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A response to the Cairngorms National Park Plan from Ni Bullivant.

1. The Cairngorms National Park is special because it is a large, inspiring mountain massif, covered

and surrounded by some of the finest of Britain’s wildlife habitats and unspoiled inhabited straths

and glens.

The Cairngorms have a high degree of authenticity, being intrinsically of very high landscape,

environmental and recreational quality. Artificial enhancement (or ‘development’) is not necessary.

The Cairngorms present an ideal against which other places are compared. It is an extreme, not a

step on the way to anywhere else.

The Cairngorms National Park was one of the pioneer National Parks in Scotland that broke the fifty-

year wait. The “Four objectives” pursued set the standard for all public authorities. They are ideals

that any authority would be proud to uphold.

The Cairngorms National Park set the standard, on designation, for working with communities

towards a common goal, exemplified by the direct elections to the Board.

2. The statement of special qualities (p 13) has the correct general idea, but there are some

expressions in the document I would comment upon:

The pine forest is native, it is semi-natural, not semi-native.

The rivers are important, rather than the fact that the headwaters are included, and it is insignificant

(and unlikely) that the upper catchments provide water to major populations downstream. If the

rivers are to be mentioned in this context, reference should be made to the largest basin mire in the

North, the relatively natural state of the rivers and the important fauna of the rivers and floodplains.

I cannot speak for skiing, though three of the five Scottish ski centres is a major contribution, but I

feel your statement about mountaineering is an exaggeration. The Cairngorms represent a very

important element of the culture of Scottish mountaineering, but to claim a central position is to

overlook the importance of Lochaber, Glencoe and Skye, which does not strengthen the case being

made. However, the case for other recreation could be stated more strongly, because the

Cairngorms are a highly valued and popular destination for adventure sports and outdoor activity

(which I take to include wildlife-watching and photography).

Landscape qualities (p 14) Authors have sometimes got a bit carried away with enthusiasm. I would

agree that the mountains are magnificent, but “towering over” is what happens with really steep

mountains such as Blaven and An Teallach. The Cairngorms do not tower, they rest back beyond

miles of intervening moorland and forest. This is part of the quality of the Cairngorms that can be

enjoyed. The quiet presence of the mountains in many of the low ground landscapes is a unifying

factor, in good weather.

I can agree with the mountains giving an awe-inspiring sense of great spaciousness, and on a scale

greater than anywhere else in these islands, but again, I feel the term vast is not justified when one

has seen America, Australia or even Iceland. The height of these mountains is actually quite modest.

It is the fact that they are high enough to bring about sub-arctic conditions in this temperate country



that exalts their status, not the raw size of them. It is not appropriate for us to be comparing size

statistics when they are easily beaten.

A harmony of complicated curves is an appealing term, but reading this as a mathematician and

geomorphologist, “complicated curves” doesn’t ring true. There are many curves (simple curves),

and some straight lines and rough slopes, too. There are also places where abrupt changes of slope

interrupt the skylines. “A complicated harmony of curves” would be nearer the mark.

The last item “Landscapes both cultural and natural” is very weak in my view. What is it actually

saying? Landscapes on a continuous spectrum from entirely man-made to entirely natural, or

landscapes where cultural elements can be seen and ones where they cannot? Any why is this

special about the Cairngorms and not, for instance, Fife?

Moving on to Table 2.1, there is varying quality in the items chosen for listing. I agree strongly with

the listing of the unifying presence of the central mountains and their imposing and strong dramatic

character. I would reword the third item to read “The extensive plateaux contrasting sharply with

intensely eroded and dramatic glacial landforms, which are almost unique in the world”. The

significance (or qualities) of the item “The surrounding hills” is not clear to me. The remaining three

items are well-chosen and expressed.

Glens and straths includes the item “Steep glens, high passes”, bringing to mind a Himalayan

landscape. Our glens and straths are very smooth and gentle in gradient. The only steepness is at

some of the sides of the glens, particularly in the intensely-eroded central massif. The passes are

long through-glens which rise very gently to fairly flat passes. Though they are of fairly significant

altitude in British terms, it is the length and remoteness, and the degree of exposure and difficulty

they presented to early travellers which makes them nationally significant.

The broad farmed straths mentioned could also give a nod to the significant amount of woodland

interspersed on the margins of the farmland.

I can relate to “venerable” as a landscape term, but not “renowned”. One term is a reaction to the

visible natural qualities, the other to an appreciation of the cultural qualities, accessible to a

minority. There are other qualities of the rivers more worth mentioning, such as their size, the

power and variability of the flow and the extent to which they dominate great areas of ground when

they flood.

As with surrounding hills, “Beautiful lochs” is a weak item. In an inland landscape, lochs provide

contrast of reflectivity (colour) and texture, making them stand out. The Cairngorms lochs are

generally small and usually partly-hidden among surrounding hills, and views are framed by trees.

They are also very variable features, reflecting the weather and sometimes the season.

I agree with “Layers of receding ridge lines” and “Grand panoramas and framed views”. The

“landscape of many colours” is another rather meaningless item, not particularly relevant to the

Cairngorms more than the rest of the Highlands, and certainly less than places with hard, bright

sunlight such as Spain or Mexico. Perhaps it would be more accurate to describe “A landscape of

many muted colours”, though I don’t think the Cairngorms is unusual in Scottish terms.

Dark skies. I take it you mean at night. It could be read as dark clouds.



The other items are ones I would agree with. I’m too near the Cairngorms to understand the item

“Spirituality”, but if it means “uplifting in anticipation and on reflection”, I would agree strongly.

There are one or two hills where some spiritual cult visits because of the “energy” they channel, but

most mountaineers have been doing that on all hills for much longer without making a religion of it.

On reflection, this section on the landscape qualities is welcome, because it highlights the

importance of this neglected attribute of the Cairngorms. I have partly-completed a photographic

study of the landscape of the Cairngorms, but a publisher responded to me indicating that for them

(and their understanding of their market), the main thing about the Cairngorms was the wildlife, not

the landscape.

However, I’m not sure that the preamble to the National Park Plan is the right place to redress any

imbalance in the public perception of the importance of landscape in comparison to other groups of

qualities. The variable quality of the work quoted gives it the air of a publicity campaign rather than

a dispassionate assessment of qualities that need to be safeguarded.

There is not, for balance, a catalogue of the Special Biodiversity, Geodiversity or Recreational

Qualities that need to be taken into account.

3. Additional qualities worthy of mention include the climate. This is the most inland part of the

Highlands where winter has greatest influence, and the climate of the mountains constantly

influences the climate of the glens.

This in turn influences the light, which is an inspiration leading to so many photographers working

here.

Strategic objective1

The National Park is not only a place where good things happen, as implied by the first Strategic

Objective, but is known to be so by all who work and recreate in the National Park, and all other

people in Scotland, as a national icon of which all can be proud.

This is sufficiently strategic to appear here, and distinct from objectives 2 and 3 as to be either a sub-

clause of 1, so an amplification of it, or a separate strategic objective in its own right.

I feel this is necessary, because it is worthy of the CNPA and residents to beaver away at objective 1,

but to continue to gain support and funding, everyone else has to be carried along with the

enthusiasm.

Firstly, there must be no demotion of the status of the National Park to merely a Park, of which

there are thousands in Scotland. It is a National Park, and should be referred to as such at all times.

This is already standard practice with National Nature Reserves and National Scenic Areas. To omit

the adjective from any of these would be seen as a demotion. The adjective National should always

be used when referring to the National Park.

Secondly, the good things must not only happen, they must be publicised. The publicity will help the

other strategic objectives but must be carried out sensitively in line with the purposes of the main

objective. The National Park needs energetic ambassadors of the calibre of Cameron McNeish and



Peter Cairns to make regular contributions to what people are absorbing through the media about

the Cairngorms.

A feeling of national pride in the National Park also requires a strong approval rating for the National

Park Authority. Although the Authority has rightly – in my view – emphasised the role of all other

supporters in the National Park, its own role should develop as a leader and cheer-leader for the

efforts of all partners.

Strategic objective 4

I feel that there should be something in the strategic objectives about enhancing understanding of

the Cairngorms and of wild ecosystems and places in general. I don’t think this is included in the

outstanding visitor experience objective, and in a way is independent of it, as the National Park has a

national responsibility for this, not just to visitors.

This could be a very useful peg on which to hang the declared intention to increase the amount of

volunteering, and the expansion of the John Muir Award scheme.

4. If following through on my comments on Strategic Objective 1 and proposed Strategic Objective 4,

there is unlikely to be any scope to prune the long-term objectives of the National Park Plan.

Summary of Progress to Date.

The National Park Authority can be proud to have one of the most active and responsive Outdoor

Access Forums in Scotland, and this should be acknowledged in the table on page 21. I have personal

experience of the approach of the Authority towards its LOAF, and this contrasts favourably with the

approach of other authorities.

5. Yes – agree.

6. As a Ranger and resident they are all important, but my priority is with outcomes 1, 3, 4, and 10.

7. B I welcome the listing (3) of a Cairngorms volunteering programme and I am keen to support this.

I also support (6) learning resource materials and (7) web-based research hub.

7 C I am concerned that Ranger Services require strengthening to support this outcome, but the

tendency is for depletion and at best stasis.

7 D Add Ranger Services to the list of Who for (3) and (6). Cairngorm Mountain possesses a wealth of

information regularly requested by researchers relevant to (7).

7 E The targets listed require a baseline, and as far as I am aware, this is not available for school

children using the National Park through the Curriculum for Excellence nor the number of volunteer

days. For these indicators, it would be preferable to set a value, estimated by reference to schools,

Ranger Services and other visitor attractions such as the Highland Wildlife Park.

G Cairngorm Mountain can provide data for improved estimates of numbers of school children and

students using the resource, and for numbers of volunteer days.



9. A This is an important concept, but I am not convinced that all readers will have the same

understanding of what wildness means. For instance, I would consider that the first benefit “CNP will

remain an important and accessible place for people to experience wildnesss” is slightly self-

contradictory. This outcome could benefit from further discussion with John Muir Trust,

Mountaineering Council of Scotland and academics to tease out what is being enhanced by the

outcome. When this is more carefully defined, the benefits can be described and a programme of

work devised.

9 B Development has connotations of official development requiring planning permission, but many

forms of development fall below this level. Estates, estate staff and individual hill-goers need to have

a clearer understanding of the sorts of development and activity that can impact on wildness

characteristics. This could be developed through training and awareness-raising.

9 C Activity is a large and important enough factor to merit a separate listing. There are particular

issues with the use of land-based vehicles, irresponsible recreation, low-flying aircraft and

irresponsible muirburn. All these activities are not covered by the proposed delivery mechanisms,

and have the capacity to reduce wildness significantly.

Examples include: Skidoo expeditions across the hills, broad-scale scarring of arctic plateaux by

wheeled vehicles in soft conditions, and the creation of new tracks by incremental damage caused

by quad bikes; uncontrolled dogs, building of memorials, cairns and shelters, irresponsible mountain

biking and inappropriately large party sizes; low-flying jets and inappropriately-located low-flying

helicopter exercises; unnecessarily heavy and widespread muirburn and muirburn that extends up

onto crags and arctic heaths.

Additional work required includes awareness-raising and training and an expectation by those taking

recreation that estate staff and Ranger Services will raise issues of wilderness-harming activity with

them, with a view to minimising this activity.

The National Park could be the catalyst for a re-wilding programme, to include artefact removal,

restoration of damaged ground and to draw up a code of practice with land managers for use of

vehicles, muirburn and artefact removal. A parallel stream of activity in awareness-raising among

recreationists would also assist. Finally, promotion of legislation removing low-flying training from

National Parks in Scotland would be required.

9 D Ranger services are well-placed to work with recreationists to minimise wilderness-harming

activity, indeed, the Cairngorm Snow White facility is an innovative approach to this area of work.

Cairngorm Mountain Limited already has a list of Man-made Objects present on Cairngorm Estate,

which was suggested as a precursor to taking action on this topic by the Cairngorms Partnership

Management Plan. To my knowledge it has not been repeated by any other estate.

9E The target is weak because the assessment method is not defined.

9F The length of vehicle tracks assessed by satellite photographs, the number of low-flying sorties in

the National Park, the number of cairns and other shelters removed, the length of old fences

removed, the number of incidents of irresponsible muirburn as assessed by satellite photography.

16 C There is a need to develop public transport to support the Outcome 10.



16 D CML has promoted public transport to Cairngorm in a partnership with Rapson’s Country buses.

This scheme is not active at present. Cairngorm Mountain Limited is actively pursuing this Outcome

through the provision of guided walks with a Ranger, or guide, especially the Walks at the Top of the

railway.

16 E The indicators are on the right lines, but may need specifying more closely. For instance, is the

first referring only to residents, or to residents and visitors? The target “To increase by more than

the national increase” is dependant on how that is measured. The target of the second indicator is

likewise. Considering the size of the National Park, and the long travel to work distances, I think this

target is too ambitious. Add to this indicator “and school”. This is an area where great improvements

could be made in villages with schools.

16 F I would like to see an indicator about the provision and take-up of public transport in the

National Park.

17 Yes, agree.

19 Rivers, add to weaknesses Competition for recreational use, and Disturbance of wildlife by

recreation. And to threats: Increasing recreational demand.

Mountains, moor and heathland, add to weaknesses, after “Rare species vulnerable to climate

change” the words “and recreational disturbance”, and remove from Threats, as this is happening

already, not just in the future. Weaknesses: remove disturbance from the montane vegetation and

soils item, as this is covered adequately by reference to trampling. Move inappropriate muirburn

from Threats to Weaknesses, as this is also happening at present.

Urban: Move “Dispersed rural settlements rely heavily on transport by private car” from Threats to

Weaknesses, as it is a current feature, not a possible future one.

20 I agree with the main opportunities highlighted on p66 as being ones to address.

21 and 22 I agree with the proposed approach.

23 B I would like to see encouragement to the development of mountain woodlands in this section.

24 and 25 I agree with the proposed approach

26 and 27 B. In one of these areas it is necessary to improve the coverage and coordination of

Ranger Services and to secure improved public benefit while retaining the contribution made by

employers. I believe the implications are to provide Ranger Services through a partnership

arrangement similar to COAT where the main contributors are major stakeholders, but benefit can

also be widened to those whose operations are of insufficient scale to justify separately employing a

Ranger Service.

As an aside, the community description of Kingussie is well over the top when it describes:
The unique backbone to Kingussie is its shinty team, which is vitally important to the social fabric of
the town.
This is not a description I recognise. I have been to dozens of social and community events in

Kingussie over 22 years and only one – a shinty match – had anything to do with the team. I know



that it is the source of pride, but to suggest that it is vitally important to the social fabric of the town

did cause a certain amount of amusement.

Response ends.

parkplan@cairngorms.co.uk



































COMMENTS OF VICTOR F J JORDAN ON THE DRAFT CAIRNGORMS NATIONAL
PARK PLAN 2012-2011

” 2012-2017” should be removed from the title.
1. In making this National Park Plan a plan for a limited period, 2012 to 2017, the Cairngorms

National Park Authority have failed to follow the scheme laid down by the Scottish
Parliament. Section 13 of the National Parks (Scotland) Act 2000 requires a National Park
Authority, in effect, to review their National Park Plan at intervals of not more than five years
and if it thinks fit to prepare an amended plan. The approach actually adopted by the
Cairngorms National Park Authority commits the Authority in five years’ time to producing a
new National Park Plan whereas under the statute it is for the members of the Authority at that
time (or earlier!) to decide whether to prepare an amended plan.

2. The National Park Plan approved by Scottish Ministers in 2007 does not purport to have a
limited life and certainly looked beyond 2012. Yet it is described in some places on the
Authority’s web site as “The Cairngorms National Park Plan 2007-2012”. If the Authority had
followed the scheme laid down in section 13 they would have realised that they were not under
any obligation to produce a new plan and would have been more likely to have considered
more systematically what amendments should be made to the National Park Plan approved by
Ministers. Amongst matters apparently jettisoned without specific consideration by the
Authority are the basic statistics on housing on page 72 of the National Park Plan approved by
Ministers in 2007. If the Authority had followed the scheme in section 13 it is less likely that
there would have been the wholesale restructuring of the National Park Plan that has taken
place. Such a restructuring makes it difficult to see what substantive changes or refinements of
policy have taken place. It also is likely to cause staff and members of the Authority to devote
to issues of drafting and presentation time that would be better spent on examining the
substantive issues confronting the Cairngorms National Park Authority.

The last paragraph on page 9 should be removed.
3. This paragraph is a gloss on the provision of the National Parks (Scotland) Act 2000

summarised two paragraphs earlier. I suggest that it is unnecessary and tends to distract
attention from the provision itself. In any event this paragraph gives insufficient weight to the
words “in any matter”. This paragraph does not of course represent a policy for coordinating
functions but is at the most a mere technique of making decisions and policy.

Under “Purpose of National Park Plans” on page 10 the text should include policy on the
coordination of the exercise of functions.

4. The text omits sufficiently if at all to indicate that part of the statutory purpose of a National
Park Plan is to set out the National Park Authority’s policy for coordinating the exercise of the
Authority’s functions (and the functions of other public bodies) with a view to accomplishing
the purpose of ensuring that the National Park aims are collectively achieved in relation to the
National Park in a coordinated way. I suggest that all the words of section 11 of the National
Parks (Scotland) Act 2000 from “setting out its policy for” to the end of the section be quoted.

The Vision on page 16 contains no sense of direction.
5. It could be argued that the Vision describes the National Park at present. It should give a
sense of where improvements are needed or how challenges are to be met.

Question 4 on page 17.
6. I think that the twenty three long term outcomes should be retained though some might
need updating or amending.



Question 5 on page 23
7. I feel that advice and support for land managers is a subsidiary aim which does not
warrant a place as one of only ten outcomes.

8. I suggest that Outcome 5 should be replaced by something on the following lines;
“A policy will have been developed in response to the fact that the

proportion of residents in the National Park who are over 65 is increasing
at an extreme rate which is greater than the national average.”

Question 7 on page 29
E

9. I think that the targets should be the actual numbers to be attained. The present
numbers should also be given for purposes of comparison.

F
10. I think that the numbers of visitors should also be a target especially as page 77 shows

that the numbers are recorded.
Question 9 on page 35

B
11. Please see my answer to F below.. .

F
12. Since the RSPB and other organisations, like SNH, carry out assessments of numbers of

birds and other animals of certain species, like red squirrels, such numbers should be used as
indicators if such assessments are made for the National Park or any of its parts. If such
assessments are not currently made perhaps meeting the omission could be a target or a
package of work.

Question 10 on page 38
A

13. I think that such an outcome is appropriate but it would be more realistic if it read “The
existing areas of wildness are retained and where possible their wildness enhanced.”
C

14. There should be a much larger scale map showing degrees of wildness than that on page 68
and it should be available for inspection and//or sale to the public.
F

15. . The target should be in terms of hectares or acreage and the present figures should be given
for purposes of comparison.

Question 12 on page 44
E

16. The number of businesses in the Park is rather vague. How is a business defined?
There will be a number of self employed persons in the National Park who will contribute to

the local economy through consumption of materials and some use of casual labour. It is vital that
any indicator catches such businesses or a misleading picture of the economic state of the National
Park is liable to be given.

17. The number of jobs created should not be used as an indicator on its own without some
indicator of total employment. The number of jobs created can mask an overall decline in
employment. The indicator should be the current national indicator of employment. This
was once expressed as a percentage of the employed population or some such formula.

Question 13 on page 47
A



A 18. Yes but I do not necessarily agree with its precise terms.

E.

I do19. I do not agree with the only indicator given nor do I think that it is aptly expressed.
Dealing with the latter criticism first, the indicator is said to be the number of High Street
improvement projects that have been implemented but the target is not a number. The target is
the completion of all projects which would be the appropriate target if the indicator were
proportion of projects completed. In any event such an indicator could be an indicator only of
the efficiency of some agency or agencies. It does not indicate how successfully the distinct
sense of place and identity has been retained or enhanced. I suggest that either a suitable
question is incorporated in the visitor survey or a body like the Civic Trust does an assessment
or the local residents are canvassed.

Question 15 on page 53
A

20. Yes.
C

21. If “community development trust” has a technical meaning this should be defined and it
should be made clear that any type of local trust or organisation furthering aspects of the public
weal should be eligible to receive encouragement.

E
22. I do not agree with the last two. I think that a better indicator would be something like the

number of communities where expenditure by local organizations exceeds a certain amount per
head of the population

Question 17 on page 58
23. No. I do not agree with the proposed use of the formula regarding multiple benefits.

Question 18 on page 58.
24.This is a theoretical formula which seems to suggest that the number of benefits provided
(or “boxes ticked”) by a proposal or policy is more important than the strength of the positive
intrinsic merits of the proposal or policy. The benefit provided by a proposal in one respect
might be very great or exceptional but it might be ruled out because its benefits are restricted
to that one respect.

25 This formula is a mere technique for decision making. It does not constitute the policy
which the National Park Plan should include for coordinating the exercise of the
Authority’s functions and the functions of other bodies in relation to the National Park as
required by section 11 of the National Parks (Scotland) Act 2000. I suggest that, to evolve
a policy for coordinating the exercise of functions, the plan should, by reference to
statistics and other facts, examine recent trends in the National Park in various fields like
employment, population, and building of houses and other development both in the Park as
a whole and in its different parts, should consider where the trends will lead to in the
future if adopted policies are maintained and consider whether those policies should be
changed or new policies adopted to meet problems and ensure the collective achievement
of the National Park aims in a coordinated way.

Question 19 on page 66



26. I do not agree with the inclusion of these lists of opportunities, threats , strengths and
weaknesses in the National Park Plan. They are mostly if not almost entirely a mere check
list for persons devising policies. Instead the National Park Plan should identify actual
threats or actual potential dangers and opportunities with reference to what is happening
“on the ground” and lay down policies or adjustments to policies to deal with these.

The statement from the Ballater and Crathie Community Council has not been included in full
on page 92

27. In the third paragraph after the words “redevelopment where possible” the
Community Council’s statement as approved by the Community Council has the words

“(rather than new open market housebuilding)”. These words should be reinstated as an
undertaking was given on behalf of the National Park Authority at the public meeting in
Ballater on 3rd November 2010 that the vision statement would be put into the National Park
Plan verbatim. Moreover this draft plan on page 51 says that the visions are in the draft plan
“in each community’s own words”. It is presumably on that basis that the statement of
Dalwhinnie is printed with the extraordinary assertion that Dalwhinnie has the only working
distillery in the Cairngorms National Park. It is therefore also strange that Ballater’s
statement is printed with at least another five alterations in addition to the significant one to
which I have drawn attention. Victor F J Jordan 1st December 2011.
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3.0 DRAFT CAIRNGORMS NATIONAL PARK PLAN 2012 – 2017 
 

Vision 

3.1 We agree with the suggestion of changing the vision to “An outstanding National Park, enjoyed 

and valued by everyone, where nature and people thrive together”. 

 

3.2 In order for this vision to be realised, encouragement needs to be given through the planning 

system to retain the local population in the area by offering choice in the housing market over a 

range of locations, including consolidating existing groupings and hamlets outwith the main 

settlements. 

 

Question 4 

3.3 The long term outcomes relating to access to housing are supported and these aims can only 

be achieved by allowing additional quality new facilities in support of existing communities and 

groupings/hamlets such as Drumuillie. 

 

Questions 5 & 6 

3.4 We consider that the focus for 2012 – 2017 covers the outcomes that are required to retain and 

enhance the distinct sense of place and identify within the landscape of the Park.  One 

additional outcome could be to increase housing opportunities by embracing new development 

that fits the aims of the Plan, in location outwith the main settlements by sustaining groupings 

and hamlets through limited new growth. 

 

Outcome 7 - Question 13 

3.5 We agree that this new development within the park should be designed in a manner which is 

sympathetic to the existing grain of the communities in which that new development is targeted.  

This outcome is one which will be embraced by our client when detailed proposals are brought 

forward. 
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4.0 CAIRNGORMS NATIONAL PARK LOCAL DEVLEOPMENT PLAN MAIN ISSUES REPORT  
 

4.1 We have concentrated our response only on the issues that directly affect the use we propose 

at Drumuillie. 

 

Special Qualities of the Park - Question 1 

4.2 We agree with the preferred option of protecting areas with defined special qualities and 

designated sites. 

 

Spatial Guidance (Option 3) – Question 2 

4.3 We agree that clear guidance on directing development away from sensitive locations should 

be the preferred approach.  Our client’s plotted sites of Drumuillie should qualify as a preferred 

location due to its non-sensitivity from an environmental perspective.  All care will be taken to 

comply with sustainable Design Guidelines and as indicated, the site can be easily serviced. 

 

Affordable Housing - Question 4 

4.4 We partly agree with the preferred option to support the needs of the communities, provided 

there is sufficient flexibility to encourage a range of product to be established, including 

affordable self-build for example. 

 

Spatial Strategy – Question 5 

4.5 We agree with the generality of the spatial strategy which focuses development in settlements 

such as Boat of Garten, near Drumuillie.  Moreover, we support the suggested action to “Clarify 

what is anticipated in rural communities outwith identified settlements”. 

 

4.6 In this respect, this issue is a key policy response we seek through this consultation. 

 

Whilst we consider Site A complies with current Adopted Local Plan Policy 21, a more flexible 

approach is required to enable Site B and, in this context, we support this review and recognise 

the potential for additional “ad hoc development outside the settlement hierarchy to meet local 

need”.  This presumably would operate on a site-by-site basis, and be determined on the 

specific circumstances pertaining to the relationship between sites and existing 

groupings/hamlets, such as Drumuillie. 

 

4.7 We further consider in this context, that our client’s sites are deliverable/effective in terms of 

national planning policy and achievable for all practical purposes. 

 

4.8 We therefore recommend that existing Policy 21 be altered or replaced to create sufficient 

flexibility to achieve the aims of Issue 5, Option 1, as set out in the “implications” bullet points 

which we have addressed 

 



            keppie 
A. Draft Cairngorms national Park Plan 2012 – 2017 
B. Cairngorms National Park Local Development Plan Main Issues Report 
Mr William Grant 
 
 

 6

Issue 6 Support for Rural Areas – Question 25 

4.9 We agree with the preferred option (Option 3) and the need to allow different approaches in 

different communities.  We are confident that our client’s sites A and B will meet the 

prospective criteria for a site’s sustainability within the context of the landscape, and the 

dispersed character of the grouping/hamlet which also builds on historic growth patterns. 

 

4.10 We further consider that sites A and B cannot be described as development in open 

countryside and will provide an entirely sustainable and suitable consolidation in line with the 

principles set out in both Issue 6 and Issue 5. 

 

In Summary 

4.11 As we have confirmed in this submission, we have reviewed the extent of development being 

sought through the LDP and would  request that our client’s revised sites A and B be included 

as preferred sites in the forthcoming Local Plan, for the reasons set out in this report. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



            keppie 
A. Draft Cairngorms national Park Plan 2012 – 2017 
B. Cairngorms National Park Local Development Plan Main Issues Report 
Mr William Grant 
 
 

 7

5.0 CONCLUSIONS 
 

5.1 We have considered the terms of both the Draft National Park Plan 2012 – 17 and the Main 

Issues Report, and have made detailed comments, largely in support of the general principles 

outlined. 

 

5.2 In substance, the provision of  a limited number of housing plots within the rural hamlet of 

Drumuillie meet with the principles set out in the Draft National Park Plan and indeed, the 

existing National Park Plan. 

 

5.3 In detail, referring to the Main Issues Report, we consider that the sites at Drumuillie should be 

supported in the Local Development Plan for house plots for the following reasons:- 

 

• Our client has responded to the Park Authority’s views on the submitted Call-for-Sites 

and significantly reduced the area to be considered. 

• The sites form a natural and sustainable consolidating/rounding-off at Drumuillie. 

• Site A fully conforms with Adopted Local Plan Policy 21. 

• Both sites are effective in terms of National Planning Policy. 

• It is considered that there are no landscape, ecological or setting issues put at risk by 

building on these two sites.  

 

5.4 We would request that sites A and B, as described in this report, be considered suitable as 

plotted residential sites and that flexibility be included in a revised rural housing policy to 

replace Policy 21 along the lines outlined in Issues 5 and 6 of the Main Issues Report, which 

we support as creating the opportunity for a more flexible approach to rural housing. 
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