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Issue  9 

Transportation and Accessibility  

Development 
plan 
reference: 

 
Transportation and Accessibility, page 68 

 T1 Transport Infrastructure 
Improvements, page 70 

 T2 Provision of Access, page 71-72 

 T3 Roadside Facilities, page 72 

 T4 Safeguarding Bus, Rail, and Harbour 
Facilities, page 73 

 T5 Parking Standards, page 73 

 T6 Traffic Management, page74 

 T7 Safeguarding and Promotion of 
Walking, Cycling, and Equestrian 
Networks,  page 75 

 

Reporter: 

Body or person(s) submitting a representation raising the issue (including 
reference number): 

 
T1 Transport Infrastructure Improvements 

Highland Council (0093) 
Scotia Homes Ltd (0480) 
Scottish Natural Heritage (1027) 
Elgin Community Council (0122) 
Elgin South Area Forum (0194) 
Dufftown and District Community Council (0522) 
T2 Provision of Access 
Elgin Community Council (0122) 
Elgin South Area Forum (0194) 
CJ and CRH Dunbar (Pitgaveny) (0908) 
Scottish Government (0490) 
Network Rail Infrastructure Limited (1041) 
T3 Roadside Facilities  
Elgin Community Council (0122) 
Elgin South Area Forum (0194) 
T4 Safeguarding Bus, Rail and Harbour Facilities 

Elgin Community Council (0122) 
Elgin South Area Forum (0194) 
T5 Parking Standards 
Elgin Community Council (0122) 
Elgin South Area Forum (0194) 
T6 Traffic Management 

CJ and CRH Dunbar (Pitgaveny) (0908) 
Network Rail Infrastructure Limited (1041) 
T7 Safeguarding and Promotion of Walking, Cycling, and Equestrian 
Networks 
Highland Council (0093) 
Access Manager, The Moray Council (0261) 
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Dufftown and District Community Council (0522) 
Shirley Jackson (0631) 
Cabrach Community Association (0674) 
Mrs Jean Oliver (0996) 
Dorenell Ltd (1044) 
 
Provision of the 
development plan to 
which the issue 
relates: 

 
Policies T1 to T7 provide the framework for considering 
proposals in relation to transportation and accessibility 
for all modes. Policies aim to maintain the safe and 
efficient movement of traffic, enhance wider accessibility, 
ensure developments are accessible by walking, cycling 
and public transport, safeguard and enhance walking, 
cycling and equestrian routes and ensure provision of 
adequate car parking. 
 

Planning authority’s summary of the representation(s): 

 
T1 Transport Infrastructure Improvements 
Highland Council (0093) 
This policy is consistent with the A9 and A96 dualling, improving the Inverness to 
Aberdeen railway for freight and passengers and it mentions improving access to 
Inverness airport. These inclusions are welcomed. 
 
Scotia Homes Ltd (0480) 
Supports criterion (g) of Policy T1 for improving the transport network within Elgin 
where there is evidence of positive economic benefits including release of sites 
designated in the local development plan. 
 
Scottish Natural Heritage (1027) 
The policy lists two non -trunk roads, the A941 and the A98. These should be 
assessed in terms of the Habitats Regulations Appraisal. The A941 runs adjacent 
to Loch Spynie SPA and crosses the River Spey SAC. There is a potential likely 
significant effect on Loch Spynie of improvement works through impact on 
hydrology, construction run-off, pollution, and disturbance to qualifying interest 
(geese). This is recognised in the HRA record (page 86-87). To conclude that 
there would be no adverse effect on the integrity of this site, a policy caveat 
requires to be inserted rather than reliance on appraisal at the project level.  
Harbour improvements could affect the Moray Firth SAC through disturbance to 
bottlenose dolphins and through dredging and disposal operations on sub tidal 
sandbanks. This is recognised in the HRA Record of the plan (pages 66-67) but 
no mitigation is set out for inclusion in the plan. A caveat needs to be added to 
policy to protect the Moray Firth SAC.  
 
Elgin Community Council (0122), Elgin South Area Forum (0194) 
Disappointed Policy T1 does not refer to any Active Travel improvements which 
suggest this is not a priority for the Council. Appreciate identification of Long sites 
as this shows a constraint and avoids a bypass bisecting the city. Not showing a 
route preference is appropriate given limited details available.    
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Dufftown and District Community Council (0522) 
Could the Keith Dufftown Railway be linked to the network at Keith for improved 
public/freight transport? 
 
T2 Provision of Access 

CJ and CRH Dunbar (Pitgaveny) (0908)  

 The title "Provision of Access" implies primarily vehicular access while the 
policy content deals with all modes of transport. The title should be changed 
to "Accessibility".   

 Policy is clear on its objective to maximise cycle and pedestrian links but it is 
less clear on vehicle connections. The text "Provide appropriate vehicle 
connections to the development, including appropriate number and type of 
junctions" does not align strongly with national policy which states 
"Permeability of places is a crucial component in good street design. Internal 
permeability is important but any area should also be properly connected with 
adjacent street networks". Development should be designed with multiple 
access points that connect with the existing street network and reflect their 
context and traditional street pattern to allow choice, ease of movement and a 
flexible masterplan.   

 Designing Streets is a national policy document and it should always be 
considered a material consideration in determining applications.  

 There should be further clarity on when a Transport Assessment or Travel 
Plan will be requested. If this is linked to the size or type of development 
these thresholds should be included within the policy to highlight to 
developers/landowners when this will be required to accompany a planning 
application.   

 The text in bullet point 5 is unclear in its intention and is at odds with the 
remainder of the policy and paragraph 169 of Scottish Planning Policy which 
prioritises travel modes. By seeking to provide "appropriate mitigation" the 
implication is that those travelling by private car will still have a degree of 
priority afforded to them.  

 

Scottish Government (0490) 
Policy T2 embeds national policy very well into a local context. 
 
Network Rail Infrastructure Limited (1041) 
Suggest amendments to Policy T2 to recognise that Transport Assessments are 
mainly concerned with road and related transport, but the impact of a 
development on the wider railway network, including level crossings should also 
be taken into account. Whilst local authorities readily make the link between new 
development and the capacity of the local road network, there is less 
consideration in terms of the capacity of station facilities (i.e. parking, cycle 
shelters) and on level crossings. 
 
Elgin Community Council (0122), Elgin South Area Forum (0194) 
 Add text to Policy T2 that routes for cyclists should also link to the road network 
as cycling rarely takes place solely on designated cycle paths. 
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T3 Roadside Facilities  

Elgin Community Council (0122), Elgin South Area Forum (0194) 
Reference should be made in Policy T3 to the need for intermodal provision e.g. 
cycle parking at bus stops. 
 
T4 Safeguarding Bus, Rail and Harbour Facilities 
Elgin Community Council (0122), Elgin South Area Forum (0194) 
The plan is weak on the subject of rail. Full cognisance should be given to Elgin 
Community Council’s paper on Rail Enhancements. A separate rail policy would 
support the vision for Moray. The paper supports a modal shift from road to rail 
and extends active travel opportunities. Rail reduces carbon emissions. The 
Vision, Policies, Settlement Statement and Supplementary Guidance should be 
changed and the full text of Elgin Community Council’s paper (included with their 
response) added to the plan as a guidance document. 
 
T5 Parking Standards 
Elgin Community Council (0122), Elgin South Area Forum (0194) 
Policy T5 is not adequate in relation to the current situation. Reference should be 
made in the plan to short term on street parking in Elgin town centre. Short term 
spaces are difficult to find and provision should be planned. Consideration of a 
park and ride system could be undertaken as part of this work as well as 
relocation of the lorry park. The plan should mention the lack of traffic warden 
provision and what the Council will do about this.  Object to reference within 
Action Programme to "update if necessary" as this shows complete disregard for 
what the public have to endure in Elgin i.e. having to pay for 1-2 hours parking.   
 
T6 Traffic Management 

CJ and CRH Dunbar (Pitgaveny) (0908) 
The presumption, at paragraph two of the policy, against direct access onto the 
A941 and A98 is too onerous - these routes serve large areas of ground and are 
the only routes available to connect into in many instances. 
 
Network Rail Infrastructure Limited (1041) 
Policy T6 should also contain a similar presumption against any new level 
crossing and that development proposals that involve the removal (or facilitate the 
removal of) an at-grade level crossing will be supported. 
 
T7 Safeguarding and Promotion of Walking, Cycling, and Equestrian 
Networks 

Shirley Jackson (0631) 
Queries why the south of Elgin lacks cycle routes.  
 
Highland Council (0093) 
Policy T7 could benefit from referring to future developments such as Sustran’s 
aim of linking National Cycle Route 7 in Badenoch and Strathspey with the 
National Cycle Route 1 by a route along the Spey. This would be a great tourism 
resource.  Given the Scottish Government’s ambition for a Scottish coastal path 
and Highland Council’s work on creating an Inverness to Nairn coastal path it 
would make sense to link this with Moray’s own developments of a Moray coastal 
path.   
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Access Manager, Moray Council (0261) 
This is a good policy which provides robust protection for all paths in Moray whilst 
promoting their improvement. For accuracy and clarity it is suggested that the 
long distance routes The Dava Way and The Moray Coast Trail should be added 
to the justification. Also add Rights of Way after the Core Paths reference.  
 
Dufftown and District Community Council (0522) 
A safe off-road cycle route and path is necessary between Dufftown and Cabrach. 
Walkers are unable to access Cabrach from Dufftown. A941 is unable to cope 
with traffic as there are insufficient passing places, road markings and snow 
poles, crash barriers are required at dangerous bends. 
 
Cabrach Community Association (0674), Mrs Jean Oliver (0996) 
The ancient drove roads have the potential to provide long distance recreational 
routes linking the whole of Moray. (Speyside is strategically placed, linking as it 
does the coast to The Cabrach), to Aberdeenshire and the Cairngorms National 
Park paths network. A safe off road cycle route is necessary between Dufftown 
and The Cabrach. 
 
Dorenell Ltd (1044) 
The justification text which accompanies Policy T7 states that the policy aims to 
"ensure that existing public access is protected and future development does not 
restrict future opportunities for the extension of the public access network". The 
wording of this sentence regarding future developments and future opportunities 
for network extensions is unclear and requires clarification. 
 

Modifications sought by those submitting representations: 

 
T1 Transport Infrastructure Improvements 
Highland Council (0093), Scotia Homes Ltd (0480) 
Supportive comments. No change.  
 
Scottish Natural Heritage (1027) 
Amend part c) of Policy T1 to – “Improving A941 (Lossiemouth to Elgin to 
Craigellachie) subject to no adverse effect on the integrity of Loch Spynie SPA 
through hydrological and water quality impact on habitat or disturbance to 
species, and A98 (Fochabers to Cullen) routes”. Add to part e) of policy T1 –
“Harbour improvement works must avoid adverse impacts on the Moray Firth 
Special Area of Conservation through noise or vibration disturbance to bottlenose 
dolphins, cumulative increase in vessel movements, or through dredging and 
disposal operations”. 
 
Elgin Community Council (0122), Elgin South Area Forum (0192) 
Refer to active travel improvements in policy.  
 
Dufftown and District Community Council (0522) 
Add as an improvement connection of Keith/Dufftown railway to the network at 
Keith.  
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T2 Provision of Access 

CJ and CRH Dunbar (Pitgaveny) (0908) 

 The title of the Policy should be changed from "Provision of Access" to 
"Accessibility."  

 The policy wording in Bullet Point 3 should be amended to include the term 
"maximising connections" in place of the term "appropriate" (which should be 
deleted) in order to ensure that Designing Streets is given proper emphasis.  

 The justification text should be amended to "The street design guidance 
within Designing Streets should always be used as a material consideration in 
determining applications."  

 The wording of the policy should be amended to provide clarity as to the 
circumstances when a Transport Assessment or Travel Plan might be 
required to accompany development proposals.  

 The wording of the policy at bullet point 5 should be deleted and replaced 
with the following text: "The nationally established hierarchy of travel modes 
should be considered in provision of any mitigating travel measures that may 
arise from new development. Mitigation measures may include but would not 
be limited to, the following - e.g. passing places, road widening, junction 
enhancement, bus stop infrastructure and drainage infrastructure. A number 
of potential road improvements have been identified in association with the 
development of sites the most significant of these have been shown on the 
Settlement Map as TSPs". 

 
Scottish Government (0490) 
Supportive comments. No change.  
 
Network Rail Infrastructure Limited (1041) 
Change text within policy T2 to "Access proposals that have a significant adverse 
impact on the surrounding landscape and environment, including the transport 
network that cannot be mitigated will be refused." 
 
Elgin Community Council (0122), Elgin South Area Forum (0192) 
Add text stating routes for cyclist should connect to the road network.  
 
T3 Roadside Facilities 
Elgin Community Council (0122), Elgin South Area Forum (0192) 
Amend to refer to need for intermodal provision. 
 
T4 Safeguarding Bus, Rail and Harbour Facilities 
Elgin Community Council (0122), Elgin South Area Forum (0194) 
1. Remove rail from Policy T4 Safeguarding Bus, Rail and Harbour Facilities.  
 
2. Add a new policy T8 Enhance Economic, Environmental and Service Benefits 

of Rail with the following text "Upgrade rail as a long term objective to ensure 
the North East and the North are efficient functional and inclusive parts of the 
Scottish Rail network. Better connectivity with Perth, Dundee, the Central Belt 
and beyond will serve the people of Elgin, Moray, the North East and the 
North." 3.The Vision at 2.3 bullet point 6 should be amended to "Good efficient 
transport links to the rest of the country, with the encouragement of active 
travel and enhancement of rail as alternatives to journey by car and 
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truck."4.Space should be provided in settlement plans for future rail network 
improvements. 5.Neighbouring Councils should be asked to make appropriate 
allowances in their development plans. 

 
T5 Parking Standards 

Elgin Community Council (0122), Elgin South Area Forum (0194) 
Refer to short term parking in Elgin town centre within the plan and mention the 
lack of traffic warden provision and what the Council will do about this. Update 
parking standards now. 
 
T6 Traffic Management 

CJ and CRH Dunbar (Pitgaveny) (0908) 
The policy should be deleted or, if retained, the wording of the policy should be 
amended to include the following text: "This policy will not apply where access to 
an allocated site is required". 
 
Network Rail Infrastructure Limited (1041) 
Policy T6 should also contain a similar presumption against any new level 
crossing and that development proposals that involve the removal (or facilitate the 
removal of) at-grade level crossings will be supported. 
 
T7 Safeguarding and Promotion of Walking, Cycling, and Equestrian 
Networks 
Shirley Jackson (0631) 
Implied change to add cycle routes in Elgin south.  
 

Highland Council (0093) 
Add reference to the Sustran’s aim of linking National Cycle Route 7 in Badenoch 
& Strathspey with National Cycle Route 1 between Inverness and Aberdeen by a 
route along the Spey. 
 
Access Manager, Moray Council (0261) 
Refer to Dava Way and Moray Coastal Trail in justification. Add Rights of Way 
after Core Path reference.  
 
Dufftown and District Community Council (0522) 
Implied amendment to show/provide a path between Dufftown and Cabrach. 
 
Cabrach Community  Association (0674), Mrs Jean Oliver (0996) 
Implied amendment to identify historic drove roads as recreational links and 
provide an off road cycle route between Dufftown and Cabrach.  
 

Dorenell Ltd (1044) 
To improve clarity it is recommended that the word "planned" should be inserted 
into the fourth paragraph of the justification text which accompanies Policy T7, 
prior to the words "extension of the public access network". 
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Summary of responses (including reasons) by planning authority: 

 
T1 Transport Infrastructure Improvements 

The support for policy T1 is noted. The comments regarding the A96 dualling and 
“bypass” route are noted.   
 
Scottish Natural Heritage’s comments are noted. There are no specific detailed 
proposals on the location of improvements to the A941 or harbours, therefore it is 
difficult to assess likely impacts. If the Reporter is so minded the Council would 
not object to adding a caveat to policy T1to ensure there are no adverse impacts 
on Loch Spynie SPA or to the Moray Firth SAC. For part C the following amended 
wording is considered appropriate “Improving A941 (Lossiemouth to Elgin to 
Craigellachie) subject to no adverse effect on the integrity of Loch Spynie SPA 
through hydrological and water quality impact on habitat or disturbance to 
species, and A98 (Fochabers to Cullen) routes”.  For part e the following sentence 
should be added to the end of the text–“Harbour improvement works must avoid 
adverse impacts on the Moray Firth Special Area of Conservation through noise 
or vibration disturbance to bottlenose dolphins, cumulative increase in vessel 
movements, or through dredging and disposal operations”. 
 
Reference is made to Active Travel Audits within Policy T2 Provision of Access. 
The implementation of priorities within Active Travel Audits is action EI22 within 
the proposed Action Programme (CD03 page 12). Active travel is also embedded 
within many other policies such as PP2 Climate Change, PP3 Placemaking, 
Policy ED1 Development of New Employment Land, T7 Safeguarding and 
Promotion of Walking, Cycling and Equestrian Networks, R2 Out of Centre 
Development of Retail, Leisure and Commercial Proposals and IMP1 Developer 
Requirements. This demonstrates the Council’s commitment to Active Travel 
provision and specific reference in policy T1 is not required due to the specific 
reference to Active Travel audits in policy T2 and this being embedded throughout 
the plan.  
 
The Council would have no objection if the Reporter were minded to make the 
modifications to the policy text highlighted above in respect of Loch Spynie SPA 
and the Moray Firth SPA.  
 
T2 Provision of Access 

Support for policy is welcomed.  
 
Disagree that title implies vehicle access and note that in the Moray Local Plan 
2008 (CD10 page 33) the corresponding policy is “Provision of Road Access”. 
The policy sits within chapter “Transport and Accessibility” and the policy context 
clearly relates to access for all modes. No change to the policy title is proposed.   
 
Policy T2 states “New developmental proposals should enhance permeability and 
connectivity...” Creating well connected neighbourhoods is a requirement of policy 
PP3 Placemaking which states that the key principles of the Council’s 
Supplementary Guidance on Urban Design should be incorporated into 
proposals. The Supplementary Guidance on pg 4 includes a section on 
movement which aims to promote development that is integrated and connected 
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to the surrounding area and within itself. One of the key principles is for 
development to be “well connected internally and externally with the adjacent 
streets and footpath networks”. There is no need for policy T2 to be amended. 
 
The wording used within the justification regarding materiality is the same as 
stated within the policies of Designing Streets (CD30) which states on page 7 that 
“Street design guidance, as set out in this document, can be a material 
consideration in determining planning applications and appeals.” There is no 
justification to add “always” to this.  
 
The requirement for a Transport Assessment is usually identified in designation 
text. For windfall or other development proposals the Council may request a 
Transport Assessment when the type of development creates substantial traffic or 
the road network is sensitive to additional traffic. This is in line with Scottish 
Planning Policy (CD01) paragraph 286 which states where new development “is 
likely to generate a significant increase in the number of trips, a transport 
assessment should be carried out.” No thresholds are promoted within Scottish 
Planning Policy (CD01). Establishing thresholds could encourage applications just 
below the threshold to avoid preparing a Transport Assessment and would not 
take into account location sensitivity or pressurised areas. The Council 
Transportation section will clarify the need for a Transport Assessment on 
request. No amendment to the policy is required. 
 
Mitigation of impacts cuts across all travel modes. Provision of enhanced 
footpaths does not remove the need for modification to a road layout where 
additional vehicle traffic is substantial. The policy wording does not suggest car 
travel has priority as the policy considers all modes of transport. Bullet point five 
should be read in the context of the whole policy and no amendment to the policy 
is required.  
 
Note comments from Network Rail. The Transport Assessment process is 
highlighted in Scottish Planning Policy (CD01) and also PAN75 Planning for 
Transport (BD/09/01) and Transport Assessment and Implementation: A Guide 
(BD/09/02). Whilst these documents focus on roads infrastructure they do not 
exclude other transport networks being considered and the principles for 
assessment can be applied to consideration of railway infrastructure. The issue is 
also discussed under Issue 11b. The wording change proposed by Network Rail 
is already implied within bullet point five which covers transport networks, not 
solely roads. However, should the Reporter be minded the Council would not 
object to the wording proposed by Network Rail being included within the policy. 
The replacement of the last sentence of the policy with the following wording is 
considered acceptable “Access proposals that have a significant adverse impact 
on the surrounding landscape and environment, including the transport network 
that cannot be mitigated will be refused." 
 
Policy T2 requires proposals to maximise connections and routes for pedestrians 
and cyclists. This does not state this should solely be by dedicated foot or cycle 
paths. The policy requires developments to provide safe entry and exit for all road 
users not just vehicles. No modification to the text is proposed. 
 
The Council would have no objection if the Reporter were minded to make the 
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modifications to the policy text highlighted above in respect of adverse impacts on 
the transport network.  
 
T3 Roadside Facilities  
Policy T3 supports in principle roadside facilities where access standards are met. 
Therefore, any proposals would be expected to meet the provisions of policy T2 
Provision of Access and provision for access by all modes would require to be 
considered. No change to policy is required.  
 
No modification is proposed.  
 
T4 Safeguarding Bus, Rail and Harbour Facilities 
Moray Council has no authority to upgrade rail networks. Scottish Government 
has the authority to set rail strategy and specify where resources are targeted by 
Network Rail. It would not be possible for Moray Council to implement the policy 
proposed by Elgin Community Council and Elgin South Area Forum or the 
modifications to the rail network they suggest. The comments would be better 
directed to the bodies who prepare the National Transport Strategy or Regional 
Transport Strategy. If the suggestions are taken forward within these documents 
there would be a firmer basis for their inclusion within the Local Development 
Plan. Policy T4 is appropriate and sufficient to safeguard rail facilities and it is 
noted that Policy T1 Transport Infrastructure Improvements promotes 
improvement to the rail service between Aberdeen and Inverness.   
 
No modification is proposed. See below Policy T6 Traffic Management which 
includes a suggested amendment to Policy T4.  
 
T5 Parking Standards 

The plan cannot influence parking regulations nor the enforcement of these. The 
provision of on street parking bays in Elgin is an operational matter managed by 
the Traffic section within the Council Transportation service. Waiting restrictions 
and parking bays are normally covered by Road Traffic Regulation Orders and 
there is a statutory procedure when changes are proposed. The parking 
standards referred to in policy T5 relate to the provision of parking for new 
development and not to charging regimes. The policy allows for parking standards 
to be reviewed during the currency of the plan if this is considered appropriate.  
 
There is no evidence of demand or commitment to delivery of a park and ride. It is 
therefore not appropriate to identify a site. A park and ride in Elgin was previously 
considered by consultants working for Hitrans who concluded this was not 
currently viable in Elgin due to the disconnection of the four main route corridors 
into the city.  
 
No modification is proposed.  
 
T6 Traffic Management 

Whilst there is a presumption against new access onto the A941 and A98, 
exceptions may be justified where development would support significant regional 
economic growth benefits. This would include development of large allocated 
sites as these are necessary to achieve growth. No change to policy is required. 
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Scottish Planning Policy (CD01) does not include a presumption against new level 
crossings and the Council would not support inclusion of this within policy T6. 
However, it is recognised that new development can impact on the safety and 
efficiency of the transport network including railway infrastructure. New 
development has the potential to increase vehicle and pedestrian traffic utilising 
level crossings which could impact upon safety and service provision. It is note 
that paragraph 290 of Scottish Planning Policy (CD01) requires “Development 
Proposals that have the potential to affect the performance or safety of the 
strategic transport network need to be fully assessed to determine their impact.” 
The Council would therefore not object to wording to ensure impact on the rail 
network from new development is assessed. It is considered that this would be 
best placed within Policy T4 Safeguarding Bus, Rail and Harbour Facilities rather 
than policy T6. Adding the following wording to Policy T4 is considered 
appropriate “Where proposals have the potential to impact on the rail network this 
should be assessed and adverse impacts mitigated”. It is also noted that the 
amendment proposed to the wording for Policy T2, as set out above, would allow 
proposals that have a significant adverse impact on the rail network which cannot 
be mitigated to be refused. 
 
The Council would have no objection if the Reporter were minded to make the 
modifications to the text for Policy T4 as highlighted above in respect of the rail 
network.  
 
T7 Safeguarding and Promotion of Walking, Cycling, and Equestrian 
Networks 
There are several cycle routes in south Elgin. These are identified on an Urban 
Freedom plan of cycling and walking routes in Elgin (BD/09/03). Urban Freedom 
was a joint EU, Sustrans and Moray Council project to create more opportunities 
for residents to undertake journeys by active or sustainable means. Moray 
Council is now leading similar projects in Buckie, Keith, and Forres having already 
delivered benefits in Elgin.  
 

The long distance routes mentioned in the policy are just two examples and not 
an exhaustive list. The routes suggested by respondents therefore do not require 
to be added to the policy to achieve the aims sought. However, if the Reporter 
was so minded the Council would not object to the insertion of the Moray Coastal 
Trail and Dava Way to the justification text so these important routes are 
referenced within the plan. The following wording is considered acceptable “There 
are several long distance routes cross Moray including the Speyside Way, Dava 
Way, Moray Coastal Trail and Aberdeen to Inverness National Cycle Route.” 
 
Policy would support the creation of new walking or cycle routes if suitable routes 
and willing landowners can be identified. As noted in the policy priority will be 
given to long distance routes which would include the suggested connection 
between cycle routes, connection between coastal trails and a route between 
Dufftown and the Cabrach. There is no need to specifically reference these within 
the policy but when specific projects are identified these could be included within 
the Action Programme (CD03) and the relevant delivery partners identified.  
 
The reference to future development and future extension opportunities is to 
explain that existing access rights/routes are protected to prevent these being 



Page 12 of 12 
 

blocked or stopped up and prevent the opportunity for connections to be made to 
other parts of the network being lost. No amendment to the justification is 
necessary.  
 
The Council would have no objection if the Reporter were minded to make the 
modifications to the justification text highlighted above in respect of long distance 
routes.  
 
Reporter’s conclusions: 

 
 

Reporter’s recommendations: 

 
 

 


