












• Council planners recommendation is to support Kirkwood’s application to modify the 

phasing of housing and hotel development

• The recommendation is accompanied by a lengthy report submitted to the committee

• Argument is that building the remaining housing at “East Mains” will complete that site 

which currently has an unfinished central portion

• And furthermore that the remaining “Executive Housing” off the Home Farm Road will 

provide the necessary leverage should the hotel continue its record of non-delivery

• CL and PH will modify the draft script that CL will read at the MAC meeting during our 

5-minute slot

• Seeking comments and agreement to the draft script, and for CL and PH to make such 

amendments as the see fit in order to respond to the council officers report

• We are working with BCC, who have drafted a complementary script



• This agenda item came as a surprise, but follows on the Masterplan consultation which 

IBGCC was aware of in 2024

• In July council planners recommended removal of this site from the LDP due to a lack 

of progress

• The report to MAC recommends MAC approved the Masterplan. Reference is made to 

IBGCC’s LPP

• PH and CL are considering:

• that IBGCC requests to speak at MAC on this agenda item in order to emphasise 

the points raised in the LPP;

• the need for services to be in place before final planning approval

• (A93) speed limits and access to public transport be agreed prior to construction

• conditions be placed on provision of active travel routes, including further detail 

provided in IBGCC’s LDP Ideas submission

• Etc

• We are seeking agreement to this approach
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We are offering the opportunity for CC’s to be represented at the Local Community Planning Group 

for those that may be interested. The LCPG is a group of statutory, third sector, private and 

community partners who will agree and deliver the Partnership Place Plans for Marr.

There will be four plans across the four academy catchment areas and at present there is no 

community representation. So we have agreed that we would like to explore with the CC’s how 

they could be represented should they wish to be. For example – there could be one 

representative attends the LCPG from each of the three wards, or there could be one 

representative from each of the 4 academy catchment areas. We didn’t want to specify or dictate 

how that should happen, hence the reason for discussion.

It would be really great if you could discuss this with your CC colleagues and see if there is any 

desire to be part of the LCPG, and it can be a discussion as part of the Community Council Forum 

in September where we can establish if there is a desire to be part of the group and how that could 

be managed in terms of feeding back of information etc. If CC’s decide that they don’t feel that they 

want to or can be part of the group, I will look at how we can make communication easier and make 

sure that CC’s are kept up to date with what is happening at LCPG.

As discussed the meetings are usually weekdays online, so may not be accessible to all.

Debi Weir

Community Planning Officer – Marr

Local Community Place Group





Core Paths
Aberdeenshire Local Outdoor Access Forum (ALOAF) are conducting a review of core paths and 
have asked each Community Council to confirm existing core paths and send proposals for new 
ones.

The considerations for new paths are

• No designation will occur without consultation with landowners / tenants and the public

• Well marked/well-trodden routes (desire lines) are obvious indicators or paths the public take 
outdoors, but are not necessarily core paths.

• Core paths can include stretches along public roads as well as paths (constructed or not) 
and tracks. Suitable joint-use paths, marked for use and by both walkers and cyclists can be 
considered for core path designation.

• The Council will give due consideration to privacy issues that might arise before designating 
a path.

• The Council would not have a duty to upgrade or maintain any paths that are designated, 
but would be required to ensure that they remain open.

• The Council needs to give due consideration to all core paths when making development 
planning decisions.

• Core paths are not the same as Rights of Way (routes connecting two public places with 20+ 
years use and established by law).



Current core paths in IBGCC Area



Proposed extra core path to be added



Banchory Paths proposed new core paths



Banchory Paths proposed new core paths





Now 30th September 2026 at 7pm

Cancelled











Actions





Publicise deadline for next Mid-Hill 

funding round set for end October 

2026?



Event Date Location

Bi-monthly+AGM 03/06/26 Inchmarlo Hall hybrid

Bi-monthly 02/09/26 Teams

Bi-monthly 04/11/26 Inchmarlo Hall hybrid

Bi-monthly 06/01/27 Teams

Bi-monthly 03/03/27 Inchmarlo Hall hybrid

Bi-monthly 02/06/27 Inchmarlo Hall hybrid




















