,
L Macdonald, M McDonald, J Marra, G Martin, S Robison,
M Rumbles, K Stewart and M Watt.
Aberdeen Fish Producers Organisation - D Anderson
Fraserburgh Harbour Commissioners – T Boyle
HIE Moray - A Kearney
Lunar Fish Producers Organisation - R Stevenson
Marine Scotland Science – C Needle
North Sea Advisory Council - L Duguid
North East of Scotland Fishermen’s Organisation - A Birnie
North & East Coast Regional Inshore Fisheries Group - I Maddox
Scottish Enterprise – G Ford and I Garrett
Scottish Pelagic Producers Association – I McFadden
Scottish Fishermen’s Federation – M Morrison
Scottish Fishermen’s Organisation - J Anderson
Scottish Maritime Academy NESCOL - L Hope
Scottish Pelagic Fishermen’s Association – A Wiseman
Scottish Seafood Association – D Leiper
Scottish White Fish Producers’ Association Ltd - J Mouat and M Park
Seafoods Scotland – D Fordyce and P Hughes

Officers:

D McDonald - Industry Support Executive, AC
A Riddell – Committee Officer, AC.
I Dawson – Assistant Committee Officer, AC.
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1. WELCOME, INTRODUCTIONS AND DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST
The Chair welcomed all present to the meeting. Members were asked if they had any interests
to declare in terms of the Councillors’ Code of Conduct and no declarations were intimated.
2. PUBLIC SECTOR EQUALITY DUTY
In taking decisions on the undernoted items of business, the Partnership agreed, in terms of
Section 149 of the Equality Act 2010:(1)

(2)

to have due regard to the need to:(a)

eliminate discrimination, harassment and victimisation;

(b)

advance equality and opportunity between those who share a protected
characteristic and persons who do not share it, and

(c)

foster good relations between those who share a protected characteristic and
persons who do not share it; and

to consider, where an equality impact assessment had been provided, its contents and
to take those into consideration when reaching a decision.
3. MINUTE OF MEETING OF 22nd JUNE 2018

The minute of meeting of 22nd June 2018 was circulated and approved as a correct record.
4. MATTERS ARISING
Derek McDonald went through the action sheet from the last meeting advising on progress of
each point. It was reported that Cabinet Secretary Derek MacKay and Minister Kate Forbes
could not attend the present meeting of NESFDP to discuss business rates. It was also
reported that the comments and suggestions from NESFDP members from the workshop
session at the last meeting to inform the Future Proofing the Fisheries Sector study had been
collated and that the project had been approved in principle by NESFLAG. Further details
were covered in item 6. Finally, it was reported that the letter of thanks to Mr Ian McFadden
for his contribution to NESFDP over the years (following his retirement) had been signed by
the Chair and Vice Chair.
5. PRESENTATION: SAFEGUARDING A NATURAL ADVANTAGE IN THE QUALITY OF
WHITEFISH FROM SCOTTISH WATERS BY GRAEME SUTHERLAND, MD, WHITELINK
SEAFOODS LTD.
The Chair invited Mr Graeme Sutherland, Managing Director of Whitelink Seafoods Ltd to
deliver a presentation on a specific quality issue in which whitefish caught in Scottish waters
enjoyed a quality advantage over the same species caught in more southerly waters. Mr
Sutherland advised that Anisakis is a naturally occurring parasite found in several species of
commercial whitefish and that the processing sector has a standard (but expensive) method
of screening fillets for the parasite which is found at comparatively low levels in Scottish
waters. Mr Sutherland advised that the relatively ‘clean’ status of Scottish fish was attracting
more and more buyers from across the EU and that price appeared to be a secondary
consideration to fillet quality. Mr Sutherland went on to say that the Spanish fishing fleet had
recognised the marketing challenge posed by significantly higher levels of parasitism in fish
caught in Spanish waters, particularly hake, and had embarked on a programme of installing
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microwave equipment onboard fishing vessels to sterilise fish offal discharged over the side
after gutting in an attempt to reduce the incidence of Anisakis.
Mr Sutherland appealed to the Partnership to help preserve the natural quality advantage
currently enjoyed by Scottish-caught whitefish by raising the matter with Marine Scotland
Science and with Scottish Government. During discussions, Mr Ian Gatt suggested that the
issue might usefully be raised with an industry working group focusing on parasites.
Action point 1a: Derek McDonald to liase with Ian Gatt to check if there is a parasite
Working Group.
Action point 1b: Derek McDonald to establish current status of Marine Scotland Science
policy in relation to Anisakis.
6. BULLETIN REPORT: UPDATE ON FUTURE PROOFING THE FISHERIES SECTOR
There had been circulated a report dated 24th October 2018 by the Director of Infrastructure
Services which advised that members who had attended the last meeting of the NESFDP on
the 22nd June 2018 were invited to participate in a workshop to carry out a SWOT (Strengths,
Weaknesses, Opportunities and Threats) assessment of the three main elements of the
fisheries supply chain: catching & landing; first sale & processing; and value-add, logistics
(inward and outward) & marketing. The ‘future-proofing’ study had been approved in principle
as a ‘commissioned project’ by NESFLAG (NE Scotland Fisheries Local Action Group) but
further work was required prior to a formal application to NESFLAG for financial support from
the European Maritime and Fisheries Fund (EMFF) to carry out the work.
Derek McDonald reported that Aberdeenshire Council had offered to lead and administer the
project. Due to the financial commitment which would be borne by the council to provide
project cash flow, committee approval would be required. The small council team responsible
for taking forward commissioned projects across all four EU Structural Funds had been
operating below full strength due to staff illness and the project had fallen behind schedule.
NESFLAG is aware of the situation and NESFDP members will be kept informed of progress
as the project develops.
Action point 2: Project progress update at next meeting
7. BULLETIN REPORT: SEAFOOD PROCESSORS’ BUSINESS RATES
Since the meeting of NESFDP on 17 November 2017 - which featured presentations on the
non-domestic revaluation 2017 (business rates) by Ian Milton, Grampian Assessor and by
Alan Wood, Aberdeenshire Council’s Head of Finance - the issue of business rates for seafood
processors has featured prominently at each subsequent meeting of the Partnership. A letter
from the Chair and Vice Chair of NESFDP was sent on 20 February 2018 to Derek Mackay,
Scottish Government Cabinet Secretary for Finance and the Constitution setting out the
sector’s case in NE Scotland and seeking rates parity between NE processors and those on
Humberside. This followed the publication of an independent assessment by the Seafish
Industry Authority that business rates in Humberside were typically 50% lower than
comparable premises in NE Scotland, putting local processors at a significant competitive
disadvantage.
A response was received from Mr Mackay on 15 March and was shared with members at the
meeting of NESFDP on 16 June 2018. Members requested Mr Mackay be invited to attend
the next meeting of NESFDP on 2 November to set out the Scottish Government’s position on
business rates. On 15 October 2018 a response was received from Kate Forbes, MSP, the

Item: 3
Page: 23

Minister for Public Finance and the Digital Economy, advising that she was now responsible
for Non-Domestic Rates policy within Scottish Government but that she was unable to accept
the invitation to attend NESFDP due to a prior commitment.
Jimmy Buchan, Chief Executive at Scottish Seafood Association, advised that the excessive
burden of business rates in NE Scotland and the basis upon which rates are calculated is
hitting the larger, more innovative companies particularly hard, especially enterprises which
have invested heavily in new, high quality factory buildings and cold storage capacity to meet
the demands of multiple retailers. It was reported that the tone date of 1 April 2015 (which was
used as the benchmark for the 2017 revaluation) represented the high point of local business
rental values, driven by a booming oil and gas sector, but values had since fallen sharply and
that moreover the 2015 benchmark did not provide an accurate representation of values in the
seafood sector. Mr Buchan stated that there was an urgent need for Government to create a
favourable investment climate for the seafood industry to stimulate innovation and business
growth to meet the Scottish Government’s own Ambition 2030 targets (to grow the value of
the Scottish food and drink sector from £15Bn to £30Bn by 2013).
Action point 3: Ministerial engagement required on processors’ business rates
8. VERBAL REPORT: NEW UK FISHERIES BILL
The new UK Fisheries Bill was described by Derek McDonald. The Bill sets out the legal
apparatus required to enact future fisheries policy in the UK. The document is a demanding
read and at times is not clear whether the legal text refers to the UK or only to England. There
is however a very useful guide on the UK Parliament website which sets out and monitors the
pathway of the Bill through the parliamentary process and some explanatory notes.
https://services.parliament.uk/Bills/2017-19/fisheries.html
Action point 4: Derek McDonald to report on the progress of the UK Fisheries Bill at
forthcoming meetings of NESFDP
9. INDUSTRY REPORTS AND ROUND TABLE ROUND-UP
The Partnership noted updates from the industry representatives in respect of their areas of
responsibility and interest.
10. ANY OTHER BUSINESS
David Duguid, MP advised that he hopes to join the Westminster Fisheries Bill Committee.
11. DATE OF NEXT MEETING
It was agreed that the next meeting of the Partnership would take place on Friday, 15th
February 2019.
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APPENDIX C
ABERDEENSHIRE COUNCIL
INFRASTRUCTURE SERVICES COMMITTEE
WASTE MANAGEMENT WORKING GROUP
WOODHILL HOUSE, ABERDEEN 21 NOVEMBER 2018
Present:

Councillors P J Argyle (Chair), M Ewenson, R C McKail, I Mollison, A Kloppert,
M Roy, P Johnston, S Calder (on Skype)

Officers:

Philip McKay, Head of Roads, Landscape & Waste Services, Ros Baxter,
Waste Manager, Matt Davis, Team Manager - Processing and Disposal, Kat
Laakso, Strategic Development Officer, Yvonne D’Ambruoso, Waste Support
Leader (Service Support & Dev), Lesley Forrest, Waste Support Leader,
Caroline Roff, Waste Support Leader, Susan Donald, Accountancy Finance
Manager
1.

DECLARATION OF MEMBERS’ INTERESTS.

The Chair asked members if they had any interests to declare in terms of the Councillors’
Code of Conduct. Councillor Johnstone declared an interest as the Chair of CRNS.
2. PUBLIC SECTOR EQUALITY DUTY.
In making decisions on the following items of business, the Committee agreed, in terms of
Section 149 of the Equality Act, 2010:(1)

To have due regard to the need to:(a)
(b)
(c)

(2)

eliminate discrimination, harassment and victimisation;
advance equality of opportunity between those who share a protected
characteristic and persons who do not share it; and
foster good relations between those who share a protected characteristic and
persons who do not share it

Where an Equality Impact Assessment was provided, to consider its contents and take
those into account when reaching their decision.

3. MINUTE OF MEETING OF THE WASTE MANAGEMENT WORKING GROUP OF 29
AUGUST 2018
The Waste Management Working Group had before them and approved as a correct record,
the Minute of the Waste Management Working Group meeting of 29 August 2018 and the
minute was duly signed in public after a typo was corrected under those present in that an
extra “e” was deleted from Paul Johnston’s surname.
4. WASTE STRATEGY CONSULTATION UPDATE – KAT LAAKSO
Kat stated that what had been agreed previously has now been done. Given responses and
comments received, decided to take more time to go through the feedback received, and now
planning to take a report to ISC in January. Questions were asked of householders and trade
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waste customers. Over 2,500 responses were received. A 61% return was from women.
70% of responses were aged between 30-59, and a quarter were over 60 years of age.
Struggling to get under 29 age group to respond. Not everybody provided postcodes in their
response. A map was shown on screen showing quite clearly that where there are lots of
population or proposals to close existing services, that’s where good responses were from.
There was good coverage in terms of gender, age and geographics. Most responses were
received through the online survey. Only 15 paper responses were received, and two by
email. Other comments were received through Facebook, MSPs/MPs, the Council’s website,
Yammer and Area Managers.
A summary of results was given by Kat, who stated that the majority of people agreed with
most things. Generally, three times more people agreeing than disagreeing. Overall the
results were positive.
In terms of question 2, 66% agreed with strategy objectives. Of those that disagreed, there
was very little about the seven objectives, responses were about the proposals as a whole.
Councillor Roy asked if the same people complained/argued about the same things. He said
the results seemed consistent and would it be because the same people answered the
questions in the same way. Kat said she didn’t know, and it was worth noting that her
presentation only included those issues highlighted by 10% and upwards of respondent
disagreeing.
Regarding question 3, 57% agreed or strongly agreed. Of the 390 responses who explained
why they disagreed/strongly disagreed, 33% said some people would never change, 13% said
recycling should be easy.
Regarding question 4 about whether providing information about what and how to recycle,
94% agreed or strongly agreed.
Regarding question 5 about collecting paper & card separately, this confused a lot of people
and 55% agreed or strongly agreed. The “no-opinion” has started to rise here as some people
find the concept confusing. Councillor Ewen said she didn’t know why people are stumbling
on this. Councillor McKail said it is depending on space available to households and asked if
this influenced the responses. Kat stated they had been unable to go into this level of detail
in the analysis.
Regarding question 6 about kerbside options, 49% went with Option A, 39% went with Option
B, and 12% gave no opinion. Kat referred to the survey done in February. She said much
more people can now see the merits of Option B.
Regarding question 7 about criteria for seasonal garden waste points, 40% agreed or strongly
agreed. 29% neither agreed or disagreed. 31% disagree or strongly disagree. This is where
is got complicated for responders and now a third of responders neither agree or disagree.
Kat gave a summary of the postcode sectors disagreeing with garden waste criteria. Where
there are proposals to close things, people feel quite strongly, but it is quite scattered as well.
Generally, the feedback seems to be “we need more points in more places”.
Regarding question 8 about proposals to improve the network of recycling centres, 45%
agreed or strongly agreed, with 29% disagreeing or strongly disagreeing, and 25% neither
agreed or disagreed. Of those that disagreed, access to transport came through. Comments
were received about congestion and concerns over fly-tipping was a concern.
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Kat then gave a summary of postcode sectors disagreeing with recycling centre
improvements. With this question it seems to be more localised. It came through strongly in
Portsoy and Insch that they disagreed with the proposed closures.
Councillor Roy stated that one of his colleagues is concerned regarding the lack of garden
waste uplift in Gardenstown.
Regarding question 9 about energy from waste, 73% agreed or strongly disagreed, with 21%
neither agreeing or disagreeing. 5% disagreed or strongly disagreed. People are concerned
about pollution and also thought more focus should be given on recycling.
Councillor Johnston, said he wouldn’t interpret it that people are quite happy. He said if you
showed them the proposal that was next to their house, they would all disagree. He said it is
the way you put the question and if it is asked in one way, you will get an answer.
Regarding question 10 about strategy targets and indicators, 48% agreed or strongly agreed,
with 39% neither agreeing or disagreeing. 13% disagreed or strongly disagreed. Some
responders felt targets weren’t challenging enough. 17% of responders were concerned about
costs, and that this was a cost cutting exercise.
Overall, responses were positive, with some niggles, and no surprises. In terms of targets,
people couldn’t relate to this.
Kat then gave a summary of the responses from the trade waste customers. The Council has
around 3700 trade waste customers and 87 responses were received. 71% of these were
local businesses, with 11% community groups and the rest from others. Most responded
through online survey with other comments and feedback received by email. Kat gave a
summary of the results. The tone was completely different from the responses of the
householders, much more positive. In terms of Question 6 about the impact of kerbside
changes on businesses, over half of the people said it would be positive, have little or no
impact. People were worried about space and whether they would need larger bins, etc and
the cost side of things came through. These responses were much more positive.
Kat invited questions. Councillor Ewenson asked when the survey went online, how clear was
it made that landfill was not going to be an option. Cllr Johnston said we will be able to send
to landfill but it will be biodegradable waste that we can’t send to landfill. Ros said all of our
residual waste was classed as biodegradable based on the limit set for biodegradability in the
guidance. Kat said they did specify on the consultation but didn’t put red lights round it. Some
feedback showed that some people didn’t understand what biodegradable meant and the link
between this and residual waste.
Councillor Roy made a comment and said he found the presentation interesting and well
delivered. Two of the proposed closed sites are in his constituency and that his constituents
in Portsoy have significant concerns about this.
Kat said they had taken all the feedback and comments and stated that, based on the
feedback, changes to the original proposals are being considered. These are proposals, and
the Group were asked to keep the draft proposals to be discussed next confidential. Once
the WMWG feedback is received the revised strategy will go to SLT and PBSG for
consultations and then ISC for approval. All agreed to treat this information on this basis.
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The proposed changes are:1.

More information be included in the strategy, including what the Council can do to
control the amount and recyclability of packaging; the rationale for collecting paper and
card separately from metals, cartons and plastic bottles, posts, tubs and trays; and
why the Council does not provide a garden waste collection service.

2.

Proposals to improve the network of recycling centres, propose to keep Insch and
Portsoy open; close other centres 0.5 hour earlier Monday-Thursday and 1 hour on
Friday; shorten summer Tuesday opening to 7pm instead of 8pm.
Councillor Mollison said this was already done at Portlethen and Kat confirmed that
there are no changes proposed to Portlethen opening hours.

3.

Provide seasonal garden waste points to more households by changing the criteria to
the following: settlements with 1,000 or more domestic properties and >2 miles (as
the crow flies) from HWRC or another point. Proposed half-day sites, namely Aboyne,
Ballater, Balmedie (new), Blackburn (new), Inverbervie, Kemnay (new), Kintore (new),
Mintlaw, Newmachar (new), Newtonhill, Oldmeldrum (new).
Cllr Roy asked if the rationale was to prevent garden waste going into the EfW plant.
Kat said when the non-recyclable waste bins go smaller, people have to find a place
for the garden waste currently put into non-recyclable waste bins (10-15% of nonrecyclable waste). Seasonal points are to help residents to recycle garden waste more
easily. Cllr Roy said that it would be important to keep green waste out of the residual
waste, even when the EfW plant is up and running and that it was important to highlight
the benefits of composting or taking to the garden waste recycling points or HWRCs.
Kat said it is important that green waste doesn’t get into the waste stream. Kat said
they were trying to make recycling garden waste easier for people and however there
is no way of providing seasonal garden waste points into villages.
Cllr Kloppert asked what is to happen with garden waste after this. It is collected for
composting. Cllr Kloppert asked if it is worth something and Kat stated that it costs the
Council. Matt said it is significantly cheaper to compost than landfill. Councillor Roy
said he is involved in selling the strategy to communities. The last strategy indicated
that some communities would have seasonal garden waste collections and they are
no longer on the list. Kat explained that this is being considered. Cllr Roy said
expectations had been raised and are not going to be realised. Rothienorman,
Aberchirder and New Pitsligo were on the original list.
Cllr Mollison said that St Cyrus is not on the list and currently receives a service on
Saturday mornings and said there would be unhappy people. Kat said she appreciated
that and is trying to make it fair across Aberdeenshire, but can’t please everybody.
Cllr Roy said as far as Aberchirder is concerned, residents would be delighted to get it
but quite happy going to Huntly.

4.

The service would like to recommend that kerbside Option B adopted. Not much
difference in terms of public preference. Option B puts more focus on recycling.
Option B is likely to divert more waste from landfill, save more carbon and operational
costs. An average Aberdeenshire household can manage with Option B as long as
they recycle. Option B is likely to result in less requests for additional recycling bins.
Wider shape of 180L bins in Option B provides more usable space in non-recyclable
waste bins. 3-weekly collections have increased recycling rates elsewhere. Option B
more adoptable in future due to extra recycling capacity.
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Kat said evidence available to show an average householder in Aberdeenshire can
manage with Option B.
Kat stated thinking is that with Option B less householders will require the fourth bin.
Kat stated other councils have started a three weekly collection. In terms of their
recycling rates, East Ayrshire have gone to 67% recycling rate. Whilst changing to 3weekly on-recyclable waste collection might feel daunting, it is working elsewhere and
has potential to get the recycling rates up. Option B gives future proofing going
forward.
The Group were asked for feedback on the proposals. Cllr Argyle thanked Kat for the
presentation.
Feedback for Proposed Changes 1:
No comments.
Feedback for Proposed Changes 2:
Cllr McKail said reducing the times, said this sometimes causing confusion as you want
consistency. He says the service in Westhill seems pretty generous, could you reduce the
hours even more, would that save the Council money and would you be able to use the money
to produce a better service elsewhere. Matt said cutting the hours would save money, but the
level proposed is to reduce the hours for staff to 37 hours. At the moment the centres are
open for roughly 43 hours, usually worked using overtime, and relying on staff being available,
so cutting to 37 is a sensible balance. Previously had talks with WMWG about cutting further
and potentially closing during the week and there wasn’t support at this time. One of the
issues is that some of the sites are very busy and don’t expect the waste to go anywhere else.
Want to get people to spend a bit more time at the recycling centres, and not find them too
congested. The 4.30 Mon-Thurs and 4pm on a Friday is a pain, and would love to keep
consistent, but that would involve compulsory overtime.
Cllr Roy asked if assessment done on cutting the hours. He knows Macduff can be congested.
Matt said this is a tweak and not too much of a reduction. The car counters show that 4-5pm
often tends to be a quieter hour and know anecdotally gets quieter towards 5pm. Summer
would be consistently a six month summer across all sites rather than four months at some
sites.
Kat stated proposing a full day on Tuesday and Saturday for Portsoy and Insch and trying to
get consistent with others as well.
Cllr Argyle said in order to keep open the two centres, there will be a bit of reduction in hours
across the rest, but also an equalisation as well.
Cllr Johnston said he spent last week doing a community consultation exercise and waste was
a small part of it. Once a debate was undertaken with people, one of the responses was in
response to a Council having difficulties with provision of some description, many responses
were that communities can do these things for themselves. He said consideration could be
given to whether a community wanted to take on running a centre on its own, we would have
a clear figure in our head as to what this might be worth to us and how it would work. He
made reference to a project in Leith. He said if we are to do changes, and people want to do
them themselves, could we come up with a clear cost indicator. PMcKay said this is not new
to us, and gave the example of the Comfort Partnership. He said what we are trying to achieve
here is a baseline service. He said in principle, absolutely and this is enshrined in legislation.
This is about setting where the baseline is and can work with community groups going forward.
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Cllr Johnston said he is aware there are mechanisms and could we be proactive and have
figures available. PMcK said yes, would have to get details, and there are lots of hurdles and
would have to work through the detail of these.
Feedback for Proposed Changes 3:
Cllr Mollison said he is happy from a personal point of view but on behalf of others, Kat had
given those not on the list, in terms of size of houses, 500 or less. Putting the case to retain
St Cyrus, which has437 domestic properties based on Kat’s list. Cllr Mollison asked what
the property numbers are based on. Kat said based on mapping system and this is based on
properties within the 30mph zone. If the boundaries are changed, would have to change all
boundaries and redo the assessment for all settlements. Cllr Argyle said he took the point
that there is a debate to be had.
Ros said the half day meant they could give to more towns, one town in the morning and one
in the afternoon, making more sharing. Discussion took place on waste going to EIS. Matt
said all contracted to Keenans and they are subbing to EIS in south Aberdeenshire.
Cllr Ewenson asked re the half day proposals and are these during the week. It was confirmed
just half a day on the Saturday.
Feedback for Proposed Changes 4:
Cllr Ewenson said the thought of nappies in residual waste bin in summer for three weeks
won’t be very pleasant. Kat said in terms of hygiene, research has been undertaken and there
doesn’t seem to be much difference. The guidance is bag it, use a nappy bag.
Cllr Johnston said there has been debate about whether collections should take in hazardous
waste such as medical hygiene things separately and he asked if anyone had an update as
to whether this is likely to happen. No update from Officers on this.
Cllr Roy asked if nappies can be composted. Kat said unfortunately not. Cllr Kloppert said
customers will have big questions and this is where information in the strategy will be useful
to get information out to people, to create a positive response. Ros said nappies do create
extra waste and we do have the additional bin option. Kat said there is going to be a campaign
going forward. PMcK said engaging with other services is important i.e. Social Care Board
and midwives who visit households and need to get our message as to what we can provide,
out to them. Cllr Kloppert said she thought that working together is important.
Cllr Mollison noted the first bullet point and 10% difference being a bit more than “not much
difference”. Kat said the point was in terms of compared to the results in February survey,
there was such a clear difference.
Cllr Calder said the difference between 2 and 3 weekly options, most would opt for 2 weekly.
The difference between 140 and 180l bins is quite small. He said between 49% and 39%, it
is quite a big difference and that people would still go for the fortnightly non-recyclable waste,
even in the small bins, that’s the general impression he gets.
The timescale for change is:November 2018

Submit revised proposals

December 2018
January 2019
February / March 2019

Submit revised proposals
ISC approval
Full Council (if required)
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2019

2020

Implementation
of
improvements
recycling centres
Comms and engagement
Preparation for kerbside roll-out
Kerbside roll-out

at

Ros confirmed that Area Committee responses and other consultation responses will be
included in the report to ISC. Cllr McKail asked what the results were from area committees
re kerbside options and it was confirmed that it was 2, 2 and 2 for option A, B or no opinion.
The feedback was similar. Cllr McKail thanked Kat for the report and it was obvious that a lot
of work had gone into it.
Ros stated that the report had been due to go to ISC in November but is now going in January.
Information will be placed on Ward Pages this afternoon in terms of changes and the press
release will go out where the results can be found and the release will state the delay in going
to ISC.
Cllr Johnston said he still thinks there will always have been other options and asked if on the
back of the survey, could any other options be included. Cllr Argyle said considerable debate
had already taken place on this. Cllr Mollison asked if the release was going on Ward Pages
it would require to be embargoed. Ros said the issue depends on ISC papers going out.
5. UPDATE ON COURT CASE – ABERDEENSHIRE ENVIRONMENTAL FORUM VS
ABERDEENSHIRE COUNCIL – ROS BAXTER
Ros updated the group on the outcome of the court case between the Aberdeenshire
Environmental Forum and Aberdeenshire Council. The following update was received from
the Council’s solicitor:
In summary, the Sheriff refused to make a litter abatement order. The Sheriff was of the
view that Mr Niblock had failed to prove his case with regard to the area to which his
complaint related, namely the entire stretch of the road; and even if Mr Niblock had proved
his complaint, the Sheriff was of the view the Council had complied with our duties in terms
of section 89(1) and (2) of the Act and therefore that the condition of the locations shown in
Mr Niblock’s photographs was not the result of breach of those duties on our part.
Some of the more sailent points from the judgement have been summarised below:
•

The Sheriff accepted that Council had, and have, in place systems which ensure the
regular inspection of this stretch of road for litter contamination; the Council act upon
any issues noted by their supervisors during those inspections; and that the Council
undertakes litter-picking of sections of the land adjoining the road on a regular basis. In
addition, the Sheriff accepted that the Council reacts to reports from third parties of
litter accumulation at particular locations along the road.

•

It is legitimate for the Council to take into account various factors in allocating
resources to address their duties under section 89(1) and 89(2) of the Act.

•

The Sheriff accepted that the Council is fully cognisant of its duties under section 89(1)
and (2) of the Act; that the Council has due regard to those duties in the allocation of
resources; and that the Council generally performs those duties to an acceptable
standard.
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•

The Sheriff was satisfied that the Council has proved that it has complied with its duties
under section 89(1) and 89(2) of the Act, so far as practicable, and therefore that any
such issues affecting particular sites along this stretch of road are not the result of
breach by the Council of these duties.

•

For all of these reasons, the Sheriff is satisfied that it is not appropriate to make a litter

The Sheriff also made a couple of further suggestions for the Council:
•

If, as suggested by Mr Niblock, there is any issue with regard to the presence of animal
carcasses on the carriageway of this road, the Council should liaise with BEAR
Scotland as a matter of urgency so that appropriate arrangement can be made by the
relevant agency for their safe removal; and

•

If the Council perceives there to be a problem with the lack of notice given to them by
BEAR Scotland of planned road works, it should pursue dialogue with BEAR Scotland
with a view to ensuring that BEAR Scotland are made fully aware of their concerns and
that any issues are addressed by both agencies so far as possible.

There is a further hearing in December to apportion costs for the case. Lesley Forrest stated
very little reports come through on littering, but the Council do take action when it is reported.
6. CODE OF PRACTICE ON LITTER AND REFUSE 2018 (COPLAR) AND THE
BENEFITS OF LITTER PREVENTION ACTION PLANS – ROS BAXTER
Ros gave an update. A report has already been to SLT which was shared with Members at
the group. The main points from the report are as follows:
CoPLAR 2018 is a statutory guidance document which provides duty holders, such as
Aberdeenshire Council, practical guidance on fulfilling their two duties under the
Environmental Protection Act 1990, Section 89:
•

Duty 1 - To keep land clear of litter and refuse.
Litter is classed as ‘waste in the wrong place’ where items are thrown down,
dropped or deposited in a public place by any person and left there. Materials
that could be considered as litter are wide ranging including: food packaging,
drink containers, smoking related items food items plastic bags etc.
Refuse should be regarded as waste material or rubbish, including household
and commercial waste, fly tipped waste, dog faeces, animal carcasses,
car parts etc. and tends to be larger items than litter.

•

Duty 2 - To keep roads clean.
A key consideration is that they should be free of detritus which can include,
dust, mud, soil, gravel, grit, stones, rotted vegetation, etc.

There are several changes compared to the previous code, which can be summarised as
follows:
• An emphasis on the role of prevention (particularly for Duty 1)
• Equal emphasis on both Duty 1, to keep land clear of litter and refuse and Duty
2, to keeps certain roads clean.
• Revised grades and response times for both Duty 1 and Duty 2 (previously only
grades and response times for Duty 1).
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•
•
•

Greater clarity about where litter/refuse should be removed from. This includes
all relevant land under Council control.
Duty bodies should undertake robust monitoring and there is now monitoring
required for both Duty 1 and Duty 2.
Monitoring for Duty 1 is not just on hard surfaces such as pavements and roads,
but on all relevant land under out control.

In order to fulfil both duties, Aberdeenshire Council are required to categorise their relevant
land/roads into one of six zones. This zoning is based on how busy each area is and how
many potential sources of litter it has.
For each zone category the code sets the maximum time allowable to restore an area to
standard. The maximum response time is determined by how far from standard a zone has
deteriorated. Although the allocation of zones is linked with the likelihood of litter and refuse
(Duty 1), the response times in relation to Duty 2 are also aligned to the zones.
In order to evidence that Aberdeenshire Council is complying with the duties, there is a
requirement to monitor all our relevant land. Regular and consistent monitoring will have a
number of benefits:
•
•
•
•
•

Evaluate performance and effectiveness of our actions at a local level.
Identify issues which need further action and helps inform strategic decision
making.
Demonstrate how we are meeting our duties.
Target prevention effectively by understanding the types of litter and refuse left
in different areas.
Optimise cleansing operations.

On 30th November 2017, ISC approved the production of one LPAP for the Council which
works across Council Directorates and geographical areas.
A key part of ensuring that Aberdeenshire Council complies with its statutory duties under the
Environmental Protection Act is for all Directorates, who are responsible for relevant land, to
have a role in prevention and clean up if required. It should be noted however that as the duty
body for the removal of litter and refuse on all relevant land under our control, we still have
that responsibility even if the prevention activities are unsuccessful.
Key Services that will have an input include:
• Waste Management & Street Cleansing
• Roads
• Landscape Services
• Education
• Property and Facilities
• Housing
• Economic Development
• Community Planning
• Lifelong Learning and Leisure
• Corporate Communication
• Support Services
In terms of the zoning, working with other organisations as well, to produce community action
plans. An initial workshop with Zero Waste Scotland has been undertaken. This is a new
thing for other services to have this responsibility, so just making aware not just street
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cleansing and is across board. We do have a draft plan and will work with other Services to
finalise and bring back to Committee at a later stage.
Cllr Ewenson asked a question to which Ros said there would always be a benchmarking
facility and how clean we are, but said this still gives information required to submit. It is about
focusing on engagement and prevention. One of the key elements is shifting toward
prevention.
Cllr McKail asked if Aberdeenshire has a current grade. He also asked about the enforcement
bit and what it entails. The grade is how much litter is in an area and we have a responsibility
to have a Grade A at all times. Ros said there are regular litter picking routes for some areas.
Ros said not at the stage around enforcement and the best option is prevention, as
enforcement is more difficult. If an officer was in a town centre, they would see the issue, not
a route going down at the moment. PMcKay said an interesting point is a change in all areas
we control and mentions school playing fields and playgrounds. Mechanisms will require to
be in place to return to Grade A.
Cllr Johnston picked up on the point about standards. If our reaction to standards is to ask for
people to make complaints, he asked if this complies with the intended purpose of legislation.
Are we doing it because we have standards we should be inspecting ourselves, or are we
waiting for somebody to make a complaint. Ros said it depends on the zone of the actual area
and have schedules for litter picking. The lower grade zones, particularly rural roads wouldn’t
get litter picked regularly, and might only get picked only once a year, which is sufficient,
unless a specific complaint is received, etc. Cllr Johnston said expect to do it before cutting
road verges. Ros said it is a bit of both, again this needs to be reviewed going forward. This
new approach will help as we have been working independently in the past. PMcK said in a
massive geographical area, we have to have a risk approach. Most of the town centres are
swept daily and this does make sure that the town centres rarely fall below Grade A.
Cllr Johnston mentioned that Landscape Services do not litter pick before a cut, as a result
likely to damage equipment and spray plastic and detritus everywhere, and asked if it is
contractual doing a pick before a cut. PMcK said no, litter picking is done in-house. He stated
we do try and do those picks, and do have a balance between scheduling work. We get a
good price, and not very prescriptive on when done and need to tidy this up. It is incorrect to
say we don’t litter pick in every case, before it’s cut. We do our best to get in there first. We
could be better at this, but could take away the problem and stop cutting verges. We do try
hard and accept we could do better.
Cllr Ewenson said we need to work better with Planning as well and mentioned the rise in
paper bags and cups since Greggs opened. The detail of what is and isn’t a busy zone, places
like Starbucks in Blackburn, that litter isn’t necessarily dropped in Blackburn. Require to think
more about these things. Also, require to pick up road signs after doing work. PMcK said
generally pretty good at this, but should be zero and point taken. Lesley Forrest said
increasingly helping with community litter picks and have litter campaigns.
Cllr Roy asked to send the information mentioned above by LF and the equipment, to Portsoy
Community Council.
7. ENERGY FROM WASTE UPDATE – ROS BAXTER
Ros gave an update and stated a continually moving beast in terms of final dates for
procurement. Currently expecting final tenders to be received by 10th December. Getting
draft tenders next week. Closing off dialogue with two bidders this week. The evaluation will
then start, once final tenders received and finished by mid-January. It is likely that the
preferred bidder will be announced by end of January and then looking to set up a full Council
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meeting in February. When draft tenders received next week, as long as no big issues,
confident to get date in diary, hopefully contact awarded by the end of March.
In process of meeting Councils to discuss inter-authority agreement, the IAA3 and principles
behind that. Member briefings will give information on IAA3 and what signing up to. Cllr Roy
asked when commissioning stage likely to take place. Ros said it is still a three year build
programme and understands further slippage. Total slippage around 6 months from original
timetable. Have a 15 month gap that have an issue with residual waste.
Cllr Johnston asked about IAA3. Ros said IAA3 is principal about how to work together and if
any issues arise, how this is worked out. More information will come to Members before it is
agreed. The report to ISC is the signing up to IAA3 and agreeing to award the contract. Cllr
Johnston stated have not made the final decision yet and is he correct in that. Ros said all
signed up to in IAA2 was to conduct tender process. Decision on entering into IAA3 has not
been agreed yet. Ros stated there would be a big financial penalty if we pulled out at this
stage which would mean other authorities have to re-procure. PMcK said this was laid out in
the report to ISC in terms of IAA2 and will be laid out again in IAA3.
8. LANDFILL BAN UPDATE – ROS BAXTER
Ros said Government called a meeting on Monday 26th November and she is to attend. As
far as she is aware, a ban will come into force in January 2021. She stated Government are
still engaging so she is hoping they are listening. Have commissioned a report to look at the
scale across Scotland and the likely impact. Ros intimated she has started talking to contractor
about potential for Aberdeenshire Council. Haulage fees and assumed all other costs are
same, significant additional cost to the Council for a temporary period. Ros is in the process
of getting an actual quote from contractor to say what it is going to cost the council.
Cllr Mollison asked whether there is a potential to transport by rail. Ros said it could be
considered. Also looking at RDF and shipping abroad. Aberdeen City have an RDF facility
only working on one shift at moment, so looking at double shifting and shipping abroad. RDF
is seasonal. The only option that absolutely can do, is the landfill in England. There might be
cheaper options, but can’t say can definitely do yet.
Ros said timescale for Aberdeenshire Council is 15 months. The City is fine, Moray is in the
same positon as Aberdeenshire. A study has been conducted across Scotland as to how
many already have a solution in place. Some LAs have been expecting the market to provide
a solution. Scottish Government are evaluating how much of a gap and how long it will be.
Cllr McKail asked if a briefing note could be issued following Monday’s meeting and this was
agreed.
9. DATE OF NEXT WASTE MANAGEMENT WORKING GROUP
Wednesday 13th February, 2019, 10:00am.
All are to take place in Committee Room 4, Woodhill House.
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APPENDIX D
ABERDEEN, 7 December 2018. Minute of Meeting of the ABERDEEN CITY REGION
DEAL JOINT COMMITTEE. Present:- Councillor Jenny Laing, Chairperson; Councillor
Jim Gifford, Vice-Chairperson; Councillors Marie Boulton, Douglas Lumsden and
Richard Thomson and Mr Patrick Machray, OBE.
DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST
1.

No declarations of interest were intimated in respect of the items on today’s agenda.

MINUTE OF PREVIOUS MEETING OF 9 NOVEMBER 2018 - FOR APPROVAL
2.
The Joint Committee had before it the minute of its previous meeting of 9 November 2018,
for approval.
The Joint Committee resolved:(i)
in terms of article 7, resolution (iii) – Scottish Government Additional Investment for
Transport - Update, to note that details in relation to the agreed intervention and signalling
capacity constraints costs were still awaited from Mr Torrance; and
(ii)
to otherwise approve the minute.
PRESENTATION BY DIRECTOR OF RAIL, TRANSPORT SCOTLAND
3.
The Joint Committee received a presentation from Mr Bill Reeve, Director of Rail,
Transport Scotland.
Mr Reeve (a) made reference to the rail investment projects in terms of the £200m commitment
to upgrade the Aberdeen to central belt rail line and improve infrastructure, rolling stock of trains
and timetable from December 2018; (b) made reference to the consultant’s report which outlined
the ‘Revolution in Rail’ proposals; (c) advised that the consultant’s had identified a package of 18
measures at a cost of £218m including works north of Dundee which benefited both routes
(Aberdeen to Glasgow/Edinburgh) and the need for benefits in both the ‘to Aberdeen’ and ‘from
Aberdeen’ directions; (d) indicated that the measures proposed included track upgrades to
increase line speed including renewal of track, signalling and level crossing upgrades and
structural work; and (e) intimated that the consultant’s report advised that doubling the track from
Montrose to Usan would not provide any journey time benefits.
Mr Reeve advised that the journey time benefits identified were as follows:-

Route
Aberdeen to Edinburgh
Aberdeen to Glasgow
Edinburgh to Aberdeen
Glasgow to Aberdeen

1.5 mins
2.5 mins
2.5 mins
1.5 mins
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ABERDEEN CITY REGION DEAL JOINT COMMITTEE
7 December 2018

During discussion, Mr Reeve responded to a number of questions from members of the Joint
Committee, specifically regarding journey times, the consultant’s report, the Montrose to Usan
line, the benefits of improved signalling and an update relating to Kintore Station.
The following points were noted:• that signalling upgrades were important to improve capacity;
• that works on project routes south of Dundee would improve journey times from
Aberdeen to central belt although acknowledged that the overall time benefits were
disappointing;
• that the Reference Group established by Transport Scotland would explore options
further in conjunction with Network Rail; and
• acknowledged constraints in terms of the approach to Perth and Tay Bridge sections.
The Joint Committee resolved:(i)
to thank Mr Reeve for his presentation and the information provided;
(ii)
to note that Transport Scotland would endeavour to provide early submission of project
timescales;
(iii)
to note that track diagrams in terms of overtaking slower trains e.g. freight, would be
circulated; and
(iv)
that the consultant’s report be circulated to members of the Joint Committee.
CRD ANNUAL REPORT
4.
With reference to article 6 of the minute of the previous meeting of 9 November 2018, the
Joint Committee had before it the Aberdeen City Region Deal 2018 Annual report prepared by
the Programme Manager.
The report recommended:that the Joint Committee endorses the report.
The Joint Committee resolved:to approve the recommendation subject to amending wording to section 9 (under table 2) to read
“The £10m reflects separate funding, of which £2m has come from the Memorandum of
Understanding, along with £1.1m from both Councils’ contribution to the CRD Digital
Programme. This has levered £40m of private sector investment to the city’s ‘Fibre to the
Premises’ programme.”
- COUNCILLOR JENNY LAING, Chairperson.
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APPENDIX E

NORTH EAST OF SCOTLAND TRANSPORT PARTNERSHIP
Minute of Meeting of the North East Scotland Transport Partnership Board
Aberdeen, Wednesday, 12 December 2018

Present:

Councillor Peter Argyle (Chairperson); Councillor Sandra Macdonald
(Vice Chairperson) and Dr Margaret Bochel (Vice Chairperson); and
Councillors David Aitchison, Philip Bell, John Cox, Alex Nicoll and Colin
Pike; and Mr Ian Ross.

In Attendance:

Councillor Ian Mollison (Aberdeenshire Council), Rab Dickson, Derick
Murray and Nicky Laird (Nestrans); Stephen Archer and Ruth Taylor
(Aberdeenshire Council) and Gale Beattie, Mark Masson and Robert
Templeton (Aberdeen City Council)

Apologies:

Councillor Jennifer Stewart, Gerry Donald and George Mair

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST
1.
Councillor Cox declared an interest in relation to item 5(a) – Publications and
Consultations, specifically relating to the Strategic Development Planning Authority (SDPA) by
virtue of him being a member of the SDPA Joint Committee. He considered that the nature of
his interest did not require him to leave the meeting and therefore chose to remain in the
meeting for consideration of the item.
MINUTE OF BOARD MEETING, 7 NOVEMBER 2018
2.
The Board had before it the minute of its previous meeting of 7 November 2018, for
approval.
The Board resolved:To approve the minute as a correct record.
REGIONAL TRANSPORT STRATEGY: FORMAL RATIFICATION OF ANY MATTERS
AGREED AT WORKSHOP SESSION
3.
The Board had tabled, two papers relating to the Nestrans Regional Transport Strategy,
namely (1) Member/Officer Steering Group; and (2) Sounding Board Group which were
discussed by the members during the Board’s workshop held immediately prior to the meeting
today.
The Director made reference to the workshop and advised that the Board required to endorse
the roles, remits and memberships of the above Groups outlined in the papers.
During discussion, it was suggested that additional representation be sought for the
membership of the Sounding Board Group, as follows:-
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•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

North East MPs and MSPs;
Freight Forum (to include Goods and Ports);
Rail;
Community Groups including Disability/Civic Forum and other interested parties;
NHS Grampian;
Young People;
VisitAberdeenshire;
Climate Change and other Environmental Groups; and
Federation of Small Businesses.

The Board resolved:(i)
to approve the role, remit and membership of the Member/Officer Steering Group; and
(ii)
to approve the role, remit and membership of the Sounding Board Group, subject to the
Director seeking additional representation as outlined above, in consultation with the
Chair and Vice Chairs.
PUBLICATIONS AND CONSULTATIONS
4.
The Board had before it a report which provided information on the recent publications
and consultation papers of interest and sought to agree a response where appropriate.
The report recommended:that the Board –
(a)
approve the proposed response in Appendix A as Nestrans’ representation on the
Proposed Strategic Development Plan;
(b)
note the consultation on the options for the A96 dualling between east of Huntly and
Aberdeen and homologate the attached Appendix B as Nestrans’ response;
(c)
approve the proposed response in Appendix C as Nestrans’ representation on the
Restricted Roads (20 mph Speed Limit) (Scotland) Bill; and
(d)
approve the proposed response in Appendix D as Nestrans’ representation on the
Craigshaw Drive Proposed Cycleways.
The Board resolved:(i)
to approve recommendations (a), (b) and (d);
(ii)
to approve recommendation (c), subject to the addition of wording in the response
proposing that the significant costs for implementation of the Restricted Roads (20 mph
Speed Limit) (Scotland) Bill should be funded fully by the Scottish Government; and
(iii)
that if available, officers be requested to circulate the responses from Police Scotland
and the Business Community in relation to the Restricted Roads (20 mph Speed Limit)
(Scotland) Bill.
CLIMATE CHANGE REPORTING
5.
The Board had before it a report which provided an update on the responsibilities being
placed on Nestrans as a public body in respect of their duties in relation to the Climate Change
(Scotland) Act 2009.
The report recommended:that the Board note the report and the requirement for Nestrans to report on its activities and
policies in respect of Climate Change Duties.
The Board resolved:to approve the recommendation.
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ACTIVE TRAVEL FUNDING UPDATE
6.
The Board had before it a report which provided information on the progress of the
Nestrans Active Travel Funding Proposal.
The report recommended:that the Board note the contents of the report.
The Board resolved:to approve the recommendation.
2018/19 BUDGET MATTERS
7.
The Board had before it a report which provided an update on the Partnership’s 2018/19
budget monitoring and forecast out-turn position and sought consideration of any budget or
monitoring issues that may arise.
The report recommended:that the Board –
(a)
note the monitoring position and forecast presented in Appendix 1;
(b)
note the change of forecast for Kintore Railway Station;
(c)
note the awards of grant funding; and
(d)
note the Strategic Transport Fund position.
The Board resolved:(i)
to approve the recommendations; and
(ii)
that officers explore options in terms of expediting the Strategic Transport Fund
repayments and provide a verbal update at the next meeting in this regard.
- COUNCILLOR PETER ARGYLE, Chairperson.

