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Secretary: Bob McKinney, Lakhipara, South Cookney, Stonehaven, AB39 3RX, Tel: 01569 730706
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Visit our Website - www.nkrcc.org.uk
Minutes of the ordinary meeting held on Monday September 19th 2011 at 7.30pm at the Corbie Hall, Maryculter, Aberdeenshire.
SUBJECT TO APPROVAL Present:
Representing:
Robin Baxter (Chairman)
 Banchory-Devenick Robert Keeler (Vice Chairman)
Cookney / Netherley
Robin Winmill
Cookney / Netherley 

Bob McKinney (Secretary)                                                       Cookney / Netherley

Avril Tulloch
Maryculter
Susan Astell                                                                               Maryculter

Hazel Witte                                                                                Maryculter

Ann Townsley                                                                            Banchory Devenick
Cllr Paul Melling
Aberdeenshire Council Cllr Ian Mollison
Aberdeenshire Council Cllr Carl Nelson
Aberdeenshire   Council 
Maureen Watt                                                                             MSP

Seven members of the public

1
Apologies:
Mike Birch and David Bayliss.
2
Police Report
No police report was available this month.

3
Minutes of the Previous Meeting
RW proposed and HW seconded the minutes of the Meeting of 15 August 2011, in their present form, as an accurate record of that meeting.
  4
Matters Arising

Rural Schools and South Deeside Under-Fives

AT advised that there was nothing to report with regard to rural schools. BM advised that the South Deeside Under Fives were holding a fundraising Halloween Family Ceilidh on Saturday 29 October 2011 at Cookney Hall, between 4.30pm and 7.00pm. Tickets prices were £12 for adults £6 for children under 14, under 2’s free. He had further details.
   Website
HW advised that there were a small number of items on the website which were not up to date, including recent minutes. BM will follow up with MB. PS mentioned that the older website address - NKRCC.org - is still in existence alongside the newer one, (NKRCC.org.uk). RK advised that he had recently received a spam e-mail from the older NKRCC.org e-mail address. PS will arrange to give up the older address.
Roads inc. AWPR
RW queried whether we should send a monthly e-mail to the Roads Department about defects or on an as required basis. BM advised that it was the latter and some of the issues raised recently with the Roads Department had been attended to, but it was unclear if others had. BM intended to contact Stuart MacFarlane, Malcolm Christie’s replacement, to clarify on those other issues.
A MOP advised that the white lines at the junction of the South Deeside Road and Maryculter Bridge had been refreshed recently but traffic had been able to use the junction whilst the paint was still wet, causing some vehicles to get paint on their tyres and leave white marks along the roads nearby. Whilst it was good to see a quick response to defects, it appeared that the work was sometimes being done at the expense of a lasting solution; “a quick fix”. The MOP queried the sense in this approach.
Councillor Melling responded by reminding everyone that the Roads Department had had a heavy workload over the Spring and Summer months trying to rectify defects from the past bad Winter, but did also acknowledge that the MOP had a valid point.
PS advised that he understood that road signage at a bend near his home on the B979 Netherley road was being upgraded due to the number of road accidents there recently. He further advised that two measures which had not been approved had been double white lines and speed restrictions at the bend, due to the apparent signals it might give drivers. Due to the exact nature of the bend and the problem (a southbound right hand bend with a right turn onto a minor road; following traffic overtaking traffic ahead which was slowing and turning right) a neighbour had expressed concern that the approved measures may not be enough and was seeking the support of the CC to have this re-examined. There was a short discussion on the matter and it was agreed that PS should draft a letter to the Roads Department, circulate same to CC’ers, comments should be passed to BM who would send the finalised version to Stuart MacFarlane.
RK observed that some of the roadside gulleys on the C12K between Netherley and South Cookney were placed on the wrong side of the road, defeating their purpose, and that they were frequently damaged by vehicles driving so close to the edge of the road that the tarmac there began to break up and that when repairs were made it hindered the drainage capabilities of that part of the road. RK to draft a letter to the Roads Department, to be progressed in the fashion described above.
A MOP mentioned there was a similar problem on the South Deeside Road between Maryculter Bridge and the junction with the B979 Netherley road, where some of the gulleys were not situated where water collects and that the ditch on the south side of the South Deeside Road along that stretch is choked due to a lack of maintenance.

It was also mentioned that on the Burnside – Invercrynoch road, a 50 metre stretch of the road was regularly so inundated with water that the road surface had been seriously damaged, possibly caused by BT cable laying. Concerns were expressed that this stretch of road, which is on the school bus route, would freeze over and pose some danger to road users. Councillor Melling suggested sending a photo of that stretch of road to the Roads Department but urged caution when taking the photo. 
Another MOP advised that on the Lairhillock – Portlethen road, to the east of Berrytop Farm, a 30 metre stretch of the road is regularly flooded due to run-off from Berrytop Hill to the north and queried if the drains nearby are working properly. He also expressed concerns at the road, being a very busy one with parents taking children to school, that this flooded stretch would also freeze in the winter and cause a danger. RK will incorporate these issues into his draft letter too.
RW then advised that Roadsense had been asked if they would be prepared to put their case in December 2011, as there are four free days to allow this, otherwise their submission will have to wait until February 2012, when a six day slot will be available. Roadsense have indicated that the earlier slot should suffice as long as the Protected Expenses Order Hearing can be heard before then. This may happen in October or November.

5
Planning
Recent Planning Applications

19 August  2011
APP/2011/2662
Land to West of Marywell Park Homes Nigg Aberdeen AB12 4LQ
Formation of Park and Ride Facility, Including 50 Seat Facility Building, Vehicular Access and Landscaping

26 August  2011
APP/2011/2708
Gregellen House Banchory Devenick Aberdeen AB12 5XP - Alterations and Extension to Dwellinghouse (including Demolition) and Demolition of Existing Garage 

APP/2011/2707
Gregellen House Banchory Devenick Aberdeen AB12 5XP - Alterations and Extension to Dwellinghouse, Demolition of Existing Garage and Erection of Replacement Garage 

APP/2011/2431
Jameston Farmhouse Banchory-Devenick Aberdeen AB12 5YD - Alterations and Extension to Dwellinghouse (Retrospective) (Amendment to Approved Application APP/2004/2431) 

APP/2011/2809
Elrick Farm Bridge Of Muchalls Stonehaven AB39 3RU - Erection of 2 20kW CF20 Wind Turbines (20 metres to Hub Height, 27 metres Overall Height) 

APP/2011/2606
Tillyhowes Farm Banchory-Devenick Aberdeen AB12 5XL - Alterations and Extension to Dwellinghouse 

APP/2011/2801
Land Adjacent to Carpenters Croft Maryculter Aberdeen AB12 5GP - Erection of Dwellinghouse (change of house type) 

APP/2011/2783
Land Adjacent to Broomvale Inchferry Maryculter Aberdeen AB12 5FX  Maryculter House - Hotel Erection of Fishing Hut

2 September 2011 
APP/2011/2960
Mains Of Netherley Farmhouse Netherley Stonehaven AB39 3QN - Erection of Car Port

16 September 2011
APP/2011/3161
Land Adjacent to 2 Cowford Cottages Auchlunies Blairs Aberdeen AB12 5YA - Erection of Store

Other Planning Matters

RW advised that NKRCC have been given a short extension to the usual 14 days in which to object to the Marywell Park and Ride, should we so wish. A short discussion followed on this subject the outcome of which was that NKRCC had, at this time, no desire to object to the application.
RW then reminded everyone present of the history of Bancon’s application to build 70 houses adjacent to Lairhillock School and advised that Bancon had recently put in an appeal to the Scottish Government on Aberdeenshire Council’s decision to turn down their application. Objectors had received letters of notification over the last few days. RW then gave a summary of the grounds for the appeal, including comments about NKRCC and an argument that the application should be judged only against the Structure Plan and that the ALP and LDP should be ignored. RW also pointed out that to do so would be against the T&CP (S) Act 2007 but that Bancon’s reasons for suggesting this was because, in their opinion, ALP was out of date and the LDP, including guidelines for land provision, would yet take some time to adopt, whereas Bancon could probably start this project sooner than the said adoption date. This led to a discussion on the matter.
BM stated that he thought that Bancon had, yet again, misrepresented NKRCC’s position, despite NKRCC’s position being consistent since this issue had first come forward as a bid in the MIR several years ago, despite CC’ers joining or leaving NKRCC and two changes of Chairman. He also thought that Bancon were asking for preferential treatment.

PS suggested that NKRCC needed to refute Bancon’s comments about the CC and pointed out that we rarely objected to applications in the area and only then with good cause. He also reminded everyone that we had taken quite some time to consider Bancon’s development. It was his opinion that these comments were untrue, regardless of whether he was for or against the application.
HW suggested a letter clarifying matters and pointing out where Bancon were being selective about what they had put into their appeal. SA asked that this letter also point out that this was the view of all members of the CC, not just one or two. 

RB asked if there was anyone present who would be speaking in favour of the application. There were no takers. He then asked if we were in agreement in writing. RW suggested a vote, BM seconded this.
One MOP suggested that Bancon was questioning the integrity of the CC and that this should be challenged. He stated that it had been his observation that NKRCC worked in an open way, that Councillors, and an MSP on this occasion, have been witness to this, and that he would support us.

RB asked for a show of hands from CC’ers, supporting or not, a letter to the Reporter refuting the comments made by Bancon about NKRCC. The vote was unanimously in favour of such a letter.

RW reminded all that we could amplify our position on the appeal too, regarding Bancon’s wish to set aside Development Plans and why that should not happen; that there were 26 other objectors; that the LDP is now much nearer adoption and should therefore be part of the considerations; that NKRCC’s reasons for other objections have been based on the then Structure and Development Plans and that the nearby Elsick development has now been approved. RB suggested that RW draft said letter for circulation and amendment, if necessary. This was agreed.

Another MOP suggested that the letter should also highlight the other large developments in the area, such as Hillside and that a comment in the Planning Officer’s report to Committee had included a comment that he felt that Bancon’s application was ‘premature’ in respect of the LDP.

RW then advised that there had now been 5 Hearings or Examinations in Public for the new LDP, with 5 more to go. The Hearing on Elsick will take place at the Bettridge Centre, Newtonhill on 18.10.11, with a substantial number of bodies expected to speak, but not individual objectors. He noted that the proposed number of houses for the Elsick development had reportedly risen to 9000. Councillor Nelson advised that NMCCC had been asked to make a written submission but not to speak on the 18th.
6 Finance & 300 Club

HW advised that the balance of the bank account sat at £1241 with £270 of that amount allocated to 300 Club prizes. She then wished to confirm if NKRCC wanted to continue with the 300 Club in the following year, to allow preparations to be made. After a short discussion it was agreed to continue with same. HW is happy to make the necessary arrangements.
HW advised that she had received a card and letter of thanks from Maryculter Scouts regarding their recent trip to Germany, partly supported by NKRCC, which they thoroughly enjoyed.

She also advised that she had received a letter from the SDUF’s asking to be considered for funding for £180 toward a ‘Walkodile’, to allow play leaders to take children out in a group more safely. After a short discussion it was agreed to fund the Walkodile in full.

The following draw was then made for September 2011; £15 - #305, £10 - #283, £5 - #28.
7 Correspondence & Licence Applications

i) Aberdeen Local Outdoor Access Forum asking for assistance for key topics - BM to attend to same;
ii)Royal Horticultural Society re the benefits of Britain in Bloom – No action;

iii) Aberdeen City and Shire Strategic Planning Authority Annual Report;

Letter from Aberdeenshire Council re a review of the local polling districts and places. SA mentioned that the residents of Hillside of Portlethen attend at Banchory-Devenick School to vote. It was thought this might have been a historic decision to avoid large numbers of people crossing the dual carriageway. BM to respond.
iv) E-mail from Duncan Smart, St Andrews University, re his undergraduate dissertation regarding wind farms and if NKRCC was able to assist. BM to respond.
v) A report from the Crown Estate, “Building Strong Partnerships 2011”;

vi) A letter from Intelligent Land Investments re an application for a wind turbine in our area. BM to seek more information from ILI.

There were no Licensing applications.

8 AOCB

A MOP (KW) advised that due to the SDV he had had 25 responses to the issues of broadband in our area, ranging from speeds of 0 to 4800 kbps varying greatly about the area and the time of day and weather. There seems to be no rhyme or reason to this. He had also e-mailed BT to see what could be done and was awaiting an answer. He also advised about costs in the Arbuthnott areas with another provider.

Another MOP advised that he had spoken to telecoms engineers who had advised that the issue lay with the quality of cabling serving a particular address and that the only success he had had in the matter was in taking BT to the Small Claims Court some years ago. It was suggested that between 1.00 am and 5.00 am was the best time to go online! It seems that this is a problem in many areas of the country
MW, MSP, advised that MSPs had a ‘hot line’ to BT and that she had recently had a briefing on this problem from Ofcom and advised that ACSEF were well aware of the problem and were building a picture in their own area to put to the Scottish Government for funding to improve matters. She also advised that BT will focus on where the customers are and suggested that the MOP pass his information to ACSEF.
There was some discussion on the matter and a general despondency was obvious. RB suggested using the power of the press and writing to the Chairman of BT. RW suggested that everyone should write to the MOP to give him their experiences. MW asked that people contact her and she would raise the matter with BT. MOP to collate information on this matter and then to progress with BM.

BM then gave short updates on the Community Action Plan for Cammachmore; the new Notice Board for Maryculter East (AT advised her husband could attend to same); KMAP meeting on 20 September at Viewmount, Stonehaven; Planning Aid Scotland‘s AGM on 22 September in Edinburgh; CC Forum meeting on 22 September at Viewmount (RK will try to attend); Planning Aid Scotland Zero Waste seminar on 24 September in Banchory; and KAM Bus Forum meeting on 6 October at Viewmount; Aberdeenshire Council’s Plants for Community Projects 2012 (BM to collate and forward).

HW advised that 920 copies of the latest South Deeside View had recently been published and thanked all distributors.

A MOP queried, for MW’s attention, if some of the subsidies currently aimed at wind farm projects could be redirected into the broadband infrastructure and went on to give some examples of this. MW promised to give it due consideration.

RB then posed the following 6 questions to MW, MSP. They were:

i) The new Planning system. Since its introduction in late 2010, expediency of processing applications seems to be at the expense of local communities' opportunity to comment on and engage with them. At its introduction we were lead to believe that the Scottish Government was looking for feedback from communities to re-examine the process. How has this gone and have changes taken place as a result of same?
MW advised that the new system is working fairly well with people getting involved at any early stage, that there was a need to stimulate economic growth and that the there clearly was a mood from people to expedite the planning system and that politicians had to steer the middle path to avoid favouring one side rather than another and thought there would be further changes to the planning system but it was a case of making sure that they got it right. She was not aware of any planned review at this time.

ii) Travellers' Encampments; the mention of which always seem to polarize peoples' positions. Although the locating and servicing of halting sites is the responsibility of Local Authorities, what is the Scottish Government's current position on this matter and its view to the future in dealing with the issue?
MW advised that there had been a meeting in April 2011 between agencies in Inverurie which had produced a report the previous week and that there was lots of work going on locally. In terms of the Scottish Parliament, she thought there were some petitions in front of the Petitions Committee and that the Parliament had had some people at the meeting in April, so were involved locally.

iii) An apparent bias in the funding of Local Authorities, where both Aberdeenshire and Aberdeen city councils receive lower than average funding compared to many other areas in Scotland and in these austere times hits our areas all the more.
MW responded confirmed there was an apparent bias, that John Swinney in the last Parliament had tried to get Local Authorities to review the funding, which they wouldn’t do and that she suspected that this week in the budget the Cabinet Secretary would try to put in a ‘floor’ so that no Local Authority would receive less than 85% of the 100%, which she believed would help the City but was unsure if it would help the Shire, but at least it was a start with somebody trying to address the matter. She advised that the way the funding formula is worked out is that it doesn’t reward success, but failure, and until there was a new composition in COSLA things were unlikely to change.

iv) The AWPR; how will the recent judicial decisions affect the timetables and costs of the project, how affordable is the whole project given the current economic climate?
MW advised that the AWPR was still very much a major project in the Scottish Government’s infrastructure plan, major projects in the North-east were being bundled together to drive down costs and that the City and Shire Councils, the SG and the Scottish Futures Trust were continuing as much work as can be done whilst the project was under judicial review.

v) Given the recent announcements to unify the various Police and Fire services within Scotland, what reassurances can Ms Watt give to the people of the North-East that resources and staffing will not be drawn down to the central belt, perhaps not immediately, but gradually?
MW responded that we could not go on having eight separate organisations, that the SNP had put an extra 1000 police officers on the beat, that crime was at a 35 year low so she wanted to keep going in that direction, that the Cabinet Secretary made an announcement the previous week that what they (SNP) wanted to do was to see local accountability was better than it was currently, the accountability of local Chief Constables was sometimes questionable, that Chief Superintendents and indeed Community Councils were quite good at keeping their local Police to account because normally we get a Police report and can deal with matters at a very local level, so she was sure that would continue.

vi) The recent reduction in Scottish Government funding to the Association of Scottish Community Councils has seen the organisation collapse completely. How can this be good for democracy and representation for local communities?
MW advised that the ASCC had decided themselves to no longer continue because after various negotiations with the Cabinet Secretary they couldn’t come to an agreement, that the whole thing about any funding now was that it was got to be based on outcome, that money was not just thrown at people, they had to show that they were using it wisely, the ASCC didn’t meet those requirements so they decided not to continue with the level of funding that they were getting.
RB then thanked MW for her responses to the questions raised with her. MW thanked the CC for inviting her along, that she had written to all CC’s in her constituency so she could touch base with them. MW had no questions for the CC.
9 NEXT MEETING
   The date of the next meeting of the NKRCC was set for Monday 17th October 2011. The meeting then closed at    10.00pm.
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Secretary: Bob McKinney, Lakhipara, South Cookney, Stonehaven, AB39 3RX Tel: 01569 730706, email:  secretary@nkrcc.org.uk
                                                      AGENDA
for the ordinary meeting to be held on Monday 17th October 2011 at 7.30pm at the Corbie Hall, Maryculter, Aberdeenshire.
1.  Apologies
2.  Police Report
3. Minutes of the Previous Meeting

4. Matters Arising

-
Rural Schools & South Deeside Under-Fives

-
Website

-
Roads (incl. AWPR)

5. Planning

-
Recent planning applications etc.
6. Finance & 300 Club

7. Correspondence & Licensing Applications

8. AOB.
9.  Next Meeting
Visit our Website -  www.nkrcc.org.uk
