A96 Dualling Inverness fo Naim {fnaluding Nalra Bypass) y .
Technleal Note ' JACOBS

Following public feedback on the options preserted In November 2013 and further consideratlon by the profect
team, &l the route optiond forthe Nalm Bypass were subject ta further design development. Design
development for options 28 and 2F through Auldearn, was iindertaken piincipally to address the fallowing

faaues:

Access o loal residential properiles; biisiresses and land was afleted. The dual carrageway design
tollowed the iine-of the existitiy ADE singly carriagaway and given there was rio provislon for focal
access dirgotly toffrom the dual caragoway, allerralive arrangamerits wero rétuired for.numersus
accesses. The propused iual carriagoway standard {which 13 Catagary 7A") requires that enly full
grade separation Is permitted and thers should be ho minor ak grade Junclions or gaps in the canteal
regemnve. ‘

Faraliel accass roatds wolld be necessaiy ta hoth the north and south of the proposed tlaal
catiageway to malntal local acdess o residential praperties and agriculturel fand. '
Properly, businesses and farid to the nenth of the existing AS6 would suffer severanioe Tram the village
of Auideatn,

The only proposed access into Auldearn fram the dual cardageway wauld be from the Nalrn East
Jugistion, ‘This would have an Impact on public transport services whilch currantly anter and pass

thraugh the village.

The deglgn would likely have resulted In the acqulsition and demolition of the properties known as the
Old Telephiona Exchiange, Little Penlak and Courage Ooliage.

The design woulkd have required acqulsition of commurity owned lacd forming part of the playing lields
adjacent to Auldearn Primaty School,

Revised daslgn options (28 gnd 2F) were published In May 2014 and these ape shown on drawings B1667601-
EXHB-2002 Rev 1 and B1557801-MLA-2607 16 2611 Aev A in Appendix B. The main leatures of thesa
changes are summarised a3 jollows:

The revised design optiona retain parts of the existing A88 single calageway for loval accesa in arder
1o mairkalf e Jocation and form of existing local accesses and minimise as far as possible changes
to local access, '

The dua! ¢arrlagewsy would be constructed off-line, thatigh still broadly along the existing AS6
cotridor, with the exleting A96 retalned dnd re-used for lagal access nstead of cunstruating new
paraliel local gtosss roads.

Botwesn Braombank Gottage and the Qld Telaphona exchanhge an overbridge would oany the dugl
earflageway Gver a local road realigninant in order to provide g means for local traffio o access
Aiildearm from the aast and reducs the sevetance of property, husinesses and land north of Auldearn
from the village.

The dual camiageway conlinues of--ine past Wester Hardmulr and transitions 16 sitgle cartlageway
betors the T-unellon for Easter Hardmuir, At this location a cornection would be mada to the existing
A9 dingle carrlageway which could be used for traffle lo and am the east slde of Auldearn; including
publio ranspart.

| Rofer o DMRAB Volurms §, Saclidn 1, Part 1, TR§/03, Tabla 4
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A96 Dualling Invamess fo Nairn (including Nalm Bypass) .
. Technical Note JACOBS

Response to specific technlcal queries
Provide & costing of the Aufdearn section of the bypass broken down irito the key elements

Pravide a costing of the Auldeam sectiotr of bypass assuming that ihe existing section is incorporaled
into the desigh

The cost estimate surariiary which provides a comparisan belween the preferved optlon (optlan 2E) and the
option alang the existing ADB (option 2F) I3 given in Table 1 below (whigh was provided in cotrespondsnce fo
Mr & Mrs Balley in the lelter dated 4 Decerber 2014). Slncs hoth aptlons are the same up to & point ptior to
the Nalrn Fasf Junclion the differences. In costs between these lwo optlona represent the sstimated differance

between these two alternative aptions where they differ at Auldearn. .

As descriaod at the start of this techriogl note, Optlon 2F incorporated the oxlsting ASS into the design eltber as
part of the dual carfiageway of retalnad to provide logal access.
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A96 Duailing Invernass to Naim (including Nairn Bypass)
fechnical Note

DMRB Stage 2 - Option 2E DMVRB Stage 2 - Optiohs 2F

Gost Estimate (K} Cost Estimate (£)

B210RGTO/ WIGT I DUS

100 Preliminarles 21,278,000 21,575,000
200 Site Gtaarsiice 162,000 168,000
300 Fenaing 508,000 495,000
400 VRS 2512000 2,698,000
500 Prainage 6,210,000 £,078,000
600 Earthworks 26,088,000 8,184,000
{700 Fayerent 27,511,000 27,707,000
1100 Kerhs & Footways ‘813,000 842,000
1200 Sigris & Lines 1,913,000 1,949,000
1300 Lighting 86,000 86,000
1600 T8 | 1,894,000 1,841,000
2500 Struchures. 32,410,000 51,859,000
2700 Atearhimadation Warks 2,080,000 2,483,000
3000 Envirenmental Mitigation 1,913,000 1,949,000
‘Works Cosls 125,165,000 126,913,000
Praparalian Costs 9,800,000 9,400,000
Advancé Works 2,600,000, 2,800,000
Contingeney 16,775,000 19,037,000
Ecoriomles of Scale 42,517,000 12,691,000
| Public Utilties. 4,741,000 5,203,000
Employer fsaued ITS 579,000 679,000
| Base Cost Estimata 149,143,000 151,041,000
De-trunking cosls 1,500,000 1,500,000
Part 1 Compansalion 2,496,000 2,564,000
Quaintitled Rigk Allowanoe 8,751,000 8,306,000
Oplimism Bias 40,473,000 40,858,000
Scheme Tolal 202,400,000 204,300,000
Table 1 : DMAB Stage 2 Gost Estimate Summary for Optlons 2E & 2F
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A98 Dualling Inverness to Nairn (inclading Nairm Bypass) JACOBS.

. Yechnical Note

Provive s comprehensive schedule of the desigin departures and envitonmental constraints that you
consider pertinent for the use of the exisiing aligrimert '

The followlng table (Table 2} describes lhe averall constraints which are relevant to the section of alignment at
Auldaarn and the second lable (Table 3) lists the existing-accesses for which pravislon must be addressed and

which therefora provide constralnts. '

A list of dspartures i3 not given as Optlan 2F {which emarged from an onding inftial concept) was developed ta
meel DMRR standards. No dapartures were envisaged duting the DMAB Stage 2 assessment process for this

geetion of the afignment.

Conntraint Dascription

Cver thé 5.4km bBetween the U2997 juriction and the U3038 Junction thate are 7
Junctions with; loval roads; 8 accesses to resldenlial propetty and 11 flald
acoeddes. There are algo laybya and bus stops. For further detalls, refer to
Table 3 and drawing B1887801/5X1/0002 Rev A included I Appendix G.

Land use and propetly | Tho exlsting AS6 passés elose to Boath House, Auldearn cemstery, Auldearn
primary sehool and playing flelds and propenies at Broombank.

The proporties at The Qld Telephane Exchange, Little Penlck and Gourages
Cottagie are lovated n clase proximity to bolh sides of the exlsting A98.

Junoctions and Agcesses

Publi¢ Transport Pubile transport services alohg the A96 serve Auldearr via the junictions with the
B9111 and B9101. _ _

Path Netiwork Core Path NAGT.02 from tha B9101 Info woodland between Moyness Road end
the AS6.

Maadowfisld Enclosure Soheduled Morument looated satith of the AYB,

Herltags
approximately 200m weslt of the Old Telsphone Exchange.

Table 2.: Schedule of constrainls relating to duatling the A%6-at Auldearn
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A9G Pualling Invernisss to Naim {inciuding Nalin Bypass)

Teohnicat Note

JACOBS

Junction 7 Aceess

. Description

Ua‘;;s? Jundiion Junation with the 02897 Walerloo — Edsteriowys ~Inshioch Road
| B9111 Junction Juntion with the B8711 Atchnaclolch - Auldearn Road
| Flefd Acoess Ageass. o land forming part of Auchnacojchi Farm noxdh of the ABB '
Fleld Acoess Access to land forming part of Auchnaclolch Earm sauth of the A6
Fleld Actess | Aceess to land within the ownership of Boath House, narth of the AG6 and west of
the 01172 juriction
Fiold Access Acress 10 land owned by the National Trus! for Scotland south of the A96 and north
& of Dogket HIll
G172 Junction © | Junctlon'with the 61172 Auldedrm — Slalion— Drum Road
Floli Actess Acdess to land north of the A96 east of ihe Junction with the G1 172
Flold Acoess chcéess to land gouth of the A96 batwaen the cemetery and Auldeam Sahoul playlng
e
Fisld Access Access to triangular flel rorth of the AS6 and south of Brdombaak Farm
Figld Access Acaess o Cormmunily land aﬂjaasnt to the playground of Auideam lemary Schoal
B9101 Junelion Junction wih the 83101 Aufdearm ~ Gawdor Road
L2959 Junction Junotion with the U2959 Brodmbank Road provldlng aceess to the properiies al
Broombank Farm norih ol the A96
 Broombank Coitage )\qcess to Broombank Gotlage
Atcess
Field Accoas Access to land forming part of Broombarik Farm horth of the A9
Flafd Access Access g land forming part ol Meadowlleld Farmi south of the A96 (1! access)
Flald Acoess Access T land farming part of Meadowlisid Farm south of the ASE (2" acoass)

Galltws View Access

Access to the property known as. The Old Tatephons Exchange north of the A98 and
appasite Liltle Penlek and Gourage Goftage,

Little Peniok Access

Aveess ta Lillla Penlck south of 1he A9E, adjacent to Gourage Coltage and Oppoalta
the Old Telephons Exchange

Aotess tc. Courage Goltage south of the A96, adjaderit (G Litls Penick and DppOSIlB

Cutirage Coltage

Acgess ) the Qld Telephone Exchange

Colirage Steading Acaess to Gowage Stending, Innesfrae and Oakview, lncluding ac:cess la flelds
AcGass foming part of Gahlles Farm solith of the ADS

U164 Junigtion Jupiclton with the Lia164 Perick Road

Myirend Farm Aceess | Acoess ta Mulrend Farm _
Wester Hardmudr Farm | Access to Westar Hardmulr Farm inchuding farm shop o
Acoess _ o

Hatdmulr of Baath Acoess to Hardmiil? of Boath, Hardmulr and Hardmuir Oroft
Aggass | _ e
Ud03e .junot_kjn ' Junatlon with the U806 Eflands ~ Hardmulr ~ Boghole Rasd

Tabla & : dunotlons and accessns on the exiating A%6 belwesn thi U2007 Waterlos — Eagtartown —
Inshoch Road Junction and the 12038 Ellands ~ Hardmulr ~ Baghole Road Junclion

B2 OBBO0/HW/Q QDTG0




A9E Dualling nvarmass to Naim (including Nairn Bypass) .
Tuechnical Note JACOBS

Appendix A
BI857601-EXHB-2002 Rev 0 Published in Navernber 20153 at Public Gonsultafion events

B1567601-MLA-2607 to 2611 Rev 1 Not previously published
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A9G Dualling Invermess ta Naim (includivg Nairn Bypass) i .
Technlcal Nots JACOBS

Appendix B
B{557601-EXHB-2002 Rev 1 Pubiished h May 2014 on Trangport Scotland website
B1567601-MLA-2607 1o 2611 Hav A Pulilished as patt of DMRB Stage 2 Reporl In Outober 2014
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JACOBS Meeting Minutes

Kintall House
Beachwpod Park
lnverness IV2 3BW
United Kirigdem

T +44 (0}1463 228 300
F +44 (0}1463 228 333
www.[acobis.com

Purpose

Project

Preparecl by

Lacalion

Participants

Distribution

Consultation with G DV &

A96 Dualiing Inverness to Nalmn  Project No. B2103500
{inciuiding Nalm Bypass)
I Phone No. I

Jacobs aftice, Kintall Houss, Date/Time 20/6/16 2pm
Beschwood Park, Inverness

PN A pologies NFA

~Transport
Scotiand, NG -
Jacobs, ST -

Jacobs
Altendees File B2103500/TR/PEEE

Notes

Actlon

Consultation Meeting regarding Route Option Assessment Process

1 The meeting was held at the request of S to discuss the Desigri
Manual for Roads and Bridges (DMRB) Stage 2 route option assessmeint
process, and in particular the feasibifity of an on-line alignment along the line
of tha axlsting A96 Auldearn bypass. In advance of the meeting, a raquest
for information had been submitted by R Cr 11" May 2018 and &
response provided by Jacobs on 15" June 2016 in the form of a Technical
Note {Ref. B2103500-HW-0100-TN-003 Rev, 0)

2 I noted that the Technlcal Note referred to an on-line option (Option
2F} which was considered during the DMRB Stage 2 assessmont and stated
that
alilgnment which is effectively a varlant of this option. Il a!so sought
clarification of what version of Option 2F was referred to In the Technical
Note. | clarified that the final version of Option 2F was the alignment
included in the published DMRB Stage 2 report and that most of the
information it the Technical Note related 16 this version of Option 2F,
Howevar the Technical Note also includes some details of pravious versions
of this Option, which were amended during the Stage 2 process.

Jacobs LK Limited

doeng.,

and U vish to explore the feasibiilty of an




JACOBS Meeting Minutes

Consultation with

206116 Zpm

Notes Action

3 M siated that he would like to see costs of the Auldeam section of
Option 2F and the Preferred Optlon (Option 2E) separated out from the
remaindar of the Nairn Bypass. il advised that the costs at Stage 2 had
been prepared for the Mairn Bypass as a whole, rather than split into
individual segments but that since both options are the same up to a point
just west of the Nalrn East Junction the differences in costs between these
iwo options represent the estimated cost difference between these two
alternative options where they differ at Auldearn

4 I then lalked through the information presented in the Technical Note
which desoribed the consideraion given at Stage 2 to an on-ling oplion past
Auldearn and the process leading to the final design of this option. During
the meeling it was acknowledged that the on-line design development had to
consider access to adjacent properties and severance,

5 I qustied why a significant cut slope was shown extending into
Auldearn Gemetery even though the alignment was on-fine, jljadvised
that betwean the Cemetery and Broombank, Option 2F follawed a line which
crossed the existing A96 diagonally, to avoid the constraints at both
locations, Retention measures would be required to avoid earthworks
encroaching into the cemetery.

6 M 2sked if consideration had been given to providing a bridge across
the dual carriageway, allowing the local road past | EEEEE to be
connected directly into Auidearn. il noted that any bridge al this location
would need to cater for the fact that the new AS6 was to be a high load
route. | 2dvised that although this was correct, the clearance requirement
for & high load route-would be unlikely to have played a significant part in
determining the feasibility of a brldge at this location. i confirmed thathe |1g .
would give mare thought to whether the feasibility of a bridge at this location
should be considered further,

Post Meeting Note: The feasibility of a bridge allowing the lccal foad past

to be connected directly into Auldearn will be considered within
the context of any alternative road layouts submitted to Transport Scotland
as described in note 16.

7 Il relterated her concerns-about the Impact of the Preferred Option on
ptime agricultiral land which is protected under Scotlish Planning Policy.
Il feels that the exlsting A6 alignment should have baen re-used in order
ta minimise impact on prime agricultural land.

doe no,
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Meeting Minutes

Consullation with RSN

20/6/16 2pm

Noles

Action

10

11

12

13

14

15

doc no,

P asked if it would be possible to recelve the design in AutoCAD format
so that road widths etc could be checked. ] advised that Transport
Scotland (TS) could provide Information such as road widths directly if
raquasted.

The route optlon selection process was discussed. [l explained how
welghtings ware applied t6 the various criteria used in comparing tha route
options considered at DMRB Stage 2. il confirmed that impacts on
prime agricullural land were considered as part of this process.

Il raised concernis that the design changes made as part of the design
davelopment during Stage 3 were blighting an additional ¢ properties.

[l advised that she did not fool the welghtings used in the Stage 2 route
option salection process had been applied appropriately and that
environmental impacts affecting humana, and impacts on agricuitural land
should have been given greater weighting.

M steted that prime agricultural land has policy protection and is more
relevant to local people, it should therefore have greater weighting than
criteria such as 'likelihoad of objection’. |l advised that weighting needed
to be glven to the public feedback received during the Stage 2 process. The
balance of feedback received was against an alignment passing south of
Auldearn.

Some of the deslgh principles applying to the scheme were discussed
including the fact that there would be no direct access onto the dual
carriageway and that junctions would be grade separated. gl confirmed
that he accepted these princlples.

[ cuerled how deviation from Scottish Planning Policy is ‘signed off.
advised that adherance to planning policy is considered as part of the
environmental assessment process. It is not uncommeon for there o be
tension between new road Infrastructure proposals and aspects of planning
policy. The Scottish Ministers publish the draft orders and the proposals will
be put to public local Inquity if required depending on the level of objections
received,

MMM oquested a copy of the engineering drawings for the February 2016
alignment. i advised that drawings showling the Februaiy 2016 alignment
are available on tha project website,




JACOBS Meeting Minutes

Consultation with S

20/6/16 2pm

Notes Action

16 W advised that he considers an on-line option past Auldearn was
assessed as part of the DMRB Stage 2 process and it was not clear what
further work could be done on this. Jlll Is to give further consideration to
alternative road ldayouts and may submit a suggestion to Transport Scotland. -

17 It was explained during the course of the meeting that a detailed review of
the on-line alignment along the line of the existing A96 Auldearn bypass
further. to that assessed at DMRB Stage 2 would have to be applied to all
route optlons te maintain objectivity,

dec ng,



Subject: FW: Meeting feedback

From'- ‘
Sent: 21 June 2016 12:28

To: A96Dualliha@transport.gov.scol; -
Cer
Subject: Mesting feedback

Good afternoon gentlemen

First of all | I { want to reiterate our thanks for taking the time to travel up and meet with us
yesterday. Ihope that you managed to catoh your trains home again fast night. I thank you for

welcoming us and for taking notes.

I know that the minutes will be out at some point, but we also want to give our feedback on the mesting,

1. We were hugely disappeinted in the response to our request for specific information. You waited
four weeks - during which time JJJJllbcoked his flights - to send us information that we already
had, with the exception of a few more drawings. [JJ]MElzrcument has always been that the
value of this project is In the Nairn bypass, but that value is ereded to nothing with the vast
expense of then bypassing an already existing Auldearn bypass and those costs could be kept
down. The information requested on detailed costs, allowing visibllity of the Auldearn section,
along with background Information on your constraints, assumptions, agreed standards, et etc,
would have allowed hirh to refinie his own figures on this. In all honesty, ifhe lived locally and
hadn't had to book flights and take holiday from work, we would have cancelled the meeting
hecause you did not provide the basls of what the meeting was about. The polite and considerate
thing to have done, would have been to respond to us in the first week of our request back in May,
explaining why you would not be providing the information. [ personally felt that this was a tactic
to ensure that was on the back foot; trying to play catch-up In a meeting designed to close
down our objection. |l vour challenge to Illto go away and design It, saying that you
would then consider it was not helpful as you were hot prepared to give him any of the necessary
background Information to work with, As a result, | will be filing a formal and detalled FOI request
to ensure that we can continue to pursue our route proposal in an informed way, that works with
your standards. | will also be ensuring that Fergus Ewing is aware of the lack of co-operation.

2. The lack of rationale behind your weighting on prime arable fand In the heatt of an agricultural
commulnity Is very concerning and one that we will be pursuing, alongside all the farmers, until
something Is done to address this, We understand that in an urban eénvironment, the agricultural
welghting would be small, but In a rural economy that totally revolves around agricufture and
tourlsm, It surely should be of the highest Imiportance. There also does not seem to be any
distinction between prime arable and agricultural, In Scotland, prime arable land is an extremely
scarce resource, with only 3% left. The area of the preferred route in particular is labelled as some
of the best prime arable land - indeed, this area has been called the Granary of Moray since the

1




1700s, Contrast that to rough grazing, which Is the majority of agricultural land in Scotland and you
will understand why we wiil continue to coritest - with the support of the politicians and the
Scottish Planning Policy - the destruction of the land on the preferred route.

3. In the Scottish Planning Policy, the statement on prime arable land reads that: "Development on
prime agricuitural land ... should not be permitted except for where it Is essential ... for example for
essential infrastructure, where no other suitable site is avallable;” The key word here Is suitable,
it does not say cheaper, Your high-level costings illustrate that there Is less than £2 million cost
difference between using the existing carriageway, versus destroying prime arable land, but you
chose route 2E, across the prime arable land, as your preferred route. This needs to be questioned
at the highestlevel, In addition, - you started to demonstrate that with some more work
and perhaps some collaboration with Il the existing route could he worked up to a viable
plan and we appreclated your cpenness on behalf of Jacobs on this. However, this conversation
was closed down by ] demonstrating that Transport Scotland is now only focused on project
timelines and not on getting the best fit for the community as a whole. We will continue to
advocate that, using your words, this is only a preferred raute, it is not fixed; therefore, all voices
should be heard and all options should still be live - particularly in view of the fact that so many
members of the community are in support of using the existing A96, as illustrated In the 188
signature petition presented to Fergus Ewing last year.

4. We were hotrified to hear that the process for getting dispensation to deviate from Scottish
Planning Policy and rip up prime arable land has not yet been sought and will not be sought unti
the full road design Is completed and you have got to the draft orders stage of the process, Even
warse, there will be no collaboration with ministers in charge of the environment or the rural
aconomy, hut only Keith Brown will have sight and only he will sign off. Kelth Brown's remilt Is only
to bulld Infrastructure which is deemed necessary by the government, so inevitably he will sign this
off and the whole point of having a Scottish Planning Policy to protect our agricultural heritage and
our abllity to provide for our country will be lost with no proper consultation or debate, We will
continue to work with our politicians to ensure that the deviation from Scottish Planning Policy Is
debated now, while there Is still a charice to halt this seemingly unstoppable, damaging process.

These are our main points that we took from the mesting. In addition, I would like to raise two other points
and explode some myths that wete spoken about duting our conversation:

1. [ vou have a huge misconception that It Is best hot to include any homes that may have to
be demolished in your scheme, | road-tested this theory on several members of our community
after our meeting yesterday and evety person said exactly how and | feel; if you are going
to ruin the homes in which we live, the best approach for everyoné Is to take the house, demolish it
and compensate us fully for our foss to enable us to move on and bulld new lives elsewhare, Yes,
this will cause much emotlon at the outset, but you would give people an escape route, Your
determination to avoid demolishing anything, whilst grounded in the best Intentions | am sure, is
wrong. What you are doing instead Is wrapplng your road as close as possible to people's homes,
turning their lives upside down, causing huge outpouring of emotion and grief for the lives that
they are losing and then trapping them there, with no way out. You are now affecting more than
11 residencles on the preferred route tn this way and people are having to fight to be heard; there
have been no offers of compensation, other than what people might fight for and no one can sell
their propertles. You are condemning people to years of misery. We all fee] that you should
serlously reconsider your strategy on this, Quick paln and then an exit route is always going to be
hetter than a slow death with no alternative.

2. Both TS and lacobs continually talk about those people who are 'directly affected' by this

development as being only those people whose land you are taking and they are the people with
2



whom you communicate. Those of us whose llves are belng ruined by this, but whose land is not:
required are not considered to be directly affected and therefore we are kept in the dark. Can we
please adjust your vocabulary on this one? If you are changing someone's llife In such a dramatic
way as you are doing to too many people to the north of Auldearn, then you are directly affecting
them and we all want to be kept up to date on plans for mitigation {of which there seem to be
none) and how you are going to look after us. As [ continue to tell you, the communication on this
project Is extremely poor and needs to be 'up-graded" dramatlically If you are serious about the
human element of this development,

I apologise for this lengthy e-mail, but | N IM=oc 1 <1 vslieve that you should know what we felt
as a result of our meeting, as this might hot be recordedin the minutes which may be more action

otiented, [ will also be sharing our views with Fergus Ewing who has been very supportive in trying to get
our voices heard,

We all fook forward to hearing frotn you vety soon,

Kind regards




Extract from A96 Dualling Inverness to Nairn (Including Nairn Bypass)
Progress Statement — 14/10/16

Main activities planned for the coming two weeks (10 — 28 October 2016)

Planning for meeting on 21 October, with 5 landowners (in vicinity of Auldearn).




Extract from A96 Dualling Inverness to Nairn (Including Nairn Bypass)
Progress Meeting Documentation — 18/10/16

Progress Summary This Period

Meeting with Auldearn landowners being arranged on request from Fergus Ewing
MSP.




Extract from A96 Dualling Inverness to Nairn (Including Nairn Bypass)
Progress Statement — 21/10/16

Main activities planned for the coming two weeks (10 — 28 October 2016)

Planning for meeting on 21 October, with 5 landowners (in vicinity of Auldearn).

Emerging findings/issues arising
Planning for meeting oh 21 October with 5 iandowners around Nairn/Auldearn,
following Ministerial request.
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Particlpants:

~ Transport Scottand Project Manager
Jacobs Conlract Manager

-~ Jaeobs Stakeholder Coordinator

Edward Mountaln MSP (EM)

Edward Mountain's office)

Jacobs Aoads and Infrastructure Manager

Alasdal Graham (AQ) ~ Transport Seotland A96 Dualling Pragramine Manager

Notes

Aatlon

-k

dacobs UK. Umlted

Introductions
A Thosa present invoduced Htemsslves,
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Maoeting with Auldearn Residents
29710118 @ Zpin

Notes

Auotian

21

22

2.3

2.4

Edward Mountain MSP
Ent starled by ralsing a number of questions as balow.

{s tha route sel in sloha?

AG advised thal 1he Prefarrad Oplion for the scheme was announced in Ootober 20614,
Thae statutory orders for the scheme are dus to ba published later in 2016. AG stated
that Transport Scolland had already recelved feedbacl ragarding the roule selaction
arid allgnment at a meeling dizing the mormifig with Jocal lardoWners and would be
cansidering this feadhack. The allgnment will nol change unleas new evidence Is
identlffed that had not praviously bean dansidered.

.quem'ﬂd why an upgrade of the roundabout al Inverniass Retall and Business Park
had not besit considared. -BXpTBSSEd the view that those at the meeting Were not
Inlerestad in the Inverness end of the scheme and the focus should be on the Auldearn

end,

Whal are the constralnts?

B tated that the conatralnts for the scheme Included existing propertiss, the exfsting
road networls and the need to connect back lo this, existing accesses, envirenmental
constraints such as deslgnated sites (ag Auldaarn Batllefisld), schedulad monuinents,
aecolaplcal habltats (eg badger, olter, ping martin, bats) and areas at risk of flooding
during a 1 in 200 year ovoht.

.stated that flocding in the area Is more Irequent thal once in 200 years. F
expressed the view that the dralnags ponds will not cope with the run-off volurmies (rom
the road, MMdvised ihat the ponds will treat poliution, and attenuate the run off from
the road drainage to tha aquivalent flow that would have come off the site before the
roacl was bullt {the 'greanfleld aquivalent llow’).

Why are the ponds al—upstrearn rather than downslream of hs dutal
carflageway?

-siata{i that this was to ensure they wera kepl out of the flood plain,
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Meeting with Auldéam Resfdenls
2106 @ Fpm

Notes

Actlan

—.sta‘led_ that it appeared simple to provide properly dcgoss — the new dual
carrlageway could run Just north of the existing A96. Illldvised that this would have
required property demolition and the public would expect Transport Scotland to avold
praperly damolitlon where possibla,

3 Other Disgussian

e oxplained the further davelopment of the design which look placa alter the
announcemant of the Preferrad Optlon In Qetober 2014, Changes wers mads o the
désign of the Nalrn East junétion to avold the flood plain of the Auldearn Bun, to
reduce the length of new slde road and lo Improve connactivity batween Nairn and
Auldsarn, pariloularly for non-mototised users,

3.1

a.2 -_exp_reasad the view that the seclion of the scheme betwoen Nalrn East junction and
Hardmulr will becoma a ‘white elephant’. The naxt scheme to the east of Hardmiulr
may never ba bull-and [t would make riore sense to te In at Auchnaclolch,

4.3 All the Auldearn residents present conilrmed that they would be happy if the schems
sndad at the existing AYG at Auchnaciolch.

34 -_queslioned iIf it was necessary to by-pass the exisling A8 Auldearn Bypass and
questioned why an on-line option can't be made to work. He suggested that undue
weight had been givan to the opinion of the Communily Gouncll who did not suppon a
southern optlot, and that the Communily Counclt views wera hot & trié representation
of the views of the wider community.

3.6 AG confirmed {hat feedback received from Gominunity Council's was nat given undue
welaht in consldering route optlens and that all feedback recelved was consldered.

3.8 l<tated that peaple were not given a chance to objecl based on tha (inal design,

3.7 Bl criod when the surveys were done, B cvisod that survays have boan
undertalcen at tha sama lime as the Stage 2 and Stage 3 assessments and get moare

datalled as the sohema prograssas.
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Maaling with Auldearn Resldents
21/10/t6 @ 2pm

Natas

Action

2.5 Why was an alignment lollowing tha line of the existing Ag6 Auldearn Bypass not

chosan?

B:ve = brief summary of the fistory of the schame and the route selaction process:

Iy

i)

iy

vi)

The current work dates back lo 2008 when the Scoltish Government's
Strateglo Transport Profecls Review was publishad. The praposals la
amergs {rom his Included a new dual carriagaway helwean Invernass and
Nairn and a Nairn Bypass,

in 2010, Transport Soolland commlssioned an assassmerit of optfons for a
dual carrlageway belween ifiverness and Nairn, and for a single
cartiageway bypass of Nairn,

It 2011, the Scottish Government's Infrastructure fnvestment Plan was
launched, whilch included a commilment to dual the full A9 belween
inverness and Aberdean,

In Febroary 2012, route aplions for a single carrlageway bypass of Naim
were presented lo the public. Howaver the bypass opons then neaded to
he reconsidered in light of the new commitmant to dual the full length of the
Ag8,

Tha change fram single to duai carrlageway meant a change In design
spaed from 100kph to 120kph and a corresponding Inerease In the road
alignment radll. In addition, In Hght of the Scottish Gavernment
cammitmerit to dual the full length of the A5, a tle-in point at Auchnacloich
na longer made gense as this precluded the consideralion of routs oplions
rurnining lo the-soulh of Auldearn. A tie-in poinl al Hardmulr was therefore
chosen because It allowed aplions to the north and soulh of Auldearn {o be
considered on an equal basls, and allowad for the dualling of the A96 to
confinue sastwards. On-line aptions ualng tha Ing of the existing Auldearn
Bypass were also Ingluded during the assassmant process,

The dual carrlageway route optiens for Nairn Bygass wers Initially
presertad to the-publie in Novermnber 2013 at a series of putlic exhibitions,
The feedbacl from thase exhibitlons was used to develop the dasigh of the
route options {further. For the on-line option the maln feadback related to
properly access dnd allernative aivangemants for properly access neaedad
to be consldered lollowing the exhibitians. These ware ncarporated In the
updateéd on-line options considered In the Siage 2 rouls oplion assessment
raport,

.stated that ai lite Ume of hese consultallons, local residents did nol realfse how big
the impact of the Nalin East junclion would be,
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Motes

Action

3.8

B 10550 tio view that the junclion at the Hardmulr tie4n will ba dangerous, [l
stated that the design Is a consequence of tie high frequshoy of juhctlons and access
on the exlsting A88, that tha lle-In s belng designed to standard, and that junctions
afler dual parrlageway tie-ins already exist at a numbaer of ollier locatlons ofi the trunk
road nalwork,

The mesting ended at 3.20pm




Young, Simon
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Refarence B2103500/HW/0100/TN/0C7 Revision 0

Introduction

This technical note has Heen prepared in response lo the meeling on Friday 21 October 2016 with the
landowners (or reprasentalives) of w

The concarns exprassed by the group of farmers/lendowners relate to the section of the proposed Scheme as It
passes the village of Auldearr (approximately from the location of the proposed Nairm Easl junction at
Auchnagloich to the tle in point with the existing A98 at Hardmuir). They ara congerned about the Impacts that
thls section of the proposed Scheme wiil have on their land and farming business and are concerned that
alternative aptlons have not been given proper consideration,

A note of the meeting of 21 Ocloher 2016 has heen prepared and is attached at Appandix A. This meeting note
racords tha various lssues that were discussed at the mesting afid the resparises given by the project team,
Theae responses and the detall of the Issutes discussed are not repeated here,

The purpose of this paper Is lo conslder the Issties of principle raised by the landowners in relation to scheme
assassment and preferred option selection. The Informatlon presented has been reviewed and conslderation
given to the case for re-examinatioh of the design and assessment declsions to date In relation to this seclion of

the proposed Scheme,
The principle polnts ralsed were:

« Raview the assessment of an on line option at Auldearn, which has not been given sufflclent
consideration

»  Gonslder terminating the proposed Scheme where |t crosses the existing A28 at Auchnacloich {current
location of the proposad Naltn Easl fupalion).

It Is noted that consultation with thls group of landowners has been ongoing throughout the assessment and
design development provess both through public consultation events and hrdugh indlvidual mestings. Dates of
these consultation events and a schedule-of individual meetings Is attached at Appendlx B, A total of 20 direct
face to face mesatings In total have bean held to date with the 4 landownersffarmers who altended the rmeeling

on 21 Oclober.
Assessment of on ling option at Auldearn

The landowners consider that an on lina aption was hot given stifficlent consideration during the option
assessment protess, They censidar that an on line dption watlld have less Impact than the current preferred
optlon alignment, lo the horth of Auldearn, Thay further conslder that the Impacts on agricultural iand and in
particutar the impacts o prime quality agricullural Jand have been glver Insufficlent welghling In the
assessiaeitt process. In addition the view was expressoed that undue welighting was given to the feadback
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received during the DMRB Stage 2 consultation process with regard to concerns over routes to the south of
Auldeam.

A review has been undertaken of the assessment and design development worl uridertaken during DVMRB
Stage 2 and which Informed the option selection pracess. A number of key points in relation to the consideration
of an oh line aptioh are noted below. The full details of the assessment are set out in the DMRB Stage 2 Report.

An online aption In principle (Option 2F) was carefully considered during the oplion salection process. This was
presented to the public (along with a2 number of other options) at a pubilc consultation event in November 2013,
A number of key considerations Identified during the opfion development phase are noted below:

»  Conslderatlon of access to local residentlal properties, businesses and land. The dual carrlageway
design followed the line of the existing A6 single carrlageway and given that there is ho local access
permitted directly to/from the dual carriageway, alternative arrangements were required for numerous
accesses. The proposed dual carriageway standard (Category 7AY) requires full grade separation of
junctions with no minor at grade Junctions or gaps in the central raserve.

»  Parallel access roads would be necessary to both the north and south of the proposed dual
carriageway to malntain local access fo residentlal properties and agricultural fand.

= Property, businesses and land to the north of the existing A96 would suffer severance from the vilfage
of Auldearn,

»  The only proposed access ihto Avidearn from the dual cariageaway would be from the Nalrh East
Junction, This would have an impact on public transpoit services which currently enter and pass
through the village,

»  The design would llkely have resuited in the acquisitioh and demoalition of 3 residential properties.

«  The design would hava reguired acqulsition of community owned land forming part of the playing felds
adjacent to Auldearn Primary Schoal,

Further Information summarlsing the existing constraints and accesses along the existing A96 Is Included at
Appendix G,

It Is hoted that an on line option was also considered for the section of the route between Inverness and Nairh
and similar constralnts presented themselves as are identifled at Auldearn. The preferred optioh Is off fine
betwean Inverness and Nairn arid the existing A96 single cartiageway Is proposed to be largely retained to
provide local access, similar In princlple to the preferred option at Auldearn.

Furthar development of an onling optlon was undertaken to address the constraintsfisstios noted abiave and an
online option represented by revised. design options (2B and 2F) was published in May 2014. The main features
of these changes are summmarised as follows!

«  The revised design options retain parts of the existing A96 single carriageway for local access in arder
to maintaln the location and form of exlsting local accesses and minimise as far as possible changes
to local acgess.

*»  The dual carriageway would be constructed off-line, though still broadly along the existing A96
carridor, with the exlsting Ag6 retalned and re-used for local access nstead of canstructing new
parallel local access roads,

»  Between Broombark Cottage and the Old Telephone exchange an overbridge wouid carry the dual
carriageway over a local road realignment n order to provide a means for lo¢al traffic to access
Auldearn from the east and reduce the severance of property, businesses and land north of Auldeam

frofvi the village,

{ Refer lo DMRE Valuma 6, Sectlon 1, Pagd 1, TD9/93, Tabla 4
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+  The dual catrfageway continues off-line past Wester Hardmuir and trapsitions to-single ¢artlageway
before the T-junction far Easter Hardruir, At this location & aonnection wouild e made to the existing
A8 single carriageway which could be used for traffic to and from the east side of Auldearn, ncluding
public transpott,

Option 2F was considered alohgside a number of other aptions and In the same leva| of detall as other options.
On balance option 2F was assessed to have greater lmpacts or fewer bensfits than the prefarrad optieh {option
2E), The full assessment and consideratioi of optionis Is set out In the DMRE Stage 2 Report.

Ih the assessment &fthe options, the cost estimate for aptions 2Ean‘d 2F were similar; In the oplion
assesstnient the-anline eption (2F) was considered marginally better in relation to ENVE ‘Comriunity and Private
Assets (inoluding Agrieulture and Ferastry) biut was considered to be poorer fn the following areas!

SAF2 - Safety of non-matorised users dite to the interface belween motorised and non-motorised users
along the A96 corridar through Auldearn. ;

ENV2 — Nolse and vibration.

ENV6 — Road drainage ahd the water ehvironment dus to the proximity to the Tributary of the Auldearn
Buirn at Meadowfleld,

ENV7 - Cuitural Herltage due to the impact on the Meadowfield Enclosure.

ACG1 ~ Effect on All Travellers due fo the impact on the path netwark i the vicinity of the village anhd the
réliforasmeant of the severarice between Auldearn and Boath House, Broombank and land noith of
Auldearn for matofised and non-motorlsed users.

01 - Promotable/deliverable through statutory process based on the public feedback received followlng tha
November 2013 public consullation.

02 ~ Disruption on the local communlty during constriction,

03 -~ Operatlonal resillence.

{Note: references such as 'ENVE' denate speciflo assessment categotles undareach 'main criteria’)

It Is acknawledged that Option 2E (the prefetred aptiori) Is riot the best performing option with regard to all of the
individual assessment criteria. No single agtién petforms better than others for every assessmant arltetla, On
balafice, acrass the full range of assessment oriteria, Option 2E femalns the best performing option. No new
information was prasantsd by the landowners, at the mesting on 21 October which would changeé the
assessment.

The welghting arid consideratlon of the Impacts In relation to agrioyltural land, prime quality agricultural larid and
the assesstient of feedbask receivéd during the consultation process ara particular lssues of cencern ralsed at
the meeting, Professional judgeriisiit was applled to the assessment process and whether any particular factor
should be given greaterweighting than another: A balanced approach was taken and each df the ‘maln oriteria’
was given equal weighting,

Impaict oh agricultural land and on prime quality agticuitural {and was not given any additional welghting, when
campared to otfier shvironmental oflterla under the ‘Enviranment/Sustaliablity' main heading, Areas-of total
land, agricultural Jand and prime quality agricyltural land were meastred based on the footprint of each option

and were Used to rank the options In terms of assessed impact, Option 2F {on Iine option at Auldeatn) had the

least impact in ralation to-this particular asseasiment categary. Note the gssessrmant telates to the whole;aption -
under consideration, not solely the saction of the route past Auldeam,

The.welghtings hiave baén reviewed and a number of sansitlvity tests undertaken 1o assess the Impast of the
assumptians made with ragatd to welghting of assessment criteria, If tha ‘main atitaria’ covering

prometionfconstructabllity/operational resiflence Is réimoved from the assassment process, option 2E remalns
the preferred ofition Hut the relative gap to.optlon 2@ (south of Alldearh).and 2F (oh fine past Auldearn)

narrows, Applying a further test, increasing the weighting of 'Agriculture’ from 1 to 20 polnts {ie overall from 1%
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to 17% of the overall option assessment scors) and including only conslderation of prime quality agricultural
land area (rather than total agrictiltural land) results in the prefarred option changing from option 2E to 2G
{option satth of Auldearn). This change In welghting is slghificant and is not considered to represent a
reasonable balance of assessment factors, it also does not change the preferred option to an on line option,

Proposed Scheme to terminate at current Nairn East junction location

Tha proposal to terminate the Scheme at Auchnagloich rather than at the proposed extent at Hardmuir has
been reviewed, This would reduce the overall scheme length by approximately 5km,

The Scottish Government fs committed to completing the dualling of the A96 between Inverness and Aherdesh
by 2030 and has recently awarded a contract to cairy out routé option assessment and detailed design work for
dualling the 28-mile western saction of the A96 between Hardmuir and Fochabers,

The section between Auchnacloich and Hardmulr was fully considered as part of DMRB Stage 2 for the
Inverness to Nairn (Inciuding Nairn Bypass) scheme and the findings set out In the DMRB Stage 2 report which
was published at the time of the announcement of the preferred option In Qotober 2014, This assessment fully
cansidered the Engineering, Environmental and Econamic factors and included full consideration of the impact
on agricultural land use alang with all other environmental factors.

The proposed Scheme extent at Hardmuir was selected to allow comparison of route options (basaed on a high
standard {category 7A) dual carrlageway) past Auldeam to the north, south or on line, on a like for like basis
and provide a sultable connection to the next section of A96 dualling, eastwards from Auldearn. if the current
proposals wére to tertninate at Auchnacloich the future consldaration of options past Auldearn could not
reasenably cohslder options ta'the south, and the junction strategy would riged to be re-assessed to provide g
stitable te In point rather than a grade separated junction, Further cansuitation would need to be Undertaken as
this wouild be a significant change to the optlons presented fo date. This could introduce uncertainty about the
robustness of the whole roule option assessment process, All aspects of the assessment, including
sngineering, environmental and trafflc ahd economic factors would need to be reviewad and updated,

Conclusion

[t Is not dispited that there will be Impacts on the 4 farins represented at the meefing of 21 Oclaber 2016, The
landowners have exprassed their concerns through canstiitation meetings and further articulated at the meeting
of 21 October 2018, The Issues raised. during consultation mesetings hava been considered and adjustments
made where possible. [mpacts have been mininilsed in so far as Is possible through design development, such
as to follow field boundarles and provide sultable alternative access. Fult conslderation of the impacts on the 4
farms will be reported in the Environmeiital Statement to be published alongside the draft Orders.

Having re-sxamined the issues ralsed, we ramain of the view that, the assessmant conclusions remain robust
and no new Information has come to light which would result In a change to the conciustons from October 2014,
when the preferred oplion was announced, The IssUes raised by the farmers are acknowledged and it is
accepted that Option 2E (the preferred option) Is not the best performing option with regard to all of the
individual assessment criteria. No single option performs belter than others for every assessment criteria. On
balance, across the full range of assessmant criterfa, Option 2F remains the best perfarming option, No new
Information was preseénted by the lanidoiwners, &t the meeting on 21 October that would affect the assessment
outcome, We do not consider that further assessment work s required in relation to tha on iine eptlon and we
consider that the preferred option selection process was robust and falrly halanced,

Conslideration has been given to the principie of terinating the proposed Scheme at Auchnaclolch {atthe
proposed Nalrn East junction locatlon), which stops the proposed dual carrlageway approximately Bkm short of
the current tie in polnt to the sast of Auldearn. Full conslderation of this proposal wotild delay the current
programme by a minimum of 8 months; potentially slgnificantly longer If we had to revisit the Stage 2 route
options assessiment due to change In scheme extents and the Ministerlal cormitment to publish draft orders by
the end of 2016 would not be met,
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if the current proposals were to terminate at Auchnacloich the future conslderation of options past Auldearn
could not reasonably consider options to the south, the junction strategy would need to ba re-assessed to
provide a suitablé tle in point rather than a grade separaled Junction and this could call in to question the
Scollish Gavemimieht commitment to & dual carlageway connecting Invemess and Abieidesan by 2030,

Further consultation would need to ba undsitaken as this would be a'significant change to the options
presented fo date. This could introduce uncertalnty about the robustness of the whiole route option assessment
process and potentially pose difflulties during any public lcal inquiry, All aspects of the assessment, including
englineerlng, ehvironimehtal and traffic and economic factors wauld need to be reviewed and updated.
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Appendix A - Notes of Meeting, 21 October 2016
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Appendix B - Consultation Summatry

The following Is a general summary of the consultation undertaken during the DMRB Stage 3 Scheme
assessment, A detalied schedule of the Individual meetings with the 4 landowners, who were prasent at the

meoting on 21 October 2018, Is also Included.
« Jacobs appolnted to undertake the DMRB Stage 3 schems deslgn and assessment In May 2015,

«  June 2016 held meetings with 5 propsrly owners who had ralsed concerns about the Preferrad ‘Option
as announced In Oclober 2014,

« Thereafter first rourid of detailed meetings commenced, with all landowners considered likely to be
affected by the GPO and other property owners In vary close proximity to the proposed scheme,
Meelings commenced in July and ongoing to October 2016.

Datalled consuitation has conlinued throughout the Stage 3 work, with a total of about 300 meelings
completed to date, Most landowners affected by the CPO have had 3-4 meetings each during this

patiod.

«  Consuitation with the wider communlty during Stage 8 has included:
Maet the Team svent In August 2015
Public Drop-In Sesslon in February 2016
Communily Counell Forums in March 2016.

« The feedback recelved thraughaut these meatings and public consultations has been taken on board
and used In dsveloping the design and In Inferming the assessment process. Examples of how this
feadback has influenced the design ranges frarn small detalis such as the positions of field accesses to
mora noticeable changes to the alignment in specliic {ocations, Including between Skene Park and

Nalrn Esist Junction and between Penick and Hardmulr.

» It has not been possible in every case to make changes to the design as stiggested by landowners and
others, Suggested changes are consldered 6h & case by case basls, within a balanced assessment

process,

Face lo face consultation meetings with the fandowners of &
I

e fisted In Table BY below.
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Table Bf
Face to faoce consuliation meetings | Hinnudie Farm Auchnacloich Penick Farm Bogside of

Farm Boath

May 2014 (met to discluss design 28/05114

changes following feadback after

November 2013 public exhibition)

Juné 2015 (et to discuss prefeifed 2310616

option 4

July 2015 {initlal consultation with 29107118 2810716 28/07115 28107116

prefarred oplion Stage 2) _

Decernber 2015 {(January design 16/12/15 0i/12/15 2112115

release bofore Fabruary 2016 public

exhibilions)

January 2016 (January design release 11/02M86 11/01116 11/01H6

before Fabruary 2016 public

axhibitions)

March 2016 08/03/16

Aprll 2016 {March Deslgn Releasa) a7/04/16 28f04He 13/04/16 11/03/16

May 2016 {Current Design Releasa} 26/05M5

Farm Business Stirvey 23/0316 28/04/18 13/04/18 aelodria

Total face to face meetings T & 4 4
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The following table (Table G1) desciibes the averall: consiraints which are relevant to the section of alighment at
Alildearn and the second table (Table G2) lists the existing accesses for which. provlslcn misst be addressed
and which therefore provide constrainis.

The princlpla of an on line option was presented as Optioh 2F, at DMRE Stage 2 (this option energed from an
online inltial concept) and was developed te meet DMRB standards. No departures were: anvlaaged during the
DMRE Stage 2 .asgessimaent process foi this section of the alighment.

Constraint

Junctlons and Accesses

Description

Over the 6.4km between the U2997 [uriction and the U3036 Junction thete are 7
junctions with local roads, 8 accesses to résidentlal property and 11 fisld
dccesses, There ara also laybys and bus stops, Forfurther detalls, referto
Table G2,

Land use-and properly

The exlsting A96 passes close to Boath House, Auldearn cemetery, Auldearn
primary school and playing flelds and propertles at Breombank.

The propertles at The Old Telephone Exchange, Little Penick and Courage
Caltage afe located in close proximily to both sides of the existing. A96.

Publlc Transport

Public transport services along the A96 serve Auldearn via the junctions with
the B9114 and B9101,

Path Network

Gore Path NAQ1,02 from the B9101 Into woedland between Moyness Road and
the Ag6.

Heritage

Meadowfield Ediclosure Schedulsd Monument locatéd south of the A98,
{ approximately 200m west of the Old Telephohe Exchange.

Tdble C1: Schedule of constraints relating to dualling the A98 at Auldearn

Junction / Aceess Description

2997 Junction Junction with the U2997 Waterloo —~ Eastettown ~Inshoch Road
B9111 Junction Jungtion.with the B9111 Auchnaclolch —Auldear Road
Fleld Acoess Access fo land foriming part of Auchnacloioh Farm north of the A98
Fleld Access Access to land forming part of Auchnagloleh Fam south of the A6
Field Access | Access to land within the ownership of Boath House, north of the A96 and west of
the 61172 junction
Flald Atcess Access.to land owned by the Natlonal Tiust for chtland souih of the ASE and
hotth of Dooket Hil
C1172 Junation Junction with the C1172 Auldearn ~ Station ~ Ditim Road
| Field Access Accass to land rorth of the A96 east of the Junclion with the C1172
Field Access Access to land south of the A96 between the cemetery and Auldearm Schodl
playing fleld
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Janction / Access

Fleld Access

_._Acéesa to-kﬁgﬁguiér‘ fleld north of'tﬁe AZ6 and south of Braombank Fam

JACOBS

Description

Field Access Access to Community land adjacent to the playground of Auldearn Primary School
B8101 Junction Junction with the Ba101 Auldearn — Cawdor Road
U2959 Junction Junction with the U2659 Broombank Road providing aceess to the properties at

Broombank Farm north of the A96

Broembank Caotlage
Access

Access to Broombank Coltage

Fiefd Acdes's Access [o Jand forming part of Broambank Farm nerth of the AS6
Field Access Access,' to land farming part of Meadowfield Farm south of the ASG (1% access)
Fleld Access Access to land forming part of Meadowfleld Farm south of the A96 (21 access)

Gallows View Access

Access to the property known as The Old Telephone Exchange north of the A6
and opposite Little Penick and Courage Cotlage

Little Penick Access

Access to Little Penlck south of the ASE, adjacent to Courage Cottéga and
opposlta the Old Telephone Exchange

Colrage Coltage Access to Courage Cottage south of the A96, adjacant to Litile Penick and
Access opposite the Old Telephone Exchange

Courage Steading Access to Coufage Steading, Innesfres and Oakilew, includirig access to fields
Access forming part of Garblles Farm south of the A28

L3164 Junction Junation with the 1J3164 Penick Road

Muirend Farm Accass

Access to Mulrend Farm

Wester Hardmuir Farm

Access to Wester Hardmuir Farm including farm shop

Access

Hardnuir of Boath Access to Hardmulr of Boath, Hardmulr and Hardmulr Croft
Access

13038 Juhetion Junction with the 13038 Ellands — Hardmulr ~ Boghole Road

Tahble C2: Junctions and accesses on the exlsting AS6 hetween the U2997 Waterlao — Eastertown
Inshoch Road Junction and the U3038 Eliands — Hardmuir — Boghole Road Junctlon
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Cabinet Secretary for Economy, Jubs and Falr Work

DG Ecohomy; Brannef R chy);—Cnmmunic,ations Econemy;
PS/Transport Scotland; Transport Seotland Directors; Transport

Scotland Media;

Press Transport Scotland
Urgeht - A96 Dualling Inverness to Naim including Nalrn Bypass

Further to Mr Brown's diseusslon with Michelle Rennie on Wednesday pleass find attached submission
regarding the A96 Dualling Invetniess to Nairn (including Nalrn Bypass) and recent correspandence from
Mr Ewing, in his capacity as a constituency MSP, on behalf of some of his constituents,

| have provided below a summary of the buliet points in the submission for ease of use by Mr Brown.

Regards
Alasdalr

TEEL
i

AY6 Dualting
Invernass to Nai..

A98 Dualling Inverness to Nairn (including Nairn Bypass)

Transport Scotland has undertaken a review of the route options assessment undertaken during 2013/2014
and also given consideration to the proposal to terminate the scheme early at the Naim East Junction

between Nalrn and Auldeam. The following hullet points summarise the key findings:

Route Options Asgessment

« Having re-examined the concerns ralsed, Transport Scotland remains of the view thal the route
options assessment cohclusions remain rabust and no new information has come to light which
would result in a change to the conclusions from October 2014, wheh the preferred optlon was
announcad. As with any trunk road scheme we have to balance the impact on local communities
alongside engineerlng and environmental constralnits and apply unblased professional judgement to
the assessimient process. Transport Scotland considers that the preferred option selection process

was robust and balanced fairly,

Impact of Termination at Nairn East Junction ‘

+ The Scottish Government has giveh a commitment to dual the A96 between [nverhess and Aberdeen
by 2030 and the A96 Dualling Inverness to Nair (including Nairn Bypass) scheme forms part of that
commitment, Terminating the Nairn Bypass eatly would bring into question the commitment to dual
the entire route with reute options assessment work already underway on the next section between
Hardmuir and Fochabers (£50m design contract awatded In June).

By terminating the preferred option early, a new option would be created which wasn't assessed
during the DMRB Stage 2 route optichs assessement and therefore not evaluated as-an option in Its
own right, As the DMRB assessment Is extensive, covering enviranmental, engineering, traffic and
economic matters any deviation from the preferred option would not have been assessed In the same

way. _
1




« As such if the preferred option was to be terminated early the route options assessment process
would need to be revisited (along with further consultation on all options), followed by development
and asssssment of the preferred option identified before we would be in a position to prepare draft
Orders. |t is llkely this proposal would delay the ourrent programme of publishing draft Orders in the
next few weeks by approximately 2 years, potentially even longer, with some abortive preparation
expenditure since 2013, This would introduce a slgnificant delay to the commitment to publish draft
Orders later this year and would pose a risk to the commitment to dual the AS8 between Inverness
and Aberdeen by 2030. [n addition if this change was introduced there is a risk this could be viewed
as setting a precedent and could result in further requests from landowners for changes in other
sections of the scheme or the wider A86 Dualling Programme.

+ Given the total size of the scheme (31km) it s almost certain that a public local inquiry will be
required to consider objections irrespective of objections from the four directly affected landowners to
the north of Auldearn. A public local Inquilry reporter will consider all objections submitted but not
withdrawn before submitting conclusions and recommandations on the proposed scheme to the
Scoltish Ministers for thelr consideration. A public local inquiry is the correct forum to consider
statutory objections to the scheme.

izl
Alasdalr Graham
Head of Destgn Team 1 and 3

Maljor Transpoit Infrastrueture Projecls

Transport Scotland
Buchanan House

58 Port Dundas Road
Glasgow
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For agency and travel information visit otir website
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~ From: Alasdair Graham
MTRIPS, Transport Scotiand
11 November 2016

Cabinet Secretary for Economy, Jobs and Falr Work
A96 DUALLING INVERNESS TO NAIRN {INCLUDING NAIRN BYPASS)

Purpose

1. To seek agreement on Transport Scotland's recommendation following a
request to reconsider the route options assessment work and extent of the proposed
Nairn Bypass; and agreement that Transport Scotland can publish draft Orders for
the preferred scheme,

Priority

2. Urgent. An early response would be appreciated so we can put in place the
necessary arrangements to publish draft Orders on 29 November 2016.

Background

3. Ministers announced their plans to dual the A9 between [nvemess and
Aberdeen by 2030 during the launch of the Infrastructure Investment Plan (lIF) in
Decermber 2011,

4. During 2013 and 2014 Transport Scotland took forward a coimprehensive route
options assessment, including public consultation, for the section of the A96 between
Invetness and Nain (including a Nairn Bypass) taking inte account the commitment
to dual the A96 between |nverness and Abardeen. The route options assessment
work was carried out In accordance with the requirements of a DMRB Stage 2
Assessment with a preferred option announced by Minlsters in October 2014,

5. Sinoce 2015 Transport Scotland has been taking forward the development and
assessment of the preferred option with a view to publishing draft Orders for the
scheme later this year for formal comment (ministerial commitment), The draft
Ordérs and Envirohmerital Statement for the scheme are currently being finalised
and are programmmed fo be published on 29 November 20186,

6. On 21 October 2016, Transpart Scotland met with Fergus Ewing MSP, as
constituency MSP for Inverness and Nairh, along with conceined constituents, The
principle paints raised by Mr Ewing on behalf of his constituents were:

» Request fof a Review of the asséssment of ah onliné option at Auldearn,
which his constituents consider was not given sufficient consideration during
the route options assessment process; and '

» Consider terminating the proposed scheme where It crosses the existing A96
between Nairn and Auldearh.
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Consideration by Transport Scotland

7. Transport Scotland has undertaken a review of the route options assessment
undertaken during 2013/2014 and also given conslderation to the proposal to
terminate the scheme early at the Nairn East Junction between Nairn and Auldearn.
Advice from SGLD has also been sought regarding this proposal. The following
bullet points summarise the key findings with further detall provided as Annex A:

Route Options Assessment

s Having re-examined the concerns raised, Transport Scotland remains of the
view that the route options assessment conclusions remain rabust and no
new Information has come to light which wolld result in a change to the
conclusions from October 2014, when the preferred option was announced,
As with any trunk road scheme we have to balance the impaat on local
communities alongside engineering and environmental constraints and apply
unbiased professjonal judgement to the assessment process. Transport
Scotland considers that the preferred option selection process was robust
and balanced fairly.

Impact of Termination at Nairn East Junction

» The Scottish Government has given a commitment to dual the A96 between
Inverness and Aberdeen by 2030 and the A96 Dualling Inverness to Nairn
(including Nairn Bypass) scheme forms part of that commitment.
Terminating the Naim Bypass early would bring into question the
commitment to dual the entire route with route options assessment woik
already underway on the next sectlon between Hardmuir and Fochabers
(E50m design contract awarded in June),

» By terminating the preferred option early, a new option would be created
which wasn't assessed during the DMRB Stage 2 route options
assessement and therefore not evaluated as an aption in its own right. As
the DMRB assessment is extensive, covering environmental, engineeting,
traffic and economic matters any deviation from the preferred option would

not have been assessed in the sdrme way.

» As such if the preferred option was to be terminated early the route options
assessment process would need to be revisited (along with further
consultation on all options), followed by development and assessment of the
preferred option identified before we would be in a position to prepare draft
Orders. It is likely this proposal would delay the cufrent programme of
publishing draft Orders in the next few weeks by approximately 2 years,
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potentially even longer, with some abortive preparation expenditure since
2013, This would introduce a significant delay to the cornmitment to publish
draft Orders later this year and would pose a risk to the commitment to dual
the A96 between Inverness and Aberdeen by 2030. In addition if this
change was introduced there is a risk this could be viewed as selting a
precedent and could result in further requests from landowners for changes
in other sections of the scheme or the wider A96 Dualling Programme.

Glven the total size of the scheme (31km) it is almost certain that a public
local inquiry will be required to consider objecticns irrespective of objections
from the four directly affected landowners to the north of Auldearn, A public
local inquiry reporter will consider all objections submitted but not withdrawn
hefore submitting conclusions and recommendations on the proposed
scheme to the Scottish Mihisters for their consideration. A public focal
inquiry is the correct forum to consider statutory objections to the scheme.

Conclusion

The Cabinet Secretarty is invited to:

+ Consider Transport Scotfand’s recommendation that the route
options assessment undertaken in 2013/2014 remains robust and
that there should bé no change to the preferred option or scheme
extents; and

o Confirm that draft Orders for the preferred option can he published
as programmed on 29 November 2016.

Alasdair Graham
MTRIPS, Transport Scotland
Ext 27221

oo Fot Information.

| “Porifallo
Anterast

Conafil:

Inieiest’| A

DG Economy
P/S Transport Scotfand
Roy Brannen, Ghief Execttive, Transpari Scottand
Transport Scotland Directors
Communications Economy
Special Adviser
TS MTRIPS
8 MTRIPS
S MTRIPS
Press Transport Scotland

Transport Scotland Madla
TS MTRIPS Strateglc Comms
S Press Transport Scotland
TS Press Transport Scotland
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ANNEX A
A96 DUALLING INVERNESS TO NAIRN (INCLUDING NAIRN BYPASS)
BACKGROUND INFORMATION

Background

1. Ministers announced their plans to upgrade the A9 between Perth and
Inverness to full dual carriageway by 2025 and the A96 between Inverness and
Aberdeen by 2030 during the launch of the Infrastructure Investment Plan (IIP) in
December 2011,

2. During 2013 and 2014 Transport Scotland took forward a comprehensive route
options assessment for the section of the A96 between Inverness and Nairn
(including a Nairn Bypass) taking into account the commitment to dual the A96
between Inverness and Aberdeen. The roufe options assessment work was carried
out In accordance with the requirements of a Stage 2 Assessment as outlined in the
Desigh Manual for Roads and Bridges (OMRB),

3. Public exhibitions were held In November 2013 to present the emerging route
options under consideration. Following the exhibitions over 200 responses were
recelved containing feedback on the route options presented. Local feedback like
those received is not only welcome but absolutely vital throughout all stages of
development of the scheme. During these early consultations it was clear that there
were concerns expressed about routeing the A96 to the west of Nairn through
Delnies Wood and also at Auldearn. Following consideration of the local feedback
received, minor refinements were made to some of options under consideration and
these were published in May 2014.

4. Transport Scotland’s Investment Decision Makers (IDM) Board reviewed the
output from the route options assessment in accordance with internal governance
procedures and was content with the preferred optien that had been identified. The
preferred option was subsequently approved by Ministers and presented to the
public in October 2014. The recommended preferred option (Optlon 2E) for the
Nairn Bypass section of the scheme as announced in October 2014 is shown on
drawing B1557601/PB/0002 in Annex B (highlighted in red).

5. Since 2015 Transport Scotland has been taking forward the development and
assessment of the preferred option with a view to publishing draft Orders for the
scheme later this year for formal comment (ministerial commitment). The draft
Orders and Environmental Statement for the scheme are cutrently being finalised
and are programmed to be published In the coming weeks with public exhibitions
expected to take place eatly December (71", 8t and 9th),

8. On 21 October 2016, Transport Scotland met with Fergus Ewing MSP, as
constituency MSP for Inverness and MNairn, along with concerned constituen{s A
further meeting was held with Mr Edward Mountain MSP and other concerned
constituents that afternoon.
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7. The principle points raised by Mr Ewing on behalf of his constituents narth of
Auldeam are;

« Request for a Review of the assessment of an online option at Auldearn,
which his constituents consider was hot given sufficlent consideration during
the route options assessment process; and | |

+ Consider terminating the proposed scheme where it ciosses the existing A96
between Nairn and Auldearn.

8. Transport Scotland has undsrtakeh a review of the route optioris assessment
undertaken during 2613/2014 and also given conslderation fo the proposal to
tarminate the scheme early af the Nairn East Junstion between Nairn and Auldearn.
Advice from SGLD has also been sought regarding this propesal,

Review of Route Options:Assessment

9, Tha landowners concerned consider that an online option past Auldearn was
hot given sufficient consideration during the route options asséssment process.
They consider that an online option would have less impact than the current
preferred option alignment, to the north of Auldearn. They further consider that the
Impacts on agricultural land and in particular the impagts on prime quality agricultural
[and have bean giveri insufficlent weighting in the assessment process,

10, Following. the meeting a review, Including -sensitivity testing, has been
undertaken by Transport Scotland of the assessment and design development work
undertaken during DMRB Stage 2 and which informed the preferred option selection
process in 2014,

11, An orline option in principle (Option 2F) was carefully considered in the same
level of detail as other optiens during the route option assessment process, This
was presented to-the public (along with @ number of other optiens) at exhibitions in
Novembet 2013. Following public feedback the online aption along with all other
options were developed further to address the constraints/concerns received,
Updated options (including the online aption) were published in May 2014.

12. As with any trunk toad scheme we have to balance the impact oni local
communities ‘alongside engineering and environmental constraints and apply
unbiased professional judgement to the assessment process, In the assesament of
the options, the cost estimate for options 2E (preferred option) and 2F (online option)
were broadly similar (2F slightly higher). In the option assessment the online option
(2F) was considered marginally better in relation te Gommunity and Private Assets
(including Agriculture) but was considered to be poorer in the other areas including:
noise and vibration; road drainage and water environment; effects on all fravellers;
safety of non-motorised users; cultural heritage, distuption during eonstruction, and
operational resilience.

13, Having re-examined the issues raised at the meeting, Transpott Scotiand
remains of the view that the route option assessment conelusions femain robust and
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balanced falfly with no new information coming to light which would result in a
change to the conclusnons from October 2014, when the preferred aption was
announced. The issues ralsed by the farmers are acknowledged, No single option
performs better than others for every assessment critetia. It is accepted that Optior
2E (the prefetred option) Is not the best performing option with regard to all of the
individual assessment criteria. However, on balance, across the full range of
assessment criterfa, Option 2E remains the best performing option overall. No new
information was presented by the landowners, at the meeting on 21 October that
would affect the assessment outcome, We do not consider that further assessment
work Is required in relation to the online option and we consider that the preferred
option selection process was robust and balanced fairly.

14. It is worth noting that based on the robust route option assessment, Option 2G
(south of Auldearn) was the second best performing option with the ohline option
(Option 2F) third best. Changing the preferred option at this stage would introduce
new landowners (statutory objectors) currently not affected by the preferred option
who would be similarly likely to be unhappy with the scheme. There is glso the risk
that any change to the preferred option could be open to challenge at a pubic local
inquiry into the scheme (or subsequent judiclal review) given the robust evidence
based toute option assessment undertaken during 2013 and 2014,

Proposal to terminate the scheme early at the Nairn East Junction

15. The preposal to terminate the proposed Scheme at the Nairn East Junction (at
Auchnacloich) rather than at the proposed extent at Hardmuir has been given
consideration by Transpoft Scotland. This would reduce the overall scheme length
by approximately 6km.

16. The Scotlish Government has given a commitment to dual the A98 between
Inverness and Aberdeen by 2030 and the AB6 Dualling Inverness to Nairn (including
Nairn Bypass) scheme forms part of that commitment. Terminating the Nairn Bypass
early would bring Into question the commitment to dual the entire route with route
options assessment work alréady underway on the next section between Hardmuir
and Fochabers (£560m deslgn contract awarded In June).

17. The section between Auchnacloich and Hardmuir was fully considered as part
of DMRB Stage 2 for the Inverness to Nairn (including Naim Bypass) scheme and
the findings set out in the DMRB Stage 2 report which was published at the time of
the announcement of the preferred option in October 2014. This assessment fully
considered the Englneering, Environmental, Traffic and Economic factors and
included full consideration of the impact on agricultural land use along with all other
environmental factors,

18. The proposed Scheme extent at Hardmuir was selected to allow comparison of
route options (based on a high standard dual carriageway (category 7A with grade
separated junctions)) past Auldearn to the north, south or online, on a like for like
basis and provide a suitable connection to the next section of A96 dualling,
eastwards from Auldearn, if the current proposals were to terminate at Auchnacloich
the future oonslderation of options past Auldearn could not reasonably consider
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options to the south (as this would involve abortive dual carriageway construction
between south of Naitn and the existing A96 at Auchnacloich — over 2km), and the
junction strategy would need to be re-assessed to provide a suitable tie in point.

19. In additjion further consultation would need to be undertaken as this would be a
significarit change to the options presented to date. This could introduce uncertainty
about the robustness of the whole route option assessment and conhsultation process
undertaken during 2013 and 2014 and potentially pose diffieulties during any public
local inquiry into the scheme. All aspects of the assessment, including engineering,
environmental, traffic and econemic factors would need to be reviewed and updated.

Impact of Termination at Nairn East Junction

20. By terminating the prefetred option early, a new option would be created which
wasn’t assessed during the DMRB Stage 2 route options assessement and therefore
not evaluated as an option in its own right. As the DMRB assessment is extensive,
covering environmental, engineeting, traffic and economic matters any devzatton
from the preferred option would not have been assessed in the same way.

22, As sych if the preferred opt!on was to be terminated early the route options
assessment process undertaken in 2013 and 2014 would need to be revisited (along
with further consultation on all options), This wouid be followed by deveiopment and
assessment of the preferrad option identified before we would be in a position to
prepare draft Orders,

23. This propesal would introduce a significant delay to the cofnmitment to publish
draft Orders later this year and would pose a significant risk to the committent to
dual the A96 between Inverness and Aberdeen by 2030. it is likely this proposal
would delay the current programme by approximately 2 years, potentially even
longer. In addition If this change was Introduced there is a risk this could be viewed
as settmg a precedent and could result in further requests from Jandowners for
changes ih othet sections of the scheme.

24, Given the fotal size of the scheme (31km) it is almost certain that a public local
inqulty will be required to consider objections irrespective of objections from the four
directly affectad laridowners to the north of Auldearn. A public local inguiry reporter
will consider all objections submited but nhot withdrawn before submitting
conclusions ard resommendations on the proposed scheme to the Scottish Ministers
for their consideration. A public lecal inquiry is the correct forum to consider statutory

objections ta the scheme.,
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ANNEX B
A96 DUALLING INVERNESS TO NAIRN (INCLUDING NAIRN BYPASS)

PREFERRED OPTION (OPTION 2E HIGHLIGHTED IN RED) AS ANNOUNCED IN
OCTOBER 2014
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Graham A {Alasdair)

—)n behalf of Cabinat Secretary for Economy, Jobs and Fair Work

From; )

Sent: 21 November 2016 16{13

To: Cabinat Secretary for Ecanomy, Jobs and Fair Work; Gratiam A (Alasdair); (I

Ce: DG Economy; Brannen R (Roy); —Communlcations Economy;
* PS/Transport Scotland; Trahsport Scotland Directors; -V
Press Transport Scotland

Subject: RE: Urgent - A96 Dualling Inverness to Nait including-Nairn Bypass

I have called Mr Brown and he Is content,

Many thanks

—| Deputy Private Secretary to Kelth Brown MSP, Cabinet Secretary for Economy, Jobs and Falr Work
The ' ' drew’s House, Edinburgh, EH1 3DG | Web: www.gov.scot
Tel: | Emall: CabSecEJFW@gov.scot

From: On Behalf Of Cabinet Secretary for Economy, Jobs and Fair Work
Sant: 21 Navermnbet 2016.14:14
To; Graham A (Alasdalr); Cabinet Segretary for Ec

Cc: DG Economy; Brannen R (Roy);
pS/Transport Scotland; Transport Scotland Directors;

lobs and Falr Work;
Communications Economy;

We spoke — I've asked Mr Brown to look at this submission when he gets in the car at about
16:30.

*—-— could you call Mr Brown at 1600ish to check he is cohtent (or otherwise but
opeiully not) and then let the capy list khow please.

- could you turn the bullet points into a letter that Mr Brown could send to Mr Ewing please,
axplaining the SG position?




Thanks

Private Secratary to Keith Brown MSP, Cablnet Secretary for Econoimy, Jobs and Falr Work

The Scoltish Governinent | St Andrew's House, Edinburgh, EH1 3DG | Web: www.gov.scot
Email: CabSecEJFW@Egov. scot

From: Graham A (Alasdalr)
Sant: 11 November 2016 16:59
To: Cablnet Secretary for Economy; Jobs and Falr Work

Cc: DG Ecanomy; Brannen R (Roy); ommunications Econormy;
PS/Transport Scotland; Transport Scotland Directors;

Press Transport Scotland
Subject: Urgent - A96 Dualling Inverness to Nairn Including Nairn Bypass

Further to Mr Brown's discussion with Michelle Rennie on Wednesday please find attached submission
regarding the A96 Dualling Inverness to Nairn {including Nairn Bypass) and recent correspoendence from
Mr Ewing, in his capacity as a constituency MSP, on behalf of some of his constituents.

| have provided below a summary of the builet paints in the submission for ease of use by Mr Brown,

Regards
Alasdair

<< Flle; A96 Dualling Inverness to Nairn - Ministerial < Briefing on Request tu Change Scheme Extent and Review
Stage 2 Assessment - 11 November 2016.do¢ >>

Ag86 Bualling Inverness to Nairn {including Nairn Bypass)

Transport Scotland has underiaken a review of the route options assessment undertaken during 2013/2014
and also glven consideration to the proposal to terminate the scheme early at the Nalm East Junction
belween Nalrn and Auldearn, The following bullet points summarise the key findings:

Route Options Assessment

» Having re-examined the concerns raised, Transport Scotland remains of the view that the route
options assessment conclusions remain robust and no new Ihformation has come to light which
would result in a change to the conciusions from October 2014, when the preferred optlon was
announced. As with any trunk road scheme we have to halance the impact on local cominunities
alongside engineering and snvironmental constraints and apply unhiased professional judgement to
the assessment process, Transport Scotland considers that the preferred option selection process
was robust and balanced faltly.

Impact of Termination at Nairn East Junction

» The Scottish Government has given a commitment to dual the A86 between Inverness and Aberdeen
hy 2030 and the A96 Dualling Inverness to Nairn (including Nairn Bypass) scheme forms part of that
commitment. Terminating the Nalrn Bypass eatly would brihg Into question the commitment ta dual
the entire route with rotite options assessment work already underway on the next sectlon between
Hardmulr and Fochabers (£560m deslign contract awarded in June).

2



« By terminating the preferred option early, a new option would be created which wasn't assessed
during the DMRB Stage 2 route options assessement and therefore not evaluatad as an option in fts
own tight. As the DMRB assessment is extensive, covering erivitohimental, engineering, traffic and
economic matters any deviation from the prefarred option would not have been assessed In the same
way,

» As such If the preferred option was to be terminated early the route options assessment process
wouid heed fo be revisited (along with further constiltation on all optlons), followed by development
and assessment of the preferred option identified before we would be in a posltion to prepare draft
Orders, It is likely this proposal would delay the current programme of publishing draft Orders in the
next few weeks by approximately 2 years, potentially even longer, with some abartive preparation
expenditure since 2013, This would Intraduce a significant delay to the commitment to publish draft
Orders [ater this year and would pose a risk to the commitment to dual the A98 between Inverness
and Aberdeen by 2030. In additian If this change was introduced there is a risk this could be viewed
as selting a precedent and could resuit in further requests from landowners for changes In other
sections of the scheme or the wider A86 Dualling Programme,

» Given the total size of the scheme (31Km) it is almost certain that a public local inguiry will be
requirad to consider objections frrespactive of objections from the four directly affected landowners to
the north of Auldearn. A public local inqulry reporter will consider all objections submitted but not
withdrawn before submitting conclusions and recommendations on the proposed scheme fo the
Scottish Ministers for their consideration. A public local inquiry Is the correct forum to consider
statutory objections to the scheme.,
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596 DUALLING INVERNESS TO NAIRN (INGLUMNG NAIRN BYPASS)

} am wilting regarding the A86 Dualling Invemess te Nairm (induding Nalrm Bypass) scheme
and the meeting you held with Transport Svetiatid along with concefned constituerita on 21
Ogctober. At the meeting Transport Scotland agreed to undertake a review of the route
options assessmen undertaken in 2013 and 2014 and &aise give consideration to an
alternat{ve proposal to end the Nalrn Bypass shorter than propased-at Auchiiacloich..

A lay concetn ralsed by your constituents was that af allgnment following the line of the
existing A96 Auldearn Bypass was. not in thelr view: glven sufficlant donsideration duiing the
route-optioh gssessment pracess.

Transport Statldnd has Informed me that having re-exariined the coneerns raised, It remaing
of the view that the route options assessment conelusions, ineliding the assessiment of an
on:line opfion at Auldeam, remain robust and no new information has come to light which
would result in a chahde to the cohcluslons from October 2014, when the preferted option
was annaunoed, Aé with any trunk read sheme Transport Suotlahd imust balance the
impait on lacal cominunities alongside engineering ahd envitonmental constraints and apply
unbiased profassional judgement to the assegsrment progess, Whilst Transport Seotland
acknowletiges the genuing goncerns raised by thie landowyiers it remalns of the view that the.
route selection prévess was earrled out in a rebust-and esmpetent manner:

Consldetatian has also bes given to the piroposal that the aurtent scheme tefminates garly
at Auchnaclolch (at the Nairn East junction) rather than at the proposed scheme extent at
Hardmuir. The Scollish Governmerit hag given a commitment to dual the A96 betyreen
Inverness and Aberdeen by 2030 and the A96 Dualling inverness te Nalitn (including Nairn
Bypass) scheme fornis part of that dommitment,

As outlined above Transport Scotland has undertaken a robust reute options assessmant for
the Inverhess to Nalrh (Including Naim Bypass) with the pteferrad aplion anhauhded in
Qctobel 2014, The routs eptiohs asséssment on the next section between Hardmiiir and
i
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Fochahers is belng progressed following the award of a £60m déslgn contract In June of this
yeat, This further réinforces this Government's commitment to dual the AS6 belween
Inverness and Aberdesn which will bring improved journey time and refiability, improved
caonnectivity and Improved road safety for all those whe tse this key attery connesting two of
Scotland's eccnomic hubs,

By terminating the preferred option early, a new option would be created which wasn't
assessad during the Design Mantial for Roads and Bridges {(OMRB) Stage Z route optiona
assessement undettaken in 2013 an 2014 and therefore not evaluated as an eption In lts
own right. As the DMRB assessment Is extensive, covering enviranmental, engineering,
traffio and economic matters any deviation frem the preferred opfion would not have been
assesséd In the same way. A legal challenge by way of judicial review could therafore be
raised challenging the lawfulness of any decisloh to terminate the scheme early.

Asg such if the preferred option was td be terminated early the whole route options
assessment process would need to be revisited (along with furthar consultation on all
options), followed by development and assessment of the prefeired option identlfled before
we would be [n a position to prepare draft Orders, It Is likely this proposal would delay the
current programme of publishing draft Orders In 2016 by approximately 2 years, potentially
even longer, with some abortive preparation expendituro since 2013. This would introduce a
significant delay to the scheme and would pose a risk to the commitment to dual the A%
between inverness and Aberdeen by 2030,

In accordarnce with the statutory progess being followed in promoting the scheme, there will
be ah oppottunity for all landowners and residents to malke formal comment when the draft
statutory orders are published. Depending on the representations recaived following
publication of the draft Orders a public local ingulry miay be required to consider obfections.
If requited a public local inquiry repetter will consider all objections subrmitted but not
withdrawn before submittiig concluslons and recommendations on the proposed scheme to
the Scottish Ministers for their consideration. | am of the view that a public local inquiry Is
the apporpirate forum to consider statutory objections to the scheme,

Transport Scotland contihues the dévelopment and assessment of the scheme and expeets
to publish draft Orders shortly for formal comment,

[ hope this Is helpful,

Keith Brown

St aridrew’s House, Regant Road, Edinburgh £Hi 3DG A
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From: Dparllament.scot>
Sent; 28 October 2016 09:48
To PS/Transport Scotland
Ca
Subject: Ret A96 Nairty By-pass; Our Ref: —
Attachments: 16 10 25 To Transport Scotland Re A96 Nalrn Bypass
Proposal.docy; 16 10 24 From A96 Nalrh By Passimsg.docx.
Dear Ray

Please seaattached correspondence with regard to the A6 Nalen By-pass.

Fergus would welcoma your comments on the praposal set out by my constituent -

Kind regards,

On behalf of,

Fergus Ewing MSP,
Inverness and Naim Constituency. .
/

Adnt frt!!m tion Assistant to Fergus Ewing MSP for Inverness and Nairit

Cabinet Sacratavy for Riral Economy and Coitneciivily
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25" Qutoher 2016

Roy Branner,

Chief Executive,
Transpott Scotland,
58 Port Dundas Road,
Glaspow,

G4 OHT.

chiofexecutive@irmmsporiscotiand. psi.pov.uk

ou e | NN

Dear Roy,

Pirst of sfl, may I thank your officials and the representatives from Jacobs for taking the time
to meet with myself and my constituents on Friday last week. This was appreciated. 1 gather
that 2 meeting then followed In the afternoon with Mr Mountain MSP, and withﬁ

Since then I have been in contact with - and she has prepared a fresh proposal for
consideration, This proposal is attached,

[ am of course writing in my role as constituency MSP on this matter, and my 1ole as I see it
is to ensura that serious proposals put forward by my constituents on important matters are
thoroughly and fairly considered. I am not udvocating any partioular route or solution, for the
teuson that no matter what route or solution may be chosen there will be some people int my
constituency who ate unhappy with the outeome.

Howevaer, Lhat yaid, [ <o feel strongly Lhat the solution that is now put forward Is one that
should be taken setiously for a number of reasons:

1. T appesred to me that my constituents case as put forward at the meeting and before by
me ity writing and by others in wriling is strong in a number of respects,

2. In partieunlar that sufficient weight has not been afforded to the fuct that we are proposing
by taking the preferred route north of Auldearn the destinction of priwe arable Jand,

3. Moreover that insufficiently thorough consideration has been given to alternatives and in
particular the usa of the existing A96 (Auldearn by pass),



4, That the proposal to terminate east of Nairn would still somplete the bypass of Nairn, and
it would reduce the costs, and it would permit a more thorongh considetation of more options
from Hardmnir to Fochabers, [t would be interesting to learn what reduction i cogt may

arise from thig proposal being adopted,

I will of course await farther representations from my constituents on these matters. That
may allow us to gauge what support the now proposal may have, locally,

Finally, { would be gratefil if an opporfynity can bo afforded to -to ineet with
your team and myself in order to consider this proposal in detail,

Yours sincerely

Fergus Bwing MSP
Inverncys and Nairn




Urgent letter to Fergus Ewling from -

24 October 2016 — 3 pages

24 Octobar 2016

Fargus Ewing M8P

Cabinet Secretary for Rural Economy & Connectivity
T3.25

The Scottish Parfament

EDINBURGH

EH9G 13P

Dear Fargus

First of all, thank you, on behalf of the Auldearn farmers for sefting up the meeting on Friday morning,
[ hava spoken to thet all naw and they were grateful for the chance lo put thelr case forward ta
Transpart Scottand and Jacobs, bul somawhat disappointed by the lack of any commitment lo lake
action.

| attanded the afterncon session with the same TS and Jacobs officials, arganised by Edward
Mountain, This was very well altended by people from Auldearn {(around 16), malnly those direclly
affectad by the road, hut also some from the village who are concerned abaut the destruation of the
farmiand and the impact it will have on thelt commtmity. -

Within aur number, there wate peaple with professional expertisa in engihaering and survaying and
the upshot of that was that Jacobs' arguments for not being able to use the existing A96, were guickly
hlown out of the water. They could not respond to the challenges that turned thalr thinking upside
down. | think in the event of & PLI, any reparter worlh his salt would quickly make mincemeat of thelr
argiiments for not choosing the extsling A6 as the preferred route,

However, | don't befleve we even nasd to get to [hat stage. | tabled a proposal that got the support of
the whols meating and ane that nelther TS nor Jacobs could argue agalrst, other than lo talk about
procass and timellnes,

I'm tharefore wilting to you to urge you lo censlder my proposal.

| propogoe, as | and many offiars have done regularly over the past two years, that phase 1 of the
Inverness to Aberdeen dualling ends at Nairn east (Auchnacloich) and rot at Hardmuir, (1 call it
phase 1, which is probably not the right technical term.)

Ending al Nairn eas! was the original intention of Transpart Seolland and one thal had been ‘out
thare’ for many years, The community understood it and was comforiable wilh it,

When the new route aptions were published in Novernber 2013 showlng the end point of Nairn
hypaes as haing Hardmulr, this sent shock waves through the whole community, which was cgiven
only untl the end of January 2014 o put forward thelr views. This was a monumantal change and not
anaugh time was given forany proper dislogus on what this would mean for the communlly.

This change Was driven by Jacabs, | have had many conversations sboult this with _whn
maintains thal to end the Nalrn bypass af the east of Nairn would mean that R would force phase 2 of
the dualling to start on the existing AG6. He feels thal ending at Hardmuir is-a betler engingering
solution. But enginearing is abaut human beings, nat just about making life easy for the englnears.

The difficulty with ending at Hardmulr as you know is that it takes out prime arable land to the north of
Auldearn, puls people out of thelr businesses and homes, with a resu'tant loss of Jobs in the area,
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it Is aso @ very rlsky strategy for the future of the community. What if the economlo or palitical climate
changes so-dramalleally — whethar through Brexit; Scottish political change, or something else
hitherto unforaseen - that the foad can naver ba completed? After all, we've been tatking ahout @
Nalrn bypass for aver 40 Years now. What if the vision of dualiing the AS8 hy 203U has to be changed
and other priotittes adopted? Itis not an tinrealisio notlon and IF that were to happen [n the future,
Auldearn would be leff with & white elephant; the road lo nowhere that bas unnecessarily destroyed
lives and afl to gat Nafrn a bypass.

| muist clarify hera that | am not suggesting we do Nair biypass and don't go any further, | am stil
looking at the big picture of dualling the whole of tha A9G ag will bacome cledr.

Phase 2, Hardmulr o Fochabers (s currently in the planning and with malor topographical restriclions,
such as having to bridge tha Findharn estuary in the north, it is looking highly likely that:the preferred
raute In phase 2 will be furthey south. If that does hacome a reality, then there [s absolutely no
argument for taking the royte aorih of Auldaarn, but by that time it wilf bis teo late; the damage will
have bean done and another hlow will have been dealf to the community of Auldears — nat ta mention
the tax payar In paying for langthy, winding roads, rather than something more direat.

Ending the dualling at Nalri east meanis that you will deliver on an electian promise to bypass Nalrh,
without putiing the Auldearn communily at risk.

| propose that we future-proof' the road for the sake of the commupity, just as Fachabers bypase has
future-praofad the AD6 for that community and the hypassing of Inveramsay Bridge has done so for
people travelling on that part of the AS6, Both of (hose schames will be redundant when the Ag6 Is
dualled, but just In gase it never happens, in the meantime, the loce! communlity has been given &
sglutlon to their scyte transport problems. All | agk Is that the same Is done for Nairn and Auldeatn,

Flanning for phasa 2 of the dualling has commenced and | propose that we radefine the scope of that
saction a8 Nalrn east to Fachabers, rather than Hardmulr to Fochabers,

The people who would be affected by a junction at Nalrn east were all In the meeting raom on Friday
aftertioon, but ail gave thelr support to my proposal. Why? Beoausa It hed been thelr expectation for
many years that tha Junction would be there anyway and the impagt fo them |s nowhera near the
impact of the preforred roita north of Auldeatn.

The afficials frorm Transpert Scolland and Jfacabs wete of course nol suppartive of any change, but
that 1s because they ara concarned only with thelr processas and thelr profect tmelings, neither of
which are insurmountable and neither of which should take precadent aver doing what is right for a

commurilty.
} summarisa the benafits of tetminating phase 1 at Naim east:

1. Phase 1, Invernass to Neitn east, (ncluding Nalrn bypase, will go shead as planned, bul af a

lower cost to the tax payar for that ssotlon,

The government's vislon of dualiing the ASE by 2030 remains on traok.

Tha threat of a tengthy PLI will disappear with the removal of the confroversiaf seotion from

Neirm east to Hardmulr.

4. Phase 2 will siart at Nalm east and end at Fochabers resulting In a sensible, properly allgned
road, which Is not poasible )f phase 2 starts at Hardmuir.

B, Everyana In tha community of Auldeartt will be able to fully partiofpate In the consultation
process leading up ta the selection of & praferted route for phage 2. As yau know, this did not
happen in phass 1, as Auldearn Communtty Countlt abused its powera and ropresented only
the views of the milnrily, leaving the restof the cammunity with no ime to put this right before

3
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the consuitation dosed. The opparlunity for a proper and falr consultation wWill go some way
fowards healing the deep woulnds of a cammunity that has been torn apart by this process.

6. Mast importantly, if major political or economlc ohianges oceur and prioritfes have ta change,
thare will be no white elephant.

There are, of carse, samé ohallenges:

1. There will ha some cost and time In redesigning the Junclian at Aushnacloich to enable
phasa 1 la terminate at Nairn east.

2. The acope of phase 2, which ls alvaady underway, will have to be widened to include
Nalrn east to Hardmulr, which is currenlly part of phiass 1.

3, Should phase 2 go ahead at some time In the fuliire as planned, depending on where the
route goas, the Naimn east Junction may have to be redesigned agaln. Howaver,
compared to what Is already in place al Fochabers and Inveramsay, that ie a srall price
to pay fo fulura-preaf a road for the community.

4. TS will have lo revise their timetable and not lssue draft arders next month, which means
they will have to work fast,

6. TS and Jacobs will need a seasonad communlcations person (I'm not affering!) to work
on the publlc messaging to ensuie that they do not lose face when they change their
timellnes and revert to the orlginal scope of phase 1,

| urge yau to serlausly think about this one Fargus as to me, it's a ‘win-win' for all cancerned, if we
can inake these relatively small changes fiappen, people here are not golng ta ginat and dance for
Joy, as everyone wil Immediately be thrown Into the phase 2 consultation process and who knows
how that one will end up. HOWEVER, the big differance thls time Is that people wili understand the
rationale and It will be a falr consullation for the people of Auldearn,

There is a huge urgency to thls as draft orders ave supposed to be fssuad next month which fs wihan
the expense of & PL| rears its ugly head,

1 look forward. to hearing vour thoughts and am happy fo discusa this with you at a time convenlent to
you if you need any davificatlon an any polnts,

Yours sincerely




" Ghief Executive’s Offlce

Roy Brannen
Buchanan House, 58 Port Dindas Road, Glasgow G4 OHF

Direct Line: 01 41{ 272 7110, Fax: 0141 272 7111
lefexaculive@!ranspor.gov.scot
ohlefe @lrasisportga TRANSFORT
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Deos Forays.

A6 Dualling Inverness to Natmn (inclading Nairn Bypass)

Thank you for your email dated 28 October 2016 which contained a letter on behalf of your
constﬁuent# | also refer to the mesting on 21 Octaber 2016 at which
representatives from Transport Scotland and Jacebs met with yourself and a iimber of farmers

froin the Auldearn area. | can confirm that the proposal put forward by n her letter
was discussed at the meating on 21 October, following your departure, and also at the maeeting

which took place that aftarn dward Mountain MSP and a number of residents from
the Auldearn atea, including

Since tha meating on 21 O¢toher we have given detalied consideration to the key matters ralsed

and the AnneX atlac o provides the outcome of this process, Including a response
to the propasal from .

In summary, whilst Transport Scotland acknowledges the genuine concarns raised by the
tandownaers and other residents at Auldearn, we remaln of the view that the route selection
process urtdertaken in 2013 and 2014 was carried out In a robust, unblasad and competent

marner.

| can confirm that the developmient and assessmant of the prefarred aption for the scheme fe
contiriuing with drafl Orders expected o be published shortly for formal comment. Further pubtic
axhibitions will be held following publication of draft Orders, Representatives from Transport
Scotland and our cansultant will be in attendance at these exhibitions to disouss the scheme

proposals and {o answer any questions.

| hope this is helpful,

| am copying this reply to the Gabinet Secretary for Econoimy, Jobs and Fair Work, Kelth Brown
MSP.

Yours g

ROY BRANNEN

_ o TP | Scottish Gavernment
www.lranspartscatiand.govak » ' gi?vgélcunltw e hiAlba




ANNEX
A96 Dualling Inverness to Naim (including Naim Bypass)

At the meeting on 21 October 2010 Transport Scottand agreed to undertake a review of the
route options assessment undertaken in 2013 and 2014 and also give cohsideration to an
altemativaWa Nairn Bypass sharter than proposed at Auchnacloich as put
forward by Since the time of the meeting, Transport Scotland has given
further considaration to thesa matters with the cutcome of this review provided below,

Revlew of Route Options Assessment

A key concern raised by the landowners was that an alignment which follows the line of the
existing AB8 Auldeam Bypass was not, In their view, given sufficient cansideration during the
route options assessmant process undertaken In 2013 and 2014. They consider that an online
option would have less impact than the current preferred option alignment, to the norih of
Auldearn. They further consider that the impacts on agricultural land, and in parlicular the
Impacts on prime quality agricultural land, have been given insufficiant welghting in the
assossment process,

In light of these concerns, Transport Scolland along with its consultant, Jacobs UK Ltd, have
reviewed the assessment and design development work undertaken during the original 'Stage 2/
route options assessment and which Informed the preferred aption selection pracess in 2014.
Full detzils of the route oplions assessment process undertaken in 2013 and 2014 |s provided In
the Dasign Manual for Roads and Bridges (DMRB) Stage 2 Scheme Assessment Report
avallable from the Transport Bcotland website at www.transport.gov.scot/prolact/ad6-inverness-

nairn-including-nairn-bypass.

Eachi option, including the online aption in principle (Option 2F) was carefully considered in the
same level of detall as other options during the route oplions assessment process. The results
were presanted to the public at exhlbitions in November 2013, Following public feedback, al
other options were developed further to address constraintsfeedback recelved, Updated
options (including the online option} were subsequently published in May 2014.

As with the development of any trunk road scheme, we have to balance the impact on Jocal
communitias alongside engineering and environmental constraints and apply unblased
professional judgsiment to the assessment process. (n the assessment of the opfions, the cost
estimate for pptions 2E (prefarred aption) and 2F (online option} were broadly simitar (with 2F
belng marglnally higher). In the aptions assessment (he anline option (2F) was considered
marginally better In relation to Community and Private Assets (including Agriculture) but was
considered ta be poarer In the other areas including: noise and vibration; road drainage and
water environment; effacts on all travellars; safety of non-motarised users; cultural heritage,
disruption during construction; and operatlonal resilience.

Having re-examined the issues raisad at the meeting on 21 Oclober, Transport Scotland
remains of the view that the route options assessment canclusions ramaln robust and that no
new information has come to light which would result in a change to the preferred optlon which
was announced in Octeber 2014, The issues raised at the mesting by the farmers are
acknowledged and it is accepted that Option 2E (the preferred option) is not tha best performing
option with regard to all of tha individual assessment criteria. 1h fact, no single option perforims
better than others for every assessment criterion. However, on balance, acrass the full range of
assessment criteria, Oplion 2B remalins the best performing option. No new information was

Seottish Governmeant
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prasentad by the landownars, at tha meeting oh 21 Octaber that would affect the assessment
outcome,

Whilst Transpoit Scotland acknowledges the gehuine cancerns raised by the landowners and
other residents at Auldearn, we remain of the view that the route selectlon process undertaken
n 2013 and 2014 was garded outin & robust, unbiased and compatent manner

It is worth noting that based an the robust route options assessment, Qption 2G (soyih of
Auldgarn) was the second best petforming option with the-online option {(Option 2F) third best,
Any change to the preferred option at this stage could he open to challenge at any publio local
inquiry into the scheme glven the robust evidenice baged route opfions assessment underiaken

during 2013 and 2014,
Praposal to ehd.the Schame at Naim East Junction

In her letter of 24 Octob_er-propusas' that the current schema should terminate at the
Naim East Junction (at Auchnacloich) rather than at the proposed scheme extent at Hardmuir,
This proposal was also discussed at hoth meetings on 21 Qctober, -Following the meetings,
Transport Seotland has given furthar detalled consideration fo this proposal.

Tha Scottish Government has given a commitment to dual the A36 beiween Inverness and
Abardeen by 2080 and the A96 Dualling Invemass o Naim (including Nalrm Bypass) scheme
forms part of that commitment. As outiined shove the route oplichs assasament work for the
Naln Bypass was teken forward In 2013 and 2014 to reflect this commitment. Temminating the
Nalm Bypass early would bring Into qusstion the commitment to dual the entire route with route
opfions assessment work already underway on the next section between Hardmuir and

Fochabers,

As part of the route options assessment process, it was considered appropriate fo assess dual
caniageway options (with grade separated junctions) passing to the south of Auldearn as well as
to the north, including options which followed the iine of the existing A96 Auldearn Bypass as
closely as possibla, This range of options could not have: been agsessed if the tie-in point had
been at Auchnaclolch as suggested. As such the proposed scheme extent at Hardmuir was
selactad to allow comparisan of route options past Auldeam to the north, south and onling, on a
like for like basis and provide a sultable connaction to the next section of A96 Dualling east of

Hardmuir.
Impact of termination at Auchnacloich

‘The section betwsen Auchnaclolch and Hardmule was fully considersd and congulted on as part
of the route optlons assessment for tha scheme with the findings set outin the DMRB Stage 2
Schame Assessment Report published in October 2014. This assessment fully considered the
angineering, environmental; traffic and aconomic factars of all optlons and included full
conslderation of the impaot on agricuttural land use along with all other environmental factors.

If the current proposals were to tarminate at Auchnaclolch, a new option would be created which
wagn't assessed during the DMRB Stage 2 route ppilons assessemant and therefore not
gvaluated ag an aptlon In its own right.  As the DMRB assessment Is extenslve, covering
environmental, engineering, traffic and economic matters any deviation from the prefarred option

gould not have been aseessed in the same way.,

As such If the preferred option was to e terminated early at Auchnaclolch the route aptions
assessment process undertaken In 2013 and 2014 would need to be tevisited (along with further
Seottish Government
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consultation on alf options). This would be follawed by further development and assessment of
the preferred option identified before we would be in a position to prapare draft Orders,

This work would introduce a significant delay to the commitment to publish draft Orders for the
Inverness to Nairn (including Nairn Bypass) scheme this year anid could pose a significant risk to
the Suotlish Government commitment to dual the A96 belween Invemess and Aberdeen by
2030, Itis likely this proposal would delay the current programme of publishing draft Orders for
the Inverness to Nairm {(Including Naim Bypass) scheme by approximately 2 years, potentially
aver longer.

In accordance with the statutary process being followed in promoting the scheme, there will ke
an opportunity for all landowners and residents to make further formal comment when the draft
statutory orders are published, Dapending on the representations received following publication
of the draft Orders a public local inquiry may be required to consider objections. if required an
independent public local inquiry reperter will consider all objections submitted but not withdrawn
before submitting condlusions and recommendations on the proposed scheme to the Scoltish
Ministers for their consideration. This is the appropriate forum to consider statutery objections fo

the scheme.
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Sent: stember 14:26:59

To: Brannen R (Roy)
Co; PS/Tianspott Scotland
Subject: FW: Nairn By Pass

Attachments: SR20160035873.pdf, S20160035873.pdf

Roy, .
-q contacling -in Cab Secs office and will dralt this up.
thanks

PS/Transport Scotland| Chief Bxecutive's Office|Transport Ssotland
J*0141 '

All emails and attachnients sent and veceived by Secretariat are not routinely stored, If
you require fn official record of emails or attachments you must store them in your
ohjective business area.

Front&_)ﬁ Behalf Of Cabinet Secretat’y for Economy, Jobs and
Fair Work

Sent; 07 December 2016 13:53
To: Rentie M (Michelle)
Cc: Brannen R (Roy); PS/Transport Scotland
Subject: FW: Neirn By Pass

Michelle,

Helpful to get quick advice and draft reply to this please.

W

Private Secretary to Keith Brown MSP, Cabinet Seeretary for

Tconomy, Jobs and Fair Work
The Scottish Goverm;‘;ent |'St Andrew's House, Editiburgh, BH1 3DG | Web:

www.gov.scot<hilp:

CabScaEJI‘ W@gov.scot<mailto: CabSﬂcEJFW@gov scot>
From,

maillo:-@parliament.scot} On Behalf
Of Bwiag ergus

Sent; 07 December 2016 13:44

To: Cabiuet Secietary ioi i iiiimil Jobs and Fair Wotlk

Ce; Branden R (Roy);
Subject; Naitn By Pass

Dear Keith,




Naim By Pass,

[ am wriling to ask for furiher congideration of the decision to decline to consider the
allernative option of terminaling the by pass of Nairn at Auchnacloich, I attach the
letter of replies received from Transporl Scotland on the 24th und 28th of November;

I should conlirm two things at the start of this letter. Fitst, I have intimated to the
Permanent Seerctary thal because of any possible conflict of interest I have declined
to take any part if the decision on the routing of the dualling of the AY6 in respect of
{his sogment - the Nairn by pass. That means that, for example, I could play no part
in any cabinct discussion on the issue , should it arise.  Second, T have not, aid am
nol now, "taking sides" on behalf of any proposed alternative route for the by pass .
My role lhas beet to seek to ensure thal I represent all constituents, and since any
proposed route will disadvatitage some constituents, I do not think that it is right that I
side with some of them against othets, I must try to represent all. Therefore, my
tole is to try to malce sure that their views and voice is heard in the process.

I am writing on behalf of Hﬂﬂd many othey residents, who continue to
oppose the choice of preferred route which goes to the north of Auldearn. They have

recently putforward an alternative proposal and this was the subject of your letter. I
ain writing on het and their behalt fuither to probe the statements made in your letter,

In your letler it is stated that were this option to be considered there may be a judicial
teview and that there could be a delay of two years,

I would be keen to understand why these would be the case,  First, the proposal to
terminate at Auchnacloich will by pass Nairn, and this segment of the dualling is the
Nairn by pass, Second, my constituents arguc that the termination at this point will
save substaniial amounts of mosey, and I would ask for a slatement of the amount
saved,  Third, the alternative oplion proposed is not a new roulo because obviously it
would nol go o Hardmuir, Rather it is a (uncation of all existing options, and | as
sueh il hag already surely boeen considered. It does not require further consideration,
at least-of any great moment, So the additional work should surely be de minimis,

If Transport Scotland do not agree with that, can they kindly explain what additional
worl is needed?

S0, some kind of explanation as lo why thers could be a judicial review is soughit,
Surely the work that Transport Scolfand undetlake was to seek to identify a preferred
route and thal thal work must of necessily involve lookiug al all pussible proposals,
ot just those that they have thought of?  Surely the point here is to by pass Nairn,
and Transport Scotland will agree that the alternative proposal does that?

Secondly, my constitnent does wish a mecting in order to discuss these matters with



you to ses if she can persuade you that the choice of preferred route should be Further
considergd,

I ook forward to hearing from you,
Many thanks and kind regards.
Yours sincerely,

Forgus Ewing MSP
Inverness and Nain

Administration Assistant to Ferpus Ewing MSP for Inverness and Nairn
Cabinet Secretary for Rural Beconomy and Conhectivity

CONSTITUENCY OFFICE: PARLIAMENTARY OFFICI;

112 Chureh Street T3.25

Inverness The Scotiish Parliament
Highland Ediitburgh

IV1 IEP EH99 18P

hope: | Email: :

parliament.scot<mailto: parfiament.scot>
[face|<hittps://wwiw facebook.com/PergusBwing tref=ts>{twit]<https:/twitter.co
n/FergusBwingMSP>[website)<htip://www fergusewing.con/>

[parliament]<hitp:/fwww.patliament.scot/index.aspx>
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A96 DUALLING INVERNESS TO NAIRN (INGLUDING NAIRN BYPASS)

Thank you for your further erall of 7 December 2016 In relation to the A98 Dualfin
! o Nafrm (including Nalrn Bypass) scheme 6n behalf of your constituent, h
nd other rasidents of Auldeain.

Trahsport Scotland cafles out a tigoroys assessment process to establish the preferred line
for a trunk road improvement project, The threa-stage assessment procass as outilned In
the Desigh Manual for Roads and Bridges (DMRB) covers environmental, englnsering traffic
and economiocs, |f the séhema that Is ultimately promuotad through the ralavant statutory
processes has not been seletted and assassed In accordance with these acoepted
procedures then the pfomotion of that schema could be subjact to legal challange by way of
Judictal review. Therefore If Transport Sobtland was, at this stage In the process, to take a
decisloh ta terminate the schemea at Auchnaclaloh rather than Hardmulr, it would be esgential
to demonstrate that an appropriate route selection and agsessierit process whlch Mcludes
public consultation, had been followed In reaching this deelsion,

The design and agsessment of the scheme has taken adgount of the commitrmant to dual the
ABY betwaen Inveress and Aberdean, As such the proposed scheme extent at Hardmulr
was selectad to allow comparisoh of route optiohs past Auldéarn to the notth, soilth ahd
online, on a like for like basls and provide a suitable connection 1o the hext suclion of A9

Duallihg sast of Hardmuir,

A scheme terminating at Auchhaclploh was hot consldered durlng the DMRB Stage 2 route
oplions asgassment undertaken In 2013 and 2014, Ever where a trunocated scheme might
ba potentially very dirdllar to the praferiad optlon (up ta the chosen termination polnt) it woutd
still ke navtessary {o undertalke a detalled, dociimerited review of the revised proposal, in the
context of the orlginal Stage 2 toute optlons nedessment, to conslder and assass tha
implicatlons of runcating the scheme as chahging the scherne exteht may well resultin &
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different preferted option. Parhaps more critically, as a truncated schema did not form part
of the consultatlons undertalien durling the DMRB Stage 2 route selection procass, It would
also ba necessary lo undertake further consultation with the public and wiih statutory and
non-statutory consultees sa that thelr Input could be consldered before vaﬁdatlng the
truncated scheme as the ravised preferred oplion.

Transpott Scatland need to recognlse that a praposal fe truncate the current scheme at
Auchraclofch would have shart term and long ferm Implications for all resldents to the east of
this point and It would be essentlal to take their views Into aceount, along with all other
stakehaoldars, before taking any declslon,

I, following appropriate review and constitation, it was deglded to take forweard & truncated

" gohema as tha prefarred aptlon then further desigh development and assessment In
accordance with DMRB Stage 3 would be requlred. The stafutory orders and Environmental
Statement would then need to be revisad to take account of the changes to the schema
deslgn, Although some of the wark carrlad out as part of the recently completed Stage 3
watlk could be Incorporated In the updated Stage 3 deslgn and assessment, a substantial
aimount of revislon and re-assessment would be required, partloularly &t the eastorn end of

- the revised schems. Further consultatlon with the public and with statutory and nof-
statutory consultees would also be requlted as patt of {hls Stage 3 work.

As statad in my letter of 23 Novetiber 20186, it Is likely that thls review and update of the
Stage 2 and Slage 3 design and assessment, and the assoclated consultations would dalay
the prograrmme by approximately 2 veats, potehilaily evan longer.

Trunoating the current scheme at Aughifacloloh would reduca the estimatad current scheme
cost due to tha shorter route length. However, this scherhe forms part of the Scollish
Government's commitment to dual the enlite A9 batween Inverness and Aberdeen, as such
It would not reduce the ovarall cost of dualling the A98, Glven our cammitment to dual the
full length of the A98, any cost reduction on this scheme wauld result In a transfer of cost
and similar cost Increase on the next sectlon of the averal! dualling programme, In addition

' the potentlal also exlsts for a greater gust Inctease should there be any abortive costs when
a revised tle In poliit Is determined based on consldaration of future foute optlons past
Auldearn. Transport Scotland has advised that the osfimated cost of the scheme wottld be
reduced by & sum In the order of £40-50m (excluding VAT at Q1 2014 Price Base) If the
section balwean Naltn East Junclion and Hardmulr wera not constr ucted

. note?equest for a meeting to disouss this matter further. Howevet, given my

position as Cablnét Secretary for Ecohomy, Jobs and Fali Work It would not be appmprlate
far e to meet Mrs Ballay at thls polnt In the scheme prometion process. Depending on the
representations recelved following publication of the draft Ordeta a public local Inqulry may
he tec]ulred to gonsider objectians, If raqulred, a public local Inquiry reporter wili conelder all
obJjections, submitted but not withdrawn, before reaching & coneluslon and submitting
racommondatians on the proposed schame te Scoltish Minlsters for conslderation, As
Cablnhet Secretaty, | am lliely to be Involved in consideration 6f the reporter's
recommendallans and it would therefore not be approptiate for me to meet with potentigf
oblectars In advancs of any publle local Ingulry,
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| trust the above Informatlon providos the further clari
unclerstand my position with regard to a meetlhg with

| hope this Is of asslstance,

Kelth Brown

St Andrew's Housa, Regent Road, Edihburgh EH1 sbﬁ
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equested and that you will
tthls iime,
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