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E-mail
(optional)

Doing things digitally is our preference. Tick the box if you are not happy to receive
correspondence via email:
Tick the box if you would like to subscribe to the Aberdeenshire LDP eNewsletter:

Fair processing notice
Please tick to confirm your agreement to the following statements:
By submitting a response to the consultation, I agree that Aberdeenshire Council can use the
information provided in this form, including my personal data, as part of the review of the
Aberdeenshire Local Development Plan. This will include consultation on the Main Issues
Report (including any subsequent Proposed Plan).
I also agree that following the end of the consultation, i.e. after 8 April 2019, my name and
respondent identification number (provided to you by Aberdeenshire Council on receipt of your
submission) can be published alongside a copy of my completed response on the Main Issues
Report website (contact details and information that is deemed commercially sensitive will not
be made available to the public).
The data controller for this information is Aberdeenshire Council. The data on the form will be
used to inform a public debate of the issues and choices presented in the Main Issues Report
of the Aberdeenshire Local Development Plan 2021. It will inform the content of the Proposed
Aberdeenshire Local Development Plan.
Aberdeenshire Council will only keep your personal data for as long as is needed.
Aberdeenshire Council will retain your response and personal data for a retention period of 5
years from the date upon which it was collected. After 5 years Aberdeenshire Council will
review whether it is necessary to continue to retain your information for a longer period. A
redacted copy of your submission will be retained for 5 years beyond the life of the Local
Development Plan 2021, possibly until 2037
Your Data, Your Rights
You have got legal rights about the way Aberdeenshire Council handles and uses your data,
which include the right to ask for a copy of it, and to ask us to stop doing something with your
data.
If you are unhappy with the way that Aberdeenshire Council or the Joint Data Controllers have
processed your personal data then you do have the right to complain to the Information
Commissioner’s Officer, but you should raise the issue with the Data Protection Officers first.
The Data Protection Officers can be contacted by writing to:
▪

Mr Andrew Lawson, Data Protection Officer, Aberdeenshire Council, Business Services,
Town House, 34 Low Street, Banff, AB45 1AY

If you have difficulty understanding this document and require a translation, or you need help
reading this document (for example if you need it in a different format or in another language),
please phone us on 01467 536230.

Which
document(s)
are you
commetning
on?

Main Issues Report
Draft Proposed Aberdeenshire Local Development Plan
Strategic Environmental Assessment Interim Environmental Assessment
Other

Your comments

• Much more weight should be given to protecting our natural heritage and biodiversity, instead
this plan is too predicated towards economic growth and development, and not towards longterm environmental and ecological sustainability.
• Actions to protect environment and biodiversity are too piecemeal.
• The plan has no vision for what the region’s natural heritage could be like in the future eg.
productive farmland and settlements surrounded by mosaics of interconnected habitats such
as forest, wetland, coastal dunes and estuaries etc.
• The UK is one of the most nature-poor countries in the world: the 2016 State of Nature
Report states that the UK ranks 189th out of 218 countries in the Biodiversity Intactness
Index. Amongst the EU nations, the UK ranks 26th out of 27 countries in terms of the amount
of land designated under Natura 2000. Does this plan help in any way?
• The plan should first identify a vision for the area in terms of protecting, improving and
enhancing natural habitats, biodiversity, soils, food production and farmland, water etc. and
then come up with solutions for healthy, vibrant communities which reduce the need for
travel. Instead it seems to have arisen out of the needs of development companies rather
than the needs of a sustainable society or the natural world.
• The plan is too reactive and tries to shoehorn nature into what is left after development has
taken place. Mitigation measures are no substitute for thriving ecosystems in which natural
processes are allowed to develop with minimal human interference.
• SUDS, green spaces and created habitat networks are good, but are reactive responses.
Proper ecological health requires natural processes to happen, such as succession,
herbivory, trophic interactions etc. these need space where nature is left to do its own thing
with no or minimal human interference. Where is this space for nature in the plan?

Your comments (continued)

