
Response of Tillydrone Community Council to the document “Grandholm 
Development Framework (OP12) Issued for Consultation.

Thank you for giving the Community Council the opportunity to comment on the Development 
Framework. We hope our submission will contribute in some way to a successful project.

Tillydrone Community Council are very much impressed with the architectural design and layout of 
the development and consider it to provide a wonderful opportunity for citizens to live in a 
development that puts to the fore the well being of the residents by employing naturalistic and 
holistic principles as the basis of its design.
We can only express positive comments for all the elements right down to the building fabric to be 
employed.
It has inspired us to work for similar design principles being employed in the impending 
regeneration of our own neighbourhood

The one criticism however, which relates to the most crucial element for the success of the 
development, is that the framework has no strategy for travel out-with the settlement, relying 
completely on the private car. 

No plans have been made for public transport services which reveals the true commitment to 
sustainable development. The paragraph headed Public Transport states “The identification of a 
public transport strategy … is required.” This should have been the first consideration in the design.
The framework goes on to promise “The strategy requires to accommodate development phasing 
and is anticipated to take advantage of the Third Don Crossing once complete.” This provision is 
inadequate. The current number 19 service, with poor punctuality and reliability, due to city centre 
congestion takes 25 minutes from Tillydrone to Broad Street. This will inevitably increase with the 
expected congestion at the St Machar Drive junction once the bridge is constructed.  Existing 
services 1 and 2 take 45 minutes from Danestone to Union Street which makes nonsense of the 
proposal that “initial phases of development can be served by a variant of First Service 1”

The access strategy is therefore to slot the development into the planned road infrastructure of a 
major outer circular road (the AWPR) complimented by main radial roads into the city centre ( 3rd 
Don Crossing).

This unsustainable model will only serve to increase the current North East dependency on the car, 
thereby exacerbating existing traffic congestion by creating inevitable alternative ‘pinch points’ 
throughout the City and surrounding settlements, which in turn will increase the associated 
health problems resulting from the polluted air currently at European Union illegal levels. 

It will likewise add to Aberdeen’s carbon emissions which are contributing to the extreme weather 
events which we are increasingly experiencing, and to the future warming of the planet to make it 
inhabitable for our grandchildren. 
The framework lacks any foresight for sustainable public transport services. The Third Don 
Crossing is looked upon as the key component for access to the development but it obviously 
undermines the whole vision. 

It defies comprehension that the City Council cannot see the irony of a route being constructed 
across a river valley clearing hundreds of mature trees, many of which are protected species, 
disrupting wild life, visually blighting the area and devastating the health and wellbeing of a 
community of over 3000 people; all for the sake of servicing a ‘Sustainable Development’ based 
upon the ideals of the famous naturalist‘von Humboldt’ 



The framework document states “The development of the site will also result in improved 
accessibility through related improvements to the road network serving the site, complemented by 
other strategic transport proposals such as the Third Don Crossing ...” 

This is completely illogical as the construction of a main radial route to the city centre contradicts 
principles 2, 3, 4, 5 and 6 of the vision .

2. Sustainable and Walkable Neighbourhoods Grandhome’s masterplan is made up of a series of neighbourhoods, each of which is designed so 
residents can access schools, shops, employment opportunities and community facilities within walking distance of their homes. By optimising the 
range of local facilities over time, residents will be less car dependent than other neighbourhoods, promoting a sustainable lifestyle. 
3. A Well-balanced Mixed Community Grandhome will aim to become a self-sustaining development, with housing, employment and community 
facilities integrated within each neighbourhood. Each neighbourhood will comprise a mix of different sizes and designs of homes at different price 
levels, including 25% affordable housing. 
4. Green Spaces to Breathe Grandhome will include an extensive green network, crossing the site from both north to south and east to west. Different 
green spaces will combine to provide a mix of formal recreation, walking areas and informal relaxation. The landscape plan also preserves key 
elements of the site in naturalistic, untamed areas, and creates safe corridors for local wildlife. 
5. Well-Connected Streets Grandhome is designed to follow the progressive principles of the Scottish Government’s ‘Designing Streets’ policy. The 
various neighbourhood phases are designed to maximise connections using streets, promote walking and cycling, and combine together to make an 
attractive, traditional place. 
6. A New Centre for the Bridge of Don Grandhome will be sympathetically integrated into the surrounding community, and over time will provide a 
range of employment, retail and other local services including opportunities for new businesses of different sizes, strengthening the lifestyle and 
choices for local people 

Principle 2 is undermined by the 3rd Don Crossing as the provision of the direct road route into the 
City Centre will encourage residents to use cars for access of services elsewhere to the 
disadvantage of local provision reducing the development to a commute suburb. 

Principle 3 is compromised, as the The Third Don Crossing, by encouraging car use, will 
result in the low uptake of public transport, making the current services more costly, limited, 
and unreliable due to the build up of congestion on routes into the city centre. Families 
unable to afford cars will experience severance from services and potential work. 

Principles 4 and 5 will be undermined by The Third Don Crossing’s encouragement of the 
use of cars to the expense of other sustainable traffic, Increasing the volume of cars in the 
neighbourhood resulting in ribbons of polluted, unsafe and nosy routes, detrimental to 
walking and cycling. 

Principle 6 will be likewise undermined by the The 3rd don Crossing as it will encourage 
Bridge of Don residents to gravitate to the city Centre for retail, employment and services 
isolating the development to create another commute suburb. 

It has been the practice of Tillydrone Community Council to provide alternative solutions when 
objecting or making criticisms to planning proposals.
Our solution is for the development of Scotlands first Bus Rapid Transit (BRT ) system. A 
suggested example is a circular route running from the proposed development along the Parkway, 
Scotstown Road, North Donside Road, Ellon Road, King Street, Union Street, Market Street, North 
Esplanade West, Wellington Road, West Tullos Road, Great Southern Road, Holburn Street, Albert 
Street, Westburn Road, ARI, Ashgrove Road Westburn Drive, Hilton Drive, North Anderson Drive, 
Muggiemoss Road, Parkway. 
This solution has proven to be feasible affordable and timely to implement and the funding 
proposed for the 3rd Don Crossing would provide considerable contribution to the project.

It would be worthwhile to investigate the successful systems in Curitiba, Boston, Ottawa, Moscow, 
Melbourne, Bogota, Istanbul, Amsterdam, Pitsburgh, Seattle, Cleveland, New Jersey, Brisbane, 
Essen, or Johannesburg to name just a few. 
The viability and success of these projects have even prompted car centric Nestrans to introduce it 
into their Transport Strategy update.



Dr. Paul Mees, a transport planning academic formerly at the University of Melbourne argues that 
investment in good public transit, centralised management by the public sector and appropriate 
policy priorities are more significant than issues of urban form and density

We do hope you find this response constructive and would very much appreciate some form of 
response to our consultation comments as it is very disheartening not to have feedback.
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