
From: Stuart Murison
To: Planning Online
Subject: For action DMS upload APP/2020/1324- Flood Team Response
Date: 01 March 2021 07:50:40

Morning,
 
Could the below email be uploaded to the DMS for APP/2020/1324 please?
 
This is a consultation response from Flood Risk and Coastal Protection.
 
Thanks,
 
Stuart Murison
 
Senior Planner
Strategic Development Delivery Team
Planning and Environment
Infrastructure Services
Aberdeenshire Council
Woodhill House, Westburn Road, Aberdeen
Tel: 01467 537696
Email: stuart.murison@aberdeenshire.gov.uk 
 
Website: https://www.aberdeenshire.gov.uk/planning/ 
Your feedback is important to us and helps us to improve our service – we value
your comments.  
Please note office working hours – Monday – Friday 9am – 5pm (Variable at present due to
Covid19)
 
 
 

From: Alan Monk <alan.monk@aberdeenshire.gov.uk> 
Sent: 26 February 2021 12:24
To: Stuart Murison <stuart.murison@aberdeenshire.gov.uk>
Subject: RE: Consultation for Application Ref No APP/2020/1324- 03/08/20 - Waste Facility at
Kirkwood Commercial Park Ltd
 
Full Planning Permission for Erection of Energy from Waste Facility at
Kirkwood Commercial Park Ltd, Kirkwood Commercial Park, Inverurie,
Aberdeenshire, AB51 5NR
Grid Reference: 378217.819056
 
I refer to the above application and to recently submitted documents and comments, in

reference to this service’s consultation response dated 7th October 2020. Please see the
following comments.
Note that the SEPA’s most recent document on Climate change allowances for flood risk
assessment in land use planning states that climate change peak river flow allowances for the
North East should be calculated to a minimum level of 24%. SEPA’s Flood Risk and Land Use
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Vulnerability Guidance document states that critical infrastructure such as power plants should 
“be designed and constructed to remain operational during floods (i.e. 0.5% AP), and not impede
water flow.”

1. It’s still not clear if any land raising is proposed within the 1:200 flood plain. Despite the
Written Response To Satisfy Outstanding Queries Regarding The Efw Proposal document
stating that “the revised design also eliminates the requirement for land raising in the
1:200 + climate change flood zone”, the updated Appendix D document appears to
contradict that, still stating that “the site levels will be raised slightly to accommodate the
development….” therefore for clarity could we please see a new cross-sections document,
similar to the those shown on ‘site section A/B’ . The proposed ground levels should be
superimposed over the current, pre-development ground levels to demonstrate that no
land raising is planned.

2. On another plan could we please see the level marked which equates to the 1:200
flooding plus a climate change allowance of 24% (plus 600mm freeboard). The power
plant should be built to remain operational and accessible during a flood event where the
river reaches this level.

3. If indeed some areas of land are still proposed to be raised, please highlight the relevant
calculations that demonstrate this floodplain loss has been taken into account in the
design of the SuDS basin. Otherwise, if some flood plain is to be lost and not compensated
for, this loss would need to be quantified in terms of the resultant river level increase
downstream of the development. Any predicted increase of flood risk to others does not
appear to have been addressed from our original response, unless no increase is expected
in which case could this please be stated.

 
4. It is noted the dashed blue line shown on the site plan indicates the ‘200 year flood

extent’ but I am concerned about the route this line takes as in it appears to make some
unusually sharp turns in places; is this level based on an existing or proposed landform?
Could the methodology used to arrive at the route the line takes, please be described.

 
5. What is the “assumed level” referred to at several points in several dialogue boxes

throughout the site plan proposals? Please can the methodology used to arrive at these
levels be described. We would only have an interest in accepting designs which are based
on the 1:200 plus climate change and freeboard, levels.

 
Regards,
Alan Monk
 
Technician/Engineer, Flood Risk and Coast Protection
Infrastructure Services
Roads and Landscape Services
Viewmount
Arduthie Road
Stonehaven AB39 2DQ
 
Email - alan.monk@aberdeenshire.gov.uk
www.aberdeenshire.gov.uk
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