10 February 2016

For the urient attention of

Project Manager
A28 Dualling inverness fo Naim

Buchanan House

&8 Port Dundas Road
GLASGOW

G4 OHF

sy
Government purchase of [ NGNGNGNGNGNGE:

Further to your conversation with ||| | NGt Nair Community Centre on Friday 5 February 2016,
we write jointly to confirm our request that Transport Scotland consider the purchase of ot fwo hotges,
which, should you contiftue to pursue the current preferred route bypassing Auldearn bypass, will be rendered
uninhabltab!e by the development.

This request was made formaliy to b t a meeting on the morning of 25
August 2015 and then again by ] at a meeling on the afternoon of 1 Saptember

2018, We ara all very annoyed to discover that this request has not been heard,

Your road development has put al! of us under much emotionat stress and anxiety and, having spoken to
estate agents, under a grest deal of financial pressure, as our properties are significantly devalued.

have livad in our hiouses for 28 years and 14 years respectively and have

I
nvested vast sums of monay in maldng these two, hisforic properties — propertiss with a combined age of

aver 700 years — into beautiful family homes. Neither family has ever had any Intention of moving. However,
your actlons and your proposals are forcing us to move as our homes will no longer he habitable with the level

of nolse, light pollution, air pollution and intcusion.

Even If the road cannot be realigned following the purchase of our homes, the extra spave may allow you to
provide some kind of screening and flood prevention for the inhabHants of i

We now formally request a meeting with the appropriate person to discuss this further, bearing In mind that we
will be seeking full market value and an appropriate lavel of compensation to cover moving costs and the faot
that our fives have been turnad upside down by this unexpecled and indefensible turn of events.

We look forward fo hearing from you at your earliest convenlence,

Technical Director, Highways, Jacabs

CcQl




Extract from A96 Dualling Inverness to Nairn (Including Nairn Bypass)
Progress Meeting Documentation — 16/02/16

B to arrange an early meeting with | to set out the process for reviewing
the alignment. Mini paper required to set out pros and cons. Response also required

to recent letter regarding purchase of property.




JACOBS Meeting Minutes

Kintail House
Beechwood Park
Inverness V2 3BW
United Kingdom

T +44 (0)1463 228 300
F +44 (0)1463 228 333
www jacabs.com

Purpose Consultation with I 5 I
Project A%6 Dualling Inverness to Nairn ~ Project No. B2103500

(including Nairn Bypass)
Prepared by ] Phone No. 01463 228300
Location ] Date/Time 1/3/16 15:30
Participants SN ~ Apologics N/A

I 2cobs QN

A Transport

Scotland
Distribution File B2103500/TR/PE/CO90
MNotes Action

Meeting with NG regarding their request to have their
property purchased by Transport Scotland

1 Il advised that the meeting was being held in response to the request NO
from S (in their letter of 10/2/2016) that their property be
bought out by Transport Scotland as part of the scheme. i} advised that
the purpose of the meeting was to explain the process that would be used
in considering this reqguest.

2 I reouesied that all discussions regarding their requestto |NO
have their property bought out be kept strictly confidential. Jjjij onfirmed
that all such discussions will be kept confidential.

3 advised that they have appointed a transport consultant
who would be able to prove that the wrong route has been chosen for the | nO
scheme. They may wish to arrange a meeting between [N 2"d
their transport consultant.

4 I stated that she felt the consultation process to date has been
handled badly and that the road will make their house uninhabitable, NO

Jacohs U.K, Limited
doc no.




JACOBS Meeting Minutes

Consultation with I
I

13116 15:30
Notes Action
5 Il confirmed that based on the current design, the land owned by Il

I vouid not be necessary for the construction of the scheme. YES
However, in light of the request from I Transport Scotland
would now consider whether moving the road alignment to pass through

praperty would be of benefit to the scheme. This would
involve consideration of the change in environmental and other impacts
associated with amending the road alignment. Transport Scotland would
only consider changing the alignment to run through S
property if this would provide benefit to the scheme.

6 I =csked that I acobs Landowner Consultation NO
Manager not attend future meetings as she believes that Jighas not
heen passing information from their mestings to Transport Scotland.

7 Il advised that it is likely to take a number of months to conclude the
review of an alternative alignment. il also advised that if the alignment i nQ
was not moved then it was unlikely Transport Scotland would be willing to
purchase NN »rorerty based on its proximity to the current
alignment of the proposed dual carriageway.

8 B < ueried who made the final decision on whether their NO
property would be purchased. Jjij advised that the final decision wouid be
made based on advice from Transport Scotland’s A98 Dualling team.

9 I cucried how the assessment would be carried out, and NO
asked if representatives from Transport Scotland would visit. ] advised
that the assessment would be produced by Jacobs and would take
account of cost, environmental and other impacts. It is unlikely that further
visits by Transport Scotland representatives will be necessary.

10 I -dvised that they feel changes have been made to the NO
design to banefit others, and to the detriment of residents north of
Auldearn. They queried if the costs of compensation had been factored in
to the route selection process. i confirmed that compensation costs had
been factored into the assessment, based on advice from the District
Valuer (DV).

11 I 'oied that the Transport Scotland brochure, Guidance on |NO
the Compulsory Purchase Process and Compensation, mentions the
possibility of a voluntary purchase of property by Transpcrt Scotland.
confirmed that this is the option now being considered in their case.
Valuation of the property would be undertaken by the DV, but
could argue their case if they felt the valuation was too low. Transport
Scotland does not influence the valuation provided by the DV.

doc no.



JACOBS

Meeting Minutes

Constitation with

I

1/3/16 15:30
Notes Action
12 asked how many times in the past Transport Scotland NO

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

doc no.

have purchased land voluntarily in the above manner. il dvised that he
was unable to quantify this.

advised that they wouid like to develop part of their plot as
another house and asked that this be taken inte account in the valuation of
the property.

asked about compensation for the cost of moving home,
should their property be purchased. Jj advised that as per the Transport
Scotland Guidance on the Compulsory Purchase Process and
Compensation brochure, various costs such as this could be claimed for
under certain circumstances should land be purchased from the claimant,

Il advised again that it was unlikely Transport Scotfand would voluntarily
purchase N if the alignment was not changed such that
the property fell within the Compulsory Purchase Order (CPO) boundary.

asked about blight. Jjjij advised that if Transport Scotland
are served with a blight notice, this will be considered in accordance with
the appropriate legislation. IR 2sked for it to be noted that
they feel their property has been blighted.

I rciterated their request that their property and their

neighbour's property at S TN bLc shown on
future drawings af exhibitions. Jj agreed to this request.

The changes to the road layout at Nairn East junction as shown at the
February 2016 drop-in sessions were discussed and il explained some
of the reasons behind these. N stated that they feel these
changes call into question the decision made at Stage 2 due to the
increased costs associated with the revised design. ] advised that the
recent changes would not have affected the outcome of the Stage 2
Report, and in overall terms (including other locations where changes
have been made) are anticipated to be approximately cost neutral,
although design work is ongoing.

raised concerns about the impact on prime arable land
with the preferred option compared to other options which had less impact
on arable land.

advised that they believe their house will be devalued by
approximately one third due to the presence of the new dual carriageway.

NO

NO

NO

NO

YES

NO

NO

NO




JACOBS

Meeting Minutes

Consultation with

I

113116 15:30
Notes Action
21 Flooding of Auldearn Burn was discussed. advised that |YES

the previous owners of I Were flooded. They also advised that

the burn broke its banks in 2014.

.. Assign To Complete .

Note ref Description User By Date Priority
Jacabs to consider an ;

5 alternative alignment passing I 1/5/18 High
through G
Commitment made to show

17 & B | 30/9/16 Low
I on relevant future
exhibition drawings.
Note anecdotal information on

21 flooding from Auldearn Burn I 10/6/16 Med
(item 21 In notes of meeting)

doc no, 4




Extract from A96 Dualling Inverness to Nairn {Including Nairn Bypass}
Progress Statement — 04/03/16

Main activities within the previous period

Meetings held with || GczNEG




Extract from A96 Dualling Inverness to Nairn {Including Nairn Bypass)
Progress Meeting Documentation — 19/04/16

Short discussion held on the dual carriageway alignment between Nairn East

Junction and Courac';e, in relation to the request to acquire ||| | |l and IR

noted that recent design effort had focussed on the horizontal
design. Further work required to complete the assessment. ] requested that the
option assessment should be concluded by 5" May 2016.




Extract from A96 Dualling Inverness to Nairn {Including Nairn Bypass)
Progress Statement — 22/04/16

Main activities planned for the coming two weeks (25 Apr — 6 May 2016)

Preparation of desigh development/options papers, with priority to paper for
alignment through H




Extract from A96 Dualling Inverness to Nairn (Including Nairn Bypass)
Progress Statement — 06/05/16

Main activities within the previous period

Assessment papers in preparation for design options at | I 2nd north of
Auidearn.
Main activities planned for the coming two weeks (9 — 20 May 2016}

Preparation of design development/options papers, with priority to paper for
alignment through h




Extract from A96 Dualling Inverness to Nairn (Including Nairn Bypass)
Progress Meeting Documentation — 17/05/16

General discussion of draft paper in relation to || | NG Gz 7S to consider
and provide comments.




Extract from A96 Dualling Inverness to Nairn (Inciuding Nairn Bypass)
Progress Statement — 20/05/16

Main activities within the previous period
Assessment paper issued for design option north of Auldearn.
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AQG Dualllng inverness to Nalrn (mcludmg Nalrn Bypass)_

‘Russell's Wood - Auchnacloich - Penick oo JACOBS

"Alternative Ahgnment Report SRR

Contents

1. 1310 L (o T T P 1
. Developed Preferred Oplion (March 201 6).....c.ccccnmismisrmssmusmisnmssemscmsmnmissnes s ssssssesssaresssessensasns 3
3. Alternalive Alignment (removal of property CONSIrAMNE) ..o vcevcrecrrrcsmrcsnis s ecrseenesserssresesvemesssescerseses 4
4, Comparison of AlgNMeENnt OPtioNS ... s s s s st s me s srnsmmscemmenreen 5
5. SUMINIBEY «avvreirserssncssentonsesncasssmestssss tontsntirasnsssns sansssnmssnt samssnscesas s satsnsssses sanussansens s rassansts st s ies ieasatantsinrssms rasns nnes 8

Appendix A. General Arrangement Drawings of Options

B2103500/HW/0100/RP/010 ii




- A96 Dualling Inverness to Nairn (mcluding Nairn Bypass)

Russell's Woaod - Auchnaclo:ch Pemck SR ' JACOBS

Alternative Allgnment Report

1. Introduction

The Design Manual for Roads and Bridges (ODMRB) Stage 2 preferred option for the A96 Dualling Inverness to
Nairn (including Nairn Bypass) scheme was announced on 3 October 2014 and presented to the public at a
series of exhibltions In October 2014. The alignment of the preferred option, as it passes to the west and north
of Auldearn, follows an alignment through Russell’s Wood and Auchnacloich Farm to Penick Farm and includes
the proposed new Nairn East junction. Following the announcement of the preferred option the design has
been further developed taking intc account feedback from landowners and more detailed consideration of
engineering, environmental and traffic factors. As part of the ongoing consultation process, drop-in sessions
were held in February 2016 to present the proposed developed design (at January 2016) to the public. The
further developed preferred option design {at March 20186) is shown in Figure 1.1.

Aussell's
Wood

Figure 1.1 : Developed preferred option (at March 2016) at Russell's Wood — Auchnacloich « Penick Farm

Following consultation and the public drop-in sessions in February 2016, the owners at Mill of Boath and East
Lodge Cottage requested consideration of an alternative alignment, which removes the constraint presented by
their properties. This alternative alignment would require the compulsory purchase and demolition of Mill of
Boath and East Lodge Cottage, contrary to Transport Scotland’s position of aveiding property demolition where
possible.

Following this request an alternative alignment has been developed for the section of the proposed A96 dual
carriageway from Russell's Wood through Auchnacloich Farm to Penick Farm, which includes the Nairn East
Junction and the re alignment of the B9111 Auchnacloich — Auldearn Road and the C1172 Auldearn — Station —
Brum Road. The proposed alternative alignment and the developed preferred option design (March 2016) are
shown on drawing B2103500/HW/0100/SK/135 contained in Appendix A.

This paper considers the assessment of the alternative alignment, in comparison to the developed preferred
option (at March 20186), with the aim of determining whether this change presents an overall positive or negative
impact on the Scheme proposals.

The extent of the alignment which is considered in this paper is approximately between chainage 23,855 and
28,790 in relation to the developed preferred option (March 2016). The extents of the developed preferred

B2103500/HW/0100/RP/Q10 1



AQG Duallmg Inverness to Nalrn (mcludmg Naim Bypass)

Russell's. Wood Auchnaclolch Penick . _ S JACOBS

Alternatlve A[lgnment Report -

option being assessed were selected to accommodate dual carriageway design and maximise the benefits that
can be realised by moving the maintine south into the Mill of Boath and East Lodge titte. The dual carriageway
design speed is 120kph with desirable minimum forward stopping sight distance of 2856m. The B9111 and
C1172 re-alignments are designed to a design speed of 85kph and 70kph respectively.

B2103500/HW/0100/RP/O10 2




A96 Dualling Inverness to Nairn (mcludmg Nalrn Bypass)

Russell‘s Wood - Auchnacloich - Pemck TR JACOBS

Alternative Alignment Reporf -

2. Developed Preferred Option (March 2016)

The dual carriageway alignment for the developed preferred option design (March 2016) curves out of
Blackpark Farm on a 1,200m lefi-hand radius curve, followed by a 1,200m right-hand radius curve where it
straightens out over the existing B9111 Auchnacloich — Auldearn Road, where the proposed Nairn East junction
is located. The alignment continues onto a short straight through the Nairn East Junction before continuing on a
1,440m right-hand radius to the south of Waterloo Cottages and Bogside of Boath and across the Auldearn
Burn and to the north of East Lodge Cottage and Mill of Boath. The alignment then straightens to continue
along the scuth-western edge of Penick Farm.

The nearest edge of the proposed dual carriageway is approximately 555m from the closest residential building
at Kinnudie Farm; 286m from the main building for Sleigh Landscaping on Granny Barbour’s Road; 78m from
the cluster of properties at Waterloo Cottages; 64m from East Lodge Cottage; 85m from Mill of Boath; 150m
from The Wendy House; 348m from Boath House; 220m from the buildings at Boath Steading and 109m from
Bogside of Boath.

The proposed Nairn East Junction is of a conventional dumb-bell arrangement with two roundabouts located on
the existing A96 alighment at the same level as the existing road. The westbound merge and diverge slip roads
tie directly into the east roundabout and the eastbound merge and diverge slips tie into the west roundabout.
The B9111 Auchnacloich — Auldearn Read continues along its existing route, from Auldearn, with the vertical
alignment altered to alfow for it to pass under the proposed dual carriageway. The re aligned B9111 is located
in a cutting approximately 4.5m deep, allowing for clearance of 5.3m under the bridge deck of the Nairn East
Junction structure. Local access to the Dunbar Recreation Ground and Kinnudie Farm is maintained via local
access from the existing Ba111,

The existing C1172 Auldearn — Station — Drum Road will be realigned to the north of the existing C1172 through
part of Bogside of Boath Farm and under the proposed dual carriageway on an alignment with a design speed
of 70kph. Access to U3164 Penick Road, Bogside of Boath, Mill of Boath and East Lodge Cottage is
maintained via connections from the realigned C1172.

The proposed dual carriageway between Ch 23,400 and 25,840 drains to surface water features SWF24
{indirect tributary of the River Nairn) and between Ch 25,840 and Ch 28,120 to surface water feature SWF26
{Auldearn Burn) at Ch 26,700.

There are a number of minor utilities located through this section which will require diversions, including a small
Scottish Water sewage pumping chamber.

B82103500/HW/0100/RP/010 3
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Alternative Alignment Report :

3.  Alternative Alignment (removal of property constraint)

Following the request received from the owners at Mill of Boath and East Lodge Cottage, the alternative
alignment was developed, based upon the developed praferred option (March 20186), for the proposed AS6 dual
carriageway where it passes through the Russell's Woaod —~ Auchnacloich — Penick Farm section.

The nearest edge of the proposed dual carriageway is approximately 502m from the closest residential building
at Kinnudie Farm; 286m from the main building for Sleigh Landscaping on Granny Barbour's Road; 137m from
the cluster of properties at Waterloo Cottages; directly through East Lodge Cottage and Mill of Beath; 80m from
The Wendy House; 228m from Boath House; 168m from the buildings at Boath Steading and 165m from
Bogside of Boath.

The proposed alternative alignment curves out of Blackpark Fanm as a 1,200m left-hand radius, followed by a
long 1,800m right-hand radius, which continues il the alignment straightens down the south-western edge of
Penick Farm. This 1,800m curve takes the proposed dual carriageway through Mill of Boath and East Lodge
Cottage and moves the footprint of the Nairn East Junction slightly further east along the existing AS6. The
proposed form of the junction remains the same as for the developed preferred option (March 20186}.

The B9111 Auchnacloich — Auldearn Road will continue along its existing route through an underpass, from
Auldearn, with the proposed dual carriageway passing overhead. Compared to the developed preferred option
the vertical alignment and road levels do not require any realignment of the B3111. Local access to the Dunbar
Recreation Ground and Kinnudie farm is maintained via local access from the existing B9111.

The existing C1172 Auldearn — Station — Drum Road will be realigned in the same way to the developed
preferred option (March 2018},

The proposed alternative alignment would drain to surface water features SWI24 (indirect tributary of the River
Nairn) and SWF26 (Auldearn Burn) in a similar way to the developed preferred option (March 2016).

There are a number of minor utifities located through this section which would require diversions, including a
small Scottish Water sewage pumping chamber,

B2103500/HW/C100/RP/010 4
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A96 Duallmg Inverness to Nairn (mcludmg Nalrn Bypass)
Russell S Wood . Auchnacloich - Pemck ' :
Alternatlve Allgnment Report L

JACOBS

5. Summary

The developed preferred option (March 2016} and an alternative alignment have been considered for the
section of proposed dual carriageway from Russeil's Wood to Penick Farm (approximately chainage 23,855 to
28,791). The alternative alignment would require the demolition of Mill of Boath and East Lodge Cottage.

Overall with regard to engineering and traffic factors there is no material difference between the options. The
alternative alignment is slightly shorter and there is no requirement to re align the B9111 Auchnacloich —
Auldearn Road. However the alternative alignment requires a greater quantity of imported fill, which adds to the
already high imported fill requirement for the Scheme and also requires the acquisition of two residential
properties resulting in an increase in the comparative cost

The properties most directly affected by the proposed alternative alignment are Waterloo Cottages, Bogside of
Boath, the Wendy House, Boath House and Boath Steading. With regards to air quality, noise, landscape and
visual impacts, the relative assessment outcomes are positive for Waterloo Cottage and Bogside of Boath and
negative for the Wendy House, Boath House and Boath Steading.

The alternative alignment has increased impact on the Auldearn Battlefield, moving the mainline closer to the
centre of the battlefield. The alternative alignment aiso brings the mainline closer to the listed buildings at Boath

House {class 1) and Boeath Steading (class 2).

With regard to land required for the scheme, the alternative alignment affects a greater number of landowners
with 1 additional private asset affected, Boath House.

The estimated cost differential between the options is approximately £1.75m higher for the alternative alignment
than the developed preferred option.

On balance, the above assessment outcomes do not suppoit the proposed alternative alignment. As suchitis
recommended that the developed preferred option at this tocation remains the preferred option for the scheme.

B2103500/HW/0100/RP/010 8




A96 Dualling Inverness to Nairn (mcludmg Nalm Bypass)

Russell's Wood. - Auchnaclmch Penlck LR JACOBSM

- Alternative Alignment Report

Appendix A. General Arrangement Drawings of Options

B2103500-HW-0100-SK-135
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From;

Sent: 29 March 2017 1548

To:

Subject: FW: Routine: A96 Inverness to Nairn (including Nalrn Bypass) - Briefing regarding

refusal to purchase 2 properties on the preferred option

MOn Behalf Of Cabinet Secretary for Economy, Jobs and Fair Work
Sent: 21 June 201 :

To: R Cabinet Secretary for Economy, Jobs and Fair Work
Cc: Minister for Transport and the Islands; Cabinet Secretary for the Rural Economy and Connectivity; PS/Transport
Scotfand; » Transport Scotland Directors;

: Press Transport Scotland; Transport Scotland Media;
, I A ) Comimunicatons Economy

Subject: RE: Routine: AS6 Inverness to Nairn (including Nairn Bypass) - Briefing regarding refusal to purchase 2
properties on the preferred optlon

Thanks for this,

Mr Brown is content with your proposed course of action,

—[ Private Secretary to Keith Brown MSP, Gablnet Secretary for Economy, Jobs and Fair Work
-

e Scottish Government | St Andrew's House, Edinburgh, EH1 3DG | Web: www. qov.sco
Tel: [ | Email

From:

Sent: 17 June 2016 16:39

To: Cabinet Secretary for Economy, Jobs and Falr Work

Cc: Minister for Transport and the Islands; Cabinet Secretary for the Rural Economy and Connectivity; PS/Transport
Scotland; Transport Scotland Directors; Spedial Adviser;

Press Transport Scotland; Transport Scotland Media; :
SRR ; Communications Economy

Subject: Routine: A96 Inverness to Nairmn (including Nairn Bypass) - Brlefing regarding refusal to purchase 2
propertles on the preferred option

Please find below a briefing to Cabinet Secretary for Economy, Jobs and Fair Work in which he is
asked to note our proposals:

A96 Inverness to Nairn (Including Nairn Bypass)




Routine. However, an early response would be appreciated so that we issue the letters in early
course.

Background

Scotland has received a request from the owners of two properties ([ EGTNGG-
and ﬁof that we give consideration to the
purchase of their properties on a voluntary basis which are in close proximity to the proposed fine

of the A96 Dualling Inverness to Nairn (including Nairn Bypass) scheme. Neither of the properties
are under threat of Compulsory Purchase with none of their land required for the construction,
operationh or maintenance of the scheme.

Transport Scotland advised both property owners, _andF that
we would ook into the possibility of realigning the scheme in order that both of their properties
would be required for the construction of the scheme. Transport Scotiand has reviewed the
design determine whether there would be an overall benefit to the scheme in taking forward an
alighment which passes through their land title and has considered such an alternative alignment,
A review has been undertaken which involved consideration of the relative costs, benefits and
impacts of this alternative alighment compared with the developed preferred option for the
scheme.

The review concluded:

« Overall with regard to engineering and traffic factors there is no material difference between
the alfernative alignment and the developed preferred option. The alternative alignment
would be slightly shorter with no requirement to a local road. However the alternative
alignment requires a greater guantity of imported fill, which adds to the already high
imported fill requirement for the scheme; construction of a new access road to an adjacent
property and aiso the additional cost of purchasing two residential properties results in an
overall increase in the comparative cost.

»  With regards to air quality, noise, landscape and visual impacts, the relative assessment
outcomes of the & neighbouring properties affected by alternative alignment are positive for
2 of them and negative for 3.

» The alternative alignment has an increased impact on the Auldearn Battlefield, moving the
dual carriageway closer to the centre of the battlefield. The alternative alignment also
brings the dual carriageway closer to a class 1 and class 2 listed buildings.

* With regard to land required for the scheme, the alternative alignment affects a greater
number of landowners with 3 additional private assets affected.

» The estimated cost differential is of the order of £1.75m higher for the alternative alignment
than the developed preferred option. 1 note that only significant cost items {including
earthworks, pavement and land compensation) have been considered in calculating this
cost.

Based on the conclusions of the review, Transport Scotland does not consider that there are
overall benefits to the scheme in taking forward an alternative alignment which passes through JJJj

and land title. Therefore, having given due consideration to their
request to voluntarily purchase their properties, they will be advised that Transport Scotland is
unable to agree to this request.

Although it is acknowledged that the scheme is likely to resuit in a number of adverse effects on
both properties, it is not considered that these effects are such as to result in an unacceptable
effect on those who reside in both properties. It is considered by Transport Scotland that the
effects of the proposed scheme are broadly comparable to a number of other properties in
proximity to the proposed preferred option, and that the effects are also broadly similar to the
effects of similar trunk road schemes promoted by Scottish Ministers.



Transport Scotland is meeting with Mand a transportation specialist on Monday 20
June to discuss concerns they have in relation to the preferred option for the scheme. At the

meeting [ NNl 2y wish to discuss their request that we give consideration to the
purchase of their properties on a voluntary basis.

Transport Scotland will continue to develop the preferred option over the coming months and aim
to publish draft Orders and an Environmental Statement later in 2016.

Conclusion
The Minister is asked to note that Transport Scotland intends to issue letters to [ NG

and qinforming them that regrettably we are unable to voluntarily purchase their
properties on the basis that their iand is not required for the construction, maintenance and

operation of the scheme.

Reiards|

Project Administrator
MTRIPS Design and Development Team 3

Tel:

Transport Scotland
Buchanan House

58 Port Dundas Road
Glasgow

G4 GHF

For agency and trave! information visit our website

TFransport Scotland, the national transport agency
Comhdhail Alba, buidheann nalseanta na comhdhail




- @ @ @@ @O

From: TS A96 Dualling Public Consultation Mailbox

Sent: 22 June 2016 15:18

To:

Subject: A96 Dualling Inverness to Nairn {Including Nairn Bypass) - Response to request to
purchase your property

pear NN

Please find attached a copy of a letter that we have issued by post to you today.

AV4674083#2.pdf

Reiards,

Project Administrator
MTRIPS Design and Development Team 3

Transport Scotland
Buchanan House

58 Port Dundas Road
Glasgow

G4 OHF

For agency and travel information visit our website

Transport Scotland, the national transport agency
Comhdhail Alba, buidheann naiseanta na eomhdhalf




Planning and Design — Design Team 3
Major Transport Infrastructure Projects

Bucharnan ndas Road, Glasgow, G4 OHF

Direst Line;
agBdualiing@transpert.gov.scot TRANSPORT
SCOTLAND

COMHOHAL ALDA

‘Our raf:
A98
Dualling/A14670258

Date:
' 22 June 2016

pear I
A96 Dualling Inverness to Nairn {including Nairn Bypass)

Voluntary Purchase of

| refer to your letter of 10 February 2016 in which vou requested that Transport Scotland consider
the purchase of your property at Hs a result of the A96 Dualling Inverness to
Nairn {including Nairn Bypass) scheme proposals. As you are aware, your property is not included

within the land proposed to be acquired as patrt of the Compulsory Purchase Crder (CPO) for the
scheme. As a result of your request, we have considered two options as detailed below:

1) Voluntary purchase of your property based on the current alignment (the developed preferred
option); and

2) A change to the alignment which would resuit in your property being included within the GPO for
the scheme.

Our response in relation to each of these options is provided below,

Option 1 — Voluntary purchase based on the current alignment

Further to your meeting with || lor Transport Scotiand and | f Jacobs on 1
March 2016, having considered your request, | regret to inform you that Transport Scotland is unable
to voluntarily purchase on the basis of the position of the developed preferred

option as your land Is not required for the construction, maintenance and operation of the scheme.
Transport Scotland does not consider that the effects of the scheme on your property would render it

uninhabitable. -

Option 2 — Alternative alignment resulting in _eing included within the

CPO for the scheme

in line with Transport Scotland’s normal practice on road infrastructure schemes, the scheme design
has been developed, as far as it is possible, to avoid the need to demolish residential properties.
Following your request, Transport Scotland has reviewed the design to determine whether there
would be an overall benefit to the scheme in taking forward an alignment which passes through I

Fnd has considered such an alternative alignment. A review has been undertaken
which involved consideration of the relative costs, benefits and impacts of this alternative alignment

www.transportscoliand.gov.uk An agency of B2 The Scottish Government




compared with the developed preferred option as at March 2016, | advise that the conclusions of
this review are as follows:

» Overall with regard to engineering and traffic factors there is no matetial difference between
the alternative alignment and the developed preferred option. The alternative alignment
would be slightly shorter with no requirement to re align the B9111 Auchnacioich — Auldearn
Road. However the aiternative alignment requires a greater quantity of imparted fill, which

adds to the already high imported filt requirement for the scheme; construction of a new
access road to the hand also the additional cost of purchasing two residential

properties results in an overall increase in the comparative cost.

. Otherthan and the properties most directly affected by the
oposed al’iernativa alignment are thed
and ith regards to alr quality, noise, landscape and visual
I

impacts, the relative assessment outcomes are positive for | EGNGNGEINBN- ¢

I - negative for e HREENENEN NN - ! I

.= The allernative alignment has an increased impact on the Auldearn Battiefield, moving the

dual carnageway closer to the centre of the battlefield. The alternative alignment also brings

the dual carriageway closer to the listed buildings at I (ciass 1) and
{class 2).

» With regard to land required for the scheme, the alfernative alignment affects a greater
number of landowners with 3 additional private assets affected.

» The estimated cost differential is of the order of £1.75m higher for the alternative alignment
than the developed preferred option. | note that only significant cost items (including
earthworks, pavement and land compensation) have been considered in calculating this cost.

Based on the conclusions of the review, Transport Scotland does not consider that there are overall
benefits to the scheme in taking forward an alternative alignment which passes through

Therefore, having glven due conisideration to your request to purchase your property, |
advise that Transport Scotland is unable to agree to this request based on an alternative ahgnment

passing through your property.

Transport Scotland will continue to develop the preferred option over the coming maonths and aim to
publish draft Orders and an Environmental Statement later in 2016. 1 confirm that, for the avoidance

of doubt, your land is not required for the construction of the developed preferred option and we
therefore reject your formal request for the purchase of *

| understand that this is not the outcome you may have hoped for but trust the above is of
assistance.

Yours sincerely

Project Manager

www.transportscatiand.gov. uk _ An agency of Bxdt The Scottish Government
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JACOBS

Beechwood Park

Inverness |V2 38W

Unlled Kingdom

T +44 (0)1463 228 300
F +44 (0)1463 228 333

www.jacabs.com

Subject Consultation Meeting re SUBS ponds
Project A96 Dualliing Inverness to Naim  Project No. 82103500
{Including Nairn Bypass)
Preparedby N Phone No. [N
Location Jacobs, Kintail House Dzate/Time 05 Apitl 2018 10:00-11:30
Participants Apologies None
owits {(agent to
Jacobs
— Jacobs
Copies to File 8210300/ THE
thes_ Action
1 [l oave background to the review of the SUDS locations near F
and [ presented the alternative SUDS
locations, to the north of the dual carriageway, for discussiat,
2 suggested that Jj ' initial position would likely be for the
SUDS to remain on the south side of the carriageway for the following:
« Loss of prime land
s  Severed {and less useful
«  Reduces visual and amenity impacts
In the interests of good relations with neighbours |l SR would like
to be given the apportunily to give proper consideration to the relocation
proposal with clarification on a few paints.
3 il asked if the Eastern SUDS access track would onty be for Transport | Jacabs
Scotland or could ] I vse the track to access flelds? Jacobs
to clarify.
4 r ]
- ]
]
]
A
] Jacohs
5 [l queried if the perceived flood risk s just being transferred from south
to north?
noted that Transport Scotland's position is that there Is no increased
flood risk and that the SUDS are there to reduce flood rlsk,

dacabs UK, Limited

20180405 I Vo IR




Meeting Minutes

4 Consultallon Meeting re SUDS ponds
o s 05 Aprll 2018 10:00-11:30

Notes

Action

Bl-equested a copy of the drawing of the alternative SUDS proposal to
present to his cllents for discussion.

Bl oted 5 general concern about the detailed design of the scheme
being left to the coniracior to undertake. He noted that some of his
clients would be more comfartable, and possibly willing to remove their
objections, if some level of clarity and certalnty could be given to their
practical concerns e.g. land dralnage.

W esponded that full details of drainage proposals etc could not be
provided at present but that further Information on the contractual
arrangements and matters of principal could potentially be provided If
required. Specific requirements relating to individual landowners can be
incorporated In the contract where appropriate.

Il requested that the discussions regarding the SUDS relocation be
kept confidential at present.

Jacobs

Note ref Description

User

AssignTo Complete By
Pate

Priority

3 Eastern SUDS access frack be
avaifable for use by [l

o discuss with TS if the -

304418 Med

Bl discuss with TS issuing

preliminary drawings for
consideration by h

30/418 Med




Extract from A96 Dualling Inverness to Nairn (Including Nairn Bypass)
Progress Statement - 06/04/18

Main activities within this period

Meeting held on SUDS ponds at | NN vt Bowlts on the 05/04/18.

Main activities planned for the coming 2 weeks (09 April — 20 April 2018)

Formal proposal for SUDS pond at | N to be sent to Bowits.




Extract from A96 Dualling Inverness to Nairn (Including Nairn Bypass)
Progress Meeting Documentation — 17/05/18

Progress Summary This Period

Environmental Reporting + Modelling

Auldearn Burn culvert design progressing, and also consideration of alternative
SuDS ponds locations.
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A96 Dualling Inverness to Nairn (mcludmg Naiin Bypass)

Auldearn Burn Retent:on Ponds Locanon A JACOBS

1. Introduction

The Design Manual for Roads and Bridges (DMRB) Stage 3 development of the preferred option for the A96
Dualling Inverness to Nairn {including Nairn Bypass) Scheme was completed and draft road Orders published in
November 2016, The proposed Scheme includes two retention ponds; Auldearn West Retention Pond and
Auldearn East Retention Pond, which are both tocated on the south side of the proposed A96 with separate
access tracks provided via the Waterloo — Eastertown — Inshoch Road (U2997), as shown in Figure 1. The
drainage design for the proposed Scheme has been developed in accordance with Sustainable Drainage
Systems (SUDS) guidance and through consultation with the Scottish Environment Protection Agency (SEPA),
which is the regulator for activities that may impact the water environment or flood risk. The Auldearn retention
ponds will manage the runoff from the proposed A96 dual carriageway and attenuate the discharge into the
Auldearn Burn.

EALERELITRIEN I

Brrpside
of faath

ot s\-;.h}y;
Lot

Figure 1 DMRB Stage 3 SUDS ponds at Auldearn

Letters of objection were received from the residents of East Lodge Cottage {Mr and Mrs Bailey) and Mill of
Boath (Mr and Mrs Urguhart), regarding the location of the Auldearn ponds.

Transport Scotland's objection response letter of 23 Navember 2017 to Mr & Mrs Bailey responded to the points
of objection and explained the reasons for the positioning of the ponds as follows.

“The SUDS ponds have been pasitioned on the south side of the dual carriageway to avoid the flood risk area
associated with the Auldearn Burn and minimise impacts on Bogside of Boath Farm, The area of land chosen
for the pond between the U2897 road and the proposed dual carriageway is more badly severed from the
remainder of Bogside of Boath Farm than would be the case for the alternative potential pond location to the
north of the dual carriageway. This area of land was therefore chosen as a more appropriate pond location to
limit the extent of land acquired on the north side of the proposed dual carriageway. As stated above,
appropriate mitigalion has been incorporated in the scheme design in the area surrounding this pond.”

Further, the topography of the land on the south of the proposed dual carriageway, whilst being higher than that
on the north side, is still low lying in the context of the entive scheme and is necessary to be above the Auldeamn
Burn in order to allow ouifall,

A site meeting was held at East Lodge Cottage and Mill of Boath on Friday 26 January 2018, which included:;
the Baileys, Urquharts, Jacobs, Transport Scotland and Mr Fergus Ewing MSP (acting in his capacity as
constituency MSP). Following the meeting, Transport Scotland cenfirmed that # would be technically feasibie to

ADEPIN-JAC-EWE-26700-RP-CI-0601 3



A96 Dualling lnverness to Nalrn (mcludlng Nalrn Bypass)

Auldearn Burn Retention Ponds Locatlon _' SR :_:.; JACOBS

move the SUDS ponds to the north side of the proposed dual carriageway and undertook to present a proposal
to the affected landowner in order to determine whether an alternative design could be taken forward through
voluntary agreement. This alternative design was considered in the interests of positive engagement with local
residents.

The assessment of the alternative SUDS ponds and the potential issues are set out in this report.

2.  Auldearn Burn retention ponds alternative location

The alternative design for the two SUDS ponds at the Auldearn Burn, placed north of the dual carriageway is
shown on drawing A96PIN-JAC-HDG-26700-SK-CI-0003 P00. The drawing indicates the required size of
ponds located in the areas of land to the north of the dual carriageway and outside the modelled flood risk
extent for the Auldearn Burn. For both the proposed Scheme and the alternative pond proposal, the SUDS
ponds are located above and away from the extent of flooding modelled for the 0.5% Annual Exceedance
Probability (AEP) event including an allowance for climate change. This is in line with SEPA technical
guidance. The location of the SUDS ponds cannot therefore affect the flood mechanism for the design event.

The purpose of the SUDS ponds is 1o provide attenuation of the flows from the drainage system to prevent
flooding and water quality issues. The discharge rate for the SUDS ponds is limited to the Greenfield Runoff
Rate (the 50% AEP event) for the footprint of the SUDS pond itself. Incoming flows greater than this are stored
in the pond. This means that for a 50% AEP event the flows in Auldearn Burn are unchanged compared to the
baseline. For events more severe than this they are in fact very slightly reduced.

Access to the ponds is required for future maintenance purposes. This access is indicated and for the east
pond a new access track would be required heading east across existing agricultural land and connecting to the
local road network at the access to Bogside of Boath Farm at the realigned Auldearn — Station — Drum Road
(C1172). Direct access from the proposed dual carriageway is not considered suitable for reasons of road
safety and access from the Waterloo — Eastertown — Inshoch Road (U2997) would have required an additional
crossing of the Auldearn Burn downstream of the proposed Scheme which would have been more expensive
than the access track routed towards the Auldearn — Station Drum Road (C1172).

The land areas identified for the alternative proposal are 1.758Ha for construction and maintenance of the
ponds and 0.532Ha for the access track to the east pond, giving a total of 2.29Ha. The land area identified to
the south of the proposed scheme which could be removed from the draft CPO is a combined area of 1.731Ha.
Overall the alternative proposal would increase the overall land area acquired for the scheme by 0.559Ha,
which is mainly due to the land required for the access irack to the east pond.

The proposed Scheme crosses a medium pressure SGN gas main close to the Auldearn Burn at approximately
ch26600-ch26800. The alternative location for the east pond lies over the line of this gas main where it passes
through the fisld to the north of the proposed Scheme. As a result, the alternative pond proposal would require
a longer and more expensive diversion of the medium pressure gas main .

In terms of the earthworks excavation for the ponds, the aiternative pond locations require less excavation than
the locations in the proposed Scheme. However, taken in the context of the overall scheme this results in a
lower quantity of site-won earthworks material, and given that the scheme requires a net import of material, this
leads to an increase in the earthworks cost estimate given that imported matetial is estimated at a cost rate
higher than site-won material.

Evaluation Summary

The main technical differences between the pond locations are:
»  Quantity of excavation for the ponds

»  Length of access tracks to the ponds

A9GPIN-JAC-EWE-26700-RP-CI1-0001 4
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Auldearn Burn Retentlon Ponds Locailon : R JACOBS

*  Length of diversion of the medium pressure gas main
Tabile 1 provides a comparison between the proposed location of the SUDS ponds and the alternative location.

Table 1 Evaluation of DMRB Stage 3 Deslgn and Alternatwe Destgn for retention ponds at Auldearn Burn

Alternatlve Demgn

EastPond - " v “0n0 | East Pond

Bulk Quantities

Cut 10,014m? 13,059m 1,137m? 1,208m*

Fill 59m* 225m? 181m® 797m?

Net 9,953m? 12,834m* 956m?® 501m?
Net surplus of 22,787m® used elsewhere on scheme Net surplus of 1,753m? used elsewhere on scheme

Access Track Access is provided from | Access is provided from Access would be provided | It is not appropriate to
the 2997, the U2997. from the U2997. provide direct access lo
Length — 27m Length — 16m |ength — 36m this pond from the

proposed A96 therefore an
access track would be
provided from the G1172

Length - 608m

Invert Level 14.34mAQD 14,34mAQD 14.00mAQD 14.44mACD
Land Area (m?) 10,230m? 7,080m? 6,440m? 11,140m?

plus 5,320 for access track
Estimated length of | nfa 130m nia 370m

medium pressure
gas main diversion

Comparative Cost The cost of the alternative design is estimated to be
approximately £50,000 more than the Stage 3 design
based on the changes related to earthworks volumes,
access track lengths and the diversion length for the
medium pressure gas main,

3. Conclusion

An alternative design for the two retention ponds at the Auldearn Burn has been prepared. The evaluation of
the design has demonstrated that while the alternative pond locations are technically feasible, the alternative
design would require an increase in the land area required for the scheme, a longer access track for the east
pond and a lenger diversion for a medium pressure gas main. In addition, the quantity of site-won material
would be lower leading to an overall increase in imported material. Taken together these changes would result
in a higher overall cost to the scheme for the alternative design.

This assessment demonstrates that the alternative pond design is not better than the proposed Scheme.

AJEPIN-JAC-EWE-28700-RP-CI-0001 5
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Extract from A96 Dualling Inverness to Nairn (Including Nairn Bypass)
Progress Meeting Documentation — 15/05/18
Progress Summary This Period

Landowner Objectors
Formal proposal re ms pond proposal being prepared for issue to
Bowilts (on behalf of )

Planned Summary Next Period

Formal proposal for SUDS pond at || I to be sent to Bowilts.




Subject; FW: SUDS Ponds at
Attachments: AY6PIN-JAC-HDG-26700-5K-CI-0003-Auldearn Alternative Ponds PO0-2.pdf

From
Sent: 25 May 2018 15:28

Subject: SUDS Ponds at

pear I

As discussed at our meeting on 5% April, Transport Scotland have been asked to give conslderation to the possible
relocation of two SUDS ponds within land owned by your clients, || [ GG = This is in
response to representations from nearby residents who advised that your clients were willing to accommodate the
relacatian, For the avoldance of doubt, Transport Scotland do not consider that the alternative pond locations
would be better than the current proposed positions, but are willing to consider relocation in the interests of
positive engagement with local residents,

The alternative pond lacatlons being considered are shown on the attached plan {Drawing Number AS6PIN-IAC-
HDG-26700-5K-C1-0003 Rev. POG), along with potentlal access routes. An Indication of the potential land required
for the alternative ponds Is also shown, along with an indication of the land currently included in the draft
Compulsory Purchase Order {CPO} that could potentially be removed from the CPO before it is made, If it is no
langer required for the SUDS ponds. it should be noted that these boundaries are preliminary and subject to further

design development and assessment.

| have provided below some further details in relation to the SUDS ponds at this alternative locatlon, as requested at
our meeting on 5th Aprll;

Use of Access Track

You queried whether | NNEEEEEER . d be able to use the access track to the eastern SUDS pond. Transport
Scotland have confirmed that they may be content In principle for | JNJJllto make use of this track fallowing
canstruction subject to discussion on the purposas for which they wish to make use of the track, For clarity,
Transport Scotiand would intend to retaln ownership of the track following construction.

Process
You asked for further details on the process of acquisition of the additional land, | can confirm that Transport

Seatland would acquire the additional fand through voluntary acquisition should both parties reach agreament, The
exact legal mechanism for this voluntary acquisition would be the subject of further discussian. However, the
voluntary acquisition would need to be complete in advance of the proposed date of making the CPO with sufficient
time to allow the CPO to be amended to exclude the tand for the current proposed SUDS ponds.

The voluntary acquisition would not proceed until after the outcome of the Public Local inquiry is known,
assessment of the environmental impacts of the proposed works and any necessary consents and permissions are in
place. In the meantime you will appreciate that Transport Scotfand will be insisting at the public lacal inquiry on the
road scheme as contained within the draft road Orders - including the existing locations of the two SUDS ponds -
given that there can be no guarantee that voluntary acquisition will be agreed, any environmental assessment will
be satisfactory or necessary consents and permissions granted for the relocation.

1




1 trust this helps to provide clarification. | would appreciate If you could confirm with your clients whether they
would be willing, in principle, to have the SUDS ponds relocated and to sell the necessary land voluntarily, aliowing a
reduction in the CPO area to raflect the relocation of the two ponds. Any agreement In principle would of course be
subject to satisfactory conclusion of detailed negotiation, further consideration by Transport Scotland of whether
they wish to proceed with this change, and the outcome of the Public Local Inquliry.

Yours Sincerely,

Stakeholder Go-ordinator — A6 Dualling inverness to Nairn {including Nalrn Bypasg)

Jacobs UK Lid, Kintail House, Beechwood Park, Inverness, IV2 3BW

Tel | v traishort.dov.scotiproject/agB-inverness-nalm-Including-nalrn-

bypass
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Extract from A96 Dualling Inverness to Nairn {Including Nairn Bypass)
Progress Statement - 25/05/18

Main activities within this period

Alternative SUDS pond plan for || N issued to Bowits 25/5/18.



Subject: Fw: sups ponds at || ||| G

rror I

Sent: 29 May 2018 12:02

Subject [EXTERNAL] RE: SUDS Ponds at | S

owret NG

Date: 29% May 2018

Dez: [

Many thanks for this. I will take instructions and get back to you shortly.

Just in case the question arises, I assume that it is a case of both ponds being relocated or none being
relocated, i.e. would it be feasible to have the Auldearn West retention pond relocated, but the Auldearn

East left where it was, or indeed is this desirable from your point of view?

With kind regards.

From:
Sent: 25 May 2018 15:29

To:

Subject: SUDS Ponds at

. pear

As discussed at our meeting on 5% April, Transport Scotland have been asked to give consideration to the possible
relocation of two SUDS ponds within land owned by your clients, | ENNRNEGTTGTGGINEB -t d This is in
response to representations from nearby residents who advised that your clients were willing to accommodate the

relocation. For the avoldance of doubt, Transport Scotiand do nat consider that the alternative pond locations
would be better than the current proposed positions, but are willing to consider relocation in the interests of

positive engagement with local residents.

The alternative pond locations being considered are shown on the attached plan (Drawing Number A96PIN-JAC-
HDG-26700-5K-CI-0003 Rev, PO0), along with potential access routes. An Indication of the potential land required
for the alternative ponds is also shown, along with an indication of the land currently included in the draft
Compulsory Purchase Order {CPQ) that could potentially be removed from the CPO before it is made, If it is no
longer required for the SUDS ponds. 1t should be noted that these boundaries are preliminary and subject to further

design development and assessment.,




I have provided below some further details in relation to the SUDS ponds at this alternative lacation, as requested at
our meeting on 5th Aprik:

Use of Aceess Track

You gueried whether-would be able to use the access track to the eastern SUDS pond. Transport
Scottand have confirmed that they may be content in principle for | | o make use of this track following
construction subject to discussion on the purposes for which they wish to make use of the track, For clarity,
Transport Scotfand would intend to retain ownership of the track following construction.

Process
You asked for further details on the process of acquisition of the additional land. | can confirm that Transport

Scotland would acquire the additional fand through voluntary acquisition should both parties reach agreement. The
exact [egal mechanism for this voluntary acquisition would be the subject of further discussion. However, the
voluntary acquisition would need to be complete In advance of the proposed date of making the CPO with sufficlent
time to allow the CPO to he amended to exclude the land for the current proposed SUDS ponds.

The voluntary acquisition would not proceed until after the outcome of the Public Local Inguiry is known,
assessment of the environmental impacts of the proposed works and any necessary consents and permissions are in
place. In the meantime you will appreciate that Transport Scotland will be insisting at the public local inquiry an the
road scheme as contained within the draft road Orders - including the existing locations of the two SUDS ponds -
given that there can be no guarantee that voluntary acquisition will be agreed, any environmental assessment will
be satisfactory or necessary consents and permissions granted for the relocation.

I trust this helps to provide clarification. [ would appreciate if you could confirm with your clients whether they
would be willing, in principle, to have the SUDS ponds relocated and to sell the necessary land voluntarily, allowing a
reduction in the CPO area to reflect the relocation of the two ponds. Any agreement in principle would of course be
subject to satisfactory conclusion of detaifed negotiation, further consideration by Transport Scotland of whether
they wish to proceed with this change, and the outcome of the Public tocatl Inguiry.

Yours Sincerely,

Stakeholder Co-ordinator — A96 Dualling Inverness to Nairn (including Nairn Bypass)

Jacobs UK Ltd, Kintail House, Beechwood Park, Inverness, V2 38W
Tl INEGENGGENNEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE .o soolt dov.scotiproject/a9B-inverness-nairn-including-naim-

bypass

NOTICE - This communication may contain confldential and privileged information that is for the sole use of the Intended reciplent, Any
viewlng, copying or distribution of, or rellance on this message by unintended reciplents is strictly prehibited. If you have recelved this
message [n error, please notify us immediately by replytng to the message and deleting It from your computer,

Jacobs U.K. Limlted
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A96 Dualling Inverness to Nairn Telecom Record

Organisation (If

To Jacobs retevant) / Phone No.
Organisation (if
From Bowits relevant) / Phone No.

Date/Time 28/5/18 — 12.45pm

Track Record
Person iD -

Land Plot ID (if
relevant)

Subject SUDS Pond relocation

Notes

Action

acting on behaif of NG - EEEN <o with regard to the emalil

had sent asking for feadback on the possible relocation of SUDS ponds within

[l advised that he had discussed the emaii with INNIJEINM but as yet there was no
conclusive feedback. He asked if there was any engineering reason for moving the ponds.

Mo firmed that although it was feasible to move the ponds, there was no engineering
reason why the ponds needed to be moved. Transport Scottand’s position was that the
alternative location for the ponds would not be better than the current location.

B 2skcd about fiood risk. [lladvised that the scheme, including the SUDS ponds had been
designed to avoid increasing flood risk, particutarly for properties such as_
and Detailed modelling has been carried out, and Transport Scoland’s position
will be that there is 1o reasan to move the ponds in terms of flood risk,

l-dvised that the reasons for choosing the pond position as per the Environmental
Statement were as set out in a previous email, and that the reason for considering their
relocation was in the interests of positive engagement with nearby residents.

-to discuss further with his clients.

Please fill in actions where notes above,

Subject Pescription Assign To User | COmpleta By

Priority




Extract from A96 Dualling Inverness to Nairn {Including Nairn Bypass)
Progress Statement - 25/05/18

Main activities within this period

Alternative SUDS pond plan for | I issued to Bowlts 25/5/18.



Subject; Fw: subs ponds at |||

From:
Sent: 04 lune 2018 12:14

To:
Subject: RE: SUDS Ponds at

Sorty for the delay in responding. The proposal Transport Scotland are currently considering Is for relacation of both
ponds. We would appreciate if you could provide your clients’ view on relocation of the two ponds rather than just

ohe.

Regards,

Stakeholder Co-ordinator — A96 Dualling inverness to Nalrn {including Nairn Bypass)

Jacy intai . Inverness, V2 38W
Tel, | www transport,gov.scot/project/a98-inverness-nalm-including-nairm-

bypass

From:
Sent: 29 May 2018 12:02
To“

Subject: [EXTERNAL] RE: SUDS Ponds at

Our Ref; _

Date: 29" May 2018

Dea: N

Many thanks for this. I will take instructions and get back to you shortly.

Just in case the question arises, I assume that it is a case of both ponds being relocated or none bein
relocated, i.e. would it be feasible to have the || est retention pond relocated, but the ﬁ
Bast left where it was, or indeed is this desirable from your point of view?

With kind regards,

From:
Sent: 25 May 2018 15:29

To: I
1




Subject: SUDS Ponds at

As discussed at our meeting on 5™ April, Transport Scotland have been asked to give consideration to the possible
relocation of two SUDS ponds within fand owned by your clients, — at—. This is In
response to representations from nearby residents who advised that your clients were willing to accommodate the
refocatlon. For the avoidance of doubt, Transport Scotland do not consider that the alternative pond locations
would be better than the current proposed positions, but are willing to consider relocation In the Interests of
positive engagement with local residents,

The atternative pond locations being considered are shown on the attached plan (Drawing Number AS6PIN-JAC-
HDG-26700-5K-CI-0003 Rev. P00), along with potential access routes. Anindication of the potential land required

. for the alternative ponds is also shown, along with an indication of the land currently included in the draft
Compulsory Purchase Order (CPQ) that could potentially be removed from the CPO before it is made, if it is no
longer required for the SUDS ponds. It should be noted that these boundaries are praliminary and subject to further
design development and assessment.

{ have provided helow some further details in relation to the SUDS ponds at this alternative location, as requested at
out meeting on 5th April:

Use of Access Track

You queried whether -wouid he able to use the access track to the eastern SUDS pond. Transport
Scatland have confirmed that they may be content in principle for-to make use of this track following
construction subject to discussion on the purpases for which they wish to make use of the track. For dlarity,
Transport Scotland would intend to retain ownership of the track following construction.

Protess

You asked for further details on the process of acquisition of the additional land. | can confirm that Transport
Scothand would acquire the additional land through voluntary acquisition should both parties reach agreement. The
exact legal mechanism for this voluntary acauisition would be the subject of further discussion. However, the
voluntary acquisition would need to be complete in advance of the proposed date of making the CPO with sufficient
time to allow the CPO to be amended to exclude the land for the current proposed SUDS ponds,

The voluntary acquisition would not proceed untit after the outcome of the Public Local Inquiry is known,
assessment of the environmental impacts of the proposed works and any necessary consents and permissions are in
place. tn the meantime you will appreciate that Transport Scotland will be insisting at the public local inquiry on the
road scheme as contained within the draft road Orders - including the existing locations of the two SUDS ponds -
given that there can be no guarantee that veluntary acquisition will be agreed, any environmental assessment will
be satisfactory or necessary consents and permissions granted for the relocation.

| trust this helps to provide clarification. 1 would appreciate if you could confirm with your clients whether they
would be willing, in principle, to have the SUDS ponds relocated and to sell the necessary land voluntarily, allowing a
reduction in the CPO area to reflect the relocation of the two ponds. Any agreement in principle would of course he
subject to satisfactory conclusion of detailed negotiation, further consideration by Transport Scotland of whether
they wish to proceed with this change, and the outcome of the Public Locat Inguiry.

2



Yours Sincerely,

Sta!e!older Co-ordinator — A28 Dualling Inverness fo Nairn {including Nairn Bypass)

Jacobs UK Ltd, Kintail House, Beechwood Park, Inverness, V2 3BW
Tal. | www.transport.gov.scot/project/a96-inverness-nairn-including-nairn-

bypass

NOTICE - This communication may contaln confidential and privileged information that Is for the sole use of the intended reciplent, Any
viewing, copying ot distribution of, or reliance on this message by unintended recipients Is strictly prohibited. If you have received this

message in error, please notify us immediately by replying to the message and deleting [t from your computer,

Tacobs UK. Limited
1180 Eskdale Road, Winnersh, Wokingham RG41 5TU
Registered In England and Wales under number 2594504




Extract from A96 Dualling Inverness to Nairn {Including Nairn Bypass)
Progress Meeting Documentation — 19/06/18

Progress Summary This Period

Drawing showing alternative location for || N | I SUDS issued to Bowlts
(on behalf of | NI for comment 25/5/18, response awaited.




Subject: Fw: SUDS Ponds at—

From: [
Sent: 29 June 201.8 10;10
Ta:

Subject: FW: SUDS Ponds at

f was Just wondering if you are in a position yet to provide any feedback from—in refation to the SUDS
ponds?

Thanks

Stakaholder Co-ordinator — A98 Dualling inverness to Nairn (including Nairn Bypass)

Jacobs UK Ltd, Kintail House, Beaechwood Park, Inverness, V2 3BW
Tel. [T | /. ir=nsport.gov. scot/profect/a8-inverness-

bypass

nairn-includin

From: [

Sent: 04 june 2018 12:14

To: ‘-
Subject: RE: SUDS Ponds at

Sorry for the delay in responding. The proposal Transport Scotland are currently considering is for relocation of both
ponds. We would appreciate if you could provide your clients’ view on relocation of the two ponds rather than just
one.

Regards,
I

Stakeholder Co-ordinator — A26 Duallling Inverness to Nairn (including Nairh Bypass)

Jacobs UK Ltd, Kintail House, Beechwood Park, lnverness, IV2 3BW
1o, NG | - i 2nspot.gov. scot/project/ag6-inverness-nairn-including-nairn-

bypass

rrom: [
Seni: 29 May 2018 12:02
Subject: [EXTERNAL] RE: SUDS Ponds at

1




Our Reft
Date: 29™ May 2018

Many thanks for this. I will take instructions and get back to you shortly.

Just in case the question arises, I assume that it is & case of both ponds being relocated or none bein
relocated, 1.e. would it be feasible to have the ¥ est retention pond relocated, but the ﬁ
Fast left where it was, or indeed is this desirable from your point of view?

With kind regards.

eror I

Sent 25 May 2018 15:29

Subject: SUDS Ponds at INEGTTEENEGEGEGEGEGE

As discussed at our meeting on 5% April, Transport Scotland have been asked to give consideration ta the possible
relocation of two SUDS ponds within land owned by your clients, || TN -: NN s is i
respanse to representations from nearby residents who advised that your clients were willing to accommodate the
relocation. For the avoidance of doubt, Transport Scotland do not consider that the alternative pond locations
would be better than the current proposed positions, but are willing to consider relocation in the interests of
positive engagement with local residents,

The ajternative pond locations being considered are shown on the attached plan {Drawing Number AS6PIN-JAC-
HDG-26700-SK-CI-0003 Rev. P00}, along with potential access routes. An indication of the potential land required
for the alternative ponds is also shown, along with an indication of the land currently included in the draft
Compulsory Purchase Order (CPQ) that could potentially be removed from the CPO before it Is made, if it is no
longer required for the SUDS ponds. It should be noted that these boundaries are preliminary and subject to further
design development and assessment.

i have provided below some further details in relation to the SUDS ponds at this alternative location, as requested at
our meeting on 5th April:

Use of Access Track
You querled whether-/vould be able to use the access frack to the eastern SUDS pond. Transport

Scotland have confirmed that they may be content in principle for | | ltc make use of this track following
construction subject to discussion on the purposes for which they wish to make use of the track. For clarity,

Transport Scotland would intend to retaln ownership of the track following construction.

Process
You asked for further details on the process of acquisition of the additional land. 1 can confirm that Transport

Scotland would acquire the additional land through voluntary acquisition should both parties reach agreement. The

2



exact legal mechanism for this voluntary acquisition would be the subject of further discussion. However, the
voluntary acquisition would need to be complete in advance of the proposed date of making the CPO with sufficlent
time to allow the CPO to be amended to exclude the land for the current proposed SUDS ponds.

The valuntary acquisition would not proceed until after the outcome of the Public Local Inquiry is known,
assessment of the environmental impacts of the proposed works and any necessary consents and permissions are in
place. In the meantime you will appreciate that Transport Scottand will be insisting at the public local inguiry on the
road scheme as contained within the draft road Orders - including the existing locations of the two SUDS ponds -
given that there can be no guarantee that voluntary acguisition will be agreed, any environmental assessment will
be satisfactory or necessary consents and permissions granted for the relocation,

I trust this helps to provide clarification. | would appreciate if you could confirm with your clients whether they
would be willing, in principle, to have the SUDS ponds relocated and to sell the necessary tand voluntarily, allowing a
reduction in the CPO area to reflect the relocation of the two ponds. Any agreement in principle would of course be
stibject to satisfactory conclusion of detailed negotiation, further consideration by Transport Scotland of whether
they wish to proceed with this change, and the outcomae of the Public Local Inquiry. '

Yours Sincerely,

Stakeholder Co-ordinator —~ A96 Dualling Inverness to Nalrn (including Nalr Bypass)

Jacobs UK Lid, Kintail House, Beachwood Park, inverness, 1V2 3BW
Tel.a—[ www.transport.gov.scotf/project/ad6-inverness-nairn-inciuding-nairn-
byp

NOTICE - This communication may contain confidential and privileged information that Is for the sole use of the Intended recipient. Any
viewing, copying or distribution of, or reliance on this message by unintended recipients Is stricily prohibited. If you have recelved this
message in error, please notify us immediately by replying to the message and deleting It fram your computer,

Jacobs UK, Limited
1180 Eskdale Road, Winnersh, Wokingham RG41 5TU
Reglstered in England and Walas under number 2594504




JACOBS

A96 Dualling Inverness to Nairn Telecom Record

Organisation (if
To _ relevant) / Phone No. Bowlts
QOrganisation {if
From — relevant) / Phone No. Jacobs
Date/Time 5/7/18 10am

Track Record

Perscn ID

Land Plot ID {if

relevant)

Subject SUDS Pond relocation

Notes Action
< Ifor an update with regard to discussions with his client, NN ith

rec.:ard ta the alternative SUDS pond locations put to them for consideration within

lacvised that he had emailed IIEJIIIIE 2ozinst st week but had not had a response

yet.
-advised that Transport Scolland were keen to get a response within the next week or two

so that they could decide how to take this matter forward as the Public Local Inquiry

approaches.

.confirmed that he would push _to respond on this mailer as soon as possible.
Please fill in actions where notes abhove,

Subject Description Assign To User Complete By Prlority

Date




Subject; FW: SUDS Pends at—

Sent: 10 July 2018 14:42
Ta:
Subject: [EXTERNAL] RE: SUDS Ponds at

1 refer to your email below and our subsequent telephone conversations.

I now have instructions from my clients that they would prefer to see the two SUDS ponds remain. in the
positions currently proposed.

If you want to discuss further, please do not hesitate to give me a call,

Regards

Bowla Chartered Surveyors
Bamhill, Pluscarden, by Blgin, Moray, IV30 8TZ

‘Tel: (01343) 890400 : : Fax: i01343) 890222
Direot Line:

E-mail: — : website: wwnw.bowlts.com

]

Sent: 25 May 2018 15:29
To:
Cc:

I
Subject: SUDS Ponds at-

As discussed at our meeting on 51 Aprll, Transport Scotland have been asked to give consideration to the possible
relocation of two SUDS ponds within land owned by your cilents, _ at- Thisisin
response ta representations from nearby residents who advised that your clients were willing to accommodate the
relocation, For the aveidance of doubt, Transport Scotland do not consider that the alternative pond locations
would be better than the current proposed positions, but are willing to consider relocation in the Interests of

positive engagement with local residents.

The alternative pand locatlans belng consldered are shown oh the attached plan (Drawlng Number A96PIN-JAC-
HDG-26700-8K-C1-0003 Rev. POD), along with potential access routes. An indication of the potentlal fand required
for the alternative ponds is also shown, afong with an indication of the land currently Included in the draft

1




Compulsory Purchase Order (CPO} that could potentially be removed from the CPQ before it is made, if it is no
tonger required far the SUDS ponds. It should be noted that these boundaries are preliminary and subject to further
design development and assessment.

{ have provided below some further detalls in relation to the SUDS ponds at this alternative lecation, as requested at
our meeting on 5th April:

Use of Access Track

You querled whether [ BBl oud be able to use the access track to the eastern SUDS pond. Transport
Scotland have confirmed that they may be content in principle for-o make use of this track following
construction subject to discussion on the purposes for which they wish to make use of the track. For clarity,
Transport Scotland would intend to retain ownership of the track following construction.

Process
You asked for further details on the process of acquisition of the additlonal land. [ can confirm that Transport

Scotland would acquire the additional land through voluntary acquisition should both parties reach agreement, The
exact legal mechanism for this voluntary acquisition would be the subject of further discussion. However, the
voluntary acquisition would need to be complete Ih advance of the propased date of making the CPO with sufficient
time to allow the CPO to be amended to exclude the land for the current proposed SUDS ponds.

The voluntary acquisition would not proceed until after the outcome of the Public Local inguiry is known,
assessment of the environmental impacts of the propesed works and any necessary consents and permissions are in
place. in the meantime you will appreciate that Transport Scotland will be Insisting at the public local inquiry on the
road scheme as contained within the draft road Orders - Including the existing locations of the twa SUDS ponds -
given that there can he no guarantee that voluntary acquisition will be agreed, any environmental assessment will
be satisfactory or necessary consents and permissions granted for the relocatlon,

{ trust this helps to provide clarification. | would appreciate if you could canfirm with your clients whether they
wauld be willing, in principte, to have the SUDS ponds relocated and to sell the necessary land voluntarily, allowing a
reduction in the CPO area to reflect the relocation of the two ponds. Any agreement in principle would of course be
subject to satisfactory concluslon of detalted negotiation, further consideration by Transport Scotland of whether
they wish to proceed with this change, and the outcome of the Public Local Inguiry.

Yours Sincerely,

Sta!e!ol!er !!o-ordlnator - A86 Dualling Inverness to Nairn {including Nairn Bypass)
Jac intal [nverness, IV2 3BW
Tel. | www transport.dov.scot/project/af8-inverness-nairn-inciudin

bypass

NOTICE - This communication may contaln confidential and privileged Information that is for the sole use of the Intended reciptent. Any
viawing, capying or distribution of, or rellance on this message by unintended recipients is strictly prohlblted. If you have recelved this
message in arror, please notify us immaeadiately by replying to the message and deleting It from your computer,
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Subject: FW: SUDS Ponds at_

prore: I
Sent; 10 July 2018 14:45
Subject: RE: SUDS Ponds at

Thank you for getting back to me on this, | will pass this response on to Transport Scotland and ! will get back in
touch if there are any further queries they wish to raise with you,

Kind regards,

Stakeholder Co-ordinator — AS6 Dualling Inverness to Nairn (including Nairn Bypass)

Jacohs UK Ltd, Kintall House, Beachwood Park, inverness, IV2 3BW
Tel. | www transport.gov.scot/project/ag96-invernsess-nairn-including-naim-

bypass

From:
Sent: 10 july 2018 14:42
To

Subject: [EXTERNAL] RE: SUDS Ponds at L

Dear I

I refer to your email below and our subsequent telephone conversations.

I now have instructions from my clients that they would prefer to see the two SUDS ponds remain in the
positions currently proposed.

If you want to discuss further, please do not hesitate to give me a call,

Regards

Bowlis Chartered Surveyors
Barnhill, Pluscarden, by Blgin, Moray, [V30 8TZ

Tel: (01343} 890400 : : Fax: (01343) 800222
Dreot Line;
Eumail: + + website: www.bowlis.com




From:
Sent: 25 May 2018 15:29
To:
Cc:
Subject: SUDS Ponds at

Dear N

As discussed at our meeting on 5% April, Transport Scotfand have been asked to give consideration to the possible
relocation of two SUDS ponds within land owned by your clients, ||| | | |l I > NN i s in
response to representations from nearby residents who advised that vour clients were willing to accommodate the
relocation. For the avoidance of doubt, Transport Scotland do not consider that the alternative pond locations
would be better than the current proposed positions, but are willing to consider relocation in the interests of
positive engagement with local residents.

The alternative pond locations being considered are shown on the attached plan {Drawing Number A96PIN-IAC-
HDG-26700-5K-CI-0003 Rev, POG), along with potential access routes. An indicatlon of the potential land required
for the alternative ponds is also shown, along with an indication of the land currently included in the draft
Compulsory Purchase Order (CPO) that could potentially be removed from the CPO before it is made, if it is no
longer required for the SUDS ponds. It should be noted that these houndarles are preliminary and subject to further
design development and assessment.

I have provided below some further details in relation to the SUDS ponds at this alternative location, as requested at
our meeting on 5th April:

Use of Access Track

You queried whether ould be able to use the access track to the eastern SUDS pond. Transport
Scotland have confirmed that they may be content in principle for [ Jl:c make use of this track following
construction subject to discussion on the purposes for which they wish to make use of the track. For clarity,
Transport Scotland would intend to retain ownership of the track following construction.

Process
You asked for further detalls on the process of acquisition of the additional land. 1 can confirm that Transport

Scotland would acquire the additional land through voluntary acquisition shouid both parties reach agreement. The
exact legal mechanism for this voluntary acquisition would be the subject of further discussion. However, the
voluntary acquisition would need to be complete in advance of the proposed date of making the CPO with sufficient
time to allow the CPO to he amended to exclude the land for the current proposed SUDS ponds.

The voluntary acquisition would not proceed until after the outcome of the Public Local Inquiry is known,
assessment of the environmental impacts of the proposed works and any necessary consents and permissions are in
place. In the meantime you will appreciate that Transport Scotland will be insisting at the public local inquiry on the
road scheme as contained within the draft road Orders - including the existing locations of the two SUDS ponds -
given that there can be no guarantee that voluntary acquisftion will be agreed, any environmental assessment will
be satisfactory or necessary consents and permissions granted for the relocation.

| trust this helps to provide clarification. | would appreciate if you could canfirm with your clients whether they
would be willing, in principle, to have the SUDS ponds relocated and to sell the necessary land voluntarily, allowing a

z



reduction in the CPO area to reflect the relocation of the two ponds. Any agreement in principle would of course be
subject to satlsfactory conclusion of detailed negotiation, further consideration by Transport Scotland of whether
thay wish to proceed with this change, and the outcome of the Public Local Inquiry.

Yours Sincerely,

Stakeholder Co-ordinator — A28 Dualling Inverness to Nalm {including Nairn Bypass)

Jacobs UK Ltd, Kintail House, Beechwood Patlk, invemess, IV2 3BW
Tel. —] www. transport.gov.scot/prolect/ag6-inverness-naim-including-nairn-

bypass

NOTICE - This cotemunication may contain confidential and privileged information that Is for the sole use of the Intended reciplent. Any
viewing, copying or distribution of, or relfance on this message by unintended reciplents Is strictly prohibited. IF you have received this

message In error, please notlfy us immediately by replylng to the message and deleting It from your computer,

Jacobs U.K, Limited
1180 Eskdale Road, Winnersh, Wokingharn RG41 57U
Reglstered in England and Wales under number 2594504




Extract from A96 Dualling Inverness to Nairn (Including Nairn Bypass)
Progress Meeting Documentation — 17/07/18

Progress Summary This Period

Drawing showing alternative location for | | | Il SUDS issued to Bowits
(on behalf of | N I for comment 25/5/18. Response received -
preference for ponds to remain as shown.




Major Transport infrastruciure Projects

RS

Buchanan House, 58 Port Dundas Road, Glasgow, G4 OHF

Direct Line:
michelle.rennie@transperf.gov.scot -

TRANSPORT
SCOTLAND
COMHDHAIL ALBA

Mr Fergus Ewing MSP Our ref:
112 Church Street 2018/0004598
Invernsss

. Date:
Highland 101 August 2018
V1 1EP

Dear Mr Ewing,

A96 Duallini Inverness to Nairn l!ncludini Nairn Biiassl

| refer to my letter of 22 February 2018 and Roy Brannen's letter of 14 March 2018 regarding the
A86 Dualling Inverness to Nairn (including Nairn Bypass} scheme and our undertaking to

investigate the potential relocation of the two SuDS (drainage) ponds in proximity to
and _ from the south to the north side of the proposed dual carriageway at

the request of your constituents

Since our previous correspondence, Transport Scotland’s consultants, Jacobs, have undertaken
design work for thé relocated ponds and necessary access tracks in order for the affected
landowner to the north side of the dual carriageway to understand the implications of the
requested change. | can now confirm that we have discussed the potential relocation of the
ponds with the affected landowner to the north side of the proposed dual carriageway through
their agent, Bowlts, including a meeting on 5 April 2018. The landowner has advised that their
prefarence is for the ponds to remain as currently proposed on the south side of the dual
carriageway and have canfirmed that they will not consent to the voluntary acquisition of the
land required to relocate the ponds to the north side of the proposed scheme.

| therefore regret that we are unable to consider the request to relocate the ponds any further
and advise that Transport Scotiand will proceed as outlined in the published draft Orders and
Environimiental Statement. 1 am sorry this is not the outcome your constituents had hoped for,

As you will be aware there are a number of objections to this project which we have tried to
resolve but remain outstanding, and these will now be considered at the Public Local Inquiry into
the scheme which is due to be held later this year.

Scottish Government
Riaghaltes na h-Alba
gov.scot

‘ v
www.iransport.gov.scot >-<




| hope this is helpful.

[ am copying this reply to the Cabinet Secretary for Transport, Infrastructure and Connectivity,
Michael Matheson MSP.

Yours sincerely

MICHELLE RENNIE
Director of Major Transport Infrastructure Projects

Scottish Government
Riughalias na h-Alba
gov.scot

t rt t > 4
www.iransport.gov.sco




From:

Sent;

To:

Cc:

Subject:

Attachiments: .pdf; re SUDS
pond.pdf; Letter- MR~ Fergus Ewing 10th August 2018 .pdf

-’

As discussed on our earlier call, please see attached copies of the issued correspondence regarding the SUDS pond
relocation.

Any queries, please let me know.

Thanks,

Assistant Project Manager
MTRIPS | Transport Sc

hanan House | 58 Port Dundas Road | Glasgow | G4 QHF




Edinburgh
Curlemile Two

2 Lfsiar Squam
Edinburgh EHS 8GL
DX ED119

1 0131 247 1000

f: 0131 247 1007

Glasgow

145 3t Vioent Straat
Glasgow G2 BIF

BX Gwes

10141 274 1100

f; 0141 274 1129

MORTON
10 August 2018 FRASER

‘CG3/DM3/31358/00003 LAWYERS

Please reply to aur Edinburgh office:
Ag8 Team
T: 0134 247 1000 | F: 0131 247 1007

£ a98dualling@marton-frasar.cam

Dear Sir and Madam

A96 Dualling Inverness to Nairn (including Nairh Bypass)
Potential Relocation of SUDS Ponds

We act on behalf of Transport Scofland in respect of the forthcoming Public Local Inqulry Into
the proposed dualling of the A6 trunk road hetween Inverness and Nairn (including Nairn

Bypass) ("the proposed Scheme").

We refer to correspondence between Mr Fergus Ewing MSP and Transport Scotland regarding
the proposed Scheme and the potenflal relocatlon of the two SUDS (drainage) ponds In
proximity to and - from the south side to the north side of the

proposed dual carriageway.

Although Transport Scotland remains satisfied with the location of the pands as proposed In the
draft Crders and Environmental Statement, in the interests of positive engagement with lacal
tasldents out client has reviewed the position of the SUDS ponds closest to_
and !

Our clisnt's consultants, Jacobs, have undertaken design work for the relocated ponds and
necessary access fracks In order for the affected landowner to the north side of the dual
cartiagaway to understand the implications of the requested change, Our dlient has discussed
the potential relocation of the ponds with the affected landowner to the north slde of the
proposed dual carrlageway through their agent, Bowlts, including at a meeting on 5 April
2018, The landowner has advised that their preference is for the ponds to remain as .currently
proposed on the south side of the dual carriageway and has confirmed that they will not consent
to the voluntaty acquisition of the land required to relocate the ponds to the narth side of the

proposed Scheme.

Wa therefore regret that our client Is unable to consider the request to relocats the ponds any
further and advise that Transport Scotland will proceed as outfined in the draft Orders and
Environmental Statement,

Marton Frases W2 [ a fimitad Jl2biEty partnerchip, Rogistarad In Scaland No SQ300472. Raplslersd office; Quartémila Ty, 2 Lister Squere, Edinbuigh, BHI G,
Allst of partiars may ba lnspacied at our officas

Authesed and ragulated by Ihe Financal Conduct Authorlty
CAUSERSICETAPPDATALOCALFWESIOMSIIIELIM SS QLOI\MSHL IVEADOCLMIENTSVE4788954.1,DOCK

CGIDMII1350.00003 1 10fcerin

www.mortor-fraser.com EINTERLAW.




ﬁe ioie ii’is update. is of assistance, and can confirm that Mr Fergus Ewing MSFP and -

have also been updated in this regard.

Yours falthfully

For Morton Fraser LLP
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