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Introduction

A participation statement has been produced to demonstrate how
Aberdeenshire Council carried out its public consultation on the draft Open
Space Audit and draft Play Sufficiency Assessment documents, as well as
provide an overview of the comments received. The responses will be used to
inform the Open Space Audit and the Play Sufficiency Assessment. A
separate engagement with children and young people in school was also
undertaken to inform to the Play Sufficient Assessment, and a separate youth
participation statement has been produced.

Consultation with the public, key agencies and young people was undertaken
in 2024 to ensure compliance with the Town and Country Planning (Scotland)
Act 1997 (legislation.gov.uk) (sections 3G and 16D), The Town and Country
Planning (Play Sufficiency Assessment) (Scotland) Regulations 2023 and draft
Consultation on Open Space Strategies and Play Sufficiency Assessments
Regulations (2021). They require planning authorities to record the views of
both children and adults on the following:

Current and future requirements (scale of need).

The accessibility, quality and quantity of open spaces and play spaces within
settlements.

The sufficiency of play opportunities by age and geographical area.

When preparing the Open Space Audit, regulations on the preparation of the
Open Space Strategy had not yet been passed into law, but the draft guidance
(Consultation on Open Space Strategies and Play Sufficiency Assessments
Regulations (2021)) was used. It states that children, older people, disabled
people, key agencies, community councils, the public and anyone else with an
interest should be engaged with. Section 4 of The Town and Country
Planning (Play Sufficiency Assessment) (Scotland) Regulations 2023 requires
the planning authority to consult with children, parents and carers, community
councils, other community bodies or persons whom the planning authority
consider should be consulted, and the public.

The summarisation of the public comments will then allow the Lead Officer to
review the statements in the Aberdeenshire-wide paragraphs in the Open
Space Audit and Play Sufficiency Assessment Reports, and the Settlement
Summaries for both documents.


https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1997/8/contents
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1997/8/contents
https://www.gov.scot/binaries/content/documents/govscot/publications/consultation-paper/2021/12/consultation-open-space-strategies-play-sufficiency-assessments-regulations/documents/consultation-open-space-strategies-play-sufficiency-assessments-regulations/consultation-open-space-strategies-play-sufficiency-assessments-regulations/govscot%3Adocument/consultation-open-space-strategies-play-sufficiency-assessments-regulations.pdf
https://www.gov.scot/binaries/content/documents/govscot/publications/consultation-paper/2021/12/consultation-open-space-strategies-play-sufficiency-assessments-regulations/documents/consultation-open-space-strategies-play-sufficiency-assessments-regulations/consultation-open-space-strategies-play-sufficiency-assessments-regulations/govscot%3Adocument/consultation-open-space-strategies-play-sufficiency-assessments-regulations.pdf
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ssi/2023/97/made
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ssi/2023/97/made
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Methodology

Between 31 May and 26 July 2024, Aberdeenshire Council engaged with the
public, community councils and key agencies to help inform and participate in
how the Local Development Plan will shape the spaces in the areas where
they live and enjoy playing, participating in sports and general recreation.

A survey was published in Engagement HQ ( see Open Space and Play
Sufficiency in Settlement survey at LDP Evidence Report Play Recreation and
Sport | Engage Aberdeenshire), which was used to allow people and
organisations to answer the questions online (see Appendix 1). There were
31 questions covering both the draft Open Space Audit and draft Play
Sufficiency Assessment. Responses were anonymous, to allow under 18s to
engage, which meant the map pinning function could not be used — it requires
people to register with an email address. However, as respondents had to
state which settlement they are commenting on, this was deemed an
appropriate compromise.

A press release was published, along with Facebook and X posts during the
consultation period (see Figure 1 below). Key agencies, community councils
and any other relevant organisations were emailed directly.

The draft Open Space Audit and draft Play Sufficiency Assessment was sent
to all currently constituted Community Councils within Aberdeenshire (No. 67),
26 Other community groups, and 7 Key agencies (or similar). They were also
promoted through the LDP Newsletter.

Aberdeenshire Council
about zn hour ago- Q@

How good are our open spaces for play, recreation and sport?

Aberdeenshire Council
@Aberdeenshire

Following on from our successful engagement with school pupils in the Spring, we are now

This survey will consider how much open space there is for play, seeking views from young people and adults on our draft Open Space Audit and draft Play

recreation and sport and how accessible they are. Please let us know if
you think there are there enough local spaces in #Aberdeenshire for
sports, playing., walking, relaxing - or natural spaces such as woodland

Sufficiency Assessment.

These consider how much open space there is for play, recreation and sport, how accessible they
are - and their quality - across 92 settlements in Aberdeenshire.

These documents will inform the next Aberdeenshire Local Development Plan and the Open
Space Strategy.

Q Aberdeenshire LDP @ShireLDP - May 31 Please let us know if you think there are there enough local spaces for sports, playing, walking,

Following on from our successful engagement with pupils, we are now

consulting on our draft Aberdeenshire Open Space Audit and draft Play
Sufficiency Assessment. For more information and to comment, please visit If you wish to comment on the open spaces in the town or village you live in, please complete our
engage.aberdeenshire.gov.uk/Idp-evidence-r.... Consultation closes on 26 July
2024

12:28 PM - Jun 6, 2024 - 677 Views

)

relaxing - or natural spaces such as woodland where you live, or whether children and adults have
nowhere to go.

online survey by 26 July - link in the Comments.

n Q2 | &

Figure 1: Social media posts

0: 3 comments 11 shares


https://engage.aberdeenshire.gov.uk/ldp-evidence-report-play-recreation-and-sport
https://engage.aberdeenshire.gov.uk/ldp-evidence-report-play-recreation-and-sport
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3 (7%)

3 (7%)

Breakdown of responses

To provide an overview of who responded, a summary will be provided of the
following:

a) Overview of respondents
b) Location of respondents (by area and settlements)

A total of 42 responses were received during the 8-week consultation, which
accounted for the consultation overlapping the school summer break period.
Around 1,400 unique people visited the EngageHQ LDP Hub. The
questionnaire, the Open Space Audit and Play Sufficiency Assessment
overview reports, the six summary tables and 92 settlement summaries were
available to download as PDFs. 619 documents were downloaded and only
25 out of 92 settlement summaries were not downloaded at all.

The following provides an overview of the respondents in terms of how they
completed the survey, their identity, and their age.

Overview of Respondents

Figure 2 shows that over half of respondents who submitted comments were
members of the public or parents. Only a fraction of the community councils
who were contacted responded. However, they tend to meet once a month
and have been consulted upon many Topic Papers for the Local Development
Plan, and combined with the consultation overlapping the school break, a low
response isn’t surprising. Nonetheless, it is welcomed that other community
groups responded to the consultation. Figure 3 provides a breakdown on the
ages of those who responded, which was mostly those aged 21 to 59.

1(2%)

1 Parent or carer, Making
0 a response on behalf of
7(17%) a child

Making a response on
behalf of a Community
Council (please specify
in next question)

Making a response on
behalf of a Community

5 (1 2%) / interest group (please
specify in next
question)

Member of the Public

Making a response on

behalf of a Key agency

(please specify in next
5 (12%) question)

Making a response on

18 (43%) behalf of a business

® Other (please specify)

Figure 2: Breakdown of respondents
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Figure 3: Age of respondents who replied

Location of respondents (by area and settlement)

3.6  Table1 breakdowns how many respondents replied across the six
administrative areas in Aberdeenshire. While comments were only received
on 20% of the settlements that were audited in the Open Space Audit,
responses from the youth engagement which covered 84% of the settlements
audited, will be able to fill in any gaps.

Table 1: Number of responses recorded within each settlement / area

Settlement Area Total
Aberdeenshire* Aberdeenshire 3
Banff and Buchan area | Banff and Buchan 1
Banff Banff and Buchan 3
Cornhill Banff and Buchan 1
St Combs Buchan 1
Strichen Buchan 1
Stuartfield Buchan 3
Belhelvie Formartine 1
Methlick Formartine 1
Newburgh Formartine 1
Potterton Formartine 1
Turriff Formartine 1
Echt Garioch 3
Hatton of Fintry Garioch 1
Lyne of Skene Garioch 1
Catterline Kincardine and Mearns | 1
Muchalls Kincardine and Mearns | 3
Newtonhill Kincardine and Mearns | 3
Portlethen Kincardine and Mearns | 7
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4.5

The Mearns Kincardine and Mearns | 1
Aboyne Marr 2
Ballater Marr 1
Huntly Marr 1
Total 42

*Responses received from key agencies rather than individuals

None the respondents who replied reported that they had a disability.

Analysis

Given the scale of the project, and limited staff and resources, it was not
possible to reach every local club or organisation. While only 42 respondents
completed the survey, this data, combined with the 496 youth engagement
responses, these will help inform the Open Space Audit, the Play Sufficiency
Assessment and illustrate what current and future needs settlements may
require. These requirements will be added to the Open Space Audit as a new
section, ‘Open Space Requirements’.

Therefore, to further understand the future needs of the community, reliance
will be placed on the surveys and strategies being carried out by Landscape
Services and Live Life Aberdeenshire in 2024 and 2025". These will also
inform the next Open Space Strategy.

The following section provides further information on respondents’ views on
the quality of open spaces.

Overview of submissions received

From 42 responses, 18 reported an error, with a total of 43 errors being
reported. They include clarifying the use of sites, suggestion the addition or
removal of sites and noting missing data. These will be summarised in the
settlement tables below.

Table 2 provides an overview of how many respondents disagreed with the
different sections of the open space audit or play sufficiency assessment.
These will be summarised in more detail in section 6 below, but in most
cases, more respondents agreed with the statements, although more
disagreed with the play space maps and on the quality of open spaces.

Table 2: Overview of whether respondents agreed or disagreed with the
Settlement Statement questions

Topic | Agree | Disagree | Skipped
Open Space Audit
Statement on green networks and 25 13 4
biodiversity enhancement
Quantity of open space 20 17 5

" The Play Parks Policy and Strategy and Pitch and Outdoor Physical Activity Space Strategy are to be
updated. Landscape Services have been conducting specific play park surveys in 2024.
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4.7

4.8

4.9

4.1

Accessibility of open space 23 12 7

Quality of open space 17 19 6
Play Sufficiency Assessment

Quantity of play space 21 15 6

Maps — play spaces meet community needs | 13 25 4

Accessibility of play space 22 14 6

Quality of play space 21 15 6

Only 10 out of 42 respondents commented on the Open Space Audit report,
although an additional eight stated that they had already commented in a
previous response and therefore had nothing further to add. Most of the
comments received were on the Aberdeenshire-wide key findings and the
recommendations.

Only four respondents commented on the Play Sufficiency Assessment report,
although an additional 11 stated that they had already commented in a
previous response and therefore had nothing further to add. No more than
three comments were received on the different sections of the report, which
summarised the methodology used, provided an overview of the findings
across Aberdeenshire-wide and in the six administrative areas, and set out a
series of observations (recommendations).

Future open space requirements

Figure 4 below illustrates which types of open spaces the respondents believe
may be needed in the future. The most common were equipped play parks
and more quiet places to sit and meet others. Outdoor gyms and grass
amenity areas for informal sport were also popular. Other suggestions include
disabled play equipment, and settlement specific requests.

What respondents liked about their open spaces

Figure 5 shows what most of the respondents liked about the open spaces in
their area. Most popular answers were:

Being close to homes.

Being easy to get to

Having swings

Having natural features like beaches, trees and rocks.

What respondents disliked about their open spaces

However, Figure 6 shows what concerns the respondents have about the
open spaces in their area. The most common answers are:

There are not enough seats or places of shelter.

The play equipment is old or worn out

There are busy roads nearby

The play equipment only suits young children.

The issues raised above by the respondents and resulting actions are set out
in section 5 below.
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Figure 4: Future open space requirements, as suggested by respondents
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Figure 5: What respondents like about their open spaces
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Figure 6: What respondents dislike about their open spaces
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Issues and Actions

This section highlights what errors and amendments respondents identified in
the draft Open Space Audit and Play Sufficiency Assessment, as well as
suggesting current and future open space requirements in specific
settlements, which are based on their answers to the online survey. These
will be identified as issues and will be broken up into two sub-sections: views
from key agencies and views from respondents by settlement. In response to
these views (or issues), several actions will be identified, which will be used to
update the Open Space Audit and the Play Sufficiency Assessment, as well as
inform the Open Space Strategy.

The issues and actions tables are split in two. The first part groups the issues
into the following:

e the settlement name:

o if there are any missing sites or errors (these are based on questions 8
to 27);

e any comments on green networks and biodiversity enhancements
(identified from question 28);

o future needs, likes and dislikes about their open spaces (based on
questions 29, 34, 35, 38 and 39);

o feedback on the Settlement Summaries regarding the quality,
accessibility and quality of open spaces and play spaces (these are taken
from questions 30 to 33 and 36 to 37);

e commentary on the Open Space Audit Report (base on questions 40 to
44); and

e commentary on the Play Sufficiency Assessment Report (base on
questions 45 to 49).

The second part considers a list of actions proposed by officers to resolve the
issues raised (i.e. updates to the Open space Audit / Play Sufficiency
Assessment). These are:

¢ Any site changes (i.e. amend, add or remove).

e Any map amendments (e.g. to the score, buffer, use, or site changes).

e Any graphic amendments in the Settlement Summaries charts.

e Any updates to the green network and biodiversity (environment) text in
the Settlement Summaries.

¢ Any amendments to the paragraphs on Quality, Accessibility, or Quality in
the Settlement Summaries

¢ Any additional text to be added in a new paragraph called ‘Open Space
Requirements’ and ‘Play Space Requirements in each Settlement
Summary.

e Any updates to the Open Space Audit report.

¢ Any updates to the Play Sufficiency Assessment report.




Views from key agencies
Scottish Water

Settlement

All Aberdeenshire — 1 response (x1 Key Agency)

Any missing sites? (Q8)

None identified

Any errors? (Q9 to 27)

None identified

Green networks etc
(Q28)

Agree with information collected.

Future needs (Q29)

Agree with information collected.

OSA Settlement
Summary — Quantity
(Q30)

Agree with the conclusions.

OSA Settlement
Summary —
Accessibility (Q31)

Agree with the conclusions.

OSA Settlement
Summary — Quality
(Q32)

Agree with the conclusions.

PSA Settlement
Summary — Quantity
(Q33)

Agree with the conclusions.

PSA maps and future
needs (Q34 and 35)

Agree with the conclusions.

PSA Settlement e Agree with the conclusions.
Summary -

Accessibility (Q36)

PSA Settlement e Agree they are valid conclusions.

Summary - Quality
(Q37)

What respondents find
is good about their
open spaces (Q38)

None identified.

What respondents

None identified.

dislike (Q39)
Comments on OSA e Will continue to work in partnership with the local
Report (Q40 to 44) authorities, SEPA, developers and landowners to

support the delivery of nature-based mitigations
and blue green infrastructure.

Supports the range of benefit open green space
infrastructure can offer, and protecting and
enhancing the status of water bodies is also of the
upmost importance.

Forests can protect water, soil and air resources
but they can also have a negative impact on
water and soil resources if they do not meet
current Forest and Water Guidelines and forestry
activities.

Scottish Water requests that contact be made to
check for Drinking Water Protected Areas and




water and/or wastewater infrastructure within the
area of forestry activities. If Scottish Water
drinking water source catchments or assets are
located within the area of forestry activities, then
adequate protection is required. All activities must
be in accordance with the Forests and Water UK
Forestry Standard Guidelines. Further advice and
the list of precautions that should be taken to
protect assets are available on the Scottish Water
website here:
https://www.scottishwater.co.uk/about-
us/corporate-responsibility/new-sustainable-land-
management/activities-within-out-catchments
Any risk of tree root intrusion to water or drainage
pipes should be addressed by adhering to the
guidelines set out in Water for Scotland 3rd
Edition and Sewers for Scotland 3rd Edition.

Comments on PSA
Report (Q45 to 49)

Yes. See above.

Actions(s) required to the Settlement Summaries (stakeholder engagement)

Any site changes e None
Any map amendments e None
Any graphic amendments | ¢ None
Any environment text e None
amendments

Any amendments to e None
Quality, Accessibility, or

Quality text

New: Open Space e None

Requirements text and
Play Space
Requirements text

Actions(s) required to the main reports (stakeholder engagement)

Open Space Audit

The support is welcomed, but issues relating to
forestry and tree roots are beyond the remit of the
Audit, but could be something worth noting in the
Open Space Strategy. No change required.

Play Sufficiency
Assessment

Comments are noted, but are not applicable.



https://www.scottishwater.co.uk/about-us/corporate-responsibility/new-sustainable-land-management/activities-within-out-catchments
https://www.scottishwater.co.uk/about-us/corporate-responsibility/new-sustainable-land-management/activities-within-out-catchments
https://www.scottishwater.co.uk/about-us/corporate-responsibility/new-sustainable-land-management/activities-within-out-catchments

NatureScot

Settlement

All Aberdeenshire — 1 response (x1 Key Agency)

Any missing sites? (Q8)

None identified.

Any errors? (Q9 to 27)

None identified.

Green networks etc
(Q28)

Agree with information collected.

Future needs (Q29)

None identified.

OSA Settlement
Summary — Quantity
(Q30)

Agree with the conclusions.

OSA Settlement
Summary —
Accessibility (Q31)

Agree with the conclusions.

OSA Settlement
Summary - Quality
(Q32)

Agree with the conclusions.

PSA Settlement
Summary — Quantity
(Q33)

Agree with the conclusions.

PSA maps and future
needs (Q34 and 35)

Yes, there are needs.

PSA Settlement e Agree with the conclusions.
Summary —

Accessibility (Q36)

PSA Settlement e Agree they are valid conclusions.

Summary - Quality
(Q37)

What respondents find
is good about their
open spaces (Q38)

None identified.

What respondents

None identified.

dislike (Q39)
Comments on OSA e Methodology is set out clearly.
Report (Q40 to 44) e The report doesn't include analysis of what

changes have taken place since the previous
audit, some comparison could be useful to identify
trends and the causes for them. Would also
influence the next open space strategy.

Welcome the categorisation on open spaces not
just by type but whether there were residential,
edge of settlement, employment area or outwith
the settlement, although it is not clear how that
categorisation has been used in the analysis.

We welcome the reduction in maintenance by the
council at appropriate sites to enhance
biodiversity.

Analysis of reasons for scoring of natural and
amenity areas would be useful.




We welcome the identification of opportunities
and recommendations for the next Local
Development Plan. These should be included in
the relevant topic papers, such as the one on
blue-green infrastructure.

Comments on PSA
Report (Q45 to 49)

No further comments on the overall assessment.

Actions(s) required to the

Settlement Summaries (stakeholder engagement)

Any site changes e None
Any map amendments e None
Any graphic amendments | ¢ None

Any environment text
amendments

None, but comments are noted.

Any amendments to e None
Quality, Accessibility, or

Quality text

New: Open Space e None

Requirements text and
Play Space
Requirements text

Actions(s) required to the

main reports (stakeholder engagement)

Open Space Audit

Comments on methodology, grounds
maintenance and are noted and welcomed.
Limited staff and resources, and a difference in
methodology means we have not been able to do
a comparison between this and the last audit.
Identifying trends was not considered, but it is
agreed that it could influence the next open
space strategy. No change is required.

We have not undertaken a detailed review of the
location of open spaces (residential, edge of
settlement, employment area or outwith the
settlement), but there is merit in providing a
brief Aberdeenshire-wide overview. The
outcomes recognise it is mostly amenity land on
the edge of settlements (in new housing estates).
Officers scored natural and amenity sites using a
methodology set out in the site assessment
guidance. However, there will always be
discrepancies on how officers interpret them. No
change is required.

The topic papers will encourage the provision,
enhancement and linkages of open spaces in the
site selection criteria. No change is required.

Play Sufficiency
Assessment

Comments are noted, but are not applicable.




Sportscotland

Settlement

All Aberdeenshire — 1 response (x1 Key Agency)

Any missing sites? (Q8)

None identified.

Any errors? (Q9 to 27)

Portlethen Primary school is misidentified.

Green networks etc
(Q28)

N/A - commenting generally on methodology and
overall approach of the audit not on specific
settlement summaries

Future needs (Q29)

N/A - commenting generally on methodology and
overall approach of the audit not on specific
settlement summaries

OSA Settlement ¢ N/A - commenting generally on methodology and
Summary — Quantity overall approach of the audit not on specific
(Q30) settlement summaries

OSA Settlement e N/A - commenting generally on methodology and
Summary — overall approach of the audit not on specific
Accessibility (Q31) settlement summaries

OSA Settlement e N/A - commenting generally on methodology and
Summary - Quality overall approach of the audit not on specific
(Q32) settlement summaries

PSA Settlement e N/A - commenting generally on methodology and

Summary — Quantity
(Q33)

overall approach of the audit not on specific
settlement summaries

PSA maps and future
needs (Q34 and 35)

None identified.

PSA Settlement ¢ N/A - commenting generally on methodology and
Summary - overall approach of the audit not on specific
Accessibility (Q36) settlement summaries

PSA Settlement e N/A - commenting generally on methodology and

Summary - Quality
(Q37)

overall approach of the audit not on specific
settlement summaries

What respondents find
is good about their
open spaces (Q38)

N/A - commenting generally on methodology and
overall approach of the audit not on specific
settlement summaries

What respondents
dislike (Q39)

N/A - commenting generally on methodology and
overall approach of the audit not on specific
settlement summaries

Comments on OSA
Report (Q40 to 44)

The situation with playing fields and possible
double counting as public parks is slightly
confusing.

A low or zero score possibly not indicating a
deficiency could be misinterpreted.

The threshold of 'deficiency' applied is interesting
and logical, but for Sports Areas, sufficiency
should be based on need and demand rather than
an applied average.

Sporting facility provision should account for
different needs and interests.

The general integration of strategies is welcomed.




Comments on PSA
Report (Q45 to 49)

No further comments on the overall assessment.

Actions(s) required to the

Settlement Summaries (stakeholder engagement)

Any site changes

None

Any map amendments

The site name of Portlethen Primary School is
incorrect (School Grounds Of Devenick
Primary School), which should be amended.
However, it is correctly identified as school
grounds.

Any graphic amendments

None

Any environment text
amendments

None, but comments are noted.

Any amendments to e None
Quality, Accessibility, or

Quality text

New: Open Space e None

Requirements text and
Play Space
Requirements text

Actions(s) required to the

main reports (stakeholder engagement)

Open Space Audit

We acknowledge the situation with playing fields
and public parks is confusing. However, with only
83 parks and 144 playing fields identified it would
not take long to review them and check if a park
contains a playing field and count them both.
Applying a consistent approach, whilst double
counting, would provide a more accurate picture
on what each settlement has.

Therefore 1) all playing fields and parks will be
checked for both, and 2) check no playing
fields have been classed as sport areas.

The scoring is meant to provide a quick overview
on quality, not deficiency, which is based on the
area of a site and whether it exceeds 60% of the
Aberdeenshire average. No change is required.
Sportscotland’s tentative support on our threshold
of 'deficiency’ is welcomed, and will remain for
Sports Areas. However, the Settlement
Summaries paragraph on Quantity should be
updated to reflect Sportscotland’s need and
demand facilities model and Sports Pitch
Strategy.

The comments on the general integration of
strategies are welcomed and noted.

Play Sufficiency
Assessment

The actions proposed above will be applied to
the PSA.




The views of respondents in Banff and Buchan

Settlement Banff — 4 responses (x3 individuals, x1 Community
Group)

Any missing sites? (Q8) | ¢ Coastal paths.

Any errors? (Q9 to 27) e None identified.

Green networks etc e Agree with information collected.
(Q28)
Future needs (Q29) e Coastal and other pathways

e Improve skatepark (OSABANF035 Banff Small
Skate Park Adjacent Deveronvale FC). Make it
bigger, with new fencing, additional ramps and
blocks (for new and more advanced users), lights,
shelters, and better sighage

OSA Settlement e Agree with the conclusions

Summary - Quantity ¢ Increase size of skate park at OSABANF035 to

(Q30) make it more attractive for beginners and
experienced users of skateboards and BMX.

OSA Settlement e Agree with the conclusions

Summary —

Accessibility (Q31)

OSA Settlement e Agree with the conclusions

Summary - Quality e Refurbish and enlarge the skatepark

(Q32) infrastructure and its maintenance at

OSABANFO035 with more ramps and obstacles,
better lighting for evening use, covered areas.
Incorporated with other sporting facilities. Specific
recommendations include a raised concrete pad
with steps and ledges, more ramps, and a small
rail. Concerns about maintenance, safety, and the
overall appeal of the park. Work with professional
concrete park manufacturers. Seeking funds for
lessons for lower income families.

PSA Settlement e Agree with the conclusions
Summary — Quantity

(Q33)

PSA maps and future ¢ No additional needs identified [but note comments
needs (Q34 and 35) on OSA above].

PSA Settlement e Agree with the conclusions
Summary -

Accessibility (Q36)

PSA Settlement e Agree they are valid conclusions
Summary - Quality

(Q37)

What respondents find It has a mix of play equipment.

is good about their
open spaces (Q38)

It is clean and tidy.

It is easy to get to.

Paths are flat and well maintained.
There are no busy roads nearby.




e There are toilets.

e There is provision for skateboards.

e There is food (shop / takeaway) nearby.

¢ Improve skatepark to allow for better use and

coaching lessons.

What respondents e There are not enough seats or places of shelter.
dislike (Q39)  No toilet facilities.

e No swings

e The play equipment is old or worn out.

e Skatepark is too small, lacks lighting for use at

night, and is insufficient for local events.

Comments on OSA
Report (Q40 to 44)

No further comments on the overall audit.

Comments on PSA
Report (Q45 to 49)

No further comments on the overall assessment.

Actions(s) required to the

Settlement Summaries (stakeholder engagement)

Any site changes

Disagree with including coastal paths. The Audit
only covers open spaces within or adjacent to
settlements only. It would be inappropriate to
include coastal paths with no association with a
settlement. No change is required.

Any map amendments

None

Any graphic amendments

None

Any environment text
amendments

None, but comments are noted.

Any amendments to
Quality, Accessibility, or
Quality text

Add text to the Quality paragraph regarding the
state of the skatepark OSABANF035 to state at
the end, “In addition, the skatepark is too small,
lacks lighting for use at night, and is user have
stated it is insufficient for local events.”

As there are three public toilets in Banff, it is
considered there is sufficient provision. No
change is required.

New: Open Space
Requirements text and
Play Space
Requirements text

Add text on the following:

Improve skatepark site OSABANF035, to make it
bigger, with new fencing, lights, and shelters,
additional ramps and blocks, and improved
signage.

Add seating to popular areas used for socialising
and playing sports.

Add play equipment for older children where there
is an under provision, including swings.

Actions(s) required to the main reports (stakeholder engagement)

Open Space Audit

None

Play Sufficiency
Assessment

None




Settlement

Cornhill — 1 response (x1 individual)

Any missing sites? (Q8)

None

Any errors? (Q9 to 27)

None identified.

Green networks etc
(Q28)

Agree with information collected.

Future needs (Q29)

Improve safety of users by cutting grass at play
spaces on Cornhill Fernie Path and school
playground at Ordiqubhill.

Improve drainage at Cornhill Park (children fall
and struggle to run safely due to boggy ground).
Verges of Fernie path need to be cut at both sides
to stop nettles and long grass catching on scooter
and bike wheels and to avoid walkers being stung
by overgrown nettles.

OSA Settlement
Summary — Quantity
(Q30)

Add cycle paths to connect with local towns
villages (creation of safe routes) to meet friends
so cost of fuel or access to transport does not
become a barrier.

OSA Settlement e Agree with the conclusions

Summary —

Accessibility (Q31)

OSA Settlement e Provide an all-weather surface (or tarred area) for

Summary — Quality
(Q32)

play/exercise to use scooters, roller blades, play
netball/basketball, and to play football when the
pitch is too wet.

PSA Settlement
Summary — Quantity
(Q33)

Agree with the conclusions

PSA maps and future
needs (Q34 and 35)

Multi-purpose all weather area is required.

PSA Settlement e Agree with the conclusions

Summary -

Accessibility (Q36)

PSA Settlement e Better upkeep and drainage of play spaces and

Summary - Quality
(Q37)

playing field, with regular grass cutting and verge
cutting. Issues with ticks.

Safety concern - fill holes/mole holes, especially
at Ordiquhill Primary School.

What respondents find
is good about their
open spaces (Q38)

It has natural features like beaches, trees and
rocks.

It has outdoor gym equipment.

It has seating areas.

It has swings.

It is clean and tidy.

It is within close distance of houses.

There are toilets [public toilets were closed at time
of survey in 2023].

What respondents
dislike (Q39)

Can't skateboard.




It is not easy to get to.

Paths are muddy or uneven.

The play equipment only suits young children.
There is no lighting.

There is not enough to do.

Need all on all-weather surface for ball games
and scooters etc with baskets and goals (doesn’t
need to be too big).

Comments on OSA

No further comments on the overall audit.

Report (Q40 to 44)

Comments on PSA ¢ No further comments on the overall assessment.
Report (Q45 to 49)

Actions(s) required to the Settlement Summaries (stakeholder engagement)
Any site changes e None

Any map amendments e None

Any graphic amendments | ¢ None

Any environment text
amendments

None, but comments are noted.

Any amendments to
Quality, Accessibility, or
Quality text

Add text to the Quality paragraph to state that
the drainage at Cornhill Park could be improved.
Issues around holes and mole holes are
considered a temporary issue. No change is
required.

New: Open Space
Requirements text and
Play Space
Requirements text

Add text on the following:

Add cycle paths to connect with local towns
villages (creation of safe routes).
Provide an all-weather surface (or tarred area) for
play/exercise to use scooters, roller blades/
skateboard, and to play netball/basketball.
Improve drainage at Cornhill Park, especially at
the playing field and play park.
Improve the quality of paths in the open spaces.
Improve maintenance of grass verges at Fernie
path.
Provide lighting in open spaces to prolong the use
of sports areas at night.
Add play equipment for older children where there
is an under provision.

Actions(s) required to the

main reports (stakeholder engagement)

Open Space Audit

None

Play Sufficiency
Assessment

None




The views of respondents in Buchan

Settlement

St Combs — 1 response (x1 Community Group)

Any missing sites? (Q8)

None identified.

Any errors? (Q9 to 27)

On supporting maps Corsekelly Place appears to
attract low scores for open space and play
sufficiently. It appears to be incongruent with the
statement about fitness for purpose.

The land of the former Tufted Duck Hotel
(adjacent to the Corsekelly Place playing fields)
has planning permission for a caravan park.
Although this remains undeveloped it may be
worthy of further consideration in terms of
planning for future use.

On page 5 of 8 of the settlement statement it
states no school grounds (as an infographic). St
Combs has a primary school and the school
grounds are accessible out with school hours.

Green networks etc

Agree with the conclusions.

(Q28)

Future needs (Q29) e Enhancing Play Equipment.

OSA Settlement e The Corsekelly Place site appears to attract very
Summary — Quantity low scores, it is not clear why this is the case.
(Q30)

OSA Settlement e Agree with the conclusions.

Summary -

Accessibility (Q31)

OSA Settlement e The site is well maintained and well used.
Summary - Quality e Itis accepted that improvements can always be
(Q32) made but clarity on scoring welcome.

PSA Settlement e See earlier comments about land at Corsekelly

Summary — Quantity
(Q33)

Place.

PSA maps and future
needs (Q34 and 35)

Better equipped Play parks.

PSA Settlement e See earlier comments about land at Corsekelly
Summary - Place.

Accessibility (Q36)

PSA Settlement e The site could be enhanced with a broader range

Summary - Quality
(Q37)

of play equipment.

What respondents find
is good about their
open spaces (Q38)

It feels safe.

There is a mix of play equipment.

It is a quiet place to meet friends.

It has natural features like beaches, trees and
rocks.

It has seating areas.
It has swings.




It is clean and tidy.

It is easy to get to and is within close distance to
houses.

The paths are flat and well maintained.

There is provision for football games.

There are shops nearby.

What respondents

There is no lighting.

dislike (Q39)

Comments on OSA ¢ No further comments on the overall audit.
Report (Q40 to 44)

Comments on PSA ¢ No further comments on the overall assessment.
Report (Q45 to 49)

Actions(s) required to the

Settlement Summaries (stakeholder engagement)

Any site changes

For OSA and PSA, change OSASTCS004
(Football field) from a Sports Area to Playing Field
(primary use) and Public Park (secondary use)

Any map amendments

For OSA and PSA, change OSASTCS004
(Football field) from a Sports Area to Playing Field
(primary use) and Public Park (secondary use)

Any graphic amendments

Update to reflect differences in open space types.

Any environment text
amendments

None, but comments are noted.

Any amendments to
Quality, Accessibility, or
Quality text

Regarding sites at Corsekelly Place, if a site can
fulfil its function, it is considered fit for purpose,
but if there are no paths, unused areas or it has
poor biodiversity, its score will be lower. No
change is required. However, the playing field
has been incorrectly classed as a Sports Area,
which should be amended (see above). In
addition, amend Quantity paragraph in PSA to
correctly state there is one playing field in the
public park.

No sites are within the planning application site
for a caravan park. No change is required.
Generally, only sites greater than 2,000sgm were
audited. The grounds within St Combs Primary
School are too small to be audited. However, for
clarity, amend Quantity paragraph in the OSA
and PSA to state that the school grounds were
too small to be included in the audit.

New Open space
requirements text and
Play space requirements
text

Add text on the following:

Provide lighting in open spaces to prolong the use
of sports areas at night.

Add play equipment for older children where there
is an under provision.

Actions(s) required to the main reports (stakeholder engagement)

Open Space Audit

| « None




Play Sufficiency ¢ None
Assessment
Settlement Strichen — 1 response (1 individual)

Any missing sites? (Q8)

None identified.

Any errors? (Q9 to 27)

None identified.

Green networks etc
(Q28)

Agree with information collected.

Future needs (Q29)

Better equipped Play parks

OSA Settlement
Summary — Quantity
(Q30)

Agree with the conclusions.

OSA Settlement
Summary —
Accessibility (Q31)

Agree with the conclusions.

OSA Settlement
Summary — Quality
(Q32)

Agree with the conclusions.

PSA Settlement
Summary — Quantity
(Q33)

Agree with the conclusions.

PSA maps and future
needs (Q34 and 35)

None identified.

PSA Settlement e Better equipped Play parks.
Summary -

Accessibility (Q36)

PSA Settlement e Agree with the conclusions.

Summary - Quality
(Q37)

What respondents find
is good about their
open spaces (Q38)

It is within close distance to houses.
There is provision for football and ball games.

What respondents
dislike (Q39)

Can’t use the site to skateboard.

Paths are muddy and uneven.

There are not enough natural features — sand,
rocks or trees.

e There are not enough seats or places for shelter.

e The play equipment is old and worn out.

e There is not enough lighting.

e There is not enough to do in the playpark.
Comments on OSA e No further comments on the overall assessment.
Report (Q40 to 44)
Comments on PSA e As per previous comments about the play park.
Report (Q45 to 49) The park needs upgraded.

Actions(s) required to the Settlement Summaries (stakeholder engagement)




Any site changes

For OSA and PSA, change OSASTRN004
(Football field) from a Sports Area to Playing Field
(primary use) and Public Park (secondary use)

Any map amendments

For OSA and PSA, change OSASTRN004
(Football field) from a Sports Area to Playing Field
(primary use) and Public Park (secondary use)

In addition, remove OSASTRNO009 as officers do
not consider it being open space and rename the
last site to 009.

Any graphic amendments

Update to reflect differences in open space types.

Any environment text
amendments

None, but comments are noted.

Any amendments to
Quality, Accessibility, or
Quality text

Amend paragraphs in OSA and PSA to take
account of revised open space types and that
there is only one play space to the east of the
settlement.

New Open space
requirements text and
Play space requirements
text

Add text on the following:

Add seating to popular areas used for socialising
and playing sports.

Improve maintenance of play spaces and upgrade
play equipment in the main park.

Add play equipment for older children where there
is an under provision, including a skatepark.
Provide lighting in open spaces to prolong the use
of sports areas at night (e.g. play park).

Provide more or improve access to natural
spaces and or spaces with more natural features
(rocks, sand and trees).

Improve quality of paths.

Actions(s) required to the

main reports (stakeholder engagement)

Open Space Audit

None

Play Sufficiency e None, but comments are noted.
Assessment
Settlement Stuartfield — 3 responses (x2 individuals, x1

Community Group)

Any missing sites? (Q8)

1 respondent unable to see maps.

Land known as ‘The Beeches’, developed by
Claymore Homes, off Knock Street, and the Park
entrance (2,900sgm).

Land running West to East by Colaren Homes
between Pleasure park and Parkside Crescent
(9,900sgm)

Land at Knock View Crescent, Colaren Homes
(5,500sgm).

Any errors? (Q9 to 27)

Site identified as private property (OSASTUDO004)
as an amenity area the area is behind the village
hall off Burnett Street.




OSASTUDOO01 — Tennis Court at Stuartfield
Pleasure Park is not managed by Council but
Stuartfield Pleasure Park, and its basketball
hoops and tennis nets have since been replaced,
the court repaired and had a clean-up.
OSASTUDO002 Stuartfield Bowling Green access
path lacks a paved path owned by Stuartfield
Pleasure Park.

OSASTUDOO03 — Council toilets are closed and
these are provided by local groups while using the
pavilion, and is looked after Stuartfield Pleasure
Park, includes Disabled toilets and wheelchair
access. Notes football nets are note missing —
they are provided by Stuartfield Pleasure Park
when required by local groups.

OSASTUDO0O04 has been correctly categorised but
site name is incorrect.

OSASTUDOO06 — agree with problems however,
there is a bin available, picnic tables in good
condition contrary to report, the space is
underused and gives indication of private land.
OSASTUDOQ7 — operated by Stuartfield Pleasure
Park, not Aberdeenshire Council. Also agrees
there is poor disabled access to play equipment,
but there is no equipment suitable for severe
mobility, and there has been no request for it.

Green networks etc
(Q28)

Suggests adding a path that runs from Stuartfield
to the Cemetery along the B9030, then parallel to
the River Ugie and through the woods to Old Deer
to the Green Network.

Future needs (Q29)

Makes no mention of current or future needs of
the village.

Monthly screenings in village hall.

Monthly craft sessions in village hall.
Community development worker run a village
youth club

Reinstate speed cameras.

OSA Settlement Agree with the conclusions.

Summary — Quantity

(Q30)

OSA Settlement Agree with the conclusions.

Summary -

Accessibility (Q31)

OSA Settlement Improvements made by Stuartfield Pleasure Park
Summary — Quality Community Trustee raised funds, e.g. tennis court
(Q32) area.

PSA Settlement Agree with the conclusions.

Summary — Quantity
(Q33)




PSA maps and future o Basketball court
needs (Q34 and 35) e Quiet places

e Seating/shelter

e Grass areas/playing fields

o Better provisions for disabled children.

e Tai chi for adults

e Croquet

e Quoits

e Abseiling in village park

e Pond dipping at dam

e Survival skills in local woods

e Health walks for the elderly

e Artin the park

e Roller disco

e Community choirs in local hall

e Cuppa n claim at local sheltered housing,
Allotments

o Bike safety, security and maintenance sessions.

e Warm space in village as none at present in
winter in Crichie.

e Photography club, chess club, dominoes club,
relieve your youth on vinyl playing old records at
local venue, creative writing group, bridge club,
ten pin bowling.

PSA Settlement e Agree with the conclusions.
Summary -

Accessibility (Q36)

PSA Settlement e Agree with the conclusions.
Summary - Quality

(Q37)

What respondents find | ¢ Feels safe.

is good about their e Mix of play equipment.
open spaces (Q38) e ltis clean and tidy.

e Accessible.

e |tis within close distance to houses.

e Paths are flat and well maintained.

¢ Provision for football and ball games.

e There is food shop/takeaway nearby.

e It has natural features like beaches, trees and
rocks.

e It has seating areas.

e Mature trees.

e Swans at dam and clear water burns.

What respondents e Cannot skateboard.
dislike (Q39) e Poor provision of allotments/food growing areas.
¢ Not enough seats or places of shelter.

e Busy roads nearby.

e No lighting.




Not enough to do.

Too much mown amenity grass that could
contribute to biodiversity.

Play equipment only suits young children.

More houses built and lack of developer
investment in doctor’s surgery, pharmacy, school
and academies.

Lack of dog bins.

Some country roads are eroded at edges by
lorries.

Speed cameras should be reinstated.

Workers could run a community youth club.
Ugly Bins outside shop should be stored at rear.

Comments on OSA
Report (Q40 to 44)

Agrees with para 12.3 that “the planned layout of
the older settlements” possibly contributes to an
absence of amenity grounds.

Applauds para 12.27 and hope the issues “that
require to be addressed in the local development
plan” are applied.

Report fails to address the issue of recently
developed areas (within Stuartfield) failing to
require developers to fulfil their obligations to
improving village amenity space.

Paras 5.33 and 5.34 are misleading, as they imply
that consultation has been carried out prior to this
survey, but notes LDP officials indicated that
these paragraphs are ‘place holders’, which
implies that the report was already finalised and
any responses will be discounted.

Applaud the statements in paragraph 17.7, but
under 17.7.5 a) the report does not acknowledge
the recent significant increase in population
contributes to the deficiency (e.g. 37% increase in
population in last five years).

Comments on PSA
Report (Q45 to 49)

Paras 5.27 and 5.28 are misleading, as they imply
that consultation has been carried out prior to this
survey, but notes LDP officials indicated that
these paragraphs are ‘place holders’, which
implies that the report was already finalised and
any responses will be discounted.

Para 13.13 contains confusing language. “Under
5% of sites score poorly for antisocial behaviour,
the highest in Aberdeenshire.” This seems to
make little sense. The first clause implies that this
is a good thing, but the second clause implies
something bad. This requires clarification.




Unable to find section titled ‘proposed
recommendations’. Section 18 of report ‘key
observations and next steps’ are applauded.

Actions(s) required to the

Settlement Summaries (stakeholder engagement)

Any site changes

PDFs and interactive map were available, and
email address is available for queries.

Amend sites OSASTUDO001 (Tennis Court),
OSASTUDO003 (playing fields) and OSASTUD007
(play area) to state it is owned and managed by
Stuartfield Pleasure Park and not Aberdeenshire
Council.

Amend scores for site OSASTUDO001 from 57 to
65 (scores adjusted for use and maintenance).
Amend scores for site OSASTUDO003 (playing
field) from 55 to 63 in PSA and 51 to 59 in OSA
(scores adjusted for flood mitigation, fence/
materials quality, planting, and visual
surveillance).

Remove site OSASTUDO09 as it is a duplicate of
003, but is classed as amenity.

Amend text for OSASTUDO0O03 to delete text
relating to lack of toilets, and poor planting and
sports areas (e.g. tennis nets).

Remove site OSASTUDO004 as it is a private
field.

Amend scores for site OSASTUDO006 (pond)
from 74 to 76 in PSA and 65 to 67 in OSA (scores
adjusted for flood mitigation).

Amend problems and opportunities text for
site OSASTUDO006 by removing reference to bins
and picnic table, and noting need to be more
welcoming.

Comment on disabled access into OSASTUDOOQ7
is noted, and while there is no demand at present,
the report’s notes are an observation. No change
is required.

Add new site OSASTUDO004, ‘Amenity land west
of The Beeches’, and carry out a site assessment.
Add new site OSASTUDO009, ‘Amenity land east
of Stuartfield Pleasure Park, off Parkside
Crescent’, and carry out a site assessment.

Add new site OSASTUDO012, ‘Amenity land off
Knock View Place’, and carry out a site
assessment.

Amend Summary tables with the above
changes.

Any map amendments

Remove sites OSASTUDO004 and 009, and
rename.




Amend scores for site OSASTUDO001 from 57 to
65.

Any graphic amendments

Update to reflect site changes.

Any environment text
amendments

The suggested path to be identified as part of a
green space network is mostly devoid of planting
with only the upper section including any form or
greenery. As such, it cannot be considered as
forming part of the green network. No change is
required.

Any amendments to
Quality, Accessibility, or
Quality text

Support for the conclusions is noted, but all the
paragraphs in the OSA and PSA will be review
and updated to take account of the proposed site
changes.

New Open space
requirements text and
Play space requirements
text

Add text on the following:

Add sport and play equipment for older children
where there is an under provision, including a
skatepark.

Improve provision of equipment for disabled
children (e.g. sensory equipment or plants, basket
swing)

Provide land for allotments / food growing.

Add seating or places of shelter to popular areas
used for socialising and playing sports.

Improve road crossing points at popular open
spaces.

Provide lighting in open spaces to prolong the use
of sports areas at night.

Add planting to grassy areas to enhance
biodiversity of these sites.

Add more bins to sites where litter / dog fouling is
an issue.

With regards to other improvements like quoits,
fixing grass verges, speed cameras, youth clubs,
shop bins, and other organised activities, these
are outwith the remit of the audit.

Issues regarding developer obligations on open
space are a common theme that can be raised in
the open space strategy.

Actions(s) required to the

main reports (stakeholder engagement)

Open Space Audit

Comments of support are noted and welcomed.
The report’s conclusions generalise issues, and
anything specific is raised in the Settlement
Summaries. However, the report already notes
that house developers not providing multi use
open spaces. No change is required.

A summary of the consultations undertaken has
still to be added to the report. The report and
settlement summaries will also be updated in light
of the comments received. Amend the report to




summarise the engagement with young
people and other stakeholders.

Play Sufficiency
Assessment

A summary of the consultations undertaken has
still to be added to the report. The report and
settlement summaries will also be updated in light
of the comments received. Amend the report to
summarise the engagement with young
people and other stakeholders.

With regards to paragraph 13.13, it is meant to
imply that Buchan had the highest number of sites
scoring poorly for anti-social behaviour in
Aberdeenshire. Amend text in para 13.13 to
say, “...almost 5% of sites...”

Comment on title of question referring to
‘recommendations’ is noted. This question
grouped the topics discussed in section 18 and
was not meant to be misleading. The Audit itself
does not make recommendations. No change is
required.




The views of respondents in Formartine

Settlement

Belhelvie — 1 response (x1 individual)

Any missing sites? (Q8)

None identified

Any errors? (Q9 to 27)

Sites under private ownership and outwith the
village in this audit should be excluded as the
council have no control over these areas and the
public could be excluded from them (e.g. at the
top of Laingseat Road used by the farmer)
Should exclude the grounds of Potterton House
as they are private property with no access.

Green networks etc
(Q28)

Agree with information collected.

Future needs (Q29)

Better upkeep of football pitches and play parks
spaces with regular grass cutting and
maintenance.

Additional picnic benches in the park.

OSA Settlement
Summary — Quantity
(Q30)

New play equipment for kids.

OSA Settlement
Summary —
Accessibility (Q31)

Agree with the conclusions.

OSA Settlement
Summary - Quality
(Q32)

See above comments.

PSA Settlement
Summary — Quantity
(Q33)

New play equipment needed.

PSA maps and future
needs (Q34 and 35)

Better equipped play parks.

Summary - Quality
(Q37)

PSA Settlement e Agree with the conclusions.
Summary -

Accessibility (Q36)

PSA Settlement e Agree with the conclusions.

What respondents find
is good about their
open spaces (Q38)

The play park feels safe.

It has swings.

It is easy to get to and is within close distances to
houses.

What respondents
dislike (Q39)

Can’t play football.

There are not enough seats or places to shelter.
The play equipment is old and worn out.

There is no lighting.

There is not enough to do.

The park has had nothing spent on it in around 10
years.




Grass isn’t getting cut regularly and when it does
there is left of the ground.

Comments on OSA
Report (Q40 to 44)

No further comments on the overall audit.

Comments on PSA
Report (Q45 to 49)

No further comments on the overall assessment.

Actions(s) required to the Settlement Summaries (stakeholder engagement)

Any site changes

None

Any map amendments

Disagree with removing what is assumed to be
site OSABELEO10 Park of Balmedie. There is an
informal footpath leading into it from the north,
and while there is no path on the road leading to
it, it's close proximity to the village makes it
attractive to people to use. No change is
required.

Any graphic amendments

None.

Any environment text
amendments

None, but comments are noted.

Any amendments to
Quality, Accessibility, or
Quality text

None, but comments are noted.

New Open space
requirements text and
Play space requirements
text

Add text on the following:

Improve maintenance of sports and play spaces,
including regular grass cutting and replace /
upgrade play equipment.

Add picnic benches to the park.

Add seating or places of shelter to popular areas
used for socialising and playing sports.

Provide lighting in open spaces to prolong the use
at night.

Actions(s) required to the main reports (stakeholder engagement)

Open Space Audit e None.

Play Sufficiency e None.

Assessment

Settlement Methlick — 1 response (x1 Community Group)

Any missing sites? (Q8)

No indication of the numerous picnic benches
located in the grass area which is open to
everyone.

There is a memorial garden that has seating as
well as in the play park.

Unsure why there is no mention of the Haddo Link
Path.

Any errors? (Q9 to 27)

You have not included Link Path from Methlick to
Haddo South East to the edge of the village.
No mention of the Community Garden/Allotment
Which sits South East from your dotted line.




Tennis court net is stored away as this is a Multi-
Use Area so suitable for
Football/Tennis/Basketball/Netball etc. The NET is
not needing replaced and is in fact stored to keep
it in good condition.

Queries if the Methlick Primary School football
goals is beside the play park?

Unsure how much seating is required at the play
park? We do have benches at least 4 picnic
benches in this area.

Queries how the play space for age 5-11 yrs was
scored and how they improve this. Reports the
one council owned play area is shocking and not
fit for purpose.

Green networks etc
(Q28)

Agree with information collected.

Future needs (Q29)

That there is a plan to ensure that the riverside is
a haven for wildlife with access to all.

OSA Settlement
Summary — Quantity
(Q30)

Unsure which sites need clearer use to ensure fit
for purpose, or need bins and benches. States
there are numerous bins in the play park plus
recycling and benches, as well as benches and
seats and bins located at the church.

Some areas are biodiversity areas so really not
for playing in.

OSA Settlement
Summary -
Accessibility (Q31)

Access to the river open area is to be developed.
There are access points but may not be suitable
for all wheel chair users or indeed people on foot
due to the underfoot conditions.

OSA Settlement e Seeks clarity on how this is gauged, for example
Summary - Quality the Play Park, open green space, various play
(Q32) items for all ages.

PSA Settlement ¢ In the document you say 0-11 lower than

Summary — Quantity
(Q33)

Aberdeenshire average. Can you refer to the area
that has scored well in this.

PSA maps and future
needs (Q34 and 35)

None identified.

PSA Settlement e The areas indicated as poor is all wooded areas,
Summary - one is general green space that is on the waters
Accessibility (Q36) edge.

PSA Settlement e For a settlement like Methlick we are a rural

Summary - Quality
(Q37)

community with a high level of natural open
space. This is one reason why people choose to
live/work and play!

What respondents find
is good about their
open spaces (Q38)

It feels safe.

It has a mix of play equipment.

It is a quiet place to meet friends.

It has natural features like beaches, trees and
rocks.




It has seating areas.

It has swings.

It is clean and tidy.

It is easy to get to and is within close distance to
houses.

The paths are flat and well maintained.

There are toilets.

There is provision for football and ball games.
There is a food (shop/takeaway) nearby.

Thera re woodland walks to the North and South
of the village that runs along the waters edge.
There is plenty for young and old to do various
outdoor clubs from jogging/bowling with great
walking/wheeling and cycling routes.

What respondents
dislike (Q39)

There are busy roads nearby.

The play equipment is worn out at Mansfield play
area.

Accessible paths are uneven.

The council lack of dropped kerbs in some areas.

Comments on OSA
Report (Q40 to 44)

No further comments on the overall audit.

Comments on PSA
Report (Q45 to 49)

No further comments on the overall assessment.

Actions(s) required to the

Settlement Summaries (stakeholder engagement)

Any site changes

The audit states there are seats in sites
OSAMETKO018 (Memorial Garden) and
OSAMETKO019 (Methlick Church), but agree that
the description for site 19 will note there are
picnic benches.

Anomalies in the total scores for some sites were
also identified. Therefore, review the score
totals for every site audited and amend
accordingly.

For OSA and PSA, change OSAMETKO006
(Football field) from a Sports Area to Playing Field
(primary use) and Public Park (secondary use)
and exclude area with tennis court (what should
be OSAMETKO016).

Amend (move) site OSAMETK016, Methlick
Multi-Use Games Area, to include the tennis
court within site OSAMETKO006.

It is not stated which site has the path link to the
Haddo House and there is no core path leading to
it. No changed required.

Will add as a new site (Community Garden) to
the south of the settlement.

Storage of tennis and football nets is noted.
Audit will be amended accordingly.




¢ No issues identified with seating at the play park,
only the playing fields at King George V Park. No
change is required.

Any map amendments

¢ Amend OSA and PSA maps once scores have
been corrected.

e For OSA and PSA, change OSAMETKO006
(Football field) from a Sports Area to Playing Field
(primary use) and Public Park (secondary use).

¢ Amend (move) site OSAMETKO016, Methlick
Multi-Use Games Area, to include the tennis
court within site OSAMETKO006.

Any graphic amendments

e For OSA and PSA, change OSAMETKO006
(Football field) from a Sports Area to Playing Field
(primary use) and Public Park (secondary use)

Any environment text
amendments

¢ None, but comments are noted.

Any amendments to
Quality, Accessibility, or
Quality text

¢ Review which sites need a clearer use, bins
and seating (identify sites).

¢ Review which sites have biodiversity and so
not suitable for play (identify sites).

o Will consider access to the river under open
space requirements. No change is required.

o With regards to scoring the play areas etc, a
standard site selection check list (proforma) was
used, as well as officer’s observations on the
likely age range of users of equipment or places.
No change is required.

¢ Sites that were deemed suitable for children aged
0 to 11 were formal sports and play areas and
some woodland (not near the river).

e Comments on woodlands scoring poorly and
natural areas are noted. However, some sites
were incorrectly scored down and will be
reviewed.

New Open space
requirements text and
Play space requirements
text

Add text on the following:

e Improve road crossing points at popular open
spaces.

Replace play equipment at Mansfield play area.
Improve quality of paths on council sites.
Provide drop down kerbs at some open spaces.
Improve the riverside corridor to create a haven
for wildlife with access to all.

Actions(s) required to the

main reports (stakeholder engagement)

Open Space Audit

e None.

Play Sufficiency
Assessment

e None.




Settlement

Newburgh — 1 response (x1 individual)

Any missing sites? (Q8)

None identified.

Any errors? (Q9 to 27)

None identified.

Green networks etc
(Q28)

Agree with information collected.

Future needs (Q29)

None identified.

OSA Settlement
Summary — Quantity
(Q30)

Agree with the conclusions.

OSA Settlement
Summary —
Accessibility (Q31)

Agree with the conclusions.

OSA Settlement
Summary — Quality
(Q32)

Agree with the conclusions.

PSA Settlement
Summary — Quantity
(Q33)

Agree with the conclusions.

PSA maps and future
needs (Q34 and 35)

Yes. Nothing identified.

PSA Settlement e Agree with the conclusions.
Summary —
Accessibility (Q36)
PSA Settlement e Agree with the conclusions.
Summary - Quality
(Q37)
What respondents find | ¢ |t feels safe.
is good about their e It has a mix of play equipment.
open spaces (Q38) e It has seating areas.
e It has swings.
e |tis clean and tidy.
e Itis easy to get to and is within close distance to
houses.
e Paths are flat and well maintained.
e There are no busy roads nearby.
What respondents e Can’t skateboard
dislike (Q39) e The play equipment is old and worn out.
e The play equipment only suits young children.
e There is no lighting.
Comments on OSA ¢ No further comments on the overall audit.
Report (Q40 to 44)
Comments on PSA ¢ No further comments on the overall assessment.
Report (Q45 to 49)

Actions(s) required to the

Settlement Summaries (stakeholder engagement)

Any site changes e None
Any map amendments e None
Any graphic amendments | ¢ None




Any environment text
amendments

None, but comments are noted.

Any amendments to
Quality, Accessibility, or
Quality text

None

New Open space
requirements text and
Play space requirements
text

Add text on the following:

Improve maintenance of play spaces.

Add play equipment for older children where there
is an under provision, such as a basketball court.
Provide lighting in open spaces to prolong the use
of play/sports areas at night.

Actions(s) required to the

main reports (stakeholder engagement)

Open Space Audit e None

Play Sufficiency ¢ None.

Assessment

Settlement Potterton — 1 response (x1 individual)

Any missing sites? (Q8)

Community Centre

Any errors? (Q9 to 27)

Many open spaces are inaccessible.
Grass has not been cut within the community
centre.

Green networks etc
(Q28)

Wildflower meadows are repeatedly cut down by
other services in the spring, and requests they are
reinstated at Panmure Gardens and the
community centre.

There are no green network links in Potterton.

Future needs (Q29)

None identified.

OSA Settlement ¢ Why include the football pitch when this is only for
Summary — Quantity a specific purpose and is leased to groups from
(Q30) Aberdeen City.

OSA Settlement ¢ You cannot include private land in this statement.
Summary - The area at the top of Laingseat Road identified

Accessibility (Q31)

as natural is agricultural — used by the farmed to
store equipment etc.
It is gated.

OSA Settlement e Need more serviceable equipment.
Summary - Quality

(Q32)

PSA Settlement ¢ You need to include items for old teenagers.

Summary — Quantity
(Q33)

Reports a climbing equipment has been removed
and not replaced
Add more imaginative play equipment for all.

PSA maps and future
needs (Q34 and 35)

Basketball Court

More quiet places to sit and meet.
Fenced football areas.

Outdoor gyms.

Equipped play parks.




PSA Settlement

You cannot and should not include private or

Summary - agricultural land in the survey.
Accessibility (Q36) e ltis outwith the settlement boundary.
PSA Settlement o If the council cut the grass we might be able to
Summary - Quality use the areas.
(Q37)
What respondents find | ¢ [t has covered seating/shelter.
is good about their e It has swings.
open spaces (Q38) e There is a provision for football and ball games.
What respondents e Can'’t skateboard.
dislike (Q39) e It does not feel safe.
e The paths are muddy and uneven.
e There are not enough natural features — sand,
rock or trees.
e There are not enough seats or places to shelter.
e The play equipment is old or worn out.
e The play equipment only suits young children.
e There are busy roads nearby.
e There is no lighting.
e There is not enough to do.
e There is too much mown amenity grass that could

contribute biodiversity.

Comments on OSA
Report (Q40 to 44)

Yes — None identified.

Comments on PSA
Report (Q45 to 49)

No further comments on the overall assessment.

Actions(s) required to the

Settlement Summaries (stakeholder engagement)

Any site changes

The grounds around Potterton Community Centre
are too small to be included in the audit. No
change is required.

Any map amendments

Agree to remove site OSAPOTNO022 (Laingseat
Road). Renumber OSAPOTN024 to 022.

Any graphic amendments

None

Any environment text
amendments

Comments raised on cutting wildflower meadows
are noted, and would be more appropriately
considered in the open space strategy.

There are several small green networks in
Potterton at the main recreation grounds, and
Denview Park. For site OSAPOTNO001 at
Panmure Way, under Opportunities, note the
potential to unstraightened the watercourse to
integrate it better with the open spaces on either
side, rather than having it fenced off.

Any amendments to
Quality, Accessibility, or
Quality text

It is appropriate for the audit to include playing
fields or sports pitches as it is used for play and
sport, regardless of who uses it. No change is
required.




Issues regarding lack of play equipment is noted
and will be highlight in the open space
requirements section. No change is required.
Issues regarding long grass in open spaces is
noted, but as this is a maintenance issue, is more
of a consideration in the open space strategy.

New Open space
requirements text and
Play space requirements
text

Add text on the following:

Improve the maintenance of open spaces (e.g.
more frequent grass cutting) and play equipment.
Add planting (wildflowers) in amenity grass areas
to improve biodiversity, e.g. area around Panmure
Gardens.

Add play equipment for older children where there
is an under provision, such as a climbing frame
(which was removed), basketball court,
skateboarding.

Add an outdoor gym.

Provide more natural spaces in play areas to
allow for imaginative play, such as trees, rocks
and sand.

Add an enclosed football pitch.

Add seating to popular areas used for socialising
and playing sports.

Improve road crossing points at popular open
spaces.

Provide lighting in open spaces to prolong the use
of play/sports areas at night.

Actions(s) required to the

main reports (stakeholder engagement)

Open Space Audit e None

Play Sufficiency e None.

Assessment

Settlement Turriff — 1 response (x1 individual)

Any missing sites? (Q8)

None identified.

Any errors? (Q9 to 27)

None identified

Green networks etc

Agree with information collected.

(Q28)

Future needs (Q29) ¢ None identified.

OSA Settlement e Several areas listed as amenity, especially on the
Summary — Quantity north of the town are not accessible due to the
(Q30) terrain/density of coverage.

OSA Settlement e Agree with the conclusions.

Summary -

Accessibility (Q31)

OSA Settlement e Agree with the conclusions.

Summary - Quality
(Q32)




PSA Settlement
Summary — Quantity
(Q33)

Agree with the conclusions.

PSA maps and future
needs (Q34 and 35)

A skatepark.
Outdoor gyms.

PSA Settlement e Agree with the conclusions.

Summary —

Accessibility (Q36)

PSA Settlement e Agree with the conclusions.

Summary - Quality

(Q37)

What respondents find | ¢ It has a mix of play equipment.

is good about their e It has seating areas.

open spaces (Q38) e ltis within close distance of houses.

What respondents e Can’t skateboard

dislike (Q39) e Poor provision of allotments/food growing areas.
Comments on OSA ¢ No further comments on the overall audit.
Report (Q40 to 44)

Comments on PSA ¢ No further comments on the overall assessment.
Report (Q45 to 49)

Actions(s) required to the

Settlement Summaries (stakeholder engagement)

Any site changes

e None

Any map amendments e None
Any graphic amendments | ¢ None
Any environment text e None

amendments

Any amendments to
Quality, Accessibility, or
Quality text

Note the concerns regarding density of vegetation
on some sites, especially in employment areas,
but these sites are deemed accessible, even if
their function is more aesthetics or to contribute to
the setting. No change is required.

New Open space
requirements text and
Play space requirements
text

Add text on the following:

Add play equipment for older children where there
is an under provision, such a skate park.

Add an outdoor gym.

Improve provision of allotments / food growing.

Actions(s) required to the

main reports (stakeholder engagement)

Open Space Audit

¢ None

Play Sufficiency
Assessment

e None.




The views of respondents in Garioch

Settlement

Echt — 3 responses (x3 individuals)

Any missing sites? (Q8)

Allotments at south of village

Any errors? (Q9 to 27)

You say there is no disabled access play
equipment. There is an accessible swing in the
Echt Park playpark.

Have engaged with the biodiversity planting
allocation offered by Greenspace over the past
three years in the park (orchard trees, bulb and
wildflower bulb planting).

The formal sport football pitch is open to all (albeit
without fixed nets), but as the park is shared with
Echt AFC. is that reason it is classed as informal?
You say 0% biodiversity green networks - does
that mean parks need to be linked?

Green networks etc
(Q28)

Over three years the community has introduced
new planting including x 3000 Spring (some
native) bulbs in Echt Park (and our pavement
planters), which compliments the Platinum Jubilee
orchard apple and plum trees at the east end of
the park. The wild beds that were planted to
encourage pollinators (year one - wildflowers;
year two ongoing - red clover).

2/3 respondents agree with the conclusions.

Future needs (Q29)

Request contacting Echt and Skene Community
Council to suggest examples of suitable
accessible play equipment and equipment for 12-
17 year olds to ascertain what is affordable with
grant funding in the future.

Access to play park from Barmekin would be
safer if a zebra or similar crossing was provided
from that development.

OSA Settlement e Agree with the conclusions.

Summary — Quantity

(Q30)

OSA Settlement e 2/3 agree with the conclusions.

Summary - e Accessible play equipment needed in the park,

Accessibility (Q31)

e.g. wheelchair swing, ground level wheelchair
roundabout, large seat swing with harness.

OSA Settlement e Agree with the conclusions.
Summary - Quality

(Q32)

PSA Settlement e Agree with the conclusions.

Summary — Quantity
(Q33)

PSA maps and future
needs (Q34 and 35)

Quiet areas.
Seating/shelter.
Skatepark.




Outdoor gyms.
Better equipped play parks.

PSA Settlement e Agree with the conclusions.
Summary —

Accessibility (Q36)

PSA Settlement e Agree they are valid conclusions.

Summary - Quality
(Q37)

What respondents find
is good about their
open spaces (Q38)

It feels safe.

There is a good mix of play equipment.
Quiet.

Natural features.

Seating/shelter.

Houses nearby.

Paths are flat and well maintained.
Space for football/ball games.
Shops/food nearby.

Clean and tidy.

Accessible.

What respondents
dislike (Q39)

No public toilets.

Lack of signage.

Congestion/pavement parking.

Can’t skateboard.

Lack of seating/shelter.

Lack of play equipment for older children.
Busy roads nearby.

Lack of pedestrian crossing at Barmekin.

Comments on OSA
Report (Q40 to 44)

See previous responses above.

Comments on PSA
Report (Q45 to 49)

See previous responses above.

Actions(s) required to the

Settlement Summaries (stakeholder engagement)

Any site changes

Could not find the location of any allotments on
the edge of the village. No change proposed.
Agree to amend scores from 1 to 2 for site
OSAECHTO005 (play park) for disabled play
equipment and paths. Amend total scores for
PSA from 73 to 77, and OSA from 66 to 70

No sites are classed as informal for play in Echt.
No change is required.

Sites need to be linked to be considered as
forming part of the green network. The play park
and playing field are considered as a green
network. No change is required.

Amend scores on flood prevention and paths
for site OSAECHTO003 (playing field) from 1 to 2
as it includes trees. Amend total scores.

Any map amendments

Checked if updated scores affect the map.




Any graphic amendments

None

Any environment text
amendments

Note comments regarding planting in Echt Park.
As site was assessed in winter, no plants would
be showing. Agree to change biodiversity
score for site OSAECHTO003 from 1 to 2.
Amend total scores for PSA from 74 to 77, and
OSA from 68 to 71.

Any amendments to
Quality, Accessibility, or
Quality text

Note comments on disabled play equipment. No
change is required.

New Open space
requirements text and
Play space requirements
text

Add text on the following:

Add play equipment for older children where there
is an under provision, such a skatepark.

Add/ improve play equipment for children with
disabilities (e.g. large seat with a harness,
wheelchair swing or roundabout).

Improve road crossing point Barmekin Park to
Echt Park (e.g. zebra crossing).

Add seating / shelter to popular areas used for
socialising and playing sports.

Add an outdoor gym.

Improve parking to Echt Park (so not parking on
the pavement).

Actions(s) required to the

main reports (stakeholder engagement)

Open Space Audit e None

Play Sufficiency e None.

Assessment

Settlement Hatton of Fintray — 1 response (x1 Community

Group)

Any missing sites? (Q8)

The sports area adjacent to the playing field now
includes an orchard and is bordered by a
grassland meadow. There is access to a small
area of woodland adjacent to the play park in the
main recreation area.

Any errors? (Q9 to 27)

None identified.

Green networks etc
(Q28)

Agree with the conclusions.

Future needs (Q29)

Greater emphasis on access to the natural
environment and increase in the core path
network.

OSA Settlement e Agree with the conclusions.
Summary - Quantity

(Q30)

OSA Settlement e Agree with the conclusions.
Summary -

Accessibility (Q31)




OSA Settlement
Summary - Quality
(Q32)

Agree with the conclusions.

PSA Settlement
Summary — Quantity
(Q33)

Agree with the conclusions.

PSA maps and future
needs (Q34 and 35)

None identified.

PSA Settlement e The limited core paths can isolate communities
Summary — and remove their connection to the natural
Accessibility (Q36) environment.
PSA Settlement e Agree they are valid conclusions.
Summary - Quality
(Q37)
What respondents find | ¢ |t feels safe.
is good about their e There’s a good mix of play equipment.
open spaces (Q38) e Quiet.

e Seating/shelter.

¢ Natural features.

e Clean and tidy.

e Accessible.

e Houses nearby.

e Paths are flat and well-maintained.

e Football pitches/playing fields.

e Tennis courts.
What respondents e Lack of play equipment for older children.
dislike (Q39) e Busy roads.
Comments on OSA e No further comments on the overall audit.
Report (Q40 to 44)
Comments on PSA ¢ No further comments on the overall assessment.
Report (Q45 to 49)

Actions(s) required to the

Settlement Summaries (stakeholder engagement)

Any site changes

Agree to amend scores from to 2 for site
OSAHATY002 (tennis court) for planting, flood
prevention, aesthetics and materials as it includes
an area of planting. Amend total scores for
PSA from 56 to 65, and OSA from 51 to 60

Any map amendments

Checked if updated scores affect the map.

Any graphic amendments

None.

Any environment text
amendments

None.

Any amendments to
Quality, Accessibility, or
Quality text

Note comments on links to natural areas and core
paths. No change is required.

New Open space
requirements text and
Play space requirements
text

Add text on the following:

Increase core paths and link them to the natural
environment.




¢ Add play equipment for older children where there
is an under provision.

e Improve road crossing points at popular open
spaces.

Actions(s) required to the main reports (stakeholder engagement)

Open Space Audit e None

Play Sufficiency e None.

Assessment

Settlement Lyne of Skene — 1 response (x1 individual)

Any missing sites? (Q8)

e Around 15 children attend Lyne of Skene play
park on a weekly basis.

Any errors? (Q9 to 27)

e None identified.

Green networks etc

e Noresponse.

(Q28)

Future needs (Q29) ¢ None identified.

OSA Settlement ¢ None identified.

Summary — Quantity

(Q30)

OSA Settlement ¢ None identified.

Summary —

Accessibility (Q31)

OSA Settlement ¢ Additional play equipment is required to
Summary - Quality adequately support the local community of
(Q32) children that frequent the area.

PSA Settlement ¢ No response.

Summary — Quantity
(Q33)

PSA maps and future
needs (Q34 and 35)

e Better equipped play parks.

PSA Settlement
Summary -
Accessibility (Q36)

e Noresponse.

PSA Settlement
Summary - Quality
(Q37)

e No response.

What respondents find
is good about their
open spaces (Q38)

e None identified.

What respondents

e Play equipment is old/worn out.

dislike (Q39) e Lack of opportunities.

Comments on OSA e No further comments on the overall audit.
Report (Q40 to 44)

Comments on PSA ¢ No further comments on the overall assessment.
Report (Q45 to 49)

Actions(s) required to the

Settlement Summaries (stakeholder engagement)

Any site changes

e While it is noted that Lyne of Skene has a playing
field (no goals), with a bench, bin and two picnic




benches, alongside and park with swings, a
basket swing, multi-play, seesaw, merry-go-round
and a rock-a-play, the settlement is not large
enough (or has a school) to be included in the
audit. No change is proposed.

However, the desire for additional play equipment
is noted, and could be a consideration for the
open space strategy as a general approach to
review all play parks, if not already done.

Any map amendments

None.

Any graphic amendments None.
Any environment text None.
amendments

Any amendments to None.
Quality, Accessibility, or

Quality text

New Open space None.

requirements text and
Play space requirements
text

Actions(s) required to the

main reports (stakeholder engagement)

Open Space Audit

None

Play Sufficiency
Assessment

None.




The views of respondents in Kincardine and Mearns

Settlement Catterline — 1 response (x1 individual)
Any missing sites? (Q8) | ¢ Catterline does not appear to be included at
present.
e Play Park, football pitch, school grounds all
owned by Aberdeenshire Council.
Any errors? (Q9 to 27) e (Catterline excluded at present.
Green networks etc e Agree with the conclusions.
(Q28)
Future needs (Q29) ¢ None identified.
OSA Settlement ¢ Inclusion of settlement.
Summary — Quantity
(Q30)
OSA Settlement e Agree with the conclusions.
Summary -
Accessibility (Q31)
OSA Settlement e Agree with the conclusions.
Summary — Quality
(Q32)
PSA Settlement ¢ Inclusion of settlement.
Summary — Quantity
(Q33)
PSA maps and future e Agree with the conclusions.
needs (Q34 and 35)
PSA Settlement e Agree with the conclusions.
Summary -
Accessibility (Q36)
PSA Settlement e Agree they are valid conclusions.
Summary - Quality
(Q37)
What respondents find | ¢ |t feels safe.
is good about their e Natural features like beaches, trees and rocks.
open spaces (Q38) e Play equipment.
e |tis clean and tidy.
e Accessible.
e Houses nearby.
e Space for football/ball games.
What respondents e Lack of seating/shelter.
dislike (Q39) e Lack of lighting.
e Play equipment is old/worn out.
e Lack of equipment for older children.
Comments on OSA e No further comments on the overall audit.
Report (Q40 to 44)
Comments on PSA ¢ No further comments on the overall assessment.
Report (Q45 to 49)
Actions(s) required to the Settlement Summaries (stakeholder engagement)
Any site changes e While there is a school with a playing field,
Catterline is not included in the Open Space Audit




due to its small size and limited opportunities for
new development. No change is proposed.

Any map amendments

Noted, but Catterline is not included in the Open
Space Audit.

Any graphic amendments

NA

Any environment text
amendments

Noted, but Catterline is not included in the Open
Space Audit.

Any amendments to
Quality, Accessibility, or
Quality text

Noted, but Catterline is not included in the Open
Space Audit.

New Open space
requirements text and
Play space requirements
text

Catterline may not be included in the Open Space
Audit, but the following are noted:

Add seating / shelter to popular areas used for
socialising and playing sports.

Improve the maintenance of open spaces and
play equipment.

Provide lighting in open spaces to prolong the use
of play/sports areas at night

Actions(s) required to the

main reports (stakeholder engagement)

Open Space Audit

e None

Play Sufficiency e None.
Assessment
Settlement Muchalls — 3 responses (x3 Community Groups)

Any missing sites? (Q8)

The field between Walker Drive and Dunnyfell
Road should be an amenity area.

There is supposed to be an amenity area
provided by Barratts off the lane towards the
railway bridge. When Barratts were asked about
this, they said they weren’t going to do anything
as the insurance would cost too much.

Any errors? (Q9 to 27)

OSAMUCSO008 is a registered field, used for
farming purposes (sheep and cattle). Requests it
is removed.

The pie-chart on page 1 of the Muchalls
settlement audit shows 0% Natural area, which
matches the Open Space map, but the bar-chart
lists it as 130080 square metres per 1000
residents.

As far as residents are concerned, there are 145
houses and have been for quite some time.

Green networks etc
(Q28)

1/3 respondent agrees with the conclusions.
What appears to be missing from the audit are
any amenity areas either side of the Core Path
between Muchalls and Newtonhill.

Future needs (Q29)

Requests the field south of Muchalls,
OSAMUCSO008 is removed from the audit, as it is
used for sheep and cattle.




OSA Settlement
Summary — Quantity

1/3 respondent agrees with the conclusions.

(Q30)
OSA Settlement ¢ (OSAMUCS008 should not be included as open
Summary - space as it is part of a worked farm.

Accessibility (Q31)

1/3 respondent agrees with the conclusions.

OSA Settlement e 1/3 respondent agrees with the conclusions.
Summary — Quality

(Q32)

PSA Settlement e 1/3 respondent agrees with the conclusions.

Summary — Quantity
(Q33)

PSA maps and future e Quiet spaces.
needs (Q34 and 35) e Seating.
e Grass areas.
e Playing fields.
e Qutdoor gyms.
PSA Settlement e 1/3 respondent agrees with the conclusions.
Summary —
Accessibility (Q36)
PSA Settlement e 1/3 respondent agrees they are valid conclusions.
Summary - Quality
(Q37)
What respondents find | ¢ [t feels safe.
is good about their e Quiet.
open spaces (Q38) e Seating/shelter.
e Clean and tidy.
e Paths are flat and well maintained.
o Natural features like, beaches, trees and rocks.
e Accessible.
e Houses nearby.
What respondents e Play equipment is old/worn out.
dislike (Q39)
Comments on OSA e See previous responses.
Report (Q40 to 44)
Comments on PSA e See previous responses.
Report (Q45 to 49)

Actions(s) required to the

Settlement Summaries (stakeholder engagement)

Any site changes

There is no evidence to suggest the field between
Walker Drive and Dunnyfell Road is used as open
space by people for play, recreation or sport. No
change is required.

Matters relating to new open space provision as
part of a planning application is an enforcement
issue. No change is required.

Agree to remove site OSAMUCS008. Site was
used for arable at the time of the survey in 2022.
While there is a path along the coastal edge with




tree planting, most of the site is actively used for
agriculture.

Comments on the household’s total is noted, but
for consistency, our data is based on the
Council’'s household data from 2022. No change
is required.

As the core path between Muchalls and
Newtonhill runs between fields, there is no
sufficient amenity space to audit — grass verges
are not included. No change is required.

Any map amendments

Remove site OSAMAUCSO008.

Any graphic amendments

Amend the bar-chart to remove the Muchall’s
total for Natural areas, as there is none, but it
states 130080 square metres per 1000 residents.

Any environment text
amendments

None.

Any amendments to
Quality, Accessibility, or
Quality text

Agree to remove the last sentence under
“Quality”, “The field south of the railway bridge
appears under-utilised but is an attractive area
with a cut grass path along the coastline, which is
frequently used by dog walkers.”

New Open space
requirements text and
Play space requirements
text

Add text on the following:

Improve the maintenance of open spaces and
play equipment.

Add an outdoor gym.

Add seating / shelter to popular areas used for
socialising and playing sports.

Actions(s) required to the main reports (stakeholder engagement)

Open Space Audit

Noted. No change is required.

Play Sufficiency e Noted. No change is required.
Assessment
Settlement Newtonhill — 3 responses (x3 Community Groups)

Any missing sites? (Q8)

Add the village green and eastern landscape
buffer, including two SUDS areas, as ‘amenity
areas’, as a result of the recently constructed 121
homes (APP/2018/1213) [site OP1].

Any errors? (Q9 to 27)

Remove amenity space located south-west of
APP/2018/1213 (gorse) as it has no amenity
value and does not fit the definition of amenity
area as set out on page 6 above. Thisis a
potential development bid site and should be left
blank until the full LDP review has been
undertaken.

Amend the Play Sufficiency Assessment to reflect
the above.




The Play Sufficiency Assessment excludes the
bowling green and allotments, which should be
included.

OSANEWLO001 should be classified as Natural.
OSANEWL20 woodland walk in Newtonhill Park
has quite dense undergrowth, making it feel
unsafe place to walk for lone females, especially
in the dark. Recommends managing it to keep the
undergrowth short and the trees and bushes more
open.

OSANEWLO0O07 should be classified as Natural.
OSANEWLO037 possible a map error as the
Telephone Exchange is not the building marked,
but is the next building to the northeast on the
other side of the road that crosses the A92.
OSANEWLO019 has a constant issue with dog
fouling and litter. There are two Memorial benches
which have large planters next to them - this does
improve the overall amenity, but youths uproot the
plants.

The colours of each open/play space type in the
map and pie chart should be consistent.

Green networks etc
(Q28)

The assessment says: "There is good connection
with Portlethen in the north and Muchalls to the
south by core path links which run through
Newtonhill.", but question the use of "good", as
Aberdeenshire Council removed the bridge over
the Elsick Burn, which thwarts easy access from
much of Newtonhill (if you want to walk or cycle
north without going via the dual carriageway,
some residents have to cross the railway bridge
on Newtonhill Road to walk/cycle north - so, if you
live in the Saints area, you must go south before
going north). Requests reinstating the Elsick
Burn bridge. Secondly, the route between
Newtonhill and Portlethen is not direct, as the
core path twists and turns going from Cran Hill to
Downies. The direct route would be from East
Cammachmore parallel to the railway to the south
end of Portlethen (acknowledges issues with
getting landowners consent to do), but it should
be captured in the Local Development Plan as
one day the situation may change.

The core path between Muchalls and Portlethen
should have a band of Natural or Amenity areas
on both sides.

Future needs (Q29)

1/3 respondents agree with the conclusions.




Active travel considerations should be explicitly
identified, so that all open spaces are accessible
without using a car.

Local amenities in Portlethen and Muchalls
should be easily accessible by active travel from
Newtonhill without using the A92 pavement. The
paths north and south are not easy to use due to
poor upkeep and difficult obstacles like sprung
gates and actual drops rather than open paths
and graded slopes.

Suggests a full review is required of the
community need(s) for additional uses of open
space. Understands the local football teams are
interested in accessing land for additional playing
fields / sports areas, and they control land to the
south of the Betteridge Centre, which can be
made available, subject to the allocation of
additional residential land to the south of Cairnhill
Way, i.e. directly south of the recent [OP1]
development.

Notes a key finding of the audit is the moderate
deficiency in the amount of play open space
within the settlement, and lack of suitable usable
open space for teenagers. Requests early
dialogue to help resolve this (house builder).

OSA Settlement e 2/3 respondents agree with the conclusions.
Summary — Quantity

(Q30)

OSA Settlement e 1/3 respondents agree with the conclusions.
Summary - e Access to open spaces along pavements is

Accessibility (Q31)

hindered by overhanging bushes from gardens
and by cars parking on pavements.

Cars parked on the zig-zag lines on the approach
to the pedestrian crossing on Newtonhill Road
make it dangerous for residents, especially
children, to access the park.

OSA Settlement e 1/3 respondents agree with the conclusions.
Summary - Quality

(Q32)

PSA Settlement e 1/3 respondents agree with the conclusions.

Summary — Quantity
(Q33)

Police Scotland make particular reference to
youth disorder in their monthly reports. This must
correlate with the lack of facilities for teenagers.

PSA maps and future
needs (Q34 and 35)

More quiet areas.
Seating/shelter.

Fenced football pitches.
Grass areas/playing fields.
Natural areas.

Skatepark.




Better equipped play parks.

PSA Settlement
Summary —
Accessibility (Q36)

The bridge over the Elsick Burn adjacent to St
Anne's Wynd was demolished, which prevents
access to the whole amenity area to the West of
the Viaduct from St Michaels Road.

1/3 respondents agree with the conclusions.

PSA Settlement
Summary - Quality
(Q37)

1/3 respondents agree they are valid conclusions.
The tennis courts provide a valuable resource to
Newtonhill. Tennis, basketball and netball are
available in this multi-use games area. In a recent
survey on Facebook, residents asked for all
facilities to be maintained to a decent level. One
respondent said that her son uses the courts to
play wheelchair basketball. Aberdeenshire
Council needs to do more to maintain this facility.
Many of the open spaces and play parks are used
by residents to exercise their dogs. Subsequently,
the quality of such spaces is very much
diminished.

What respondents find
is good about their
open spaces (Q38)

There is a mix of play equipment.

Natural features like beaches, trees and rocks.
Seating.

Clean and tidy.

Accessible.

Houses nearby.

Area for BBQ’s.

Space for football/ball games.

Shops/food nearby.

What respondents
dislike (Q39)

Untidy.

Paths are muddy/uneven.

Poor provision of allotments/food growing areas.
Lack of natural features.

Lack of seating/shelter.

Busy roads nearby.

Lack of bike/scooter parking at play parks.

Lack of connection to a wider network of off-road
active travel paths.

Lack of play equipment for older children.
Children/teenagers are noisy.

It feels unsafe.

Play equipment is old/worn out.

Comments on OSA
Report (Q40 to 44)

The Community Council commends the work
undertaken and presenting the findings in an
accessible format.

Biodiversity aims should also include allowing
areas to experience natural nighttime darkness.
Streetlighting should only be considered where




there is a safety reason and applied to only areas
where/when it's needed.

Comments on PSA
Report (Q45 to 49)

e No further comments on the overall assessment.

Actions(s) required to the

Settlement Summaries (stakeholder engagement)

Any site changes

o |If the village green and landscape buffer on site
OP1 are mapped in OS and are of sufficient size /
importance, we will agree to their inclusion. Part
of the landscaping is already mapped.

e Itis assumed the respondent is seeking the
removal of amenity space OSANEWL029. The
development interest on this site is noted, and we
agree it should not be designated as amenity. It
would be more appropriately considered as
natural due to the informal paths and unkept
nature of the site. The Audit is not influenced by
the local development plan process. Change site
OSANEWL029 from amenity to natural.

e Agree to amend OSANEWL001 and
OSANEWL007 from amenity to natural as it is
not managed as amenity, and it is outwith the
settlement boundary.

¢ Notes the concerns and the request regarding the
tree management of site OSANEWLO020, but this
is a matter for Landscape Services. There are
alternative lit paths around the wood, and it
makes a small, but important contribution to
mitigate the effects of climate change. No change
is required.

e Unclear of the issue regarding OSANEWLO037, as
the site description does not refer to the
telephone exchange. This land adjacent was
audited, but considered too small to be included.
The text on the map is not controlled by the
council. No change is required.

e The issue of dog fouling and vandalism is noted,
but the benches are on site OSANEWL020 and
not site 019. The scores on vandalism for
OSANEWL020 should be amended to highlight
the damage to plants in the pots next to the
memorial benches.

Any map amendments

e Change sites OSANEWL 001, 007 and 029 from
amenity to natural.

Any graphic amendments

Amend the bar-chart to regarding changes

amenity and natural areas above.

e We agree it would be desirable for the colours
used in the map and the charts to be consistent in
the Settlement Summaries, but the charts are
produced using Power Bl, which adjusts the




colours depending on the score (not use). Each
colour would have to be updated manually, which
is not desirable. No change is proposed.

Any environment text
amendments

We note the issue of pedestrian access to
Portlethen. There is a temporary road closure for
the Burn of Elsick Bridge (Notice near AB39 |
Public Notice Portal, Form RF 171b/1996) is due
to reopen after 18 months (e.g. late Spring 2025).
Review the opening sentence.

A proposed core path along the railway line to
Portlethen is already recorded, but the
‘Accessibility’ paragraph should be amended
to the reflect this, and this could be noted in the
Open Space Strategy.

As the core path between Muchalls and
Newtonhill runs between fields, there is no
sufficient amenity space to audit — grass verges
are not included. No change is required.

Any amendments to
Quality, Accessibility, or
Quality text

Under ‘Accessibility’ add at the end, “... and
along the core path between Newtonhill and
Portlethen; a more direct path is desired.”

No further review of open space need is required.
There were opportunities of youth and
stakeholder engagement between March and July
2024.

It is not the remit of the audit to state active travel
requirements. No change is required.

The main deficiencies are with sports areas. The
provision for public parks will be recorded as
a secondary use, which often include playing
fields. The request for dialogue is noted.

Issues regarding overhanging trees and parked
cars are noted, but are a Council service issue.
No change is required.

The loss of the Elsick Burn Bridge is noted, but
this is a temporary road closure. No change is
required.

Under ‘Quality’ add at the end, “However, the
main sports area at Newtonhill Park, which is
used for tennis, basketball and netball, is well
used, but the basket and netball nets need
replacing.”

The use of the tennis court by wheelchair users is
welcomed and noted. The scoring of site
OSANEWL017 will be reviewed if this is no
longer an issue.

The issue of dogs is noted, but the issue is
unclear (e.g. are dog bins required). There are
many bins in and around Newtonhill Park.



https://publicnoticeportal.uk/notice/traffic-and-roads/65313197a864e0714fabee8f
https://publicnoticeportal.uk/notice/traffic-and-roads/65313197a864e0714fabee8f
https://online.aberdeenshire.gov.uk/Apps/roadworks/pdf/301023U86K,%20Newtonhill%20-%20Road%20Closure%20-%20EXT.pdf

New Open space
requirements text and
Play space requirements
text

Add text on the following:

Improve core path network between Portlethen,
Newtonhill and Muchalls to be more direct (e.g.
along the railway line).

Improve connection to a wider network of off-road
active travel paths.

Repair paths that are muddy/uneven.

Improve the maintenance of open spaces and
play equipment.

Add seating / shelter to popular areas used for
socialising and playing sports.

Provide fenced football pitches.

Add play equipment for older children where there
is an under provision, such a skate park.
Provide more natural spaces in play areas to
allow for imaginative play, such as trees, rocks
and sand.

Improve maintenance and safety around the
woodland at Newtonhill Park.

Improve grass management of playing fields.
Extend existing provision of allotments / food
growing in Newtonhill.

Improve road access to Newtonhill Park (e.g.
zebra crossing).

Improve provision of bike/scooter parking at play
parks.

Actions(s) required to the

main reports (stakeholder engagement)

Open Space Audit

Street lighting is only in areas used by vehicles
and people for their safety. No specific natural
areas were identified. No change is required.

Play Sufficiency e Noted. No change is required.
Assessment
Settlement Portlethen — 7 responses (x5 individuals, x2

Community Groups)

Any missing sites? (Q8)

Possibly the space behind the bowling pavilion.
Definition of open space is too restrictive as it
excludes areas of existing open space where
children could play (for instance) or where there
could be enhanced biodiversity.

Large areas of Hillside marked green are now
housing areas.

The open space in Hillside where developers are
seeking to build is being used by the community
due to the lack of open/green space.

Any errors? (Q9 to 27)

Assumed we mean Portlethen Primary and not
Devenick Primary.




Nicol Park has no tennis court, as suggested, but
there is littering and broken glass.

Hillside has no play/public park or sports facilities.
On OP1 there is a large amount of derelict land
previously owned by Stewart Milne doesn't fit into
any categories.

Farmland across from KCA/City South is not
accessible.

No definition for derelict land is included.
Bramble Way play area should not be described
as having a “lack of play equipment” as the
resident are content with their removal and
informal football goals. They have also resolved
litter/teenagers.

Green networks etc
(Q28)

Lack of biodiversity.
No core paths from Hillside Primary School.
4/7 respondents agree with the conclusions.

Future needs (Q29)

The Settlement Summary identifies the current
and future needs, but this is not reflected in the
conclusions of the main document.

All the open space currently maintained by the
Council should have been included within the
survey.

Hillside is missing and has significant needs as
there are no public parks and nothing for over 5s.
The summary does not identify the imminent loss
of green/open space/play areas due to
development at Hillside, Thistle Drive and Findon.
Portlethen Academy needs expanded.

Action should be taken through LDP
enforcements/improvements to address that
Portlethen has less open space on average than
the rest of Aberdeenshire.

OSA Settlement
Summary — Quantity
(Q30)

There is no mention of the safety aspects of the
open space available often being roadside or next
to deep water.

Hillside is missing.

There is a large amount of derelict land fenced off
between streets.

The tree planting to the north is forestry land and
not readily accessible to the public.

3/7 respondents agree with the conclusions.

OSA Settlement
Summary -
Accessibility (Q31)

Accessibility of open space should also cover the
need for the space to be safely located/enclosed,
with access for limited mobility.

Hillside needs to be added and the maps need to
be updated from 2010.

Nicol Park tennis courts no longer exist.




Hillside play areas are too small to accommodate
more equipment.
2/7 respondents agree with the conclusions.

OSA Settlement
Summary - Quality
(Q32)

Site score for area across from KCA Deutag is too
high. The area is often limited by standing water
and cannot safely be accessed or utilised by
young people due to being away from local paths
and safe access points.

Nicol Park has litter and broken glass.

Bramble Way is being used as a play area in
accordance with residents wishes and the factor
paid, it does not need play equipment.

1/7 respondent agrees with the conclusions

PSA Settlement
Summary — Quantity
(Q33)

Poor mix of play spaces, some are good and
others offer limited opportunities.

Transport amenity areas are not safe for children
unsupervised.

There is no provision for older children/teens.
2/7 respondents agree with the conclusions.

PSA maps and future
needs (Q34 and 35)

Basketball court.

Seating areas.

Fenced football areas.

Playing fields.

Skatepark.

Tennis courts.

Outdoor gyms.

Better equipped play parks.

Natural areas.

Hillside — A new park with several of the above
elements.

Nicol Park — Maintain and improve skatepark,
remove broken glass.

Thistle Drive — Replace green space.
Bourtree — Replace lost green space.

PSA Settlement
Summary -
Accessibility (Q36)

Nicol Park — There are no tennis courts anymore,
entrance is inaccessible.

Hillside - Play areas too small for more play
equipment.

2/7 respondents agree with the conclusions.

PSA Settlement
Summary - Quality
(Q37)

Hillside - Areas labelled as very good are not play
spaces.

There is no suggestion for improvements to
Hillside which has already been noted as being
least serviced.

Quality score of very good is being provided for
areas that are of poorer quality (Hillside Primary
and Portlethen Academy outside space, balancing
pond next to A92, former Stewart Milne sales




cabin site in Hillside, road verges Hillside) than
the woodland which gets a fair score.

Some respondents agree they are valid
conclusions.

What respondents find
is good about their
open spaces (Q38)

Paths are flat and well maintained.

Natural features.

Food/shops.

It feels safe.

Natural features like beaches, trees and rocks.
Outdoor gym equipment.

Good mix of play equipment.

Accessible.

Skatepark.

Quiet.

Seating areas.

Nearby houses.

Football pitch.

Bramble Way - Clean-tidy, space for BBQ’s, it
does not entice litter/dog fouling.

What respondents
dislike (Q39)

Some open space is too small to be useable.
Feels unsafe.

Inaccessible.

Untidy.

Poor provision of allotments / food growing areas.
Lack of natural features.

Lack of seating/shelter.

Play equipment is old/worn out.

Lack of equipment for older children.

Busy roads nearby.

Lack of lighting at Sedge Place play park.
Lack of things to do.

Children/teenagers are too loud.

Can’t play football.

Paths are muddy/uneven at Sedge Place play
park.

Too much mown amenity grass that could
contribute to biodiversity.

Lack of drainage.

Comments on OSA
Report (Q40 to 44)

Solely focused on allotments, yet the underlying
data indicates bigger problems.

There's a suggestion to add more under 12 play
equipment, when the data shows there’s a lack of
provision for older ages.

There is no mention of how to improve the
general lack of open space.

Bramble Way - It lacks nothing. Residents have
worked hard to be litter free/clean with a great
grassy area the children love. The residents paid




to remove play equipment for the reasons of
damage/vandalism, insurance/upkeep cost and
lack of bins.

Comments on PSA
Report (Q45 to 49)

Portlethen is mentioned once. No detail, no
suggestions, no recognition of issues identified.

Actions(s) required to the

Settlement Summaries (stakeholder engagement)

Any site changes

The land to the south of the bowling green is a
building, and as such, is not included. No change
is required.

Disagree the definition is restrictive. Only grass
verges and small patches of isolated grass are
excluded. No example was provided. No change
is required.

We agree there is a lack of open space in Hillside,
as noted under ‘Accessibility’ in the Settlement
Summary. Officers had previously sought to
designate OP1 as open space in the LDP 2023,
but were unsuccessful.

Amend titles of OSAPORLO034 and 046:
change Devenick Primark School to
Portlethen Primary School.

For site OSAPORLO056 rename it to “Tennis
Courts at Bourtree Park”.

Will review whether the natural areas at the
north of Hillside/Portlethen (e.g.
OSAPORL001, 02, 003, 004 and 005) should
remain in the audit if they are not easily
accessible. Any sites removed, renumber the
later recorded sites with those numbers.

Derelict land is not recognised as open space.
No change is required.

We commend the work that has been undertaken
to improve Bramble Way, but we disagree with
leaving a play area without play equipment there
Way (or any location). While current residents
may not want new equipment in, future residents
may. Agree natural play spaces are enjoyed by
children, but formal play equipment (e.g. swings)
are also enjoyed by young people. An alternative
use of the raised play area has also not been
proposed. In addition, provision of formal play
areas is very low in this area. No change is
required.

Any map amendments

Remove any natural sites to the north if they
are not considered accessible.

Hillside is considered in the audit. No change is
required.

Any graphic amendments

Amend scores for amenity and natural.




Any environment text
amendments

The lack of biodiversity is noted. No change is
required.

Amend the last sentence to state, “Core paths
are... and run from the south and west of
Hillside Primary...”

Any amendments to
Quality, Accessibility, or
Quality text

Open spaces are only included in the audit if they
are of a certain size or use. Their ownership is
not a consideration. No change is required.
Under ‘Quantity’, and a new sentence at the end
to state, “[However,] At Hillside, there is a
significant lack of open space for play,
recreation and sport, especially for older
children, and there are opportunities within
open spaces to resolve this.”

In the PSA, under Accessibility, change “Nicol
Park” to “Bourtree Park”.

The Audit does not consider future development
loss, only what is existing. No change is required.
The need to expand Portlethen Academy is noted,
but the respondent does not state what needs to
be expanded — the building or sports areas. Any
expansion is a matter for the council’s Education
Service. No change is required.

The issue of pedestrian safety is considered in
the audit. No change is required.

Accessibility and wheelchair accessibility were
considered in the site assessments. No specific
examples were provided. No change is required.
Play spaces can score well even if they are not
designed for play, but can be used by children to
play on.

Under ‘Quality’, state the need to improve
provision for teenagers in Hillside.

Disagree with amending the scoring in the PSA.
All sites were visited and were assessed against
the same proforma / questions. The area of
woodland is not specified. No change is required.

New Open space
requirements text and
Play space requirements
text

Add text on the following:

New development addresses the shortfall of open
space in Portlethen, and is a key requirement in
the next Local Development Plan.

Increase provision of open space in Hillside,
including a new public park and play equipment
for those over 5 years old.

Add play equipment for older children where there
is an under provision, such a basketball court,
playing fields, tennis courts.

Provide fenced football areas.




Improve the maintenance of open spaces and
play equipment.

Add seating / shelter to popular areas used for
socialising and playing sports.

Maintain and improve the skatepark at Nicol Park.
Replace / improve green space at Thistle Drive
and Bourtree.

Adding play equipment for all abilities, including
sensory play and wheelchair accessible
equipment, and drop-down kerb access for play
areas.

Repair or improve play equipment at Bramble
Way, Cairnwell Drive, Boswell Road, and at
Portlethen Community Woodand.

Provide more natural spaces in play areas to
allow for imaginative play, such as trees, rocks
and sand.

Keep paths clear of vegetation and mud,
especially around play parks.

Add an outdoor gym.

Actions(s) required to the

main reports (stakeholder engagement)

Open Space Audit

The main reports provide an overall summary,
and the current and future needs were not
mentioned, as the engagement to identify these
needs had yet to be undertaken.

The means to improve open space will be alluded
to in the Open Space Strategy. The Open Space
Audit only reviews what is existing and highlights
future requirements. No change is required.
Under para 15.6 or 15.7, note the lack of play
provision in Hillside, Portlethen.

Play Sufficiency ¢ Under Kincardine and Mearns, note the lack of

Assessment open space for play, recreation and sport at
Hillside and the opportunity the gaps site
provides to resolve this.

Settlement The Mearns — 1 responses (x1 individual)

Any missing sites? (Q8)

None identified.

Any errors? (Q9 to 27)

None identified.

Green networks etc

None identified.

(Q28)

Future needs (Q29) ¢ None identified.
OSA Settlement ¢ None identified.
Summary — Quantity

(Q30)

OSA Settlement ¢ None identified.
Summary —

Accessibility (Q31)




OSA Settlement
Summary - Quality
(Q32)

None identified.

PSA Settlement
Summary — Quantity
(Q33)

None identified.

PSA maps and future
needs (Q34 and 35)

None identified.

PSA Settlement
Summary —
Accessibility (Q36)

None identified.

PSA Settlement
Summary - Quality
(Q37)

None identified.

What respondents find
is good about their
open spaces (Q38)

None identified.

What respondents

None identified.

dislike (Q39)

Comments on OSA ¢ No further comments on the overall audit.
Report (Q40 to 44)

Comments on PSA ¢ No further comments on the overall assessment.
Report (Q45 to 49)

Actions(s) required to the Settlement Summaries (stakeholder engagement)
Any site changes e None.

Any map amendments e None.

Any graphic amendments | ¢ None.

Any environment text e None.

amendments

Any amendments to e None.

Quality, Accessibility, or
Quality text

New Open space
requirements text and
Play space requirements
text

None, and no locations were specified by the
respondent.

Actions(s) required to the

main reports (stakeholder engagement)

Open Space Audit

None.

Play Sufficiency
Assessment

None.




The views of respondents in Marr

Settlement Aboyne — 2 responses (x2 individuals)
Any missing sites? (Q8) | ¢« None identified
Any errors? (Q9 to 27) | ¢ None identified
Green networks etc e Asks whether the data (%) is out of date, as new
(Q28) core paths have been formed.
e Suggests a need for face-to-face engagement to
inform communities on what we are doing.
Future needs (Q29) e Information is a year out of date
OSA Settlement ¢ Inconsistency in wording of play space in the
Summary — Quantity graphics and text. Suggests changing “play
(Q30) space” to “play area” in the text.
OSA Settlement e Suggests the information is out of date as core
Summary - paths have been improved in last year.
Accessibility (Q31)
OSA Settlement e Queries how planners judged the suitability of
Summary - Quality play spaces for 0- to 4-year-olds.
(Q32) e Football goal nets are looked after by individual
teams.
e Clarify small strip of land scored at between 0 and
33%
PSA Settlement ¢ In the text, remove “only” and change to “Aboyne
Summary - Quantity has 5 play parks and the availability of informal
(Q33) play areas within natural areas is significant for a
settlement of this size.”
PSA maps and future e Agree with conclusions
needs (Q34 and 35)
PSA Settlement e Agree with conclusions
Summary -
Accessibility (Q36)
PSA Settlement e Valid conclusions
Summary - Quality
(Q37)
What respondents find | ¢ Feels safe
is good about their e Quiet place to meet friends
open spaces (Q38)  Natural features like Beaches, Trees and Rocks
e Seating Areas
e It has swings
e Close to homes
e Flat and maintained paths
e Toilets
e Provision for Football and Ball Games
e Food available nearby
e Clean
° Tidy
What respondents e |t can be untidy
dislike (Q39) e Dog Fouling
o Litter




Vandalism

Comments on OSA

No further comments on the overall audit.

Report (Q40 to 44)

Comments on PSA ¢ No further comments on the overall assessment.
Report (Q45 to 49)

Actions(s) required to the Settlement Summaries (stakeholder engagement)
Any site changes e None.

Any map amendments e None.

Any graphic amendments | ¢ None.

Any environment text
amendments

The % data refers to how many open spaces
include a core path — not the total length or
number of core paths. Aboyne was surveyed in
May 2023. Internet search shows paths around
Aboyne Castle (OSAABOWO010) received funding
and we assume was upgraded and there is a
Facebook group ((1) Aboyne Paths and Tracks |
Facebook).

Amend score for OSAABOE010 (Castle Wood)
for wheelchair access from Poor to Good and
path surface from Fair to Good.

Amend score for OSAABOE002 (Bell Wood)
on Grass Management from Poor to Good. For
Problems replace text “Unmanaged grass”
with “Continued grass maintenance” and
Recommendations, replace “Manage the
grass” with “Continue to manage the grass at
current standard”.

For OSAABOE029 (Ladywood) change
‘Maintenance Programme’ to “Yes” —
Maintenance organised by Aboyne Paths and
Tracks Committee (so amend “Site
Management” to Aboyne Paths and Tracks
Group, if no landowner is identified.
Unfortunately for this project we do not have the
resources for face-to-face engagement. While we
rely on social media, word of mouth or direct
emails to inform people of our engagement, the
Engagement HQ surveys are accessible by
everyone, and we can be contacted by email.

Any amendments to
Quality, Accessibility, or
Quality text

In the OSA, under Quantity, change “Play
space provision” to “Play area provision”.
Aboyne was surveyed in May 2023, but note the
presence of an active group seeking to maintain
the core paths. In the OSA, under
‘Accessibility’, amend the second last
paragraph to, “There are a number of good
quality paths, which a local group are
continuously maintaining and upgrading to be
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wheelchair accessible, including at Castle
Wood.”

Planners judged the suitability of play spaces for
0- to 4-year-olds based on the presence of play
equipment and likelihood they would be taken
there (e.g. close to housing). No change is
required.

Note that the nets for goalposts are looked after
by individual teams. Will review sites where this
was raised as an issue and amend the score
accordingly for the OSA and PSA.

The likely strip of land is OSAABOEO038, Lady
Wood Drive Amenity. It is a grassy area with
mature trees, but scored poorly due to it not being
welcoming (only one access), its use isn’t clear (fit
for purpose), and maintenance.

Agree to remove “only” and amend the sentence
to provide a better overview. In the PSA, under
Quantity, amend text to “Aboyne has 5 play
parks, which are all located to the east of the
settlement, where housing density is much
higher. Nonetheless, the availability of
informal play areas within natural areas is
significant for a settlement of this size.
However, opportunities for formal play areas
should be investigated where opportunities
arise from new development or existing play
spaces.

New Open space
requirements text and
Play space requirements
text

Add text on the following:

Continue with the maintenance and improvement
of paths and core paths within and around
Aboyne.

Add more bins to sites where litter / dog fouling is
an issue.

Actions(s) required to the

main reports (stakeholder engagement)

Open Space Audit

None

Play Sufficiency None.
Assessment
Settlement Ballater — 1 response (x1 individual)

Any missing sites? (Q8)

None identified

Any errors? (Q9 to 27)

¢ None identified

Green networks etc
(Q28)

Agree with conclusions

Future needs (Q29)

No reference to current and future needs
None identified




OSA Settlement
Summary — Quantity

Agree with conclusions

(Q30)

OSA Settlement e Agree with conclusions

Summary —

Accessibility (Q31)

OSA Settlement e Argues the Quality of Open Space section is not

Summary - Quality
(Q32)

an accurate representation of the poor quality of
Ballater's playpark in Monaltrie Park. Regards
the 'Fair' condition score as generous given the
poor choice of equipment and condition of it. Itis
the only playpark for a village of Ballater's size.
There is no baby swing for children under the age
of 3. The climbing frame is not accessible to
children under the age of 3 without significant
assistance from an adult. The roundabout is
often seized and difficult to push.

PSA Settlement
Summary — Quantity
(Q33)

Ballater not included in survey

PSA maps and future
needs (Q34 and 35)

None identified
Equipped Parks

PSA Settlement ¢ N/A as not carried out for Ballater
Summary —

Accessibility (Q36)

PSA Settlement ¢ Not included.

Summary - Quality
(Q37)

For Monaltrie play park they do not agree with
Opportunities and recommendations’ when the
Problems are to repair “broken fencing/boundary
treatment/worn path/poor condition equipment”
but only recommend ‘Replace benches, fix
access ground, repaint equipment”. Assessors
acknowledge equipment is poor but don’t see
opportunity to replace.

What respondents find | ¢ |t feels safe
is good about their e It has swings
open spaces (Q38) e ltis within close distance of houses
e No busy roads close by
What respondents ¢ Not enough seats
dislike (Q39) ¢ Not enough shelter
e Old play equipment
e Not enough to do
Comments on OSA ¢ No further comments on the overall audit.
Report (Q40 to 44)
Comments on PSA ¢ No further comments on the overall assessment.
Report (Q45 to 49)

Actions(s) required to the Settlement Summaries (stakeholder engagement)

Any site changes

None




Any map amendments

Change school site OSABALRO004 from play
area to School ground. While it does have a
woodland playground, it is primarily a school
site.

Any graphic amendments

Yes, see above.

Any environment text
amendments

None.

Any amendments to
Quality, Accessibility, or
Quality text

As Ballater is not included in the Aberdeenshire
Local Development Plan, there is no Play
Sufficiency Assessment for this settlement. Itis
only considered in the Open Space Audit.

We note the lack of play equipment for toddlers
and will amend the OSA on ‘Quantity’,
accordingly.

The condition of play equipment does not mean it
needs to be replaced. If equipment is unsafe, it
would be removed. No change to
recommendations is required.

New Open space
requirements text and
Play space requirements
text

Add text on the following:

Improve the maintenance of open spaces and
play equipment.

Add seating / shelter to popular areas used for
socialising and playing sports.

Add play equipment for very young children
where there is an under provision, including baby
swings and multi-play.

Actions(s) required to the

main reports (stakeholder engagement)

Open Space Audit e None.

Play Sufficiency e None.

Assessment

Settlement Huntly — 1 response (x1 individual)

Any missing sites? (Q8)

None identified

Any errors? (Q9 to 27)

None identified

Green networks etc
(Q28)

Agree with conclusions

Future needs (Q29)

None identified

OSA Settlement
Summary — Quantity
(Q30)

Agree with conclusions

OSA Settlement
Summary -
Accessibility (Q31)

Agree with conclusions

OSA Settlement
Summary - Quality
(Q32)

Agree with conclusions




PSA Settlement
Summary — Quantity
(Q33)

Agree with conclusions

PSA maps and future
needs (Q34 and 35)

None identified

PSA Settlement e Outdoor gym

Summary - e Equipped play parks

Accessibility (Q36)

PSA Settlement e Agree with conclusions

Summary - Quality

(Q37)

What respondents find | ¢ It has natural features like Beaches, Trees and

is good about their
open spaces (Q38)

Rocks
It is clean and tidy

What respondents
dislike (Q39)

Old/out of date play equipment
Play equipment only suitable for younger aged
children

Comments on OSA
Report (Q40 to 44)

No further comments on the overall audit.

Comments on PSA
Report (Q45 to 49)

e No further comments on the overall assessment.

Actions(s) required to the

Settlement Summaries (stakeholder engagement)

Any site changes

e None.

Any map amendments e None.
Any graphic amendments | ¢ None.
Any environment text e None.
amendments

Any amendments to e None.

Quality, Accessibility, or
Quality text

New Open space
requirements text and
Play space requirements
text

Add text on the following:

Improve the maintenance of open spaces and
play equipment.

Add an outdoor gym.

Add play equipment for older children where there
is an under provision.

Actions(s) required to the

main reports (stakeholder engagement)

Open Space Audit

None.

Play Sufficiency
Assessment

None.




Appendix 1 — Survey Questions on Open Space and Play Sufficiency in
Settlements

We have prepared a draft Open Space Audit 2024 and a draft Play Sufficiency
Assessment 2024 that we are now seeking comments on by 26 July 2024. These
documents provide an overview on the quantity, accessibility and quality of open
spaces and play spaces in 92 settlements across Aberdeenshire. The Cairngorms
National Park will be producing their own Play Sufficiency Assessment.

This questionnaire asks of you, or your organisation, views on the data collected by

the Planning Policy Team on public open space within Aberdeenshire. There are 7

sections to this survey, which are:

e Section 1 asks about you and the settlement you are commenting on (please
comment on one settlement per response).

e Section 2 asks you to identify any open/play spaces that we may have missed in
the settlement.

e Section 3 asks about specific sites in the Open Space Audit Settlement
Summaries.

e Section 4 asks about specific sites in the Play Sufficiency Assessment Settlement
Summaries.

e Section 5 asks for any general views on the open/play space in the settlement.

e Section 6 asks for general comments on the draft Open Space Audit report
(optional).

e Section 7 asks for general comments on the draft Play Sufficiency Assessment
report (optional).

We have surveyed most open spaces within Aberdeenshire and have collected this
information into a set of Open Space Audit maps contained within 92 Settlement
Summary documents. As part of our assessment, we have also given consideration
to play spaces, and have also prepared Play Sufficiency Assessment maps for 90
settlements. The maps contained within these Settlement Summaries are
found in the Document section of the survey homepage. View only access is also
available for the collected data through an interactive map.
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Each Settlement Summary provides a breakdown on the amount of open and play
spaces in that settlement, and provides an overall summary statement on the



following:

How many publicly accessible open spaces there are.

Which open spaces contribute to the green network, core paths, and provide
opportunities for biodiversity.

If the current provision and variety of open and play spaces meet the needs of
the community (quantity). For example, are there enough of spaces to visit
and play outside for adults and children under 18 years old in the settlement?
If there are specific types of open spaces and play spaces that could be
required in the future.

How easy it is to access open and play spaces.

How good the quality of these spaces is in terms of their location (place),
health and wellbeing,

equalities, biodiversity, and climate change.

The questions in this survey ask whether you agree with our interpretation of the
data that we have collected on a settlement by
settlement basis.

In particular we ask for your views on the

The accuracy of the data collected;

Your views on whether there is enough or too little of the open space or play
space that we audited and what more should be provided (if any);

Whether you agree with our assessment of the quality of open space within
your chosen settlements open space;

Whether you agree with our statements on the accessibility of open space
and play space within your chosen settlements.

This information will be used to inform a Local Development Plan topic paper
on Play and Open space and will influence the content of a future Open
Space Strategy that will guide open space provision in Aberdeenshire over
the foreseeable future.

We would like to consider the following, which may help you answer any of the
questions you wish to respond to:

Future requirements (for different age groups, ethnic groups and genders,
likely areas of change / growth areas, and needs for open and play space).
Needs for a variety of different types of open space, play space and green
network connections (these are spaces that with paths that connect to other
open or play spaces).

Needs of different interest groups e.g., sporting groups/ clubs/ trainers, dog
owners, community growing groups and societies.

Needs of different ages, e.g. toddlers, children, young people, older people.
Needs and requirements of different characteristics e.g. people with
disabilities, ethnic and minority groups, different genders and sexual
orientations.

Needs for allotments where there is proven demand, and to consider whether
there may be need for more allotments to meet future demands.
Maintenance requirements of different types of space (is it enough?).
Requirements for green infrastructure (such as parkland, beaches, woods) to
support climate change adaptation and mitigation.



We ask that if you wish to comment on more than one settlement that you
complete a separate survey sheet for each area.

1. Who are you and on which settlement do you wish to comment on?

This section asks for some information about you so that we can effectively monitor
our engagement on this topic. It also sets out how we will use the data that you
provide and seeks confirmation from you that you are happy to provide your views
for the purposes of assisting with the development of the Local Development Plan
and other open space policy development.

Which settlement are you commenting on? We need this information so we
know which area of Aberdeenshire your answers relate to.
(Required)

Please tell us who you are:
(Choose any one option) (Required)

o Parent or carer, Making a response on behalf of a child

o Making a response on behalf of a Community Council (please specify in next
question)

o Making a response on behalf of a Community / interest group (please specify
in next question)

o Member of the Public

o Making a response on behalf of a Key agency (please specify in next
question)

o Making a response on behalf of a business

o Other (please specify)

Name of Group, Community Council or Key Agency

Note: Only answer if you are responding on behalf of a group / organisation.

Do you consider yourself to have a visual disability (please note that this does
not include being either long or short sighted that can be resolved by use of
glasses)
(We would like to know this information to measure whether we are engaging with
people who may have difficulty reading the maps that
we provide.)
(Choose any 1 options)

o yes

o no

What is your age bracket
(We would like to know this information to measure whether we are engaging with



young people and older people)
(Choose any 1 options)

o Under 18 years old

o Between 18 and 20

o Between 21 and 59

o Over 60 years old

Do you agree to the above Local Development Plan Privacy notice. If you do
NOT agree to our use of the information that you have provided, then we may
not be able to accept your submission.
Contact LDP@Aberdeenshre.gov.uk if you do NOT agree to the above statement
(Choose any 1 options) (Required)

o Yes

o No

Aberdeenshire Local Development Plan

Privacy Notice

The Data Controller of the information being collected is Aberdeenshire Council.
The Data Protection Officer can be contacted at:

Town House, 34 Low Street, Banff, AB45 |AY.

Email: dataprotection@aberdeenshire.gov.uk

Your information is being collected to use for the following purposes:

Profile Information

We collected information from you when you choose to register to use the site. This
includes your email address and additional optional demographic (age, sex,
postcode sector) information as provided by you on the registration form. In addition,
we ask for your postal address.

We collect this information so that we can inform you of the outcome of the
consultation by Aberdeenshire Council, to ensure that your views are available and
in the public domain should the matter you raise result be referred to Aberdeenshire
Council Reports and publications, referred to the Gate Check Examination or the
Local Development Plan Examination conducted by the Directorate of Planning and
Environmental Appeals of the Scottish Government, and to analyse contributions to
any engagement activity that you choose to take part in.

Engagement Information

The engagement information we collect is the content you create as part of your
interactions with this website. These can include responses to surveys, comments
on discussion forums, or any of the other engagement opportunities.

We collect this information to help inform the preparation of the Local Development
Plan 2028

The information provided to Aberdeenshire Council and when used for analysis, and
reporting and publishing the results of consultation and engagement activities and
will not be anonymized.



Your information is: Being collected by Aberdeenshire Council
The Legal Basis for collecting the information is:

Personal Data Special categories of personal data
Consent X The data subject has givenx
explicit

consent to the processing

Communicate information to you about engagement opportunities and the outcome
of engagement exercises which you have participated in, where you have requested
to be informed

Personal Data Special categories of personal data
Task carried out in thex  Processing is necessary for reasons of substantial Public
Public interest interest.

e Analyse and interpret data to help meet Council objectives and obligations.
Including to comply with The Equality Act 2010 (Specific Duties and Public
Authorities) Regulations 2017 in relation to Equalities monitoring and to perform a
task carried out in the public interest, in terms of the Community Empowerment
Act 2015 and subsequent guidance which requires public bodies to engage
residents and communities.

e To Analyse and interpret data plan to inform the production of The Aberdeenshire
Local Development Plan under the terms of the Planning (Scotland) Act 1997 as
amended.

Your information will be shared with the following recipients or categories of
recipient:
Not applicable. No personal data will be shared.

Your information will be transferred to or stored in the following countries and the
following safeguards are in place:
Not applicable

The retention period for the data is:

The data will be stored and used for 5 years. After this period the data may be
retained for reference until 2043, that is 5 years after the

last relevant date of the Local Development Plan 2028 and completion of the
subsequent planning cycle.

The following automated decision-making, including profiling, will be
undertaken:
Not applicable

Please note that you have the following rights:
e to withdraw consent at any time, where the Legal Basis specified above is
Consent;
e to lodge a complaint with the Information Commissioner's Office (after raising
the issue with the Data Protection Officer first);
e torequest access to your personal data;



e to object, where the legal basis specified above is:

e Performance of a Public Task; or

e Legitimate Interests.

e to data portability, where the legal basis specified above is:

e Consent; or

e Performance of a Contract.

e to request rectification or erasure of your personal data, as so far as the
legislation permits. Where the Legal Basis for processing is Consent, please
confirm that you have been provided:

e why your information is being collected;

the purposes for your information being collected;

full information about the intended processing;

details of any sharing of your information;

details of the security for transferring your information to any country outside

the EEA;

the applicable retention period;

e details of any automated decision-making or profiling applied to your
information; and
e details of your rights.

| understand that | have the right to withdraw this consent at any time by contacting
engage@aberdeenshire.gov.uk

2. Accuracy of the open spaces data (any missing sites?)

Accuracy of the Open spaces data

Each Settlement Summary includes a map of all the open spaces that were audited.
Each open space that was generally greater than 2000 sgm in size was grouped into
one of 11 open space types (as advised by the Scottish Government), which
performed a specific function, as follows:

Types of open Description
space
Allotments Areas of land for growing fruit, vegetables, and other community

growing plants, either in individual allotments or as a community
spaces activity.

Amenity areas

Landscaped areas providing visual amenity or separating different
buildings or land uses for environmental, visual or safety reasons and
used for a variety of informal or social activities such

as sunbathing, picnics or kickabouts.

grounds

Camping and Semi-private grounds with landscaping. Some feature play
Caravan equipment.

grounds

Cemeteries and Burial grounds.

religious
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Institutional
grounds

Semi-private gardens or grounds

Natural areas

Areas of undeveloped or previously developed land with greenspaces
residual natural habitats or which have been planted or colonised by
vegetation and wildlife, including woodland and wetland areas.

Green corridors Routes including canals, river corridors and old railway
lines, linking different areas within a town or city as part of a designated
and managed network and used for walking, cycling or horse riding, or
linking towns and cities to their surrounding countryside or country parks.
These may link green spaces together.

Playing fields Large and generally flat areas of grassland or specially designed
surfaces, used primarily for designated field sports — football and
rugby

Play areas Areas providing safe and accessible opportunities for and

teenagers children’s play, usually linked to housing areas.

Public parks and
gardens

Areas of land normally enclosed, designed, constructed,
managed, and maintained as a public park or garden. These may be
owned or managed by community groups.

School grounds

Areas of land normally enclosed, with access restricted during school
hours. Can include tarmac areas, playing fields and green
amenity spaces.

Sports areas

Large and generally flat areas of grassland or specially designed
surfaces, used primarily for designated sports (including cricket
grounds, golf courses, tennis courts and bowling greens) and

which are generally bookable.

Looking at the first map in the Open Space Audit settlement summary for your
settlement, do you think that we have accurately recorded the primary use of the
different types of open space. Are there any errors that you think we have made?

Can you tell us which sites we may have recorded wrongly, so that we can check our
data? The Open Space Audit data map (available through the maps tab on the
survey front page) gives detailed information on the data that we collected.

While we are happy to receive an answer in your own words, you may find it helpful
to refer to the specific site data and the site name that we have given to the area that
you are questioning to make sure we understand why you think the open space is

mis-classified.

Have we missed any sites? Please remember that for the purposes of this
survey we are only auditing large areas of open space (more than about
2000m2), which the public can access unhindered ( i.e. we have not audited
very small parcels of open space except where they have a specific function,
such as a play park). Can you provide locations of any open or play spaces we
may have missed in the settlement?




Do you think there is an error in the data we present?
(Choose any 1 options)

o Yes

o No

Answer this question only if you have chosen Yes
Do you wish to tell us of another error in the data we present?

What area have we made an error on in our audit. What is the mistake we have
made?

3. The draft Open Space Audit 2024 - Settlement Summaries

The following questions relate to the draft Open Space Audit undertaken for 92
settlements. We will ask you very similar questions about the play sufficiency
assessment that we have undertaken later in the survey.

Most of the questions ask whether you agree or disagree with the conclusions that
we have presented in the different sections of the settlement summaries. If we have
missed any sites, please feel free to let us know in section 2.

In the Settlement Summary of your chosen town or village, do you agree with
the general statement on Green Network links and Biodiversity Enhancement?
If not what else needs to be added to this statement?
(Choose any 1 options)

o Yes

o No. What else needs to be added? (please specify)

Does the Settlement Summary identify the current and future needs of the
town or village? If not, what open space elements are missing from the
assessment of the settlement that should be addressed?

In the Settlement Summary, under “Quantity of open space”, do you agree
with the conclusions or does this need to be changed or text added? If not,
please specify and add your justification for any change.
(Choose any 1 options)

o Yes, agree with the conclusions

o No (please specify what needs to be changed and why)

In the Settlement Summary, with reference to the statement on "Accessibility
of open space" and the 200m buffer map, do you agree with the conclusions or
do they need to be changed? Please add your justification for any change.
(Choose any 1 options)



o Yes, agree with the conclusions

o No, the conclusions should be changed in the following way:
In the Settlement Summary, with reference to the section “Quality of Play
space” and the Site score map (the scores reflect the Planning service's
judgement on the quality of that type of open space within the community), are
the conclusions presented in this section valid or do they need to be changed
or amended? Please add your justification for any change.
(Choose any 1 options)

o Yes, agree with the conclusions.

o No (please specify what needs to be changed and why)

4. The draft Play Sufficiency Assessment 2024 - Settlement Summaries

Play spaces are those public areas designed for play, such as play parks, sports
areas (e.g. skatepark, tennis court), and playing fields. We do not audit areas that
are commercial, managed and require booking or membership of a club.

Most of the questions ask whether you agree or disagree with the conclusions that
we have presented in the different sections of the settlement summaries, although
there is also an opportunity to advise us what you think might be missing in terms of
open space within the area.

In the Settlement Summary, do you agree with the conclusions on the
“Quantity of Play spaces” statement or does this need to be changed or text
added? A justification for any change would have to be made.

(Choose any 1 options)

o Yes, | agree with the conclusions.
o No (please specify what needs to be changed and why)

In the Settlement Summary maps, do the play spaces identified meet the needs
of the community?

(Choose any 1 options)

o Yes
o No

What play space types may be needed in the foreseeable future beyond what
is already provided?

(Choose all that apply)

Basketball court

More quiet places to sit and meet
Fenced football areas

Grass areas to play informal sport
A skatepark

Tennis courts

Outdoor gyms

0 0O O O O O O



o Equipped play parks
o Wilder areas for exploration and adventure play
o Other (please specify)

In the Settlement Summary, with reference to the statement on "Accessibility of play
spaces" and the 200m buffer map, do you agree with the conclusions presented or
do they need to be changed or amended. A justification for any change would have
to be made.

(Choose any 1 options)

o Yes, | agree with the conclusions.
o No (please specify what needs to be changed and why)

In the Settlement Summary, with reference to the section “Quality of Play space” and
the Site score map (the scores reflect the Planning service's judgement on the
quality of that type of play space within the community), are the conclusions
presented in this section valid or do they need to be changed or amended? A
justification for any change would have to be made.

(Choose any 1 options)

o Yes, they are valid conclusions
o No, the following changes or amendments need to be made:

5. The good, the bad (and the ugly)

In this section we ask for your general views on what is good and bad about the
open space within your settlement.

What are the good things about open spaces and outdoor play spaces in the
settlement? You can tick more than one answer.

(Choose all that apply)

It feels safe.

It has a mix of play equipment.

It has a quiet place to meet with friends.

It has covered seating / shelter

It has natural features like beaches, trees and rocks
It has outdoor gym equipment.

It has seating areas.

It has swings.

It is clean and tidy.

It is easy to get to.

It is within close distance of houses.

Paths are flat and well maintained.

There are no busy roads nearby.

There are toilets.

There is a place for BBQs / lighting fires
There is provision for football and ball games.
There is provision for skateboards.

0O 0O 0O O O O O O o o o0 o o0 o0 o0 o o



o There is food (shop / takeaway) nearby.
o Other (please specify)

What are the things you do not like about the open spaces or play spaces in
the settlement? You can choose more than one answer.

(Choose all that apply)

Can't play football

Can't skateboard.

Children / teenagers are to noisy / leave litter.

It does not feel safe.

It is not easy to get to.

It is untidy (dog fouling, litter, vandalism)

Paths are muddy or uneven.

Poor provision of allotments / food growing areas.

There are not enough natural features like sand, rock, or trees.
There are not enough seats or places of shelter.

The play equipment is old or worn out.

The play equipment only suits young children.

There are busy roads nearby.

There is no lighting.

There is not enough to do.

There is not enough to do.

There is too much mown amenity grass that could contribute to biodiversity
Other (please specify)

0 0O 0 O O O O o o o o o o o o o o o

6. The draft Open Space Audit 2024 - Report

The following questions relate to the Open Space Audit report, which provides the
following:

e an overview on the methodology used to identify and assess open spaces;

e statements on the quantity, accessibility and quality of open spaces across
Aberdeenshire as a whole; and

e recommendations to improve open spaces.

Do you wish to comment on the draft Open Space Audit report?
(Choose any 1 options) (Required)

o Yes
o No
o No, already commented in a previous response

Do you have any comments on sections 1 to 5 in the report? If you do, please
specify.

(Choose any 1 options)



o No
o Yes
o If yes, please specify

Do you have any comments on sections 6 to 10 (Aberdeenshire-wide key
findings)? If yes, please specify.

(Choose any 1 options)

o No
o Yes, please specify

Do you have any comments on sections 11 to 16 on the settlement-wide key
findings for the six areas in Aberdeenshire (e.g. Garioch)? If yes, please
specify.

(Choose any 1 options)

o No
o Yes, please specify

Do you have any comments on the recommendations proposed? If yes, please
specify.

(Choose any 1 options)

o No
o Yes, please specify

7. The draft Play Sufficiency Assessment 2024 - report

The following questions relate to the Play Sufficiency Assessment report, which
provides the following:

e an overview on the methodology used to identify and assess play spaces;

e statements on the quantity, accessibility and quality of play spaces across
Aberdeenshire as a whole; and

e recommendations to improve open spaces.

Do you wish to comment on the draft Play Sufficiency Assessment report?
(Choose any 1 options) (Required)

o Yes
o No
o No, already commented in a previous response

Do you have any comments on sections 1 to 5 in the report? If you do, please
specify.

(Choose any 1 options)

o No



o Yes, please specify

Do you have any comments on sections 6 to 10 (Aberdeenshire-wide key
findings)? If yes, please specify.

(Choose all that apply)

o No
o Yes (please specify)

Do you have any comments on sections 11 to 17 on the settlement-wide key
findings for the six areas in Aberdeenshire (e.g. Garioch)? If yes, please
specify.

(Choose any 1 options)

o No
o Yes (please specify)

Do you have any comments on the proposed recommendations? If yes, please
specify.

(Choose any 1 options)

o No
o Yes (please specify)



