A9B Dualling Inverness to Naim (including Nairn Bypass) J ACOBS

Landowner Gonsultation Forim

A96 Dualling Inverness to Nairn (Including Nairn Bypass) — Stage 3 Landowner Consultations

PART {1 —MEETING INFORMATION

Contaot

. Time: — Unigue
Date: 25/08/2015 (frompoy | 11:80-1:10 Reference | NN Group

number

Consultees Present and their
campany/business:

Consultation | Team Lead name
Team and position:

I
Moeting Looallon: T

-

B

Team Scribe name
ahd position:

Additional N/A
iiembers present:

Summarg

il soah be — from her home and Is therefore concerned about nolse from the road disturbing
er Skype calls with her siudents,

Use bath the road going to the East and the West of thelr proparty depending upon whete they are golng.

Ditches along flelds for drainage, jj I (!cods nelghbours house often. Very high water table [n the area. Malnly
floods near the burn during heavy rainfall.

Septic tank and ofl fank at house, tankers come from East for Saptic tank and for ol tank,

Post comas from Nairn direction, bins come from Forres Direction. No bus stops In area.

I i field lo Easl of house.

Salnionids, olters, birds of prey, red squirrsls, deer and rabblis in area.

*Alr quallty and nofse monitor requested al residence. Nolse and lght pollution oxtreme concern. Support Nairn bypass,
but not the bypass of the Auldearn Bypass, shouldn't continue past Nairn, should stop at Nalrn. Want road pushed over hill
as far as possible, with bunding, look at closing small road In west off and not have lo elevate road toe much,

Prefer road to go through house ¥ It stays In the same posttion.
Artists impression which is accurate ie has all houses Indicatad properly on It requested if allgnment altered.

In minutes from last meet!ng— have not ralsed a public anquilry, Fergus Ewing sald there will be a public
enquiry,*

Documant nurmber
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Ag6 Dualling Inverness to Nairn (Including Nairh Bypass) — Stage 3 Landowner Consultations

Revislon: A
PART 1-- MEETING IN EGEMA! TOR

T Coanfact
. me; . 7. Unigue
Date: 28 /,¢ /15 {from/to) I 2o Reference -

numhber

Constiltees Present and thair

Meating Location: —

Team Lead name ‘

and poshiion:
Consultstion Team Scribe name _
Toam and posilion:

Addittonal
Members present;

Documanl numbar




A96 Dualling Inverness to Nairn (Including Nairn Bypass) J ACOBS

Landowner Consultation Form

PART 2 - CONTACT DETAILS

conceore: |

Gontact Address: (NN
Hulda arn

Landlne Phona

Number:
Contact Mohile Phane
Informatlon  Numbaer:

Email Address:

Preferrad Method of Contact: Faail

Name and Address of Tapants or Landlord (and their
Agtents):

Placumsnl nurabiar it



~Ag6 nualling.lnverness to'Nairn (lnplud!ngrl\laim Bypass)
y Landowner ‘Consultation-Form

JACOBS

PART 3 - INFORMATION TO AID DETAILED ASSESSEMENT AND DESIGN

BOUNDARIES AND LANDOWNERSHIP

It Is important fo know the correct boundaries and fandownership delaits so that nolfces are provided to the correot people,

Confirmation: Are you the
landownar / tenant or an authorlse
repiressntative of the landowner/
tenant and all interesled partles
and able to spaak an thelr behalf?

Ara the tand boundarles we show
correct? If not pleasa corect,

Ara the namss and titles we have
corract? If not please correol.

Ara there any olher interested
parties to the land? If yas who are
thay an whiat are their Interests.

Are any araas Tenantad?
Do wa have the up-to-date
contast detalls? if oot please
corrant,
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A86 Dualling lnverness to Naimn {including Naim Bypass) J ACOBS'

Landowner Consultation Forim

Dues anyone else have righls
over lhe praparly e.g. righls of N##
actess?

LANDUSE, BUISNESSES AND FARMING

To undarstand the fmpact for the scheme on yaur business we first need to understand what your business (s, Nobady
knows how you operate your business batter than you,

How does your business vperate?
Day ta Day

Month fo Monih

Year (o Year

What Is the primary land use?

What are the future plans for the

business and land?
- Business Growih ;Ude_
- Planning applicaiions

{Incument number



‘ADG;Dualling Inverness to Nalrn (IncludingNairn Bypass) . -
. Landowner Consultation Form ' JACDBS

Pleage describe the road and
zocess routes Into / around 7 out
of yaur land.

- Llvestock movement

~  Equipment movement

- Type and slze of

gquipment
- Dslivery's and export
- Gustomers

What are the Hazardous Aclivittes N
on your land? ore,

a1

Document Aumbear




A96'Dualling Inverness to Nairh (Including Nalrn Bypass) J ACOBS

Landowner Consultation Form

DRAINAGE AND FLOODING

To ensure that the new A96 doss naf cause additional flooding and s well dralned itself we need to undarstand the issues
around dralnage and any flaoding which may have affected your fand,

Da you have field drainage plans?

How often are they mainlained?

Whal wateroourses da you have
an your land?
Are they named?

What do you know about the
ground water in your areas?

Have you suffered from flonding?
When, where, why?

Was this, as far as you know, due
lo river lavels rising or & heavy
downpaur flooding the land
direally?

Did the flaod affect agricultural
tand or properties?

Dacument number
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. AD6:Dualling Inverness to Nairn (Including Nalrn ' Bypass) ' ;
. Landowner Consultation Form JACOBS

UTILITIES

Establishing the utlities on your fand Is fmporiapt, We nead to avold these elliitles In order lo snsure they continue lo

pravide you with servige.

Do you have a private waler
supply? If ves please see
questionnalra,

Do you have a water supply to
{raughs? Private or malns?

Do you have a sapiic lank?
How oftan s it emptied?
Whars Is {he tank lacalaed and
where [s the discharge polnt?

Do vou have an oll or gas lank?
if so Where?

How oftan Is it filled?

Where do the plpas run?

Which ulllity campanies supply
tha praperty?

Docutent numb et
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A36 Dualling Inverness to Nairn (Including Nalrn Bypass) 3
Landowner Consultation Form JACOBS

Do any ulliities have rights ovar
the property e.g. ta access MM
aquipment? If yes, pleass spenify
company and nalure of rights,

ACCESS ROUTES

Aocess lo and from property Is required almost confinuously. To make suia we provide the right lavel of access we nead to
know what traffic wiil need lo use the routs. '

Schesl and public bus stops

Nore
Rafuge Collection point

"‘s\

_ Todoor | From Vo lood foo oot
Post delivery ) Ao Forres Ar dps.

Brocument number b



A96Dualling Invarnass t Nairn (including Nalin Bypass) JACOBS
~ Landowner Consultation Form

SURVEYS — ENVONMENTAL AND GEQTECHNICAL

Ta oblain further detalled data on the existing environmental and ge olechnical conditions we wiil be carrying out further
surveys throlghout the coming yeatr.

Your knowledge of the area Is a vital part in gathering his Intelligence and bullding the larger ploture.

What Herltaga or Archaaological
sites da you have on your land?
What is the history of your land?
{e.g. alrfleld im WWHI)

Do you have any areas which
have been used as wasle lips or
dumps in the pasti?

Do you have any known ereas of
Conlaminated Land?

What do you Know of any speotflo
acology and wildlife habitats i the
area which may not be abvlous to
the survey teams?

Do you kniow af any Hazardous
Activillas on your land?

Document pimbar
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A86 Dualling Inverness to Nairn {Including Nalm Bypass)
Landowner Consultation Form

Please provide use with the details of your private waler SUpply.

Do you have a private waler
supply?

Is your watar source awell ora
spring?

What s the locatlori Its relation to
the housé (if any} on your
property?

How ald Ig lhe supply?

if supply is from a spring how (s
the water dabsiracted (l.& plpes or
capturing box?

if stipply Is from a well:
How daep is the weel and what ls
the diamatar?

Does the water enter from the
hottom or faterally?

What is the deplh of water from
the strface or from the boftom of
the slructure?

Does the waler run oul In dry

waather or fluctusta at certain
{imes or seasons?

Dooument number

Private Water Supply

JACOBS



_A96;Dualling Inverness to Nairn {Incliding NairnBypass)
. LanHowner Gonsuitation Form

How Is [t sonveyed la your
house/field/reservolr e.g. pumping
system of by gravity? '

I this supply for damestic use/
diinking water for cattle /
gardening / other?

Does this source supply other
propartles?

Da yout kniow If nearby properties
have wells or springs?

Do you knaw the approximate
yleld / volume of water praduced?

Do you have any records of the
water quality? May Jaoobs see
the rasults? I nat may Jacobs test
the water?

D0 yau have any recards of
consiruction? May Jacobs see
these records? May Jacobs
inspect the buildings?

Document number

JACOBS




AB6 Dualling Inverness to Nairn (Including Nalrn Bypass) J Aco BS

Landowner Gonsultation Form

items to Discuss with Consultee

» Meet the Team avent
o Wednesday 26" Augusl, Gulladen, Barn Churoh
o Thuraday 27" August, Nalrn, Communlty Centre
= Open Environmental Survey access for the coming yesr

« Geotachnioal Surveys will be discussed later If thay are to be on your Jand
o Access for boring equipment wilf be needed,

« Draft orders will be produced by the end of 2016.
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Fram: PS/Transport Scofland

Sent: 01 September 2015 11:10:45

To: PS/Trausport Seotland

Subject; Add to MACCS FW: Questions for ministers

Attachments: Questions for ministers July 15.docx

Correspondance Administrator | Chisf Executive's Office | Ext; [ Tc!: I

All emails and attachments sent and received by Seerotariat are not routinely stored, If
you requite an offictal record of smails or atlachments you must store them in your
objective business area,

From; IR O: 3ciaif Of Cabinet Secrotary for Infrastrueture,
Investment and Cities

Sent: 26 August 2015 14:54

To: Ministerlal Correspondence Unit _
Ce: PS/Trapsport Scotland; Cabinet Secretary

for Infrastructire, Invéstment and Citles
Subject: FW: Questions for ministers
Importance; High

For MACCS plesse,

P o will sec that Mr Ewing has asked for a faitly quick response.
Thanks

Deputy Private Secretary I Office of Keith Brown MSP, Cubinet

Secretary for Infiastructure, Investment and Cities 1 Scottish Government, St
Andrew's House, Regent Road, Bdinburgh, BH1 3DG *
CSTI@scoiland.gst.gov.uk<mailto:CSHI@scotland.gsi govanke  Click

here<http://intratlef/LnExec/AboutUs[Di_rec’torates/CabinetDiructoratefMinistersMhﬁs
terialPrivateOfiices/culture/CulturcandExtefnal/Culure> to find out more about
supporting Ministérs,

#¥# PLEASE READ DISCLAWIER otk _

All e-mails and altachments sent by a Ministetial Privale Office lo any othei official
an behalf of 4 Minister rolating to & decision, request or comment made by a Minister,
or a note of a Ministerial meeting, must be filed appropriately by the recipient.
Private Offices do not keep official records of such e-mails or attachments

Fromi:

@scottish, parliement,uk<mailto: [N scottish parliament.
ul> [maplto: scottish.parliament,uk] On Behalf Of

Fergus.Ewing.msp@scottish.parliamcnt;u‘k<mai[to:F'ergus.Ewing.msp@scottis:h,paﬂi

amentulc
Sent: 26 August 2015 14:38
To: Cabinet Seorelary for Infrasteucture, Investment and Cities




Subject: FW: Questions for ministers
Imporlance: High

Dear Keith,

Please find attached a list of questions posed from members of the community that
they need answers o,

I'would be very gratefl if the answers Lo these question can be given (airly quickly
aslthey do not feel at all Listenicd to and [lMMRecds to provide an update to 'the 75
others.

Many thanks.
Yours sincercly,

Fergus Ewing MSP
Inverness and Naim

From: |GG il

Sent: Thursday, Tuly 23, 2015 {0:40
Ta: Ewing F (Fergus), MSP

Ce;
Subject: Questions for ministers

AM

Dear Fergus

T hope this finds you well and managing to take some time out this summer (if indeed,
you can oall it summerl),

Following the mectings with Transport Scotland and Jacobs at the end of last month,
I've been speaking 1o those people who were finally 'granted an audience' with them
to get their reactions and unfortunately. it seems that their visit has raised far more
questions than it answered. In fact, and I found that their focus s now so
narrow; L.e. they will deliver on the preferred route regardloss of whether or not it is
the right one, that it was almost not worth even meeting with them. As a result, thére
is more angst, depression (yes, some people arc really strugglng) and stress in the
community than thore was before,

It was evident that Jacobs had not read their maps properly and suddenly many of us
are uch closer Lo the road than had previously been communicated and others have
only just found out thal parts of their garden will also be compulsorily purchased,
which was cerfainly nol communicated before,

I have therefore compiled the attached fist of questions that need to be answered by
minislers. Some ol tﬁese questions do relale lo our own, dire situation, but the rest are
from other members of the comununity, "The way this is being handled is tuining more
and more people against the dualling, which most people now see us tatally
nnnecessury ulong (his quiet, safe stretch of the A96 and all of us are feeling bullied
and neglected by the government.

I'd be realty grateful if we could get a quick turnaround on these questions and also if
you could let mie know whon we might hear from Keith Brown regarding a meeting
after the summer recess, People are despetate to be hoard and so far, no one beyond
you is listening,

1 look forward to hearing from you saon Fergus.



Wou again and kind rogards
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A86 dualling: bypass of the Auldearn bypass — guestions for ministers

Questions from _md from other people who had meetings with

Transport Scotfand and Jacobs duting the manth of June 2415,

1.

Whien he finally visited us at our property, || om Transport Scotland said that they
were perfectly aware that Auidearn Community Council {(ACC) had nol represented Ihe views of
the community when they made thelr route recommendation. Why then Is no ona deing anything
about this and why are TS baing allowed ta plough ahead with this route knowing this fact? Many
people did nal put forward thelr own view, because they thought they would be represented
preperly by ACG, so many voices were nol aven heard.

Another comment from M= (hat this kind of behaviour fram community counclls
happens all the time, up and down the countiy. This ralsas a bigger question: why does tha
government allow communly councils to Input recomimendations as part of the planning pracess?
Surely thay have proved that they are not qualified to make these recommentations, with such
hige impact on people's lives and this practice should be stopped.

With regard to bypassing the Auldearn bypass, why do human beings come so low down the list
of priorities when choosing a route? The route chosen north of Auldearn has the biggest Impact
an the mast peopls, in terms of destruction of homes and livelihoads, than any of the other routes
that were proposed In this area, Why is It that the imporiance of peaple is rated lower than the
importance of grazing land, treas, bus rautes, village junctions, wildlife, etc, etc.

From a wider economic perspective, why Is the government spending what will amount to billions
of potinds on dualling the A86, but only £170 million on the rallway line between Inverness and
Aberdeen? Wa know that the government continually misses its environmental targets, why then
is It permissible to build fast roads at great expense, rather than channelling thase funds Inta
providing high-speed, slectrlc trains that will deliver on the enviranmental and economic
sirategies?

With predicted oll revenues belng a fraction of what the government ariginally quoted, no one
balieves that there will be money avallable to dual the A96 along its entlrety, particulaly as it is a
less dangerous road, with less accidents than many others in Scotland. Thare is therefore a very
raal fear that, as the bypassing of the Auldearn bypass seams to be an unstappable machine (Il
AR |1 s that work wotild start at this point first, rather than at the Inverness end owing to
the complexity of the Junctions required in Inverness) we will be left with a white elephant that will
rip up prime agrieultural land, ruin people's livelihoods and destroy their homes and becorme the
road to nowhere, This has bean seen befara In the Highlands with the Keasock Bridge to Tore
roundabout dual carrlageway, that has been In place for over 30 years, but carries very fitlle trafflc
along Its full length and has never been completed, This was constructed at the timie when the oll
Industry was booming and was ta have carried on to Invergordon, but nothing has happened
since this first section was bullt, What wrillen guarantees ara the government going to give to
those of us who will have our homes and livellhoads destroyed that this will not ba another

government white elephant?

Whaere daes agricultura fealura In the gavernment's policies? By chaosing a route north of
Auldearn, Transport Scotland has apted to ip up pritne agricullural land —~ some of the best in
Scotland ~ rather than go through rough grazing or woodland, which would nol have the same
sconomic Impact on the agricuttural wealth of the country. Why ls this not important?



14,

.

Another question on the human factor, which is seems to be the lowest priority to the govermment,
For thosge of us whosa properties. will be totally blighted by the route north of Auldearn — in several
Instances the road is less than 50 metres (30 matres in one case) from homes ~wa have
recaived no Infarmation fror the goverminent on what our tights or options are. ‘We will no longer
be able to use our gardens owing noise and pollution and there will be several rooms in our
houses that we won't ba able to use aither owing to nolse and vibration. Why have we not had a
visit from sameone outlining what wa can do, how we get fully compensated to ailow us to move
oh ~ baslcally someone to make us feel like we have human tights? So farthere has been
nothing at all, only the land agents and salicitors dlreling llike vultures, hoping that we will pay vast
amaunts of monéy'to thern so that we can get some kind of reprasentation, Why Is [t that we
should have to be thinking of paying for our own legal representation, wheh our predicameiit Is all
tha gavernmant's fault?

Why s it that restriating the future devslopment of Nalm to the east Is geceptable? By chodsing a
route to the horth of Auldearn, a four-lane road will eut through the middie of the Nairm and
Alildearn settlement, meaning that Nairn canhot expand eastwards and this would not be the
case with the cholce of a different route. Why Is this considéred to be a good planning decision?

Thers s too much In the way of smoke and mirrors going on. People who have homes on the
preferred route araund Auldearn ara how finding out that parts of thelr gardans will need to be
campulsorlly purchased to facllitate the over-englnesred, motorway standard junctions that need
to be built. This was not apparent when the foute cholce was publiclsed and they are only how
finding out when Jacobs write to them te arrange a meeting at their homes. Al these mestings,
which take place during the woikinig day, so In several cases only one tnembar of the household
colild be there, maps are presented to hama owners to stiow the exact toute af the road, but then
the hotmeowner Is not allowed to have a copy and tha map is whisked away, Why the sectetive
nature of this action? Suraly all these maps should be in the public domain? We All have a right
to see all of the maps that are showing how enormous a piice we will pay for the sake of an

unwantad road.

Agaln the human factor: why Is there no provision in local government lo help people wha aré put
ih & situiation whete their homes are being destroyed? We live in the country because we do not
want to live on top of ofhior paople In a housing development. [t is our fife and the gavernment is
destroying that, However, whan we asked our local government if we could build on some land In
the tountryside that Is tob challenging to bé used for any kind of farming, the answer was a
rescunding o', unless there was a business, other than one connected to forestry (which would
have been the only feashble business in that area), which could be tied to the house by a very
restiictive Section 75, meaning that we would not be ahle to gef any kind of finahce anyway. We
are not In a postion o bid on anather house because of the devaluation of our house, but nejther
are we allowed to bulld in another place in the country, which would have bieen a cheapar optioh,
Again, whefe |s the support to the peaple you are abusing?

A lot of peaple along the length of the AU6 cortdor are agalnst the percelved waste of money on
sactions whera the car mavements are so low thal they will never meit a dual catrlageway. Thelr
question Is; why Is It, when so many of us five In the Highlands ahd Maray because it is a unidue
environment, unspolied by motorways and ather trappings of the urban south, that ministers are
s6 desperate to imposed Central Belt maritality oh a beautlfil, rural part of aur country that olearly,

thay do hot understand?
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A96 DUALLING INVERNESS TO NAIRN (INCLUDING NAIRN BYPASS)

Thank you for your emall of 2W 2015 with further questions raised by [ N
It h

Transpon Scotland met with [ on 24 June 2015 to discuss the autcome of the route
option assessment prodess and har concerns. The prefarred option for this schame was
announced in October 2014 following a rigorous assessment process and is riow the foous
for the work gaing foiward. Tha exact alignmant of the preferred option ag presented at the
axhibitions held Ih October 2014, and tharefore it proximity to existing propertles, Is
currently under davelopment and may be subject to change. This development wotk was
clearly get out on the informatlon provided o the exhibitions.

The designers Jacobs UK Ltd hald a further meeting with [ lEon 25 August to discuss
her specifi nircumstances In relation to the proximity of the preferred aption. | can reassure
you that there will be further public constltation to ensure that individuals, communitias and
businasses affectad by the work are kept fully informed. Thelr feedback will be taken into
aceount in developiniy the preferrad option, for which It is planned to publish draft Orders

Should NN

later in 2016.
can he

Attached are answena to each of the questions posed by
require & further maating to elaborate, Transpoit Scotland’s
contaotad on

| trust this is of assistancd,

KEITH BROWN

HIM
Victota Quay, Edinburgh) EHE 600 @E C':, fg&;’ @
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Questions raised by [ erman of 23 duy 2015

1.

)8

Public engagement and dialogue with directly atfected gommunities and other
stafeholders is at the heart of the developmenit and delivery of uur plans te duaf the
AgB, Allthe consultation feedback recaivad following the exhibitfons held In November
2013 was taken into account during the route option assessment process.

.Community Counclls were created by the Local Govemment (Suoliand) Act 1973 and

thalr primary purpese Is to ascertaln and express the views of the community they
represent to the local autharity and other public bodies, Transport Scotland is
cammitted to consulting with all Community Councils along the schems. Duting the
route option assessment process, the project team engaged with Auldeam Community
Cauncil In a similar manner to the other Community Counils along the raute corridor.
Two Community Souncil Forums (one for the Invemess o Gollarfleki section and
another for the Naim Bypass) ware set up durlng the route oplion assezsmenm process.
Onea Community Council Forum waa hald in Naim on 28 May 2014 and another on 28
Quatober 2014 following the prefarted option exhibitions. Qther than the Community
Council Forums and the public exhibitions in November 2013 and October 2014,
Transpont Scotland have tot had any further maetings with Auldearn Community
Councll. As stated above, Transport Scotland js fully aware thal Community Councils
cannol reprasent every membar of the community. Al public feedback racelved
following the exhibitions held In Novamber 2013 waa taken into account during the
route option assessment process,

Estabiishing a preferred option for a scheme follows a standard three-stage
asgessment pracess set out in the Design Manual for Roads and Bridges (DMRS),
This Includes consideration of fems including environmental, engineering, traffic and
economics. Many of the Impacts inoluded in tha assessment are specifically related to
impacts on local residents and landowners including nolse, alr qualily and visual impact
for example,

The outcome of the reute option assessment process for the scheme is fully
documentad in the DMRB Stage 2 Scherne Assessmant Report which s available from
Transport Scolland’s website at hitp//www.transpottscatiand.gov.uk/project/ags-

fnvernaess-nairn-including-naim-bypass,

In addition to dualling the A96, the Scottish Governmant has embarked on a five-year,
£5 hillion pregramime of ailway investment agroas the network, supporting the delivery
of key projects such as the Aberdeen to Invemess Rall Improvements project, which
will deliver slgnificant journey time Improvements and greater connactivity for both
passenger and freight sarvices operating on this cordor by 2030. Phase Qne of the
project wiil deilvar & package of improvernents including: the redoubling of tfack
between Aberdecn and Inverure, signalling enhancements, platform extenslons at
{nsch and Elgin, Forres station relocation and track improverneits and infrastructure to
suppon two new stations at Dalcross and Kintore by 2019,

The Scottish Govemmaent has given a clear commitment to gorapleling the dualling of
the A6 betwaen invemess and Aberdeen by 2030 through the Infrastructure
Investment Plan,

As patt of the route optlon {DMRB Stage 2) environmental assessmignt, a spacialist
Consuttant (Scottish Agricultural Gollegs) providad an assessirent of the effacts of the
route options on agriculiure, forestry and sporing land uses, The findings of this

i
; o eﬂE i \
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agsessmont wara taken Into account as part of the overall route option assessment
process. Full detalis of tha assessment are in Chapter 16 (Community arid Private

Assets) of the DMRB Stage 2 Scheme Asspssment Report.

A further assessrient of the impadts on agricultural and forestty land will be undertaken

46 part of the devislopment and agsessment of the preferred optior (DMAB Stage 3)
-and reported in the Environmantal Statement, which will be published alungside the

draft Orders.

The “Guidange ¢n thé Compulsory Purchase Process and Compensation” provides
information on statutory process followed for the purchase of property through the
compulsory purchase aiid gompensation procass, A copy of this dogument is available
for download fram the Transport Scotiand webslte at B o
htto://www transpirtscotland dov., Ides/j8308-00.him, Hard copies of this guidance.
are available on request, The guidance was also avallable at the meetings hsid
betwesn affactad land owners and the designers, Jacobs UK Litd,

For those ot directly affacted (i.e. where land ot property s not taken for the
aonstruction of thy scheme), there ara a number of ways In which they may be
oompensated for {mpacts due to road operation:

Noise lmpacts
« Noise suirvsys and modelling work will be undettaken o guantify changes in

nolse levals ag & result of the final preferred scheme. Properifes which may
qualify for nolse insulation will bs identffied in the Environmental Statement.

« Furthar assessments will be carriad gutin accordance with the Noise Insulation
(Scotland) Ragulations 1975. o

« Properties which mest the specifiad eriteria will be eligible for noise insulation.

Impact oy Proparfy Value

» Twelve months after the apening of a new road, those win have not otherwise
bean pormpenaated and who consider that their property bas reduced in value
by virtue of the operation of tha new or altered road may ba entitler to claim for
compensation in that regard within the terms of Part | 6f the Land
Compensation (Scotlfand) Adt 1873. The valuation of any such compensation
will be assessed by the Valuation Office Agency.

An assessment of the potential impacts of the route options on development lind (land
with planning pamhlssion, or futira development proposad in jooal plans) was carried
out ais part of the DMRB Stage 2 agsassment process. All route options had some
potential effents on development land efther directly (through logs of land), or indirectty
{fhrough patential amenity impacts). The preferred route option for the Naim Bypass
was found to have comparatively fow impacts on cutrently ktiown development fand
compared to other route options. Further detalls ot this can be found on Page 1 6-60 of
the DMRB Stage 2 Scheme Assessrent Report (Part 8 ~Environmental Assessment),

The exact alignment of tha new trunk road and associated sldoe reads, junctions and
private means of iicease has not yet baen finalised, Whérevar possiblg, the design wil
bes davsloped to avold impacting on the outlilage and garden ground of individuat
properiies, However in certain cases, it may be necessaty to include such fand within
the corripulsory purchase order.

With regard to drawings, It should be noted that drawings Which detail the preferred

Victoria Quay, Edinburgh EHS 60Q © E {:} f‘ il &
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11,

optlan have been available to download fram the Transport Scotland websie sings the
preforred aption exhibitions in Octabsr 2014. The drawings baing used at the ourent
round of landowner meetings simply show this same preferred option in conjunction
with the property bourtdary of the individual landowier, Thess drawings were prepared
for discusslon purmpnses only, and in some cases the road design may be amended to
teduge impact an individual properties, taking account »f the fesdback from these
mestings. Hard coples of these drawings can be madae availatile on request,

This Is covered in point 7 above.

It Dacembar 2011, The Agenda for Cities, “Scotland’s Cittes: Liglivering for Seatland”,
was published by the Scottigh Government. ‘Tha Agenda identifles cannesting cities
with strang, rellable and resiftent fransport infrastructure as a key characteristic to
support sustainable growth. Publishad alongside this was the Sooftish Government's
Infrastructure Investment Plan, providing an overview af plans for intrastucturs
investment over the coming decades, To complement the Agenda for Citles, the
Infrastructure investment Plan contains & commitment to complete the dusl
carrlageway network between all Scotland’s citles by 2030, including the upgrade of the
A98 between Invemess and Aberdeen to dual carriageway.

| 7 (AN FLE Y ﬁ "
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Sent; 04 November 2015 14:17:13

To: Ministerial Coriespondence Unit

Subject; FW: Letter requesting A%6 dualling route change at Auldearn,
FRATET o

MR please.

On 3 Nov 2015, at 12:12, Mackay D (Derek), MSP
<Derek Mackay.msp@scotlish. parliamentnk<maillo:Derek Mackay.tnsp@scotlish.pa

rliameht.ul>> wrote!

Pergus
Finance for new roadsworks is with keith and joln atm

derek

From:! Bwing I' (Fergus), MSP

Sent: 02 November 2015 12:30

To: Mackay D (Derck), MSP ,

Subject: Fwd: Letter requesting A96 dualling voute change at Auldearn

I think that a meeting which I requested with this constituent was turned down, 1
wonder if that decision might be reconsidered, as there are as you can see many
people who are not happy with the line proposed,

An apreement to mest to discuss would T think be the least necessary.

I am not sure if you or Keith is handling this though

F

Sent from my iPad

Begin forw sage:
Fronu

>

mailto: N -
Tate: 2 November 2015 at 11:07:03 GMT

To: Fergus Ewing

<forgus.cwing. msp@scottish.parliament.uk<mailto:forgus.cwing, msp@scottish.palia
ment ule>> '

Cet

< scottish. parliament.uk<matlto: || GGEGTGRGGG_GE)scoltish,pa
rlfamentuk>>; _
"-@scouish. parljiament.uk<mallto: | NG scollish parliament.uk
oy
<ﬂcoﬁi_§h.paﬂiamcut.uk<mai!to:_@scottlsh.parliamenf:.u
le=>,

< 11l o

Subject: Letter fequestinig A96 dualling route shange at Auldearn

Dear Fergus, T hope this finds you well and enfoying this heautiful weather.

T attach a letter, signed by 177 peopls, setting oul the justification fot a rouls change
of the A96 duglling at Auldearn,

1 delayed sending this to you on Friday, as signalures were stilf [looding in and as




type, 1 think there are still one or two more to come, Tam thercfore just sending this
by ¢-mail as a heads-up and T will be hand-delivering a hard copy, complete with all
the signature sheets and attachments, to your constituency office in Inverness on
Wednesday morning this weelk. '

As people ate very worrled about identify fraud these days, I would be reaily gratelul
if T could pet a receipt for the package when I deliver it on Wednesday and also
written confirmation of the process used at your constituency office to prolect the
signatures and address details of all those who have signed. T nsed to be able to let
everyone know that they should not have lo worry aboul their signatures, names and
addresses falling into the wrong hands,

Thank you.

iiiﬁ'ifmﬂs
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This messagoe has been received from an exlernal party and

has been swept for the presence of computer viruses.
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98 DUALLING INVERNESS TO NAIRN (INCLUDING NAIRN BYPASS)

Thank you for. your-e-mall datad 2 Nevembar 2014 on behalf of your conetltugnt-—
regavding the A96 Duyaliing Inverhass to Néifn (inaluding Naiiry Bypass) schenig,

As datailed in my lotters of 29 June and 22 Septembet 2015 there have already been a
nuritber of meetings with o disouss her eongoms and this cohsultélion wil
conifinue as the proferred option for e scheme develops.” it Is.planned to publish the draft |
Otdgta for tha schame later in 2016 and this will mark the start of the formal. statutory
ponsuliation pariod during whish-anyone who.wishes to do 5o can asmment or submit,
objdetiona to the schema. Jf the sthemewhare fo proceed to a Pubic Local nquity (PLD,
Sootiish Minleters will ultimetely give detailad consideration 16 the PLI Repottel's
repamimendations and declde whetheror not te prapesd with the scheme, ‘

Glvan the stage werare alin the:development of the schems | feel it wollld be mote helpful {a
you it you met with Transport Scotiahd officlals who are more farhiliar with the delall:of the
schisms in order 1o distuss the-bbricerns rafsad by and pthera. As sych
contaat Transpost Soottand’s Heiad of Planning and Deslgn, MrDavid Anderser en

o aprangs a mutually approgriate time, ‘

{ 1yt this e of assisianse.

Kind regards

KEITH BBQWN

Victdria. Quay, Edinburah EH6 ﬂ'ha : E@S@E (,} f“@u@'f ﬁ
. i A O
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Frony: Brannen R (Ray)

Sent: 26 Fanuary 2016 12:53:15
To; Rennje jchelle
Subject: I'w:

Nairn By pass

!clmowlcdge please copying in Ministers and saying Michelle will respond,

Thanks
R

From! mcotiish.par]iment.lm
[inailto: scoitish,parliamentuk] On Behalf Of

Fergus, Bwing.msp@scotlish.parliament.uk
Sent; 26 January 2016 12:49

To: Brannen R (Ro
Subject: Naite By

pass

Dear Roy,
Route of Nairn By pass.

I am writing on behalf of
M i1 iclation to the proposed route of the Naitn by pass, She has expressed her
opposition to the proposed route which proceeds north of Auldeatn, As stated in
previous correspondence, my constiluent does express concerms on behalf of a large
number of residents - 188 people - and flooding was already previously flagged up as
a major area of concern. '

Recently she has met with Jacobs, who ave acting as agents of TS, She has pointed out
that the proposed route lies in a flood plgj awn my attention to the pame:
Wf_th’e farms on the route - one 15 , and the other

As she states: The cluc is in the namel

With the recent flooding north and south of the border focussing public policy on the
risks involved and the dangers intherent an building on or-close to flood plains -
including of damage to any roads - it does appenr highly iniportant that there is
ovidence on this issue and that it sliould be shared with all concerned,

I would thetefore agk that you please let me know what evidence there is in refation to
the flooding issue of the route as it Hes north of Auldearn; and if you can confivm
whether or not TS consider that thig is an issue.

T ook forward to hearing from you,

Youts sincerely,

Feigus BEwing MSP
Inverness and Nairn,




Parliamentary !ssistaut to Fergus Ewing MSP

14,07 The Scottish Parliament
Bdinburgh

EHY9
Tel: ]

“mmsh.pamm.em.mmmas|mz-@smnish‘paﬂiamem-.
ulc-

Website; www.fergusewing.com<hltp://www,fergusewing.com/>
[facebook]<hitp:/iwww.facebook.com/fergusewingmsp> [twilter]
<http:/fwww.twitter,com/fergusewingmsp>
{!1Ltps://upload.wikimadia.org/wikipedi‘agn/aiaf/Scotlish_Parliamou[_Iogo. pugp]
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For lalest news and informalion about all aspecis of Parliamentary business, MSPs
and oui work, visil lhe Parliament's waobsite at
www.scoltish.parliament.nk<hip://www.scottish parliament.uk>

For informalion aboul how you can visit the Parliament, go to
www.scotlish.parliament.uk/visit<hlip://www.scottish.parliament uld/visit>

Watch Parliamentary business live at

wivw.scottishiparliament. te<http://www.scottishparliament.tv> or tead the Official
Report at

www.scottish,parliament,ul/OfficlalReport<http://www.scottish parliament.uk/Offici
alReport>

Faodar p?ict a ghabhail ann am P?7rlamaid na h-Alba tron Gh?idhlig, ‘I'ha barrachd
fiosrachaidh 1§ thaighinn sa phlana Ghidhlig dgainn aig
vsw(‘?ﬁ?cott[_sh.paﬂiamen’t.LﬂclPlanaG?idhHg<hup://www‘suottish.parliamcntuk/l’lana
GPidhlig>

The information in this e-mail ransmission and any files or attachments transmitted
with it are strictly confiderdial and may conlain privileged tuformation, It is intended
solely for the person or organisation to whom it {s addressed and iff you are nol the
intended recipient, you musl not copy, distribule, disclose or {ake any action in
relinnee on it, If you have recelved this v-mail in ervor, please delete it from your
computer system and no(ify the sender as soon as possible,

While this c-mail mesgage and attachmionts have been swept by the content filter
software for the presence of computer viruses, the Scottish Patliamentary Corporate
Buody does not guarantee that either are vitus-free and accepts no liability for damage
sustained as a result of a virus, It is the recipient's responsibility to ensure that the
onward transmission, opening or use of this message and any atlschraents will not
adversely affeot their systems or data or otherwise incur liability in law.

EERE A ELEEEEHE RS EEEREEA PEEEESES TR EETES TS S ELEELEEE TR S FELEEEIE TR L
#*

This email was scaoned by the Governmoent Seowre Intranel uoli-virus service supplied
by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Coertificate Number
2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, pleasc call your organisations IT Helpdesk.
Communications via the GSi may be aulomatically fogged, monitored and/or recorded
for [egal purposcs,

sl ek ke ok ok sk e ook e skolokt stk ootk dolekoskodobo e ol ool eeod ok sl b e e st oge i o Aol bt ok Aok A b Aok ik



This emiail has been received from an external party and
has been swept for the presence of computer viruses.
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Bughanan House, 58 Part Durdlas Road, Glasgaw G4 QHF -

Direat Lina: 0141 272 7110, Fax: 0141 272 7111 A

chilgfexecutive@transportscollaiid gstgov.ulk ‘ :
TRANSPORT
SCOTLAND

[F I U

Fergus Ewirig MSP Your ref:

The Scoltish Pariament Our ref:

EDINBURGH 2016/0002784

EHBE 15P

Date;
9 Pebruary 2018

Deos Frger

A96 DUALLING INVERNESS TO ABERDEEN (INCLUDING NAIRN BYPASS)
Thank yay for your e-mall dated 26 January 2016 in which Whe iggue of flooding in
W an behalf of your constituent f ﬁ

| would like to reassure you that potential Impacts on the water environment, including flood risk,
are considered throughout the design and development of frunk road improvement schemes.

As part of tha deslgn and assessment of tha A96 Duatling Inverness to Naim (including Naim
Bypass) schems our Consultant is evaluating the impact on flood risk in the area and 4 hydraulio
madet of the Auldearn Burn will be developed fa assist in this evaluation. The scheme will ba
designed so that It will not lead to an inorease in flood risk and where required, mitigation will be
‘added o the scheme design. The assessment will include an allowance for olimate change.
The work currently being taken forward will form part of a Flood Risk Assessment for the route,
which will be published as part of the Environmental Statement later this year. Detalled
constiltation with Scottish Environment Protection Agency (SEFA) 15 being undertaken to agree
the methadolagy and scope for this work.

With regard to wider flood risk issues, | can confirm that wherever possible, the road layout is
belng developed to avaid construction within flaod plains, However at cerlaln locations, the
scheme has to traverse fiood plains and measures will be buiit into the design to avaid
increasing flood risk. All new watercourse crossings will be designed so that that the bridge or

oulvert has sufficient capadcity.

gimiarly the road drainage system will e designed so that it does not create any additional
flooding risk to the surrounding area. This is typlcally achieved by incorparating attenuation
ponds within the drainage design for the scheme,

In addition to using hisforical flood data provided by SEPA, the design team &are carrying out
detailed topographical surveys of all affected watergourses and will prepare a detallad hydraulic

vanw,trangporigcollahd.gov.k @ Angorcy of g The Scottish Government
(EGACY 2015 Buldhwann (v P % Rlaghioltas na h-Alba o




madal of selected watercoyrses, Including the Auldearn Bumn, to inform the Flood Risk
Assassmant.

| hape this is halpful.

| am copying this reply ta the Cabinet Sacretary for Infrastructure, Investment and Citles, keith

Brown MSP, :
O g-u\c_mg:.
ROY BRANNEN
www.transpartscotiand gov.uk = Ansgency of oWy The Scottish Government
LEGACY 2014 Butdheann fe B.d ftiaghaltas na h-Alba
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From: TRANS)
Sent: (08 February 2016 16:37:31
To: PS/Trangport Scotland

Subject: FW: Nairn by pass
Attachments: 15 09 28 To Transport Scotland Re Nairn Bypass impact on home.docx

1 have tried phoning -Eor -note. 17U email her.

soottish. arliamont,uk<maiitonscottish.parliammt.
scoitish.parliament.uk] On Behalf O

Fergus. Ewing.msp@scottish.parliament, uk<mailto!Fergus, Ewing msp@scottish,parli
amentuk> ) '
Sent; 08 Febroary 2016 15:53

To: Brannen R (Roy)

Subject: Nairn by pass

Deat Roy,

1 attach a note flom my constituent, — with regard to the proposed ronte
of the Nalin By pass.

I had asked for the opportunity thal my constijuent and another constituent meet the
Ministet fo discuss, but this request was turned down - at a time when you were the
senior Trook Roads official.

T now discover that In the discussions with Jacobs that that company alppear not to
have had communicated to them the concerns of my constituents as relayed by me to
both the Minister and TS {attached letter to TS fiom myself dated 15th September).

Cun you please let me know whether my representations were copied to Jaeobs, and
what the procedute is, since I must express my concern that they should be so
comiriunicated to enable that company which is specifically éngaged to work on the
issues related to the route choice to understand the views and objsctions of my
constiluents.

Yours sincerely,

Pergis Ewing MSP
Inverness and Nabn

Parllamcntary Assistant to Fergus Bwing MSP

T4,07 The Scottish Pailiament
Edinburgh
BH9918P

Tel;




LT“@sconish. patlia!11ent.1ﬂc<nmilto:_@scottish. parliament,
>

Wobsite: www.forgusowing,com<http:/fwww.fergusewing.com/>

[ facebook]<hitp://www.facebook. com/fergusowingsnp> [twitter]
<http:/fwww.twiller.com/fergusewingsnp> _ _

[htips://upload wikimedia.org/wikipedia/en/a/af/Scottish_Parliament_logo.png]
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For latest news and information about all agpects of Parliamentary buginess, MSPs
and our work, visit the Parliament’s welisite at
www.scottish.parliament.uk<htip://www.scoltish. parliament. ulc>

For information about how you can visit the Parliament, go [o
www.scottish. parliament. uk/visit<htip://www.scottish.patliament.uk/visit>

Watch Parliamentary business live at
www.scottishparliament.ty<htip://www.scotishparlinment.tv> or read the Official
Report at

www.scottish parliament.ul/O fficialReport<httpi//www.scottish,parliament uk/Olficl
alReport>

Faodar p?irt a ghabhail ann am PYrlamaid na h-Alba tron Gh%idhilig, Tha barrachd
fiosrachaidh ri fhaighinn sa phlana Gh?idhlig againn aig
www.scottish.parliament.ul/PlanaGPidhlig<htip://www.scottish.parliament.uk/Plana
Gidhlig>

The information in this e-mail lransmission and any files or attachments transmitied
with it arc strictly confidential and may contain E)rivileged information, It is intended
solely for the person or organisation to whom it is addressed and if you ave not the
intended recipient, you must not copy, distribute, disclose or take any action in
reliance on t. If you have yeceived this e-mail in ervor, plense delete it from your
computer systam and notify the sender as soon as possible,

While this e-mail message and attachments have been swept by the content. filter
software for the presence of computer viruses, the Scottish Parliumentary Corporale
Body does not guarantee that either are virus-tree and accepls no liability for damage
suslained as u result ol a virus, It is the recipient's responsibility to ensure thatl the
onward transmission, openisg or use of this message and any attachments will not
advergely affect their systetns or data or otherwise incur liability in law.
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e

This ¢mail was scannaed by the Govornment Secore Inlranel anti-yirug service supplied
by Voadafone in partnership with Symantec, (CCTM Certificate Nuniber
2009/09/0052.) ﬁl case of problems, please call your orpanisations IT Helpdesk,
Communioalions via the 81 may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded
for lepal purposcs,
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This email has been received from an exlernul party and

has been swepl for the presence of compuler viruses,
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Dear David,

I am writing on behalf of my above constituents whose house is adjacent to the praposed
line of the A86 Naim by pass. Thelr house will have on its boundary, a dual carrlageway.

recently attended my September surgery and showed me a diagram prepared by
Jacobs of the propertias Impacted by the iine,

Thesa shotild the properties with a colour coding; yellow for slight impact to red for severe.

The -property Is not correctly shown on the dlagram. It is not marked at all. This Is
despite the fact that it Is actually right beside the proposed line. Nar Is It showri as severe
fmpact which is vary strange since many properties which are marked upon the diagram will
be located several hundred metres from the new route and thus will therefore be impacted to

a far lesser axtent,

My constituent does query the preparation of this diagram because she belioves that many
of the properties shown on it have not baen "marked” In the estimated impact, in a consistent

fashion,

| Unhderstand two other diagrams are shown on Transport Scotland's, namely the artist's
impresslon and the aertal view, also miss off my constliuent's praperty (and otheis) therefore
giving the Impression that thare is no Impact to properties in this area.

The three pieces of informatlon together paint the wrong plcture and they would be now like
them to be amended accordingly to reflect the true pleture to all concerned.

-sks If this diagram is used and if sa for what purposes; and ta whom it is shown.

Pléase sea betowWite shawing the aerial view _nd tha

artist's imprassion | also attach a copy of the visual inipact assaessment,

http://www transportscotland.gov.uk/system/iles/documents/projects/A96%20inverness %20t
0%20Nairn%20(inel. % 20Nairm%208ypass) % 20Ptefetted % 200ption%20panels, bdf

| am writing formally to ask that you check it for accuracy and canflrm that so far as my
constituent’s property Js concerned the impact ¢an only be cansiderad severe and will be
ravised accordingly? Can the other two dlagrams referred to be corracted now?

Yours sincarely,

Fargus Ewing MSP
{nverness and Nairn




Chiet Exedutive's Offive

Roy Brannen ,
Buehanan House, 58 Port Dundas Road, Glasgow ¢4 OHF
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Your eof:

Fergus BEwing MSP
The Scottish Patliament Our e
EDINBURGH 2016/1004855
EHO9 18P
Diates:
; - v 2 February 2016
Peaoy Fesges

A96 DUALLING INVERNESS TO NAIRN (INCLUDING NAIRN sypass) - GNGNN

Thank vau for your éntall dated 8 Fabruary on behalf of your constituents _n_f
regarding the AS8 Dualling Inverness to Nairn.

iincluﬁing Nairn Bypass) scheme, Unfartunately | did not receive a copy of the note from

ith your e-mail and have been unable to get hold of a copy of this from your offlce at the
tirie of writing.

I can confimm that your e-mail dated 28 September 2015, which contained the latter attached to
your emall dated 8 February, was passed to our desigh consultants, Jacobs UK Lid, on 28

September 2015. Transport Scotland often forwards on querles received which are of a
technical nature for discussion with our consultants.  This helped form my predecessor's
response dated 16 October 2018, which resporided to the various pointe. raised in ragards of the

DMRB Stage 2 route aption assessment report, the artist impresslons and aerlal views.

Transport Seotland’s A96 Dualling team and Jacobs are fully aware of the concemns of [
i)gnd have met with them on a number of agcasions to discuss thelr concerns, This has
{ their property on the following occasions:

N Ti=nsport Scotiand)

intludad mesting

« 24 June 2015 — Attended by

{Jacobs) & Jagobs
v 25 Augt.;st 2015 — Attended by  cobs) & TR
{Jacohs
o 25 Janvary 2016 — Attended by |||  ENEIE S o<o-¢) & MR

(Jacobs)

in addition to these mestings [N oo olso attended & number of the on-going
public: events held in relation to the scheme and have apoken with Transport Scotland officlals at

each of thege, including the recent drop-in sesslons held in Naitn on Friday 5 Mayoh 2018,

emailed the A98 Dualling team on 10 February 2016 requesting that Transport

Scotland gives consideration to purchasing thelr property. Transport Scotland will give: due
conslderation to such a request and respand to s soan aa possible.

v transporlacolland.goviuk An agency of Flr* The Scottish Government
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In the meantime, should NN v o futher meeting to discuss any of their
concerns, Transport Scotland's NG cz» be conlacted on or Jacobs’
locally based Stakeholder Go-ordinator, | o to amange a mutually

cohvehlent time,

I hope this I helpfid.

| am copying this raply to the Minister for Transport and lslands, Derek Mackay MSP and
Cabinet Secretary for Infrasfructure, Investment and Clties, Keith Brown MSP.

Y% gn..hczq;y@

ROY BRANNEN

o _

— At agency of P'*U" The Scottish Government
'555932539»'3 Buldheznnle NN Ringhaltas na h-Alba
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Extract from A96 Dualling Inverness to Nairn (Inc¢luding Nairn Bypass) Design
Development Issues — 8/3/16

Design Development Issue Comments Category
Horizontal realignment to shift Landowner request No change

a!iﬁnmen‘c further from [l proposed




From:

Sent: 29 February 2016 10:52:57
To: PS/Transport Scotland
Subject; RO MACCS Case to be registered

attachments: [JJJlzo-02-2016_10-33-21pdf

Dear PS/TS

Please find attached a letter addressed to Dayid Anderson regarding lhe A96 Dualling
from John Fintile MSP, Ithink this will probably need to be registered as a CEQ
response given that David is not here.

@'ﬂls,




sy
x|

John Finnie - The Sccish Parlicment Tain O Finnaf
Membar of the Scottlsh Parliament ' ' Ball Parlamald na h-Alba
Highlands and Islands A' Ghaidhealtachd agus na h-Elleanan

Davig Anderson
Head of Plannihg and Design, Major Transport Infrastructure Projects

Transport Scottand

Buichanan House

58 Port Dundas Road |
Glasgow G4 OHF

25/02/2016

Duailing of A96

Dear Q0L LCA
Several of my constltuents have ralsed concerns surrounding the dualling of the A96,

and In particular the route selected out of the three possible optlons, I understand
that there are multiple Issues with the preferred route and that there will be many

homes affected by the proposed plan.

I have enclosed one of the aforementloned emails, and I wonder whether you could
comment on the specific Issues ralsed within it.

Kind regards

John Finnle MSP

Enc.

Room M3,19 ' john.finnle.msp@scottish, parllament.uk Sedmar M3.19

The Scottish Parllament (0131) 348 6898 Parlamald na h-Alba

EDINBURGH DUN EIDEANN
EH99 18P

EHOS 15P




Tol; e-mail;
22 Febryaty 2016 :

Mr P Harvie MSP

Leader of the Scotllsh Graen Parly
M&.06

The Scottish Parllament
Edinburgh

EHg8 18P

Deal M Harvie ‘ \

A96 dualling: major faliings by Transport Scotland and the SNP

For the past 18 months; ol local gommunity In Auldearn, near Naltn; has been fighting agalnsta
deaision by Trangport Scolland and thelr contractors; Jacobs, backed by the SNP, to Implement the
most expensive and deslructive scheme possibis, ds a solution fo iraffle battleneoks on the ASE
Inverness to Aberdeen road;

Qwing to strong lobbylng by a minority of weaithy landownars and focal polliolans, the preferred route
chosan In October 2014, otit of a possible three different opllons ls the only one that:

4. Has the blggest fimpact on the largest number of homes and buslnesses, with the planned
route belng as littié as 20 metres away from homas in some instances,
9. Takssa'hoomerang-style’ detour, ensuring that it s the longest, least direct route — please
see ehclosedl ap, produced by Transport Scatland in February 2016,
3, s the only obe that is on a known, natural fisod plain, _
4, Is the only one that destroys prime.agricultural land, rather than utlising grazing fand (on the-
most diréot raute), or an already exlsting road, that was bullt I 1887 with provislon belng
“thade at the time for dualling In"the futurs,
Our voloes are helng disregardad — even though we have petitioned our MSP (and recelved no_
response), Transport Scotiand, with SNP backing, Is running rough-shod over our aommunity; it's lilks
living I a dictatorship, where we ara not allowed an oplnien, So, with ah election looiming, many of us
fael that It Is time we wrote to all the opposition leaders, as we now recognise that you are the.only
paople who oanh hold the SNP to account.

Bachkegrounid
THe.A98 Inverness to Abardesh toad has several major bottienecks -~ Nairn, Elgin and Kelth balng the
malri ohes, There Is public support, In.principle, for the dualling of the whole of the road, even though

only 1% of road users fravel the whole length of the road. Howevet, the biggest cancern of fogal’

people Is to det the bottlenscks bypassed and Nalr s high on that list, Weall stpport this, The-

plans for the Nalfn bypass were well advanced untll the SNP aniouriced thelr vanity project of

S“Eﬁ"’g the Wh?ie- of the A98, Immiediately puliing the Nalm bypass on hold, yst agaln, whilst they
lelibérate on this, : .

Unforturiately, hacauss of thelr-obsesslon with thelr v_anitﬁ project, they have declded to design the
dyal earriageway between Jnvetness and an area called Hardmulr, to the west.of Nalin, even though
Nalin to Hardmulr already has a bypass In place -ifwh_leh they are disregarding). In addition, Transport
Sooliand’s own research shows that the traffle valurvie is sighlficantly lowet ffopi.the wast of Nalm
untll [t reaches Elgin, So low In fact, that the numbers do not even goms anywhere near the
reguitemant for a dual cafilageway, And yet they Wit to waste olif mortey on dualling It

As the bullding of a bypass for Nalm is a politioal hot potato — the suga has been golng on for around,

. 40 years ~the SNF Is pushing ahead with the Nairn seatlon of the dual canlageway first. This Is

gouad, apart from the fact that they are adding on the-low trafflo voluime seotlon west of Nalrn to

Hardmulr, bypassing the existing, and falily new, Auldearn hypass which doas not haed replacing

{and It can bé dualled), _
Contlnued.f.




Page 2 - A36 dualling: major fallings by Transport Scotiand and the SNP

Why? Why not bulld Nairn bypass and rejoln the exlsting AS6 where the trafflc volumes decrease
signifieantly at the west of Naln? There Is na need to put farms out of business and people out of
their hotnes, [f they cohtinue on this volrse of actioh, we Will be left with a whita elephant, a dual

- carrlageway going nowhers (illke the one north of Inverness to Tore) because the SNP has no monay
to complete it in our ifstlimies.

Some frightening facts

1.

When the wealthy lobbyists and loca! office bearers succeeded In ehsuring that thelr lands
would not be affeated by this bypass of the Auldearn bypass, Transport Scotjand managed fo
ensure thal, In their lnltlal, 800-page, sublectiVa report, this longest and most deshictive route
wasg cheagier than any other aption by £1.8 miftlon,

The Nalrh bypass was In the Initlal stages of deslgn and If that had continued, the road would
be in-constructioh as we speals, However, the dualling vanily project has put a tiold on that
and raw the governmeant fa throwlng taxpayers’ Inoney away at & rate of £300,000 per day to
deslgh the dual carriageway from Inverness to Hardmuir, Inoluding Nalrn bypass;

We, as a communlly are worldng with a senlor Transport Planniling Consultarit who has
already done Initlal calculations - and provided a mafilx of those caloulations to our MSP -
that prove that the ocholae of route from the wast of Nalm around the Auldearn bypass, was
actually the most expensive from the outset — an astonishing £49 millfon pounds more

eX J?n|3iva to be precise « nat£1.9 milllon cheaper. This caloulation has been ignored by the
politiclans,

Slhee chaosing the longest and most destruative route, tha deslghers have dlscovered that
they are {rylng to bulld a four-lane cartlageway oWa, natural flood plain, The dlile
was always fn the titie; this area has been called for hundreds of years ahd We, the
locals, highlighted this before any route was chosen, Jacobs' people on the ground, by thelr
own adrmissjon, have thelr work cut out to deal with this flood plain and thal has restilted i a
slgnificant design change of one particular unctlon, This redesighad Junction now resembles
one on a previously discarded routs, That route was orlginally dismissed as a potential option
as [twould have cost £36 millloh more than the cufrent prefsrred route, Now It is patt of the
preferred fouts, Add that to.the £49 mililon already Identiffed by our Transport Planning
Consultant and already we are £83,1 miien (£49 -+ £36 - £4.9 milllon) more expansive than
any other potantial route ... ahd they haven't even put a spade Ih the ground yet,

Bul still they cohtinue with the deslgn expenditire, not wanfing to lose face, or to admlt to
thelr wealthy stakeholders that they need to adopt one of the ather, cheaper and less
destruotive toutes. A Jacobs employae told us that they are throwing as mitch money at this
stage as they can, as qulolly as posalble, to ensure that they go past the point of ho retum
and theréfore there wil be nottilng left to spend on looling at the other rotes that they
disregarded bacause of the Jobbying few. This atfittide ls outrageaus and we object strongly
to our moriey belng wasted In this way.

Jacobs and Transport Seotland have, rightly so, worled with the farmers who are affeoted by
this cholce of route, ta go round fislds and ensure that they have proper acdess lo what little
land they will have laft. They are doing this o ensure that those people whose land they need
to compulsorily ptirchass do not all for a public enquiry, However, this has resulted in total
compromise, with extrema consequiences, for those homeowners without fand along the
route, They do hot wanl otir land, se we have na tights to an enquiry and aceording lo
Transpoit Scolland, we have no rights to anything (oh, we ean apply. for compensation onoe
the road has been In existence for a whole year(). For 11 households, this means that our
properties will be unlnhabltable and a further 18 will also be serlously compromisad,

The wealthy landowners and local office bearers have ensured that more hotnes are belng
catastrophleally affected on this prefetred route, than would have been on any other route
salaatlon, This Is supported by tha SNP, who supposadly stand for falrnass and aqualily,

Contlnued. /..,




Page 3 - Ag6 duallirig: imajay falllgs By Transport Sootland aid the SNP.

8. There laan-environmental tragedy in here lwo. Another flopd plain wlil be destroyed and who
knows Whal the conseéquencs of that will be fn the future. Contrary to what | was told by a
Jacobs employee; you cannot "anglneerout’ Mother Nature; she has graphioally i
demonsirated that in very recent months and where'thers are opfions not to take suchi huge.
risks; as there are In this scénarlo, we should use those optlona.

7. Enviranmientally and sconomically, the BBC Landward programme that alrad on.6 February,
Informed us all that there Is oply 3% of prime agrleuftural land left In Scotland, Thatinltself Is
g tragedy, So why can the Scottish Government he.allowed to even think of digging up huge
aoraages of Jt when there are ather, viabls aitarnatives (even If they might upset a few

menibars of the looal gentry)?

8. Sl on the envirsiiment; why ls It when the Scottish Government has missed lis
ahvironmental targets year-on-year, they are even consldering building faster roads to oalry
more polfluting cars, wWhen the davalopment of alactily trains botween Inverness and
Atierdeen should:take priority?

9. Anather shooking fact s that Transport Beotland has no overali plan for tha ratite of a dualled.
Ag6-and s warking plecereal, So far, It |s wiggling to the south of Nalm, then boomeranging
north of Auldearn, with the next potential boomerang to the south of Farres and then who
knows whera? The lack of an overall, coheslve plan means that money will pourinto qulal fix
solutions on g focal basts, which will Inavitably result in furthier waste of that pracloys
resource: taxpayers' trioney, |f they.are already planning to ba a minimum of £83,1 milflon
over hiidget at the deslgn stage of this small stratoh of foad (roughly around & Kilometres),
what o &arth s the overspend golng to be when they daploy this disorganlsed, anrd frankly
Inexacusable, way of working over the refmalndar of the road to-Aberdeen - araund 136

kilometres..

The upshot of all of thls Is-that the wrang route cholse was made hecause of pressure from lobbymg,
‘fivencial thdlviduals and riow Transport Scotiand and Jacobs are rying to make It fif; regardless of
the financlal, envirohmental and human costy all of whichi Is now splralling aut of contrdl,

We feel ke W are sinking Ih this mire of wiste and destruction, exacelbated by the dictatorship
tendencles of our ourrent government, We look at the money that ls belng paured Into this white
elephantand we feer foi oUr haspitals, our scheols and all the other publlc services that the:SNP are
hell-bent oh rulning, through fadk of funding, choosing Instead to channel precious resources fowards

fldioulous vanlly projects.

Never befars, as long-term taxpayers In this free country, have we hsen made to feel that we are not
allowed to have an oplnloh and that we must be-put In our place and acoept government Imposed
petsonal saciifice and financlal rin without an option to protest,

Itis In the public Interest that the mismanagement of this projeot Is sorutinised fmmediately and we
oall on your expertisa to ensure {hat this happens befare mers-public funds are wasted,

Thank you for taking the time to read this, We look forward to hearing from you.

Yaours sincerely

+

Enc: Mab of the unnecessary ‘boornerting' north of the exlsting Auldearn bypass, as pravided by Tranaport
Seolland at thelr public exhibiflons In Febryary 2016,

Ce: All appostlion and ndependeni MSPs for the Highlands 8 Istands and any.alher oppasiion and ndapendent

parllamantary candidates who will be'announced I due course, .
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Chief Executive’s Office

Roy Brarnn . .
Bughanan House, 58 Port Dundas Read, Glasgaw G4 OHF
Direet Ling: 041,272 7110, Fay: 0141 272 1411
chisfexectlive@transportscatiand.gsl.gov,uk

TRANSPORT

SCOTLANE
John Fintle MSP Youy ref:
The Scolish Partiament Out ref
EDINBURGH £016/0007699
EHOS 18P
Date: .
15 March 2016

D@f’/ Qﬂm\

A96 DUALLING INVERNESS TO NAIRN (INCLUDING NAIRN BYPASS)

50416 regarding the correspondence you have

Thank you for your letter date
recelved froin your constituents
addressed 1o David Anderson.
Scotland,

| afn responding In my capacity as Chief Executive for Transport

The Scottish Govemment is committed to dualiing the A6 between Invarness and Aberdean by
2030 bringing improved journey time and refiabliity, improved connectivity and improved read
safety for all users.

Thé work Transport Scotland Is progressing on the AG6 Dualling programme includes a rolling
programime of regular engagement with local communitiés and other stakeholders o ensure
husinesses and individuals affectad by the work are kept fully informed and their vital feedback
faken Into account, This programme of engagement commentead In November 2013 with a
series of exhibitions presenting the options under consideration for the Inverness to Naim

(including Naim Bypase) scheime.

In addition to the public engagement urdertaken to date, Transport Scotland has met with [

on & number of accasions to discuss thelr congema. | would like to reassure you that
feedback reosived from all atakeholders, whether statutory obiectors or nat, is given full and
broper consideration as part of the scheme design and assessment pracess.

Transport Scolland follows a rigarous assessment process when choosing a prefarred option for
a schame conststing of a standard threa-stage assessinent process as set oul in the Design
Manual for Roads and Bridges (DMRB). This includes cangideration of Hems including
environmental, englnaeering, traffic and economics.  Many of the impacts included in the
assessment are spacifically related to impacts on local residents and landowners including
nolse, air quality and visual Impact for example and gl such Impacts were taken into account in

selacting the preferred option for the Invemess to Nalrh {including Nairm Bypass) scheme.

@ Ansganey of o The Scottish Government

wwwitransportscotiand, gov.uk e
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The autcome of the route option assessment process for the scherna Is fully documented in the
DMRB Stage 2 Scheme Assessment Report, published in Qctober 2014, which is avallable from
pur website at htip://www trarisport.goy.scot/project/af6-invemess-nalrn-including-naim-bypass.

| note qhave provided comment ot the estimated cost of the preferred aption g
announced in Oclober 2014 and that they belleve there Is an exfra cost of £49m lo construct it

as opposed to using the existing A96 as the ling of the bypass. 1 can advise that a number of
options were conéldered during the DMRB Stage 2 route optlon assessmant which Included an
on-line widening of the existing A96 past Auldearn, namely options 2B and ZF. For the
purposes of the route option assessment process, the estimated cost for these optlons wers
£224.8m and £204.3m respectively as compared with the estimated cdst for the preferred
option, 2E, which was £202.4m. The estimated cost of the preferred option (option 2E) therefore
has the lowest estimated cast, which is marginally lower when compared o option 2F.

The estimatad cost infarmatian for all the options cansidered during the route option assessment
process Is contained In the DMRB Stage 2 Scheme Assessment Report which is available from

our websile as pér the above (ink.

Transport Scotland is currently progressing with the development and assessmeni of the
preferred opfion with a view to publishing draft Orders and Environmental Statement later this
year for formal comiment. As part of this work the preferred option will be developed in more
detail and sultable mitigation Incorporated in the scheme where conslderad appropriate to
reduce impacts on the environment. :

As part of this deslgn development, it is correct to state that some changes are propased to the
preferred option and these were presented to the public at a serles of drop-in session held in
February, The public had until 14 March to pravide comment on the proposed changes.

These changes are part of the normal design refinement pracess that is undertaken during the
development and assessmant of a preferred option (i.e, DMRB Stage 3 assessment), and it Is
lilkely that changes of a similar nature would have been required with any of the other opflons
considered at Staga 2. All such changes are considerad carefully, and we are always mindful of
the possibliity that changes coutd be of such a miagnlfude as to call into question the route
optlons assessment carfled aut af DMRB Stage 2. At this stage we do not onsider that the
proposed changes are of such a magnitude, Although a change fo the alignmént Is proposed In
the vicinity of Blackpark Farm and Nairn East Junction, this is relatively localised, and does not
‘mean that the costs of the overall scheme should now he cohsldered comparable to other

options assessed at Stage 2.

i am unclear as to how | NG H:ve ostimated that Transport Scotland are-paying
“0300,000 per day to deslgn the dual carriageway from Inverness to Hardmutr, Including Naim
bypass” ag this ig a slgnificant overestimate of the daily fees paid to our design Consultant,
Jacobs UK Ltd. In May 2015 Transport Scofland awarded an estimated £30 miliion design
contract for tha scheme to Jacobs UK Ltd however, this covers all assoclated design and-

supervislon work up until complietion of the scheme.

In terms of the wider dualling belween east of Auldearn and Aberdeen we have completed
preliminary wotk and the cuteome of this was dispiayed at a series of public exhibitions in May
2015 and the material Is stil aveilable to view on the A96 Dualling website at

hitp:/Aeany ransport.gov.scotiroad/ad8-dualling-inverness-aberdeen/community-engagement. -

We are currently procuring design consultants for the western section of the route covering
around 29 miles from east of Auldearn fo east of Fochabers, When this confract is awarded later

v tranaporiseatiand gov.ulk — An sgency of | The Scattish Government
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this spring, route option assessient work will get underway onh western section of the dualling
programime.
1 hope this is helpful.

| am copying this reply fo the Minister for Transport and Islands, Derek Mackay MSP and
Cahinet Segretary for Infrastructure, Investment.and Gities, Keith Brown MSP. ‘

Yours sincerely

ROY BRANNEN
www teanapioriscotiand.gov.uk @ An aganiey of W ‘The Stettish GDVE!T‘ﬂméﬂt
LEGACY: 70 Buldheann 16 P Riaghaltas rig h-Als
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From: Brannen R (Roy)

Seni: 03 March 2016 11:12:16

Toi Rennie M (Michelle)

Co: PS/Ty K

Stubjsist: FW: %
IS -1 By Pass

Attachments; Lefter to Rergus Ewing 30 Oct 2015 FINAL.DOCX, Naitn bypass
option appraisals FINAL DOCX

Ackniowledge by email please and fast track, Can you also look to setup a process fot
covering all FE emails on these issnes with the project team.

From: mcottish.paﬂiamenwk' _
[mailto:] scottish,parlismentuk] On Behalf Of

Fergus.Bwing.msp@scottish partiament.uk
Sent: 03 Match 2016 09:20
To: Branneén R (Roy)

: jacobs,com; Minister for Lyanspoxt and Islands: Cabinet Secretary

Nairn By Pass

Dear Roy,

T am writing on behalf of [ NN
ﬂiﬂ cotinéction with the proposed route of the Naitn Bypass; and the
extra costs which they ind their follow residents believe would arise if the Scottish
Government proceed with their preferred route.

This matter was raised with your predecessor in the form of the lstter of the 30th
October to mie - copied to your office - in which there was also ériclosed a grid settitig
out an explanation of the costs argurent (both attached).

1 refer to paragraph 6 ofthat letter, and the columns in the grid,

At that time, the estimate of the exira costs of the preferred route - as opposed to the
uée of the existing route, as-the line of the bypass - was then £49M, This estitnate was
prepared by a transport planning consultant - also oné of my constifuents - who ig
Principal Consultant (BEng, MICE) for a speciafist fitm of consultants providing
highway, traffic and trarisportatiori advice (o both the public and private sectors, I
therefore believe he has the relovant expetience in this area of work.

Since this gid was cotnpiled, Transpost Scotland and Jacobs have made further
chaniges to the prefenied touto; part of it.00w resembles one of the routes that was not
selected as it was top cxpensive by £36,7M (DMRB Stage 2 repott, appendix 6, Value
for Money Wotkshop refers). My constituents ars oonicerned that this means the costs
have risen sharply: '

* The road will now be elevated by up to eight metres in places requiring jn-fiil
which was not tequired in the original design, My constituents believe that this is




owing to the natural flood plain which was not properly considered at the time of
route selection. '

* Mitigation will, as a result of these changes, be more difficult to integrate and
will be congiderably more expensive to deliver, _
The belief is that this increase, added to the already identified £49M exira cost of this
route, makes the prefeired route far more expensive than otlier route options.

In addition, I understand that my constifuents' frangport consultant does not believe
that the traffic flow forecasts and the safety appraisal information were developed
properly at the route selection stage, but he has not been able to acquire the
information from Jacobs to enable him to study this in detail. This is important
information, as thei¢ are concerns that not only does the preferred route represent a
very poor feturn on investment to the laxpayer, but that it may also be a lability,

I would, on behalf of my constituents, formally request that Jacobs share this
information. This would allow my coustituents and their advisors to work with you to
ascertaln what the extra costs to the taxpayer may be.

Tnn addition, my constitaents and their transport planning constltant request a meeting
with Jacobs, so that the issues raised in this letter can be fully discussed. The transport
planning consultant lives and works in England, although he has a family home in
Scotland, but he is prepared to make a special journey to Inverness to attend such a
mesting. I would thetefore request that you please ask Jacobs to contact tay
constituents in order to amange such a meeting in the next few weelds.

1 have indicated that this letter would be exhibited to any Reporter that may be
appointed in any Public Inquiry.

Yours sincetely,

Ferpiis Ewing MSP
Inverness and Nairn

!arlmm,entaly !,S.Si_siant_ to Fergus Ewing MSP

T4,07 The Scottish Patliament
Hdinburgh

BHY9 i 18P
Tc_I: '
Mscotﬁsh, patliament.ulc<mailto :-@scottish Jparliament,

k>

‘Website: www fergusewing.com<http://www.fergusewing,com/>
[faceboolk|<http;/www.facebools,com/fergusewingsnp>  [twitter]
<hitp:/fwww twitter.com/Tergusewingsnp>

[hitps:/fupload wilimedia,org/wikipedia/en/a/af/Scottish_Parliament logo.png]
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For latest news and information about all aspects of Parliamentary business, MSPs
and our worl, visit the Padiament's websiie al
www.scottish.parliamentuk<http:/fwww.scottish.parliament uk>

For information about how you can visit the Parliament, go to
wivw,scottish.parliament. uk/visit<htip://www.scottish.parlamentul/visit>



‘Watch Parliamentary busitiess live at o
www.scobtishpatliamerit. ty<http:/vwwiv.scottishpadiamenttv> or read the Officlal
Repott at _ "
w;évw-.3cottish.pariiament.uldofﬁciaﬂlep'01‘t<http.‘//www‘.scottish;narﬁament.lﬂdo_fﬁqi
alRsport>

Faodar pairt 2 ghabhail ann am Parlamaid na h-Alba tron Ghaidhlig: Tha barrachd
fiostachaidh ¢ fhaighinn sa phlana Ghaidhlig againn aig

www.scottish.partiament ul/PlanaGaidhlig<htip://wwi.scottish, parliament. uk/Plana
Gaidnlig>

The information i this e-mail transmission and any filés ot attachments transmitted
with it are strictly coufidential and may contain privileged information, It is intended
solely foi the persan ot organisation to whom it ig addressed and if you are hot the
intended reciplent, you must not copy, distribute, disclose or take any action in
reliance on i€, If you have recelved this e-mail it etror; please delete it from your
cotuputet system and niotify the sender as sooni as possible.

‘While this e-mail message and attachinents have been swept by the content filter
sofiware for the presence of computer vituses, the Scettish Parliamentary Corporate
Body does not guaraniee that either aye virus-free and accopts no liability for damage
sustainied as a result of a virus. It is the recipjent's responsibility to ensure that the
otiward fransmission, opening or yse of this mossage and auy attachtnents will not
advorsely affect their systems or data or otherwise incur liability in law,

dit g et bRtk dok kg ok detok e ke dtnk bR b b Ao R ok Sk ot ok b SR R ko

&

‘This email was scanned by the Governtnent Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied
by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec, (CCTM Certificate Number
2009/09/0052.) Incase of problems, please call your ofganisations 1T Helpdesk.
Communications via the G8i may be antomatically logged, monitored and/or recorded

for legal purposes.
e spofe e e ok stk st e st b ol o s et o eofe e ek ek b ook ettt e b e SRt kR sk SR stk Bolt e

This email has been reqeived from. an external parly and

lias been swept for the presende of computer vituses.
R Rk ok ok R s ok e ok o ok ek o ok o ek ok




contac:: |

30 October 2015

Mr F Ewing MSP
Coanstituancy Office
Highland Railhouse
Statlon Square
INVERNESS

V1 1LE

Daar Mr Ewing

A%6 dualling: communlty request to change preferred route at Auldearn

We, the 188 undersighed metribars of the Auldearn and wider Nairnshire/Moray cammunity,
respectfully request your help in putting forward our views on the Ag6 dualling project to the Transpart
Minister and Transpart Scolland.

Many of us have visited your surgeries in Nairn and put to vou that the process by which tha
community was consulted on the preferred route around Auldearn was unfalr and undemocratie and,
In addltion, we feel that the selection of the current preferred route s flawed. We propose that the
new road should follaw the route of the existing A96 Auldearn bypass far the following reasons:

1.

Atthe Auldearn Communilty Councll meeting on 8 January 2014, the carmunity consensus was
that the route of the existing A96 Auldearn bypass should be the prefesirad route. This consensus
was recorded on the Giirn from Nurn webslte on 9 January 2014 (copy attached), Unfortunately,
when Auldearn-Gommunity Council puit forward the view of the community to Transport Scolland
based on tha outcome of thls community meeting, the community councitlors chosa to Ignote the
community view and to recomtmend that the prefsrred route should be to the north of Auldearn.
We have naver supported this recomrmendation,

When the current Auldearn bypass was opened in April 1987, [t was stated al the time that the
road had been hulit In such a way to allow ehough space for dualling at some polnt In the future,
Itis our expectation that this previous, forward provision for the work that Transporl Scolland now
wishes to proceed with should be utilised, Anything that deviates from this long-term plan is, I
our view, a waste and an unnecassary cost to the tax payer, bath historie and future,

There s a significant risk of flooding alohg the Auldearn Buth on the prefarred raute horth of
Auldearn — something that has beenh oullined to Jacobs by the many homes they have visited
over the suminiar. |n the 28 years that the exlsting Auldearn bypass has been in operation it has
nevaer flooded and we are therefore concerned that the cholce of a route north of Auldeam would
bting about this unnecessary risk.

The Impact to homes and businesses on the prefeired route is considerable and will result in loss
of prime arabla land, income, rural herltage and a healthy envirorment, whereas the existing
ratile of tha A6 alteady has space available for devslopment, therefara negating the nead for
large scale loss to the community,

Caontinued,./..,



Page 2
30 October 2015

Letter to Fergus Ewing MSP
A96 dualling: communlty request to chainge preferred route at Auldearn

5. You will notice that the sigriatures to this letter are not just from these paople badly affected by the
preferred raute north of Auldearn, but are also from the wider communily which does not agree
with the ufinecessary téaring up of our rural landscape for the seke of installing a major toad
hetween Nairn and Forres where the traffic movements are very low compared {o those betwesn
Naim and lnverness, There Is already & trunk road in place ahd we strangly advocate that this fs
the route that should be usad.

8. Wa are enclosing a raute appraisal matrlx, complled by a fransport planning consultant who owis
one of the properties on the preferfed (north of Auldears) route; This documient isolates this piece
of read - Auchnacloich to Hardmuir - and clearly shows that by using the existing route and not
Transpoit Scotland's preferrad route at Auldearn, the government can take advantage of a large
cost saving, as well as significantly minimising the social, econhomic and environtnental Impact to

the community,

Transport Scotland Is curtently runhing rough-shod aver a rural conimunity which they aannot possibly
undarstand. Whilst we agres that a bypass far Nairn is long overdue and that sections of the AG6
need to he Improved, there is a routé in existenca that can he warked with to facilitate this

improvement,

We believe that by Improving the existing route of the A96 Auldearn bypass, rather than taking an
unnecessary diversion to the hoith of tha village, tipping up prime farmiland and rulning homes and
businessas ajlice, significant cost to the tax payer can be avalded arid a better salutlon for the
community of Auldearn will result,

We implore the Scottish Govarnment and Transport Scalland to start fistening to the comimunlties that
they are impacting and to take some positive action to save unnacassaty expaenditure and to ensure
the fulure prosperity of oyr rural envirenment,

Yours sincersly
Residerits of the Auldeatn ard Nalmshire/Maray community

Signatures attached

Enclostiras:

1. 44 signature sheasts cariylng 188 signatures. _
2, Exaerptfrom the Gurn frotn Nurn website confirming the communlty view, 8 January 2014,
3, Map of the preferrad route [llustrating suppoit for a route change from all landowners,

-4, Matibx Appralsal of Auldearn bypass oplions.
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! ‘ SCOTLAND
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FGTQ!-JS- E_ng MSF’ Your raf:
The Seotiish Pardisment Qur fef:
EDINBURGH 201610008420
EH89 18P

Date:

16 March 2016

Dk’:c:\/ Fﬁ)Jﬁt};
Ad6 INVERNESS TO NAIRN (INCLUDING NAIRN BYPASS)

Thank you for your email dated 3 March 2018 on behalf of your constituents —
regarding the A96 Dualling nverriéss to Naitn

(inctuding Naim Bypass) schame.

| rote the cost estimate provided by your constituent which Indicates extra costs of £49m lo
construct the prefarvad apfion annaunced In October 2014 as tpposed to using the existing A96
as the line of the bypass. | can advise that a number of options were considered durng the
Design Manual for Roads and Bridges (DMRB) Stage 2 rouie option assessment which included
an on-ine widening of the existing A8 past Auldearn, namaly options 2B and 2F. For the
purposes of the route option assessment process, the estimated cost for these optioris were
£224.8m and £204.3m respeciively as compared with the estimated cost for the preferred
option, 2E, which was £202.4m. The estimated cost of the praferred aption (option 2E) therefore
hds the loweast estimatad ¢ost, which is marginally lower when compared to optlon 2F.

The éstimated cost inforration for all the options consldered during the route option assessment
process is cantained in the DMRB Stage 2 Schame Assessiment Report which is avalilable frarh
e Transport Scofland website at hitn:/www.transport.gov.scot/prolect/a96-invemass-nalim-

ing!uding-gaim-.bygéss.

It Is correct to state that some changes are proposed to the preferred option and these were
prasanted fo the public at a serles of drop-in session held In February, The public had unti} 14
March to provide comment on fhe propiosed changes.

These changas are part of the normal design refinement process that is undertakan duriig the
development and assessment of a preferred option (l.e. DMRB Stage 3 assessment), and it is
. likely that changes of a similar nature would have been required with any of the other options

considered at Stagd 2, All such changes are considered carsfilly, and we are always mindful of
the possibility that changes could be of such a magnitude as to call Into question the route
aptions assessment camled out at DMRB Stage 2, At this stage we do not consider that the
proposed changes are of such a magnitude. Although a change to the alignment is pivposed In

wwitrarigportscollaid gov.ok | pn ey of g The Seottish Government
fuldhranile Poae™® Riaghaltas i h-Alba




the vicinity of Blackpark Farm and Nairn East Junctlon, this is relatively locailsed, and does not
mean that the costs of the overall scheme should now be consldered comparable fo other

options éssessed at Stage 2,

Over the coming months we will cohtinue to develop and assess the preferred option with a view
to publishing draft Orders and Environmental Statement later this year for formal comment.

With regard fo traffic and safety appraisal information, Jacobs have confirmed they have
provided your constituent with all of the information requésted where this is available. Jacobs -
are not aware of any spacific addifional Information balng reguested but would be happy to
raespond to any further requests from your constituent. ' )

With regard to a mesting, | would be grateful If could contact Jacobhs' locally
based Stakeholder Co-ordinatar, on to arrange a mutually
convenlent time, :

| hope this is helpful.

| am copying this reply to the Minister for Transport and Islands, Darek Mackay MSP and
Cabinet Secretary for Infrastructure, Investment and Clites, Keith Brown MSP, , ‘

Yours sincerely

ROY BRANNEN

www.iranspormeottand.gov,uk ' An agency of m The Scattish Government
Buldheann le # g™ Risghaltas na h-Alba
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The Scottish Parliament
Paflamaid ne h-Alba

David Stewat
Mernber of lfie Scollish Parllament for the Highlards & feands
“Scottlsh Lahour Spokesperson for Transport

SCOTTISH PARLIAMENTARY DIABETES CHAMEION

Keith Brown ]
Minlster fof Transport and [nfrastructure N/A
TheSceffish Government

8t-Andréw's House

Regent Road

Ediriburgh
EH1 3DG Our Ref: 01180419DW

14 March 2016

Dear Keith
A86 NairnfAuldearn Bypass

I have been vontacted by many donstittents-regarding the above and | enclose & latter frém
one,sych persomn;

In short, your colleague Fergué Ewlg MSP, has been deling with thls issue: | am uistire if
you are awafe that the constitugnts opposing the re routing of the Edst most part of tHe
bypass, opposite Auldearn, Have signed a pefftion and segured the seivices.of a recaghised
ahdl qualified Transpdrt Plannitg Gonsuitant, to laok at theit casé.

He has in turn carrled eyt extensive: wark, which he:oan.shéw proves that the preferred route
Is about £49 million more expensive that by ré fouting alohd the current Auldearn bypass.

Furtherrhore, It Ts my undarstanding that there was orily one objactorto routing the bypass
alang the existing A98 Auldearn bypays?

it akes no sense routing this part of the 'aboye Bypags, North of the Boath House Hotel and
the aurrent bypass, In‘an ared thiat Is 1 recogiilsed flood plain, hente the reason itls called
Bogslde, when there is & &lihpler and chaaper option available,

The private Transport Planning Consuttantis willing to meet with Transporl Sootland and the
preférred coniractor, o discuss thelr individual findings.

I'would be-grgteful Iif you could review the decision to divert the East most part of the above
hypass North of the exlsting AS6 and regonaider utilising the curtent A96 Auldearn hypass

instead,
The Seditish Radllament Holyrood Edinburgh EH1 1SR T: 013%,948 5766

PO'Hox 6717 Invemass VA 1YY 1501463 716260
a8 Chiirch Siradt Slomaway HST2JE T0185) 70mBaz )
Bl bavidsiewarmsh

B DaviitewarlMsp




Thle atiggestion seams to me ta be a comproiise ali round on behalf of all constituents apart
frem one possibis,

Basl wisties

Yaurs singerely

David Blewart, MSP

The Scoltish Pafiament Holyroot Edinbrgh EHT 1S T; (1131 348 6766
PO B 6717 Invemess IVE1YT T: 014683 7168299
48 Church Siree! Slomoway HSH 2JE T: 01861 709822

Ed oavidstovarivsp

voww, e, orgauk

David, Stewail map@ssoitish.partfame n DavidslawarSe
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22 Febtuary2016

Ms KDugdale MSP
Legder of the Scottish Lappur Parly

pat.o7 -
ThaSeottish Parllgment
EdinbUrgh

£H99 18P

Dégt Ms Dugtiale
ASE doalling: major-failings by Trinsport-Seotland and the SNP

For e past 18 monihs, but logal communlty In Auldearn, nearNaim, Hids baen fighting qgainsta
dedislon by Trangport Scatland and their cantidotors, Jacobs, backed by the SNP, toimplement the
mogt expensive and destruclive: scherme possibie, as 4 solulion.to tiafflc bottlenssks ori the A98
fnvemmess fo Aberdeen road,

Owlrig to strong lobbying by a minarity of wealthy landgwiners and loaal poliiclans, {hia-preferrad route
chasen i Octaber 2014; out of & possible thiee disksrent optionais-the only one that:

1. Has the.biggestimpack.on the Jérgest number.of iomes and blisinessgs, with the planned
route belng as little as 20 melrels away frof hdmes fn some Ingianges. ' _

2. Takes a’boomerang-stylé' dataur; ansuring that it Is the longest, least dlrect route — pleasg

~ ses ancloged map, produced by Transport Seotland In Fabruary 2016,

3, s the only one that fs or a kitown, -natural flaod phain. ,

4; Is the only orie thet destroys prime. agt{cutural jand, rather than utili.émgl grazing tand _S_c‘_m the
most diraet rolte), or an already exiating road, that was built in 1987 wilh pravislen being
made at the (ina for dualling I the future, '

Ouryoloss are belng dlsregarded —even though we have petiforied our MSP (and racsived na
response), Transport Seotland, with SNP backing, Js;runbing rough-sHod oyer ourcommuntty; its like
{iving I & dictatorship, where we-ate net allowad a opinjon: 8o, With amalection loanming, many uf us
Teo! that It is time we wrata to aif the opposition [éaders, as we now racagnise that you are the only
people. wha oan hold the SNP ta ascolnt. '

Batkdrdund,

The A98 Inverness 1o Aberdéen road has several major bottiengcls — Nalrh, Efgln and el bairg the:
migin ones, Thare s public stippart, i1 prinlple, far the duallifg of the'Wiidle of the road, even thaligh
only 1%.0f fogd users travel the whole length of the road, However, the higgest congarn of local
people is to get the bolleneoks bypassed dnd Nalm Is high on that list. Weall suppartthis, The
plang for the Nalm bypass were well advancéd untll the SNP annourced thelirvanity projadt at

dualling the whole of the AS6, Immediately putting the Nalfin bypass on fiold, yet:agalh, whilst they
deliberateton this.

Unfortiznately, bécause of thelr dbsesslan with thelf varitty projest, they have décldst] to dadign the
dual carrfageway bbtween.lnvayness and an.area ealied Hardmulr, fo the wasl of Nalrn, even thotigh
Nairn ko Hardmulr dlready hes.a bypass In place {hileh thay re disregarding). ' addiffofi, Transport
Sadiland’s, oiwn research shows that the taffic voltime is significaritly lower from th west &f Nairn
until It reziches Elgin. 86 low In fact, that the numbers da not even coime anywhete nagr (he
reqhirement for a dual oarflagaway, And yat they warito wasle olir maney on dusliing It

As the bullding of & byphss for Nalm is a political hot potato -~ the saga hais baen guing en-for around
40 years ~the SNP (s pushing ahead with the Nairn sealion of the dual cardageway first. Thisls
goad, apart from the fack that they are adding on the ov traffio voluriie seclion Wast of Neiim to
Hardnuir, bypassing the exisling, and falrly new, Auldearn bypass which.does not rieed réplaciiig
(and it can be diiallad). ’ .
Gontlnued, /...




Page 3 - ABS dualling: mafor faflings by Transport Seotidnd angthe SNP

5. There is an environmental tragedy T here too, Another fiood plaln wil be destroyed and who
knows what the conssyuence of that will be In the futura. Contraty {0 whiat [ vias told by a
Jacohs employes, you cannot “engineer-out” Mother Nature; she hias graphically
damonstrated that in very recent months and whers there are options not ta take stich huge
risks, as there am in this scenariv, we should use those aptions.

7. Environmeritally and ecanomically, the BBC Landward programime that afred an 5 February,
fiformied us all that there Is anly 3% of prime agricultural lend leftin Seatiand. That in lself s
a tragedy, So why can the Scottish Govemment be aliowed to even think of digging up huge
acreages of it when {here aie other, viable alternatives {aven If they might upset & Tew
merribers of the local gentry)?

8. Stilt on the environment. why Is it when the Senttish Governmant has missed its
environmenkzl targets year-on-year, they are even gansidering buliding faster roads to carry

more polluting cars, when the develapment of electris tralns between Inverness arid’
Abardean should take prigily?

9, Another shorldhg fact |s that Transport Scottand has no averall plan for the route of a dualied
ABE and is working plecemeal. So far, it is wiggling to the aolith of Nalm, then boomefanging
north of Auldeam, with the next patential boomerang to the south of Forres and then who
knows where? The lack of an overall, cohesive plan rmeans that morney will pour irto quick fix
solutions on a local basls, which will inevitably result In further waste of that preglous
resaitrce: axpayérs' monay, If they are already planning to be.a minimum of £88.1 millioh
over hudget at the design stage of this small stratch of road (roughly around & kilometres),
what on sarth [s the overspand geing ta be when they deploy this disorganised, and frankly
in?xouaable, way of warking over the remainder of the road tp Aberdeen - -around 136
kitometres;

Thi upshot of all of this Is that e wrang roule choled was thade because of preéssuré from labbying,
influenclal individusls and now Transpart Scotiand and Jacobs are lrying lo make It fit, regardless of
the financial, environments] and human cost, all of which is now splralling outof control.

Wa fesl like we are sinking in this mire of waste and destrustion, gxacerbated by the dictatorship
lehdencias of our diirent government. We lnbk at the money Lhat is being poured into this white.
alephant and we fear for our hospitals, aur schaols and all the other public services {hat the 8NP arg
heil-bant on ruining, through lack of fundifig, choosing Instead to channal praslos resources towards

ridieulaus vanity projects.

Never before, as long-term faxpayers in thig frea country, have we been made fo feal that we are not
alfowed to have an opinian and that we must be put I our place and accept governivent Imposed
persarial saorifice and fnanclal fuln without an uption to protest,

it s n the public Inlerest that the mismanagement of thls project Is sorfinised immediately and we
call on your expertiss to enaute that this happens tisfore more publle funds are wastad.

“Fhank you for taking the lime ta read this. We ldok forward toshearing from you.

Yours sinceraly

'

Ene: Map of lhe uanacessary 'hoomefang’ nath of the exialing Auldesm bypass, as provided by Transpart
Scotand at thele publle exhibitions In February 2016 :
: ‘pmim-nppggﬂg_g‘and-mdapandgntMSPa.{quq Highlands & lalends and any olher pporition apd indapendant <

\ padimmentary candidstes who will e anfibitnéed in dis course.
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Ourref: 2016/0010578
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IESS TO NAIRN (INGLUDING NAIRN BYPAS

regarding the A96 Duallipy Inverness to Nalen (Including

ish Government I commltted to dualling the ASA Between Inverness and Aberdeern
ringing Improved joumey time and reliabifity, impiroved connéctivity and Improveid
road safefy for all users, :

Thel work| Transport Stolland ls prograssing on tha A9GI Duglling programme hcludes a
ralithy prograrme of regolar engagement with local sommuinitiess and éther stakeholders to
ensbire businassas and individuals affectsd by the wark ard kapt fully informed and thelrvitel
feadback {takeh inte account. This programme of anga mant commenced in November
2013 with|a serlas of exhibitions presenting the aptions undes eonsideration for the Invernéss
to Mahn [including Naim Bypass) scheme. | would Jikg to. reassure you that feedback

amn 4l stakeholders {s given full and propar gideration as part of the éeheme
hd assessment process. ' ,

Transpert Scotland follows & rigorous asé;essment 'procesm‘ when ohqosfng auoh & preferred
option eohsisting of a standard three-stage assgssment process as set out in the Deslgn
Mafual for Roads and Bridges (DMRRE),

e scheme Is fully documerited In
fikhed in Ootober 2014, which is

Thf putcome of the route option assessient process for

_the| DMRB Stage 2 Scheme Asgsssment Report, pub

& ffrom Traneport Scotland's website af
gov.seotipralact

availabl
it aw.lranspo ctfaf8-invernass-napn

Vicfotia Quay, Edinburgh EHG 600 @ Y s
. , = semdron fubsirron “rin? ﬁ
|
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| note the estimate provided #
route option as opposed fo |
gdvise that @ nhumber of g
. asgeasment which Included a
options 2B and 2F. For ¢

compared with the cost esti
estimated cost of the preferre
which fs marginally lower whe

toad standard and the high
angd businesses which would

estimated cost Infarmation for
process Is contalned in the D
from Transpart Scotland’s webs

Over the comihy monits Try
preferrad optioh with a view t
this year for formal comment.
more detail and suitable mitiga
to reduce impacts on the envi

| trust this is of assistance.

Victorla Quay, Bdinburgh EH6 600

WWW.BOV.seGE

L,
|
[
i compared to optlon 2F.
fte as per the |Ink above.

ment,

4 mesting,

KEITH BROWN -

I
[
I
i
i

you indicetes exfra costs of £49m to construct the preferred
2 use of the existing Ag6 as the line of the bypase. | [ can
ute options wers considered during the DMRB Stage 2
on-line widening of the existing A9 past Auldéarn, amely
purposes of the route opfion assessment procegs, the
r these options were £224.8m and £204.3m regpeati sly a8
ate for the preferred option, 2, which was £202.4] The,
aptien (option 2E) therefore has the lowest estimateq cost,

yeway is not well-suited to on-line dualling ¢ue tp the gurrent
Hguency of road junctions and direst access fo ldhd, property
eed {6 be stopped-up and alternative access pipvided,
il the options consldered during the routa option] assegsment
RB Stage 2 Scheme Assessment Report whioh is avhilable

nspart Scoftand will continue to develop and] assess the
publishing draft Orders and Envirenmental Statemet late
As part of this work the preferred option will be Hevel
lon incarporated In the scheme where considered appropriate

phsport Scolland has confirmed that thls has glready been

{ thelr fransport planning cor ough they have| yet to
1 would ba gratetul i ould contact Jacobs'
ordinator, on to arrgnge @

mutually convenient time for s

hdrad .
Ly

|




vor: [N
Sent 05 April 2016 13:10:57

go M‘e@txansportscoﬂand:gaﬁ.-gjov.uk
Cal
Subject: or the urgent attefition of M R Branngn

Attachments: Letter to R Brannen 5 April 2016.doox

Dear Mr Brannen
Please find attached a lettet, the sighed original of which will be sent to you via first

class post.
1 look forwar ine from you,
Kind regards

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet antl-virug service supplied
by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec, (CCTM Certificats Number
2009/09/0052,) Tn case of problems, please call your organisations IT Helpdesk.
Commmumications via the GSI may be automatically logget, monitored and/or recorded

for logal purposes. ,
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5 Aptll 2016

Mr R Brannen

Chief Executive
Transpart Scotland
Buchanan House

58 Port Dundas Road
GLASGOW

G4 OHF

Dear Mr Brannen
A96 dualling: hypass of Auldearn bypass, east of Nairn to Hardmulir

Thanl you very much for your recent replies to letters sent on behalf of our cammunity, via varlous
MSPs. | appreciate that youl respondad in & timely manner.

Your responses are, as always, very high-level and are most definitely almed at an audience with very
little knowladge of the subject. Whilst | thoroughly respect the hard work that all our MSPs do, they
are spread very thinly and unfortunately, though your responses may satisfy their level of knowledge,
they most certainly do not answer the fundamental questions that mambets of the comirunity have
hosed, through our Intimate knowledge of what has been a very contfoversial decision.

As there are currently no MSPs owing to the elaction campalgn, | am writing directly to you to pose
our questians very plalnly and to ask for your apan and honest answers, along with commitment to
actions,

The biggest question that has beén glossed over by both Transport Scotland and Jacobs [s! why Is [t
that a significant plece of information seems to be completely missing from the DMRB Stage 2
repori? That information is that the current AB6 carriageway, from east of Nairn to Hardmuir,
does not need to be replaced to be dualled, which results in a saving of some £49 mitlion to

the tax payer.

As you are aware, the community is worling with an experlenced transport planning consultant, who
has highlighted that this Important option does not evan appear to have been wotked up at the lime of
route selection. The DMRRB Stage 2 report details only an ‘on-line widening' of the clirrent A28, ‘an-
line" meaning building a completely new carriageway on top of the current carriageway. Our
constiltant confirms that the current carrlageway doas hot need to be replaced and that a second
carrlageway can ba bullt alongsida 1,

This fits perfectly with community expectation, [t was canfirmed when this hew road was opened in
1987, that it could be dualled at a future date. in addition, room was provided for this to happen at
that time. Thete are riow two, sniall pinch-points, but these can be englneered out a [of easiar than
trying to engineer out Mother Nature's niatural ficod plain on the current, preferied rolte.

By failing to explare this cost-effective option, an existing asset has been completely ignored and by
default, you are saying that [and Is cheap. Land is not cheap, Scotland has only 3% of prime arable
land left (reference BBG Landward programme, February 2016) and yet Transport Séotland arid
Jacobs are taking the only route that rips up great swathes prime arable land, This would only be
excusable [f there was not another option,

GContinued, /...
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Mr R Brannen; A96 dualling: pypass of Auldearn bypass, east of Nairn to Hardmuir

To further expand on this fundamental question, is the fact that the most cost-effective option was
hot worked up at the critical point in the route selection process a case of gross hegligence, or
is it complete lagk of due diligence i the scoping aut of the rouite options? Whatever tha
answer to this question, the result is that the tax payer has been denlad the full information and a
dadislon on a route has besh made without the full facts, | consider this to he very serjous Indeed.

When tha prefetred rouite was first-announced in October 2014, many of us questloned thls very ltem

and we recelved responses from Hf Transpart Scotland, saylng that it was not
passible to dual the existing A86, However, wher) | met him face-to-face at the public exhibition in
Farres on the aftemaon of 12 May 2015, he climbed down and admitted that it could be done,

There are some other pleces to this jigsaw whilch may help to clarlfy Transport Seotland's and Jacob's
continued reluctance to engage In this conversation, it ascaped the notice of the Gommunity
that both df Transport Scotland and

‘ f Jaecobs have been promoted
gince the start of this profect, That ls semewhat disconcaiting for a community that has heen calling
their decision Into question since the day it waa made. Their handling of the deglsiori-making process
has been sadlly lacking, along with the treatrment of those people affected, 1 understand perfectly that
they have personal reputations at risk and therefore they do not want to engage fn a discussion that is
askiig for scrutiny of thelr own process,

In addition to that, on the afternoon of 26 January of this year, a Jacabs emplayee sat In aur housa
and boasted that Jacobs is just throwing as much monay as they can at the preferred route as quickly
as possiols, to ensure that there Is ho budget left for anather routé to be evaluated, | have repaofted
this widely ~ in the same way as | have shared with everyarie the potential £49 milllon saving - as it ls
as outrageaus as it is serious. |fthis Is Indeed what the local Jacobs team has been told, It shows tha
nervousness of people higher up the chain araund the validity of the route déalsion:

If this funding were coming from somewhare other than the public purse, theré would have been a
'timie-out' by now; a stop and think, because something fundamental has heen highlighted as missing
from the otlginal DMRB Stage 2 repart. This surely needs te happen,

I realise that thege events did not happen on your Watah, but {-am now respsctfully requesting the
following aclions:

1. A stop and think, Please stop throwlng tax payers' money at the preferred route. Press the
pause butfon and fully evaluate the ALL the options, The DMRB Stage 2 raport needs to be
braught up ta daté anid the omisslon rectified. Then & proper route evaluation process, taling
into account ALL the data should be cairied out and then shared with the public,

As local peaple; we are sltting by watching the tearns on the ground grapple with the huge,
natural flood plain that séemead to be campletely overlooked at tha tims of route selection,
The preferred route, since selection, has now got significantly longer; the detour fram the
djract roule has dot higger; the carriageway has gona from belng I a cutting to belng
significantly elevated, by as much as eight metres In some areas, as the flood plain continues
{o catss problems. The draffiage problem Is far from being solved ~ the ponds are In the
wrong places. These changes cannct be costnegative. In addition, the human and
envirénmental costs are spiialling out of control. Local people know that this is not a feasible
route and yet we are witnéssing money being thrown at it, when there ls ancther option thait

was never eveh warked up,

GContinued. /...
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Mr R Branpen; A96 dualling: bypass of Auldearn bypass, east of Nairn to Hardmulr

As all the pollticlans keep tslling us: this is ONLY a preferred route; it is NOT set In stone and
it CAN be changed. It just takes guts for scmeone to admit that the selection process has not
baan rabust and heads to be revisitad,

2, Our transport planning consultant stlll wishes to have a meeting with an appropriate person or
persons, to fully discuss ' om the OMRB Stage 2 report, | u kindly
suggested he mest with Wf Jacohs in Inverness, however, Ws a lgeal
relatlonship manader and Is not ih ah appropriately authoritative position to make
cotiiltments to actions, | therefore request that this meaeling take place with balh
ﬂ:—.\nd fn attendancs, along with ancther appraprlately gualifiad person to
ahsure that any vestad Intefest in a previous decislon is diffusad and that discussions are
completely open and honest,

Thank you for taking the time to read this lengthy lettar Mr Brannen; | lool forward to hearing frem you
at your earliest convenience,

Yours sinceraly

Ca: 188 membaers of the community who petitioned our MSP oh this subject.
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2016/0012157

Date;
20 Aprli 2016

Thank you for your letter dated 5 April 2016 addressed to Transport Scotland’s Chief Executive
Roy Brannen, regarding the Nairn Bypass. | have been asked to respond in my capacity as
Project Adniinistrator for the scheme:

I note your suggestion that an alternative alignment is avatiable in the wcm[ty of Auldearn which
could result in a saving of £49- million. Two of the aptions considered in the DMRB Stage 2
assessment were partially on-line in the vicinity of Auldearn, namely options 2B and 2F. These
followed the line of the existing A96 (Auldearn Bypass) as far as possible and incorporated as
much as pessible of the existing Infrastructure such as earthworks and road formation layers,
However, given the requirement to provide for local access, to mest current design standards,
and the various constraints that determine the route followed, the extent to which it is possibfa to

re-use the éxisting carrlageway is limited.

The estimated cost of these pattially on-line options was £224.8m (Option 2B) and £204.3m
(Option 2F) respectively whereas the cost estimate for the preferred option (Option 2E) was
£202.4m (all costs excluding VAT at Q1 2014). We consider that the route selection process
was carried out in a sufficiently robust and detailed manner to justify the selection of the
preferred option. However we would be very happy to discuss the options corisidered at Stage
2 further with your transport consultant, and also any information he ean provide regarding the

alternative alignment suggested.

To clarify our previous offer of a mesting, we are aware that you wish to mest with membets of
the Transport Scotland A96 Dualling team and also our Consultant. Jagobs UK Lid, to discuss
these matters. If you contact Jacobs' Stakeholder Conordfnator,a—(Tel ]
Email: {2 acobs.com), he will be able to atrange a meeting at a mutually
agteeable time with appropriate members of the project team to discuss the concerns outlined in

your letter,

An agency of m The Scotiish Government,

www.transport.gov.scol Buldheann le PN Riaghaltas na h-Alba




| trust this is satisfactory however if you have any other queries please do not hesitate to contact
me.

Yours sincerely

Project Administrator

. An agenicy of m The Scottish Government
www.transport.gov.scol Buldheanit le P e N Rlaghaltas na hi-alba



From: I < P - -t scot>

Sent: 06 June 2016 08:35

Tox PS/Tansport Scotland

Subject; Re: -Nairfy By Pass
-Attaghments: FWW: Maeting with TS and Jacohs
Dear Roy,

| am writing on behef of my constiwent [ o0 atch a note of 3 letter that { recelved yesterday afterfioon
(Satirday 4th Jure).

1 do think fhat in the clreumstances i is reagonable that costings are provided as she has reguested, |say so
breause of the devastating Impacts that the by paiss proposals would have upan farmérs and househalders In the
ares and my conslituent Is representing 188 objectots, Including all the landowners whose tard Is to be

dovuired.  Orie appraciates that the by pass must go somawhere, buf the poinis that she makes are not based upon
her awn interest, but argue that the alternative chosen s folrded o falae figures.

I make no judgement on these issues, bul rather, on behalf of my constituent advocata that prior to the maeting on
the 20th June, she 1§ provided with the costings sought, ard a dear responsa ta the paints that ara put.  Fam nat
expert In the procedures here, and do not know whather: thare will need b be & public local Inquiry. | do know that IF
o way can be found to identify a route which dees not atiract such opposition, then that imay avoid stich a need -
though Inevitably sarre land owners and residents will be impacted whichever route Is chioser.

But were an inqulry to be necessary becatise there had not been a sufficiently thoraugh provision of costings to Justify
the preferred route, ar any mistake or false dssumplions made in the costings that have been made - then that would
in liself have the potential [ causing an enofmous waste of ime and money in an inquiry - and the likelihood of delay
of the by pass which Is generally supparted h Nairn. - | make these comments without passing Judgement, bk
following the rationale of my constituents arguments.

| therafore db hope that my constituent can have a full detailed direct answer to the points raised, and 1 would bie kaen
to he kept Informed

Kind régards
Yours sincerely

Fargus Ewing MSP
Invatness ard Ngirn.

H#*émgﬁ*mww.*:geM*ge***&:*mmw_***sp************ﬂ*&c***#*ﬂ******#%w#*%

The Scottish Patliament: Maling a positive difference to the lives of the people of Scotland
Parlamaid na h-Alba; A? toirt deagh bhugidh afr beatha sluagh na h-Albs

www.parlisment.scot : fagebiook.conv/scottishparliament : twitter.com/scotpar]

Thie information in this email may he cotifidential. Tf you think you have récelved this emailin error please
delete it and do not ghave its contentd,
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Subject: FW: Meeting with TS and Jacaobs

Bagin forwarded message:

‘ From;
Date: 4 Tone 2016 at 15:26:41 BST

. Tot Feraus Bwing <ferrug. swing mep@scotiish narliament. ke

Ce:

Subject: Meeting with TS and Jacobs

Dear Fergus
. I hope this finds you well and getting sorne chance to enjoy this wonderful sunshine,

I wanted to let you kunow that finally, we have confirmed 2 meeting between our trangport

planming consultant, and the project management of this section of the
cottand (RN - NS o voly).

A96 from Jacobs and Transport 8
Tho mecting is to take place ott Monday 20 June, 1400 hus at Jacobs offices in Invétness.

In preparation for thig mesting, on 11 May,_‘equestad the following infbrmation
from Jacobs, via me, The information relates to the use of the existing A96 for dualling

purposes:

«  Provide g costing of the Auldearn sectlon of the bypass breken down Inte the ey
clements;

s Provide u costing of the Aildearn secfion of bypass assuming that the existing
sestion is incorporated into the design; and,

v Provide a comprehensive schedule of the design depavhires anid environmental
constrainis that you consider pertinent for the use of the existing alignnent.

So far, they have stalled twice on this and their latest e-mail received yesterday stated that
they will work on a response regarding this information next week, but that we won't teceive
anything from them until w/c 13 June, Assuming *w/c' mears that they will send the vesponse
as late as possible that weels, we will not sse anything rawch before the meeting takes place.

The yeason they are stalling is, ag -previously identified, they have nevey done this
work and it should ave heen dope prior to selecting the route, Ju their report, when they
refer to using the existing A96 a8 being more expensive than the curent preferred route,
Richatd has discovered that it is because they costed 4 total replacemient of the existing

 carrlageway, whick Is not necessary sy it is fully compliant with today's standatds and in
good condition. It was also purpose-built oy dualling, so  is very wide and has alroady beon
drained, Jacobs and T'S NEVER coatad out using the existing carriegewsy and if has never
been included in their repart.

They know that we are aware of this ag I wrote myself to Branmen whilst partiament was
., dissotved duxing the election campalgn and detailed this out to him. I aslced him the question
4s to whether this was gross neglipence or a complete lack of due diligence. That seemed to
precipitate the atraiging of this meeting!
1



In addition to this, I spoke to the NFU Scotland who kindly reforted me to the part of the
Scottish Planning/ Policy that protects prime arable latid whete there i a shitable alternative
for develuptient. In fact the policy is peppered with references to nsing existing assets befbre
developing new sites. Yacobs and TS have always argued that the existing A96 is not suitable
because it 15 expenslve (as they were going to replage the whole catriageway) aud that there
wete too many sccess points. Richard thaintains:that it ia suitable. I also counted the nusmber
of aceess points on fhe stretcl of A9 that is cutrently being dualled gt the moment and there
are considerably more than on this stretcls here and yet those contractors are still managing to
use the existing A9 cattiageway at that point, ;

I think we are going into what will be a very difficult meeting where Jacobs and TS will
stanid back snd just deny everything and if it transpires that is the case, I'munsure whers we
would go hoxt to ensuve that action is taken and the right decision is ffnally mads,

1 wanted to make you aware of all this, particularly in Hpht of your new rural rermit;
practically the whole land take on the preforred touto is prime arable and there is only 3% of
that left in the whole of Scotland, There i$ a suitable alternative and we should be using it.

1 would love you to join us af the meeting on the 20th {o Topresent the government and
provisions of'the Scottish Planning Policy, but T realise that you will probably be at Holyrood
with a very full diary. However, I thought I would ask anyway. '

As always, thank you for taking the time to read iny e-mal, Llook forward to hearing from
you, '
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The Scottish Parliament 2016/0017635
EDINBURGH Date:

EHO9 1SP ‘ 1& Juria 2016

A96 DUALLING INVERNESS TO NAIRN (INCLUDING NAIRN BYPASS)
a-malil dated 6 June 2016 regarding the on-

ping concarns of your

Thank you for your
in relation to the

constituents e - :
A88 Dualling Inverness to Nairm (including Nairn Bypass) scheme,

s aarly as possible in advance of the maeting scheduled for 20th June. This will
inalude provisian of the relevant information that is avallable, based upon the option
development work undertaken by Jacobs during the route option assessment process (DMRB
Stage 2 assassment).

[ can conﬁi:1 that our consujtants, Jacebs UK Ltd, wili respond 1o the information request from

Jacabs will describe to e option devetopment process undertaken during the MRS
Stage 2 assessment which included, at an early stage, an option fo fe-use the existing A96
Auidearn Bypass as part of the dual carfiageway and the reasons why this option was not taken
forward..

| would fike 1o reassure you that in the Information to be provided Ih advance of the meeting, we
_ will provide as much information as possible to inform the discusslons ta be haeld.

| Hiope this Is helpful,

| am copying this reply to the Minister for Transport and lslands, Humza Yousaf MSP and
Cabihet Secretary for Economy, Jabs and Fair Work, Keith Brown MSP,

Yaurs sthoerely

ROY BRANNEN

Ruldhaenn it P nisghaltas na h-plba




" AQ6 Dualling Inverness ta Nairg (including Nairn Bypass) J ACOBS‘

Techhical Note

. Project Af6 Dualling inverness to Malm (In;:!udlng Nalrn Bypasgg) . Originated -
Subject Reaponse 1o technical querlas ralsed by _ Chocked ma
Data 15 June 2016 : Reviewsd i
Siatus Final Approved -
Heferenoa B2103500/HW/01 00/ TN/D3 Hevislan 0
Introduclion ‘

Thia tachnical nota has been prepated It response to cotrespondegce regalved I 111

May 2016 I ¢ 2 meeling ko b hald on 20 June 2016 with -nd The televant

saction from artespondence 15 guated below:
it was understoad at the time of the planning for the construction of the 19808 Auldearn bypass that
pirovision was made fot the tultire dualling of this section, lncorporating the then proposed wide slngle
cariizgeiay. Our coricerm I3 that this possibiiity, as confimed In your recent lefter, was nat appralsad as a
possibifly i e route options appraléal. Whilst we appreciate thatyou looked at aptions where the land
was ro-usad, there was no appraisal making vse of the exisling construction and dralnages and g
atificially Inflating the cest of this eption. In advance of out meeting therefore it watld be helpful if you

woufd:
»  Provide a costing of the Auldaain section of the bypass brokett down into the key elements;

= Provide a costing of the Aufileatn sectlon of bypass agsunming that the existing section 18 ncorporated
it the design; and, ’

'« Provide a comprehensive sohedulerof the desfgn departures and environmantal consiraints that you
considler perinant for the Lse of the exialing afignment.

Our hope would be to go through the above information at our muetiy 80 that we can ensure fhat there is
& qonslstancy in assLmplions adopied ao that the gpimum road alignment can be confired.”

Botore addressing the specitie hullet points glvan above, & desstiption s giver of the i:ﬁMé!B Stage 2 option
development, assessment snd cansultation pracess, which may be helplul In understanding how the exlating
AGE Auldesrn Bypass was conslderad and assessed during oplion development.

DMRE Stage 2 Oplion Develapment ' ,

On B Decembet 2011, the then Catilnet Seeretary for Infrastrugture and Capital Investment iaynched the
Infrastiloture vestment Plan {IIF) which provides an overview ol the Bootlgh Goveiriment's plars for
infrastioture investment overthe coming decades. Gontalned within the document ta & commbtment to
complete the dualling of the AE belween Inverness and Abertlesn by 2030,

During 2313, Jacobs progressed the DMAB Stage 2 optian development and dbsessment process, for dual
carrtageway options for the A96 Dualling Iriverness 1o Neirny {Including Nalrn Bypass} scheme. The options
developed for the Nalrn Bypass wero exlanded ta Hardmulr, east of Auidearn, I ordet 1o consider potential
rotltes through or past Auldeam which would provide a suitakile aonnection 1o the rext section of A96 duaiiing,
pastwaids from Auldearh.

In Naysmber 2018, Transport Stotland uhdettook a conaullation exerslse and presentad the raute options far
the AR Dualling Invethess 1o Nalrr {ineluding Naitn Bypass), Public feedback was seught on the developing
scheme proposals. Options 2B and 2F were presented at this time, which were orilive opticha through
Auldearn, re-using ag much as was considered practical of he existng ASE single carriageway. Thase are
shown on drawings B1557601-EXHE-2002 Rev 0 and B1557601-MLA-2607 to 2811 Rev 11n Appendix A.
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