Cairngorms National Park Local Development Plan 2020
Main Issues Report
Comments Form
Introduction

Your details

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:

Mr
Title .....................................................................................................................................................
Roy Turnbull
Name ...............................................................................................................................................
Organisation (if applicable)
Address

.

.................................................................................

......................................................................................................

Telephone ..................................................................................................................................

• 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.

Please tick if you are happy to receive
correspondence via email

✔

Please tick to confirm you are happy for
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 16 or under

• All documents are available to view
at www.cairngorms.co.uk
• Comments can be emailed to
planning@cairngorms.co.uk

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.

• 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

Fair collection statement
As a registered Data Controller, the Cairngorms National
Park Authority will collect, store and use your personal data
for the purpose of informing the content of the Cairngorms
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.

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

(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?

Select

Please explain your answers

Y/N

B) Housing growth around Aviemore

Main Issue 7 Impacts on Natura designations

Q: Do you agree that we should include long-term
development land in the Local Development Plan which
could be released for development in the event that 		
An Camas Mòr does not progress as envisaged?
Y/N

Q: Do you agree that the new Local Development Plan
should include a more co-ordinated approach towards
delivering wider packages of capercaillie mitigation and
conservation measures?
Y/N

Please explain your answer

Please explain your answer

Please explain your answer

Main Issue 3 Impacts and opportunities from
the A9 and Highland Main Line upgrades
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? Select Y/N
Q: Do you think any other changes are needed? Select Y/N
Please explain your answers

Main Issue 8 Planning obligations

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?

Select
Y/N

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?

Q: Do you agree that we should increase the affordable
housing requirement to 35% in Ballater and Braemar, 		
and to 45% in Aviemore and Blair Atholl?
Y/N

Y/N
Select

Q: Do you agree that we should include policies to 		
require a greater mix of house types and sizes,
including more smaller homes?

Main Issue 5 The affordability of housing

Please explain your answers

Y/N

Q: Do you agree that the new Local Development Plan
should include a revised and more rigorously justified
policy on planning obligations?
Y/N
Q: Do you agree that this should be supported by 		
more specific guidance in the plan about what
planning obligations will be required in different
settlements/locations?

Y/N

Please explain your answers

Please explain your answers

Main Issue 1 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?
Y/N

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?
Y/N

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?

Please explain your answer

Q: Do you agree that the proposed Housing Land
Requirements are sufficiently generous?

Y/N
Y/N

Q: Do you agree with our overall conclusions about
the need for additional new housing sites in the new
Local Development Plan?
Y/N
Please explain your answers

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?
Y/N

Main Issue 6 Economic development

Please explain your answer

Q: Do you agree that the new Local Development Plan
should identify a limited number of new economic
development sites?
Y/N
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?
Y/N
Please explain your answer

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?
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(Y/N – delete as appropriate)
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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.
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new employment land to take advantage of the
opportunities for inward investment associated
with the A9 and rail upgrades?

Y/N

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?

Q: Do you agree that we should increase the affordable
housing requirement to 35% in Ballater and Braemar,
and to 45% in Aviemore and Blair Atholl?
Y/N

Y/N

Q: Do you agree that we should include policies to
require a greater mix of house types and sizes,
including more smaller homes?

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

Main Issue 5 The affordability of housing

Please explain your answers

Q: Do you agree that this should be supported by
more specific guidance in the plan about what
planning obligations will be required in different
settlements/locations?

Y/N

Y/N

Please explain your answers

Please explain your answers

Main Issue 1 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?
Y/N
Please explain your answer

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?
Y/N

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?

Y/N
Y/N

Q: Do you agree with our overall conclusions about 		
the need for additional new housing sites in the new 		
Local Development Plan?
Y/N
Main Issue 2 Designing great places

Please explain your answer

Main Issue 6 Economic development
Q: Do you agree that the new Local Development Plan
should identify a limited number of new economic
development sites?
Y/N
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?
Y/N

Please explain your answers

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?
Y/N

Please explain your answer

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? Y/N
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Settlements
Please tick which settlement you are commenting on.
Comments for different settlements should be provided
on separate sheets.
An Camas Mòr ........................................

Cromdale ........................................................

Killiecrankie ...................................................

Angus Glens ................................................

Dalwhinnie ....................................................

Kincraig ...............................................................

Aviemore ........................................................

Dinnet .................................................................

Kingussie ...........................................................

Ballater ................................................................

Dulnain Bridge ..........................................

Laggan ..................................................................

Blair Atholl .....................................................

Glenlivet ...........................................................

Nethy Bridge ..............................................

Boat of Garten .........................................

Glenmore .......................................................

Newtonmore ............................................

Braemar .............................................................

Glenshee ..........................................................

Strathdon ........................................................

Bruar & Pitagowan ..............................

Grantown-on-Spey ............................

Tomintoul .......................................................

Calvine ................................................................

Insh ..........................................................................

Carr-Bridge ...................................................

Inverdruie & Coylumbridge ....

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

(Y/N – delete as appropriate)

Q: Have we identified the right issues for
this settlement (where relevant)?

Select Y/N

Q: Do you agree with the proposed settlement
objectives?
Select Y/N
Q: Do you agree with the preferred site options
(where relevant)?
Select Y/N
Q: Do you agree with the protected open spaces
(where relevant)?
Select Y/N
Q: Do you agree with the proposed settlement
boundary (where relevant)?
Select Y/N
Please explain your answers

What happens next?

1. Issues For This Settlement:
New housing of the kind that has been delivered over the last several decades does NOT “help the community to remain sustainable”.
The community's sustainability is NOT dependent upon on an endless supply of new house building: indeed Nethy Bridge has rather
been damaged by the rate and extent of growth in recent decades.
According to Highland Council's Housing Completion figures, and its report into “Population Change in Nairn and Badenoch and
Strathspey 2001 to 2011”:

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.

i) 102 new houses were built in the Nethy Bridge settlement area from 2001 to 2011, whilst
ii) the population rose from 741 to 921, an increase of 24.4%
This extremely rapid growth followed on from 165 houses that were built in the village since 1976.
Rather than "helping the community to remain sustainable", this rampant rate of growth is better characterized in the words of Highland
Council's First Draft Local Plan of 1991:
“... concern is emerging about the rate and scale of change in established villages. Unsympathetic cramming and expansion of
communities is eroding their character and setting, threatening to overwhelm facilities, or creating imbalances in the social structure.”
That is a concern about a problem that was rather more poetically described by the late author Peter Matthiessen as:
"that lunatic insistence on 'progress', on 'growth', on gross national product, that is destroying the land and air and water, the wild
animals and plants, the countryside, small towns and small business and small farmers, not to speak of quality and craftmanship,
birdsong, silence, night, and the very soul of man."

We will regularly update on progress via
www.cairngorms.co.uk and on Facebook
and Twitter via @cairngormsnews
and #BigParkBigQuestions.

Nor can the building of nearly 300 houses in Nethy Bridge over the last forty years or so be said to have solved the problem of
providing the relatively very small number of houses that would have been required to “meet the needs of the local community”,
because the claims by both Highland Council and the CNPA that that was the aim of this rapid growth was always, quite frankly, a lie.
Using up what building land was reasonably available within the settlement by i) building large numbers of luxury houses that could not
be afforded by the local community, and ii) not restricting the ownership of those houses that were economically available for members
of the local community does not “meet the needs of the local community”, and to pretend that it does merely adds insult to injury.
Instead, what has been “sustained” by this (largely) luxury house building boom has been the bank balances of landowners, house
builders and property speculators, and the desire of wealthy individuals from outwith the local community to move into the area,
sometimes just for retirement or to acquire a holiday or second home. That desire may be understandable, but please save us from the
hypocrisy of claiming that satisfying it “meets the needs of the local community”. It does not. To a large extent it stymies those needs.
2. The Proposed Settlement Objectives
I agree with the three objectives, but see above with respect to “housing that meets local needs”, and any provision for small-scale
business development must be approached with great care and without compromising the natural and cultural heritage of the
settlement.

Queries

3. Preferred Site Options

Cairngorms National Park Authority,
14 The Square, Grantown-on-Spey, PH26 3HG
Tel: 01479 873535 Email: planning@cairngorms.co.uk

H1. I strongly support the deletion of site H1 from School Wood.
The allocation of housing within the ancient woodland of School Wood was initially foisted upon the settlement of Nethy Bridge, without
any public consultation, in Highland Regional Council's March 1993 Final Draft Local Plan. There had been no mention of any
allocation in School Wood in the March 1991 First Draft Local Plan nor any public consultation into its inclusion in the Final Draft.
Moreover, that First Draft had attracted what HRC described as “very considerable concerns” in relation to “the amount of land
allocated for housing development”, which concerns were then ignored by increasing the housing allocations from 95 to 123 between
the First and Final Drafts. The School Wood allocation, as the largest housing proposal ever made in Nethy Bridge, has therefore
always represented a serious democratic deficit that the CNPA, until now, has failed to redress.
In the meantime, two examinations of the CNPA LDP (2010 and 2015) have attracted withering criticism of the School Wood allocation
from Scottish Government Reporters, whilst knowledge about the wealth of wildlife that would be destroyed and damaged were the
proposal to proceed has continued to accumulate.
Removal of this H1 allocation from the forthcoming LDP is not only a “no-brainer” in planning terms, but is a necessary and overdue

✔
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......................................................................................................
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✔
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Key Questions

(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?
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Q: Do you agree that we should include long-term
development land in the Local Development Plan which
could be released for development in the event that 		
An Camas Mòr does not progress as envisaged?
Y/N

Q: Do you agree that the new Local Development Plan
should include a more co-ordinated approach towards
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Main Issue 3 Impacts and opportunities from
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the changes that need to be made to policies
in the existing Local Development Plan? Select Y/N
Q: Do you think any other changes are needed? Select Y/N
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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?

Select
Y/N

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?

Q: Do you agree that we should increase the affordable
housing requirement to 35% in Ballater and Braemar, 		
and to 45% in Aviemore and Blair Atholl?
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Q: Do you agree that we should include policies to 		
require a greater mix of house types and sizes,
including more smaller homes?

Main Issue 5 The affordability of housing
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Q: Do you agree that the new Local Development Plan
should include a revised and more rigorously justified
policy on planning obligations?
Y/N
Q: Do you agree that this should be supported by 		
more specific guidance in the plan about what
planning obligations will be required in different
settlements/locations?

Y/N
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Please explain your answers

Main Issue 1 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?
Y/N

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?
Y/N

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?

Please explain your answer

Q: Do you agree that the proposed Housing Land
Requirements are sufficiently generous?

Y/N
Y/N

Q: Do you agree with our overall conclusions about
the need for additional new housing sites in the new
Local Development Plan?
Y/N
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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?
Y/N

Main Issue 6 Economic development

Please explain your answer

Q: Do you agree that the new Local Development Plan
should identify a limited number of new economic
development sites?
Y/N
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?
Y/N
Please explain your answer

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?
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(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?
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Y/N
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development land in the Local Development Plan which
could be released for development in the event that 		
An Camas Mòr does not progress as envisaged?
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should include a more co-ordinated approach towards
delivering wider packages of capercaillie mitigation and
conservation measures?
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Please explain your answer

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

Y/N

Q: Do you think any other changes are needed?

Y/N

Please explain your answers

Main Issue 8 Planning obligations

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?

Y/N

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?

Q: Do you agree that we should increase the affordable
housing requirement to 35% in Ballater and Braemar,
and to 45% in Aviemore and Blair Atholl?
Y/N
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Q: Do you agree that we should include policies to
require a greater mix of house types and sizes,
including more smaller homes?

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

Main Issue 5 The affordability of housing

Please explain your answers

Q: Do you agree that this should be supported by
more specific guidance in the plan about what
planning obligations will be required in different
settlements/locations?

Y/N

Please explain your answers

I agree with the reasons for these changes
outlined in the MIR.

Please explain your answers

Main Issue 1 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?
Y/N
Please explain your answer

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?
Y/N
✔

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?

Y/N
Y/N

Q: Do you agree with our overall conclusions about 		
the need for additional new housing sites in the new 		
Local Development Plan?
Y/N
Main Issue 2 Designing great places

✔
Y/N

Please explain your answer

Main Issue 6 Economic development

I agree with the reasons for these changes
outlined in the MIR.

Q: Do you agree that the new Local Development Plan
should identify a limited number of new economic
development sites?
Y/N
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?
Y/N
✔

Please explain your answers

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?
Y/N

Please explain your answer
However, this provision does not go far enough and it is illogical.
As the MIR Background acknowledges, "inappropriately sited or poorly constructed vehicle tracks can have
detrimental impacts on sensitive habitats" AS WELL AS significant adverse impacts on the landscape. That
being the case - and the CNP provides numerous examples to illustrate those two truths - it is perverse to only
have a presumption against tracks in open areas (where the wide landscape aspect may be the main
consideration) but not to have similar presumption against well hidden tracks elsewhere, perhaps in woodland,
that nonetheless may do considerable damage to sensitive habitats. It is also the case that tracks that, by virtue
of being somewhat concealed, do not offend the wider landscape view, are frequently also very offensive to the
near view landscape, offering piles of bulldozed ground, broken boulders, buried turves, smashed trees and
branches, ugly pipes, unpleasant walking surfaces and all the lack of care and sensitivity to our natural heritage
that makes walking along them an unpleasant experience. To suggest that there should not also be an amended
policy to provide a presumption against such tracks whilst having such a policy to address just the wider
landscape is illogical and unacceptable.

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? Y/N
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Settlements
Please tick which settlement you are commenting on.
Comments for different settlements should be provided
on separate sheets.

✔

Cromdale ........................................................

Killiecrankie ...................................................

Angus Glens ................................................

Dalwhinnie ....................................................

Kincraig ...............................................................

Aviemore ........................................................

Dinnet .................................................................

Kingussie ...........................................................

Ballater ................................................................

Dulnain Bridge ..........................................

Laggan ..................................................................

Blair Atholl .....................................................

Glenlivet ...........................................................

Nethy Bridge ..............................................

Boat of Garten .........................................

Glenmore .......................................................

Newtonmore ............................................

Braemar .............................................................

Glenshee ..........................................................

Strathdon ........................................................

Bruar & Pitagowan ..............................

Grantown-on-Spey ............................

Tomintoul .......................................................

Calvine ................................................................

Insh ..........................................................................

Carr-Bridge ...................................................

Inverdruie & Coylumbridge ....

An Camas Mòr ........................................

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

(Y/N – delete as appropriate)

Q: Have we identified the right issues for
this settlement (where relevant)?

Select Y/N

Q: Do you agree with the proposed settlement
objectives?
Select Y/N
Q: Do you agree with the preferred site options
(where relevant)?
No

Y/N

Q: Do you agree with the protected open spaces
(where relevant)?
Select Y/N
Q: Do you agree with the proposed settlement
boundary (where relevant)?
Select Y/N
Please explain your answers

What happens next?

I regard the An Camas Mor proposal as a strategic mistake for the CNPA. Building a large
community close to the core of a protected area is a recipe for continued major problems, which
is why An Camas Mor, if continued, would have the distinction of being the only new town built in
such a location in any national park. It would be distinguished by its inappropriate and damaging
nature, a mistake of such a magnitude that every other national park has managed to avoid. That
is not a matter for celebration.
The assertion that An Camas Mor will be "sustainable" is unsupported on any rational basis, as
well as being undefined.
The addition of 1500 houses and their attendant human population in the core of the national
park, close to European Sites, will greatly increase pressure on those sites and the introduction
of what will be seen as draconian restrictions on access to those sites in an attempt to mitigate
the damage will simply lead to more conflict. Even supposing a new community of the size
proposed for An Camas Mor were required, which I do not accept, it would simply be in the
wrong place and would destroy semi-natural habitat to an unacceptable extent.
Further, providing an additional 1500 houses and their occupants would NOT relieve pressure
for further housing in the future as is claimed by the MIR: the MIR also claims that the community
would be "vibrant" and a "demographically balanced population" , which is virtually a definition of
a GROWING population. Therefore, what such a provision would do is ENSURE that demand for
future local housing increases as the "vibrant" population get down to the business of doing what
every vibrant population since Adam has done: get on with the business of reproduction.

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.uk and on Facebook
and Twitter via @cairngormsnews
and #BigParkBigQuestions.

The whole concept of An Camas Mor is flawed:
*It is in the wrong place
*it cannot proceed without destroying its own footprint, currently a wildlife rich site of mainly
regenerating Caledonian woodlands
* it cannot proceed without threatening the neighbouring areas with excessive disturbance and/or
excessive restrictions on access
*it would not reduce pressure for housing in the medium to long-term, indeed, it would
INCREASE that demand.
*It is a proposal of a type that every other national park has avoided for very good reasons. The
CNPA may aspire to having the distinction of allowing An Camas Mor, but when that distinction
becomes to be regarded as the worst mistake that any national park has ever made, that is
hardly a desirable outcome.

Queries
Cairngorms National Park Authority,
14 The Square, Grantown-on-Spey, PH26 3HG
Tel: 01479 873535 Email: planning@cairngorms.co.uk
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Cairngorms National Park Local Development Plan 2020
Main Issues Report
Comments Form
Introduction

Your details

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:

Mr
Title .....................................................................................................................................................
Roy Turnbull
Name ...............................................................................................................................................
Organisation (if applicable)

.................................................................................

..................................................................................................................................

• 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.

Please tick if you are happy to receive
correspondence via email

✔

Please tick to confirm you are happy for
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 16 or under

• All documents are available to view
at www.cairngorms.co.uk
• Comments can be emailed to
planning@cairngorms.co.uk

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.

• 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

Fair collection statement
As a registered Data Controller, the Cairngorms National
Park Authority will collect, store and use your personal data
for the purpose of informing the content of the Cairngorms
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.

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

(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?

Select

Please explain your answers

Y/N

B) Housing growth around Aviemore

Main Issue 7 Impacts on Natura designations

Q: Do you agree that we should include long-term
development land in the Local Development Plan which
could be released for development in the event that 		
An Camas Mòr does not progress as envisaged?
Y/N

Q: Do you agree that the new Local Development Plan
should include a more co-ordinated approach towards
delivering wider packages of capercaillie mitigation and
conservation measures?
Y/N

Please explain your answer

Please explain your answer

Please explain your answer

Main Issue 3 Impacts and opportunities from
the A9 and Highland Main Line upgrades
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? Select Y/N
Q: Do you think any other changes are needed? Select Y/N
Please explain your answers

Main Issue 8 Planning obligations

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?

Select
Y/N

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?

Q: Do you agree that we should increase the affordable
housing requirement to 35% in Ballater and Braemar, 		
and to 45% in Aviemore and Blair Atholl?
Y/N

Y/N
Select

Q: Do you agree that we should include policies to 		
require a greater mix of house types and sizes,
including more smaller homes?

Main Issue 5 The affordability of housing

Please explain your answers

Y/N

Q: Do you agree that the new Local Development Plan
should include a revised and more rigorously justified
policy on planning obligations?
Y/N
Q: Do you agree that this should be supported by 		
more specific guidance in the plan about what
planning obligations will be required in different
settlements/locations?

Y/N

Please explain your answers

Please explain your answers

Main Issue 1 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?
Y/N

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?
Y/N

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?

Please explain your answer

Q: Do you agree that the proposed Housing Land
Requirements are sufficiently generous?

Y/N
Y/N

Q: Do you agree with our overall conclusions about
the need for additional new housing sites in the new
Local Development Plan?
Y/N
Please explain your answers

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?
Y/N

Main Issue 6 Economic development

Please explain your answer

Q: Do you agree that the new Local Development Plan
should identify a limited number of new economic
development sites?
Y/N
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?
Y/N
Please explain your answer

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?
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Key Questions

(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?

Please explain your answers

Y/N

B) Housing growth around Aviemore

Main Issue 7 Impacts on Natura designations

Q: Do you agree that we should include long-term
development land in the Local Development Plan which
could be released for development in the event that 		
An Camas Mòr does not progress as envisaged?
Y/N

Q: Do you agree that the new Local Development Plan
should include a more co-ordinated approach towards
delivering wider packages of capercaillie mitigation and
conservation measures?
Y/N

Please explain your answer

Please explain your answer

Please explain your answer

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

Y/N

Q: Do you think any other changes are needed?

Y/N

Please explain your answers

Main Issue 8 Planning obligations

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?

Y/N

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?

Q: Do you agree that we should increase the affordable
housing requirement to 35% in Ballater and Braemar,
and to 45% in Aviemore and Blair Atholl?
Y/N

Y/N

Q: Do you agree that we should include policies to
require a greater mix of house types and sizes,
including more smaller homes?

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

Main Issue 5 The affordability of housing

Please explain your answers

Q: Do you agree that this should be supported by
more specific guidance in the plan about what
planning obligations will be required in different
settlements/locations?

Y/N

Y/N

Please explain your answers

Please explain your answers

Main Issue 1 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?
Y/N
Please explain your answer

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?
Y/N

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?

Y/N
Y/N

Q: Do you agree with our overall conclusions about 		
the need for additional new housing sites in the new 		
Local Development Plan?
Y/N
Main Issue 2 Designing great places

Please explain your answer

Main Issue 6 Economic development
Q: Do you agree that the new Local Development Plan
should identify a limited number of new economic
development sites?
Y/N
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?
Y/N

Please explain your answers

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?
Y/N

Please explain your answer

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? Y/N
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Settlements
Please tick which settlement you are commenting on.
Comments for different settlements should be provided
on separate sheets.
An Camas Mòr ........................................

Cromdale ........................................................

Killiecrankie ...................................................

Angus Glens ................................................

Dalwhinnie ....................................................

Kincraig ...............................................................

Aviemore ........................................................

Dinnet .................................................................

Kingussie ...........................................................

Ballater ................................................................

Dulnain Bridge ..........................................

Laggan ..................................................................

Blair Atholl .....................................................

Glenlivet ...........................................................

Nethy Bridge ..............................................

Boat of Garten .........................................

Glenmore .......................................................

Newtonmore ............................................

Braemar .............................................................

Glenshee ..........................................................

Strathdon ........................................................

Bruar & Pitagowan ..............................

Grantown-on-Spey ............................

Tomintoul .......................................................

Calvine ................................................................

Insh ..........................................................................

Carr-Bridge ...................................................

✔

Inverdruie & Coylumbridge ....

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

(Y/N – delete as appropriate)

Q: Have we identified the right issues for
this settlement (where relevant)?

Select Y/N

Q: Do you agree with the proposed settlement
objectives?
Select Y/N
Q: Do you agree with the preferred site options
(where relevant)?
No

Y/N

Q: Do you agree with the protected open spaces
(where relevant)?
Select Y/N
Q: Do you agree with the proposed settlement
boundary (where relevant)?
Select Y/N
Please explain your answers
Carrbridge.
I welcome the removal of the woodland part of site H1,
particularly as the community have made very clear
their opposition to that allocation.
However, the continuing proposal to allocate the Boy's
Brigade field (H1) for housing, an exceptionally rich
area for fungi and flora, demonstrates the need for the
identification of such areas as second tier conservation
sites. This remaining area of H1, and the differently
wet meadow and woodland edge area of H2 should
not in my view be allocated for housing.
The fact that such sites are being considered simply
illustrates the fundamental truth with which the CNPA
is faced: that continued growth of housing provision is
now destroying aspects of the natural heritage for
which the national park was designated to protect. The
requirement, therefore, to give "greater weight" to
protecting the natural heritage, rather than the other
aims of the park, should therefore be brought to bear.

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.uk and on Facebook
and Twitter via @cairngormsnews
and #BigParkBigQuestions.

Queries
Cairngorms National Park Authority,
14 The Square, Grantown-on-Spey, PH26 3HG
Tel: 01479 873535 Email: planning@cairngorms.co.uk
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Cairngorms National Park Local Development Plan 2020
Main Issues Report
Comments Form
Introduction

Your details

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:

Mr
Title .....................................................................................................................................................
Roy Turnbull
Name ...............................................................................................................................................
Organisation (if applicable)

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

.................................................................................

Please tick if you are happy to receive
correspondence via email

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

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

The consultation runs from 17 November
2017 to 2 March 2018.

✔

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

• All documents are available to view
at www.cairngorms.co.uk
• Comments can be emailed to
planning@cairngorms.co.uk

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.

• 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

Fair collection statement
As a registered Data Controller, the Cairngorms National
Park Authority will collect, store and use your personal data
for the purpose of informing the content of the Cairngorms
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.

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

(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?

No

Please explain your answers
Since it is a requirement of SPP then it is appropriate that meeting the "six qualities
of successful places" should be incorporated into the new LDP, particularly as these
are nationwide requirements, which should be regarded as a minimum standard for
a national park. However, there is a danger that meeting these requirements comes
to be regarded as SUFFICIENT to attain consent. It must be made clear that other
policies MUST also be adhered to. That is, meeting the six qualities is a necessary,
but NOT sufficient, step to attain consent. Also, in as much as these are national
standards, a NP should aspire to HIGHER standards, for example with respect to
energy efficiency, respect for landscape, compatibility in style with nearby buildings,
use of local and/or non-toxic/recycleable materials, minimising access tracks and
minimising light and noise pollution particularly into sensitive rural areas.

Y/N

Please explain your answer
The key issue is that the three outcomes are not equivalent. The first
requirement is that the natural and cultural heritage should be both
safeguarded and enhanced (consistent with the greater weight to be
given to the first of the four aims of the park in cases of conflict): that
outcome underpins the other two outcomes. Safeguarding and
enhancing the natural and cultural heritage then forms the base upon
which the two other outcomes becomes possible.

Main Issue 7 Impacts on Natura designations

Q: Do you agree that we should include long-term
development land in the Local Development Plan which
could be released for development in the event that 		
An Camas Mòr does not progress as envisaged?
Y/N

Q: Do you agree that the new Local Development Plan
should include a more co-ordinated approach towards
delivering wider packages of capercaillie mitigation and
conservation measures?
Y/N

Please explain your answer

Please explain your answer

I agree that there should be a clearer policy in the LDP setting out when tools such
as masterplans and development briefs will be used.

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

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? Select Y/N
Q: Do you think any other changes are needed? Yes

B) Housing growth around Aviemore

Y/N

Please explain your answers

Main Issue 8 Planning obligations

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?

No Y/N

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?

Q: Do you agree that we should increase the affordable
housing requirement to 35% in Ballater and Braemar, 		
and to 45% in Aviemore and Blair Atholl?
Y/N

No Y/N

Q: Do you agree that we should include policies to 		
require a greater mix of house types and sizes,
including more smaller homes?

Main Issue 5 The affordability of housing

Please explain your answers

Policy 1: I support the need to reduce the housing land supply in line with the NRS
2014 report and to increase the proportion of affordable housing in the new supply.
Policy 4: I strongly support increased protection for ancient woodlands and protected
species.
I support increased clarity concerning species/habitats to be protected.
Policy 5: I support reference to protection for wild land, suitably defined.
Policy 7: Decommissioning should include all aspects of access tracks/storage areas
etc.
Policy 8: I support reference to allotments. These are valuable not only for producing
healthy food but also for social interaction and reducing isolation, particularly
important in an aging population.
Policy 10: I support increased attention and consideration of natural flood
management, particularly with reference to land management.

Industrial development along an upgraded trunk road is not appropriate within a
national park designated for its wildlife and landscape and recreational qualities.
The national park is not, and should not be, an industrial development zone, and
should certainly not allow industrial ribbon development along its main access
route.

Y/N

Q: Do you agree that the new Local Development Plan
should include a revised and more rigorously justified
policy on planning obligations?
Y/N
Q: Do you agree that this should be supported by 		
more specific guidance in the plan about what
planning obligations will be required in different
settlements/locations?

Y/N

Please explain your answers

Please explain your answers

The upgraded A9 is likely to produce an overall increase in visitors to the NP,
which should more than compensate for any loss of passing trade. What does
need addressing is the lack of proposals to counter the fragmentation of habitats
and wildlife populations due to the dualling of the A9, for example by constructing
green bridges. If there are resources available to mitigate the adverse impacts of
the A9 dualling then they should be devoted to those ends.

Main Issue 1 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?
Y/N
✔

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?
Y/N

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?

Please explain your answer

Q: Do you agree that the proposed Housing Land
Requirements are sufficiently generous?

I strongly support concentrating development within existing strategic, intermediate and rural settlements, and having a strong
presumption against developments elsewhere BUT it is not the case that this policy has been sufficiently adhered to in the
past. There are multiple examples of single houses being given planning permission in sensitive locations, for example close to
woods important for capercaillie (eg. 14/00342 Garlyne, Nethy Bridge and 2015/0290/DET Livery Stables, Nethy Bridge), and
frequently these are not even called in by the CNP. The policy of having a "more restrictive approach to development" outside
settlements is contradicted by not calling in such single house applications in the countryside. Clearly, this policy needs to be
considerably strengthened, AND it is necessary for the CNPA to call in all such applications and determine them appropriately.
At present the presumption against single houses in the countryside appears to exist on paper only and is not being enforced,
to the considerable damage to the landscape and wildlife of the CNP.
Likewise, the policy concerning "small-scale developments which add to existing groups" is allowing proposals for increases of
one third in any one application - which can then be followed by another application a few years later, adding another one third
of the new number, giving in practice very little protection from over development. For example, a proposal concerning a group
of six houses could be given permission for two more houses one year, and then a year or so later another three houses and
then four houses a little later, resulting in the six houses becoming fifteen in less than a decade: that is not an acceptable rate
of change and your policies should change so as to prevent such abuses.

Y/N
Y/N

Q: Do you agree with our overall conclusions about
the need for additional new housing sites in the new
Local Development Plan?
Y/N
Please explain your answers

Main Issue 2 Designing great places

Why is it that the above boxes (and others) only allow respondents to agree with your proposals, and do not allow them to state that
they do not agree with them??

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?
Y/N
✔

I do not agree with the housing targets for the next LDP for the following reasons:
The present 2015 adopted LDP states that in intermediate and rural communities "development should meet the needs of the LOCAL
community" [my emphasis] and there is no recommended proposal within the MIR that that constriction on development in such
communities should be lifted in the next LDP.
Meanwhile, the National Records of Scotland 2014 projection gives an increase in the number of households within the NP of just 542
(from 8563 to 9195). Whilst an increase in the number of households does not equate exactly with a corresponding increase in new
build dwellings (since some houses may be demolished, and others split into smaller households etc), neither does it diverge greatly
from it. Thus, the NRS 2014 projections could likely be accommodated by the building of 500-600 dwellings between 2015 and 2039,
some of which, obviously, have already been built.
Moreover, those NRS 2014 projections are based upon a "Projected Natural Change per 1,000 people" of -71.8 (due to more deaths
than births) and a "Projected Net migration per 1,000 people" of +52.8, being a projection of previous rates of in-migration. See Table
E, p.25 of:

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?

https://www.nrscotland.gov.uk/files//statistics/population-projections/2014-based-euro-var/pop-proj-scot-areas-14-corrected.pdf
Thus, that requirement for 542 more households from 2014- to 2039 already includes a significant component of demand for new build
housing from the "wider communities" (the net migration of 52.8 per 1000) from which the intermediate and rural communities are said
to be protected if their housing demand is simply meeting local needs.
The 2015 adopted LDP already provides more than enough supply within the main and strategic settlements of Aviemore, Ballater,
Grantown, Kingussie and Newtonmore to accommodate all the demand for new build housing identified within the NRS 2014
projections. There is thus no justified requirement for ANY allocations within intermediate and rural settlements: such need as arises
could be accommodated by windfall applications.
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The proposed Housing Land Requirements are FAR TOO generous. The NRS 2014 projections indicate that, even allowing for
continued in-migration at rates similar to recent levels, the number of new build dwelling required for the 25 year period 2015-2039 inc.
is around 500-600. If in-migration was reduced, those figures would be lower. And yet the MIR suggests provision for 1531 dwellings
for the five year shorter period of 2020 to 2039. It is necessary to keep in mind the level of development that has occurred in recent
decades, and for how long concern have been expressed over excessive rates of development. The Highland Regional Council March
1991 First Draft Local Plan expressed this concern in the following words, "... concern is emerging about the rate and scale of change
in established villages. Unsympathetic cramming and expansion of communities is eroding their character and setting, threatening to

Main Issue 6 Economic development

Please explain your answer

Q: Do you agree that the new Local Development Plan
should identify a limited number of new economic
development sites?
Y/N
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?
Y/N
Please explain your answer

Key Questions

(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?

Please explain your answers

Y/N

B) Housing growth around Aviemore

Main Issue 7 Impacts on Natura designations

Q: Do you agree that we should include long-term
development land in the Local Development Plan which
could be released for development in the event that 		
An Camas Mòr does not progress as envisaged?
Y/N

Q: Do you agree that the new Local Development Plan
should include a more co-ordinated approach towards
delivering wider packages of capercaillie mitigation and
conservation measures?
Y/N
✔

Please explain your answer

Please explain your answer

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

Y/N

Q: Do you think any other changes are needed?

Y/N

Please explain your answers

Please explain your answer
1. Capercaillie: I support the measures within the Cairngorms Capercaillie Framework, and would make the following observations:
i) it is sometimes stated that the extinction of capercaillie in Scotland would be of little importance since the species continues to thrive
on the European mainland. But that misses the point that were such to happen it would demonstrate a calamitous failure of nature
conservation within Scotland and the Cairngorms National Park. it would show that our woodlands were so degraded that they could no
longer sustain one of their keystone species and thus were probably failing to sustain other less charismatic species also. It would also
remove a significant amount of the incentive to improve the woodlands and save them from further attrition. There is far more to
sustaining our capercaillie population than contributing to their global population.
ii) the presumption "against development in forest habitat that is OR COULD BE [my emphasis] used by capercaillie is an important
point. With the present population little more than 5% of the 1970 population, it is unavoidably the case that many woodlands providing
suitable habitat will be little if at all used by capercaillie. But by the same logic those woodlands will be required by capercaillie if they
are to be able to recover to their former favourable conservation status, as European legislation (and sound conservation management)
requires. It is unfortunate and unacceptable therefore for the ABSENSE of capercaillie in a particular woodland to be used by the
planning authority as evidence that that woodland has no value to capercaillie. And yet, that is precisely the faulty reasoning that both
Highland Council and the CNPA planners have used in assessing planning applications in or near potential capercaillie woodlands n
recent years. It is to be hoped that the adoption of a "more co-ordinated approach" to capercaillie conservation will finally allow this
false reasoning to be recognised and discontinued. The requirement to safeguard protected species includes a requirement not to
destroy their habitat even if that habitat is not currently occupied.

The premise of this question is that a large supply of new housing is necessary and desirable in
Badenoch and Strathspey. I do not accept that premise and nor do I have any confidence that
were such long-term development land allocated within the LDP that it would not also be
developed in the event that An Camas Mor went ahead.
The basic problem is identified in your first paragraph of B) Housing Growth around Aviemore
where the MIR states, "The LDP will THEREFORE [my emphasis] need to provide appropriate
opportunities for Aviemore to grow ...". That consequence does NOT follow from the preamble. It
is the consequence of a fundamental misunderstanding by the CNPA of what constitutes a
sustainable, thriving, healthy, happy and contented community, and that misunderstanding is the
CNPA's greatest failure. Rapid growth is not a necessary or desirable characteristic of healthy
communities. Indeed, it is usually a consequence of, or at least accompanied by, greed,
corruption and poor planning: making a fast buck at the expense of community and environment.
Rapid growth also becomes an addiction, because it engenders a reliance on such growth
amongst those using it it for their employment, who then understandably demand that the growth
continues. In wider systems, rapid growth is a characteristic of cancer, which likewise is an
unsustainable proliferation that sucks the life out of its host, and eventually kills it.

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?

Y/N

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?

Q: Do you agree that we should increase the affordable
housing requirement to 35% in Ballater and Braemar,
and to 45% in Aviemore and Blair Atholl?
Y/N

Y/N

Q: Do you agree that we should include policies to
require a greater mix of house types and sizes,
including more smaller homes?

2. Freshwater Pearl Mussel. The MIR states, that it will "ensure that [...] any waste water created by new development " will be treated
Main
Issue
8 Planning
"to the appropriate
legal standards".
The problem is that obligations
the present legal standards appears to be insufficient to allow the survival of
juvenile mussels, even if those standards may be tolerable by adult mussels. It appears therefore to be the case that allowing
developments whose waste water treatment abides by current legal standards may nonetheless lead to the extinction of the freshwater

pearl mussel in the water bodies effected. That is unacceptable and must be avoided.
Q:
Do you agree that the new Local Development Plan
However, having correctly identified the CNP as "a particularly important place for nature conservation" the Main Issue 7 then ignores
should
include
a revised
more
rigorously
the great
majority of the
species and habitats
that have been,and
and continue
to be, damaged
or destroyed byjustified
development within the
CNP.
Woodlands, including ancient woodlands and other semi-natural woodlands not so classified, flower-rich and fungi rich meadows, have
policy
on from
planning
obligations?
Y/N
not enjoyed
the protection
development within
the CNP that their importance merits. It is a measure of failure adequately to

Main Issue 5 The affordability of housing

Please explain your answers

protect these important aspects of the parks natural heritage that, nearly fifteen years after the CNP's inception, many large areas of
such habitats are still owned by organisations whose sole interest in them is to obtain planning consent for development within them.

This has consequences beyond just the threat of development and destruction: for example, research backed by the Forestry
Q:
Dohasyou
that
this
should
supported
Commission
recentlyagree
urged that the
non-native
lodgepole
pine shouldbe
be felled
when growing close toby
the native Scots pine since
the former can act as a host for the dothistroma pathogen, see:
https://www.scotsman.com/news/environment/call-to-fell-alien-trees-to-protect-native-scots-pine-1-4663046
more specific guidance in the plan about what
However, woodlands owned by property developers suffer lack of positive management, or even deliberately damaging activities within
them. planning
For example the 50Ha
ancient woodland of School
Bridge, (a predominantly
Scots pine ancient woodland with
obligations
willWood,
beNethy
required
in different
significant quantities of native broadleaved trees and planted non-native lodgepole pine) not only has had no removal of the lodgepole
pine, but the wood has also suffered earlier illegal attempts (by a previous developer/owner) to fell all the broadleaved component in
the woodland
- an attempt that was only stopped by rapid intervention by the Forestry Commission who were made aware of the
settlements/locations?
Y/N
situation at an early stage.

Y/N
✔

The failure of the planning authority to identify valuable natural heritage sites produces a situation in which it is IN THE
DEVELOPER/OWNER'S INTEREST to damage the natural heritage aspect of its property so as to increase the likelihood of
development consent being granted (since one of the main constraints to development is the natural heritage interest). Thus woodlands
are left unmanaged, so that disease bearing non-natives continue to pose their risk, ground flora is shaded out by unthinned planted
trees, broadleaved trees are felled and fences left derelict so that agricultural stock gain access. Meanwhile flower- or fungi-rich
meadows can be irreparably damaged by application of fertiliser or herbicide or changing the grazing regime or ploughing. ALL of these
activities are encouraged if the developer/owner thinks that there is a possibility at some point of gaining planning consent on the site.
Whereas, if the planning authority identified and designated such sites (as what might be called second tier conservation sites) as
valuable contributions to the aim of conserving and enhancing the natural heritage of the National Park, then these temptations would
diminish substantially, since the prospect of gaining development consent would be shown to be correspondingly diminished.
Moreover, such designation would also have the effect of i) encouraging the developer/owner to sell the site and also of ii) reducing the
price of the sites, thus making it more likely that these valuable natural heritage assets of the NP could pass into sensitive ownership
and management.

Please explain your answers

Please explain your answers
The proliferation of luxury homes in what is now the national park in recent decades has been one of the least acceptable aspects of
the housing boom in this area, with one of the worst examples being the c.22 houses built in the early 1990s at the junction of the B970
and the ski road on Rothiemurchus estate.
I support the greatest possible percentage of affordable housing in any new house build wherever in the NP it occurs, along with the
absolute requirement that "all new affordable housing should be retained as affordable in perpetuity". I do not agree that an affordable
percentage of 25% is acceptable for the An Camas Mor site, in the unfortunate event of it going ahead: in that case this huge
development should AT LEAST match the new affordable rate in Aviemore, and I do not accept that there is any excuse for it not so
doing.

It really is extremely disappointing that after 15 year of its existence the CNP seems no nearer to accepting the logic of the above
suggestion, let alone acting upon it.

I support particularly the provision of smaller homes, including one-bedroom houses and flats as starter homes for young singles and
couples. There should be no more developments comprising just luxury houses plus the minimum number of affordable houses tacked
on in a corner: such proposals should be refused. Smaller and affordable houses should still comply with high standards of insulation.

Main Issue 1 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?
Y/N
Please explain your answer

Climate Change: Moving to constructing smaller dwellings should also be combined with policies acknowledging the profound changes
required as a result of climate change. Such policies should have two main aims: to minimise the carbon footprint of new dwellings (for
which constructing smaller building is an obvious contribution) i) during construction and ii) during the lifetime of use of the buildings. In
the Cairngorms National Park it is possible that two factors will contribute to periods of intense cold weather against a global
background of continued warming for at least the remainder of the 21st century. Firstly, destabilisation of the polar vortex, due to higher
rates of warming in the Arctic, will likely lead to excursions of Arctic air, causing periods of anomalously cold and stormy conditions.
Secondly, slowing of the Atlantic Meridional Overturning Circulation (aka “Gulf Stream”) would lead to an overall more continental
climate, producing a substantially cooler climate, possibly involving a drop in average temperatures of several degrees Celsius, which
would make continued human settlement in the CNPA challenging. The CNP has a similar latitude to Hudson Bay, but its present much
warmer climate is a result of AMOC. The slowing of AMOC, probably as a result of the Greenland ice sheet melting, appears already to
be in progress, see: http://www.realclimate.org/index.php/archives/2015/03/whats-going-on-in-the-north-atlantic/
and also: https://www.atmos-chem-phys.net/16/3761/2016/acp-16-3761-2016.pdf , particularly fig.6 p.3767.
It is essential that new buildings and communities should not be constructed on the assumption that the climate is going to become
more benign for the rest of the 21st century: that may not be the case.

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?

Y/N
Y/N

Q: Do you agree with our overall conclusions about 		
the need for additional new housing sites in the new 		
Local Development Plan?
Y/N
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?
Y/N

Please explain your answers

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?
Y/N
Please explain your answer

Main Issue 6 Economic development
Q: Do you agree that the new Local Development Plan
should identify a limited number of new economic
development sites?
Y/N
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?
Y/N

I do not agree that the dualling of the A9
should be used as a reason to establish
economic development zones in its vicinity.
There is a danger of undesirable ribbon
development from continuous application of
this strategy that, once started would be
difficult to resist.

Please explain your answer

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? Y/N
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Settlements
Please tick which settlement you are commenting on.
Comments for different settlements should be provided
on separate sheets.

✔

Cromdale ........................................................

Killiecrankie ...................................................

Angus Glens ................................................

Dalwhinnie ....................................................

Kincraig ...............................................................

Aviemore ........................................................

Dinnet .................................................................

Kingussie ...........................................................

Ballater ................................................................

Dulnain Bridge ..........................................

Laggan ..................................................................

Blair Atholl .....................................................

Glenlivet ...........................................................

Nethy Bridge ..............................................

Boat of Garten .........................................

Glenmore .......................................................

Newtonmore ............................................

Braemar .............................................................

Glenshee ..........................................................

Strathdon ........................................................

Bruar & Pitagowan ..............................

Grantown-on-Spey ............................

Tomintoul .......................................................

Calvine ................................................................

Insh ..........................................................................

Carr-Bridge ...................................................

Inverdruie & Coylumbridge ....

An Camas Mòr ........................................

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

(Y/N – delete as appropriate)

Q: Have we identified the right issues for
this settlement (where relevant)?

Select Y/N

Q: Do you agree with the proposed settlement
objectives?
Select Y/N
Q: Do you agree with the preferred site options
(where relevant)?
Select Y/N
Q: Do you agree with the protected open spaces
(where relevant)?
Select Y/N
Q: Do you agree with the proposed settlement
boundary (where relevant)?
Select Y/N
Please explain your answers

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.uk and on Facebook
and Twitter via @cairngormsnews
and #BigParkBigQuestions.

Queries
Cairngorms National Park Authority,
14 The Square, Grantown-on-Spey, PH26 3HG
Tel: 01479 873535 Email: planning@cairngorms.co.uk
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