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Caimgorms National Park Local Development Plan 2020

Main Issues Report

Comments Form

Introduction

We are asking for your views on the big issues that
the Cairngorms National Park Local Development
Plan 2020 will need to address and the options for
tackling them. The Main Issues Report sets out
choices for the land allocations that could be made
for development, and for policies that will be used
to make decisions on applications for planning
permission. This consultation is your chance to
influence the new Local Development Plan to help
make sure it:

* provides the homes, jobs and services
that our communities need

* protects and enhances the Park’s
unique environment and cultural
heritage for future generations

The consultation runs from 17 November

2017 to 2 March 2018.

¢ All documents are available to view
atiwww.cairngorms.co.uk |

* Comments can be emailed to
|planning@cairngorms.co.uk |

* Or posted to:
Cairngorms National Park Authority
FREEPOST NAT 21454
Grantown-on-Spey PH26 3BR

Please use extra sheets if required.
Alternatively, an online version is available to
complete at www.cairngorms.co.uk]

All comments must be received by
5pm on Friday 2 March 2018.

Your details

Title Mr
Dave Morris

Name

Organisation (if applicable)
Address .

Email

Telep

Please tick if you are happy to receive [

correspondence via email

Please tick to confirm you are happy for [l
us to hold and use your personal data
according to fair collection purposes

Please note we will not store personal
data for anyone aged 16 or under —
please tick if you are aged |6 or under

Data protection

Your details will only be used for purposes associated
with the Main Issues Report consultation and
Cairngorms National Park Local Development

Plan 2020. You may request to see personal
information held by the CNPA at any time.

Fair collection statement

As a registered Data Controller, the Caimgorms National
Park Authority will collect, store and use your personal data
for the purpose of informing the content of the Caimgorms
National Park Local Development Plan 2020. We will not
publish any address information, but may include your name
against any comments, if you have confirmed that you are
happy for us to do so in the Your Details' section.


www.cairngorms.co.uk
mailto:planning@cairngorms.co.uk
www.cairngorms.co.uk

Key QUGS'UOHS (Y/N — delete as appropriate)

Planning in the Cairngorms National Park

Q: We propose to use the vision and long-term outcomes
set out in the National Park Partnership Plan as the
‘vision statement’ for the Local Development Plan.

Do you agree with this approach? Yes

Please explain your answer

Progress in delivering the current
Local Development Plan
Q: Do you agree with our conclusions about
the changes that need to be made to policies
in the existing Local Development Plan?  Yes

Q: Do you think any other changes are needed? Yes

Please explain your answers

There is a need to significantly constrain the development of Aviemore
so that future development is directed to other settlements in the Park.
Over the last few decades there has been a "bees around the honeypot”
mentality amongst developers. This needs to be halted before Aviemore
becomes a vast urban sprawl with outlying settlements declining in their
economic vitality. Commercial and significant housing development
should be directed elsewhere. The primary focus in Aviemore should be
the enhanced provision of affordable and social housing. A pattern of
more dispersed development will also stimulate improvements to public
transport links between settlements so that people are more willing to
live in other settlements knowing that there is a regular bus service
between all the main communities.

Main Issue | Over-arching development strategy

Q: Do you agree that the overall development strategy
of the current Local Development Plan remains
appropriate, and that we should use this as the basis
for the next Local Development Plan? H

Please explain your answer

Please explain your answers

The six qualities for successful places is a
Scottish Government requirement for all parts of
Scotland. The aim in the Park should be for
higher standards than this, especially in relation
to the need for new developments to have very
high regard for the wildlife, landscape and
outdoor recreation qualities of the Park area.

Main Issue 3 Impacts and opportunities from
the A9 and Highland Main Line upgrades

Q: Do you agree with our proposals to allocate
new employment land to take advantage of the
opportunities for inward investment associated

with the A9 and rail upgrades? Yes
Q: Do you agree that we should seek to support

those communities that are at risk of being

by-passed by the A9 dualling project? Yes

Please explain your answers

Main Issue 4 Housing

A) How much new housing do we need and where
should it be built?

Q: Do you agree with our proposed Housing Supply

Targets for the next Local Development Plan? ]

Q: Do you agree that the proposed Housing Land

Requirements are sufficiently generous? []

Q: Do you agree with our overall conclusions about

the need for additional new housing sites in the new
Local Development Plan? []

Main Issue 2 Designing great places

Q: Do you agree that the new Local Development Plan
should include a new policy requiring development
proposals to show how they meet the six qualities of
successful places? [

Q: Do you agree that we should include a clearer policy in the
new Local Development Plan to set out when tools such
as masterplans and development briefs will be used?

Please explain your answers

All future housing in Aviemore should be
affordable or social. Targets should be
adjusted to reflect this.




B) Housing growth around Aviemore Main Issue 7 Impacts on Natura designations

Q: Do you agree that we should include long-term Q: Do you agree that the new Local Development Plan
development land in the Local Development Plan which should include a more co-ordinated approach towards
could be released for development in the event that delivering wider packages of capercaillie mitigation and
An Camas Mor does not progress as envisaged? ] conservation measures? L]
Please explain your answer Please explain your answer

A H H H Yes, but the capercaillie problems are caused primarily through inappropriate
ThlS IS the most Important recommendatlon In habitat managment not public access pressures. The Park should make far
the MIR. Allocated of land for development at more effort to ensure that deer populations are reduced, especially in the

. . Atholl and Deeside areas so that habitat recovery can take place, especially in

the north end Of Aviemore is far more pfeferab|e and around existing woodland areas that are needed by capercaillie.
to the ACM development WhICh’ If it went ahead’ The LDP should not restrict itself to Natura designations - policies should be
would do too much damage to the natural designed to ensure protection of all specially designated sites and species.
heritage and lead to undesirable constraints on
public access to surrounding areas. Main Issue 8 Planning obligations

Q: Do you agree that the new Local Development Plan
should include a revised and more rigorously justified
policy on planning obligations? L]

Main Issue 5 The affordability of housing

Q: Do you agree that we should increase the affordable

housing requirement to 35% in Ballater and Braemar, Q: Do you agree that this should be supported by

more specific guidance in the plan about what

and to 45% in Aviemore and Blair Atholl? [] . e . . o
planning obligations will be required in different
Q: Do you agree that we should include policies to settlements/locations? ]
require a greater mix of house types and sizes,
including more smaller homes? [ Please explain your answers

Please explain your answers

These targets are too low - change 35% to
60% and 45%to 90%.

Main Issue 9 Flood risk and climate change resilience
Q: Do you agree that the new Local Development Plan should
include a stronger policy requirement for SUDS to be
considered in all new development proposals? []

Please explain your answer

Main Issue 6 Economic development Yes, but flood risk and mitigation is not just an issue for SUDS - the
LDP should make reference to the main problem which is overgrazing
Q: Do you agree that the new Local Development Plan of the uplands - while this will hopefully be addressed in other

documents it should be referenced in the LDP so that readers are

} aware that changes in the management of grouse moors and deer
development sites? [] range are at least as important as SUDS in mitigating the impacts of
climate change and increased flooding risk.

should identify a limited number of new economic

Please explain your answer

Main Issue 10 Land management in upland areas

Q: Do you agree that the new Local Development Plan
should include an amended policy to reflect the
National Park Partnership Plan’s presumption against
new hill tracks in open moorland areas? ]

Please explain your answer

Yes, this amendment is long overdue - excessive damage has been done in the Cairngorms through hill track
construction since the 1960s. The amendment should allow also for new tracks to be constructed in some
circumstances where older, more damaging routes are to be closed down and the ground restored.

The amendment should include reference to tracks within new woodland areas. New tracks should not
necessarily be justified in areas where now woodland is being created through planting or natural regeneration.

Furthermore much greater constraints are needed within existing commercial woodland areas where timber
extraction is taking place. In too many places excessively large machinery is being used, often associated with
the churning up of soil profiles as well as the upgrading of existing roads into massively wide new roads and
drainage ditches. Too many forest areas in the Park are beginning to resemble World War 1 battlefields.




Settlements

Please tick which settlement you are commenting on.
Comments for different settlements should be provided
on separate sheets.

AN Camas MOF ... Cromdale Killiecrankie ...
ANGUS GIENS oo DalWhinni€ ... Kincraig

Aviemore Dinnet Kingussie

Ballater Dulnain Bridge ... Laggan

Blair Atholl | Glenlivet Nethy Bridge ...
Boat of Garten ... | Glenmore NEWLONMOIE .o
Braemar Glenshee Strathdon

Bruar & Pitagowan ... __| Grantown-on-Spey ... Tomintoul

Calvine Insh

Carr-Bridge ... Inverdruie & Coylumbridge ..

(YIN — delete as appropriate)

Q: Have we identified the right issues for

this settlement (where relevant)? Select

Q: Do you agree with the proposed settlement
objectives? Select

Q: Do you agree with the preferred site options
(where relevant)? Select

Q: Do you agree with the protected open spaces
(where relevant)? Select

Q: Do you agree with the proposed settlement
boundary (where relevant)? Select

Please explain your answers

If you have any other general comments on
the topics you think the Local Development
Plan 2020 should address, please let us know.

Within this LDP there is a need to address the issue of World Heritage Site
status for the Cairngorms. Successive UK Governments made reference to
this possibility from the 1980s onwards but made little progress. Now is the
time to consider whether a WHS in the Cairngorms would meet the criteria
of the World Heritage Convention in relation to both natural and cultural
heritage. The mountain, moorland and native woodland habitats of the
Cairngorms are of outstanding universal value, worthy of the highest level
of international recognition. Furthermore, the increasing progress in the
restoration of habitats, the scientific and educational values along with wild
land recreational opportunities are of international significance. Protection
of the area through national park status would today be an important
consideration in any international evaluation of the status of the
Cairngorms. A WHS would also strengthen coordination of efforts across
the massif as a whole, enabling public and private sector partners to work
more easily towards agreed strategies for management and development
which meet world class criteria. World Heritage status would also underpin
efforts to maintain the area's reputation as a prime tourism destination.

What happens next?

Consultation responses will be collated and a
report of the consultation published. We will use
this to inform the preparation of the Proposed
Cairngorms National Park Local Development
Plan 2020. We expect to publish this for a further
period of public comment in late 2018.

We will regularly update on progress via
[www.cairngorms.co.uldand on Facebook
and Twitter via [@cairngormsnews |

and #BigParkBigQuestions.

Queries

Cairngorms National Park Authority,
|4 The Square, Grantown-on-Spey, PH26 3HG
Tel: 01479 873535 Email: blanning@caimgorms.co.uk|



www.cairngorms.co.uk
www.twitter.com/cairngormsnews
mailto:planning@cairngorms.co.uk
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