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Background information on Tullos Hill, Aberdeen City Council’s ‘Tree for Every Citizen
Scheme and issues surrounding it, recommended actions, and the case for retaining the
Hill's current ecosystem or enhancing its grass and meadow lands to preserve and
encourage biodiversity

Suzanne Kelly
December 2011



Contents

EXECUTIVE SUMMARLY. ....ooiiiittie ittt ittt e asiteeeeaiteee e sstaaaasasteeeaassseaessnsseeeasnsaeessasseessansaeessans 3
1. LIST OF TABLES, FIGURES, & PHOTOGRAPRHS ...t 5
2. INTRODUCTION.....ciiittite ettt e e cttee e s et e e e seeaeassaee e e astaeeesssseaeeassseeeesnssaeasansseeesssssesessnseeeessd 6.
2 O I 1= 1 SRS 6
2.2.  The Current Environment and ECOSYSIEML........viiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeiieeeeeeee e 6
23. ¢KNBIGa G2 GKS [20Ff ! NBL.QA..9Qy.AANRY.YBYy(l | yR
2.3.1.  LOSS Of GreeNDEIL.......oeeiiiiiiiiie e 11
2.3.2. Importance of Meadowlands and their continuing l0SS...........cccccveeeiiiiiiienneen. 11
2.3.3.  Lack of Protection of Wildlife arson, motorists, vandalism and pollution............ 12
3. Yew99 Chw 9129w, ...L.LELXRIADLQ. L. WwhWO.L.C.oooee. 12
0 I 7= 01T L= PSP ROTPPPPPRR 12
I © | o] =T ox 1 o] o L SO PP P PP PPPPP PP 14
321. WE¢NBS F2NJ 9 OSqMBdz/fA208A TISWVEA "t KIhaoe SO A2y a | NA a
and early MaNAGEMEIL. ........ueiiiiie et e e e e e e s e e e e e s s et e e e e e e e e e eas 14
3.2.2. ODbjJections ProCedural..............coooiiiiiii it a e 15
3.2.3.  Objectionsg Environmental & Cultural.............cccccoiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieieeeeeeeeeeeee e, 17
3.2.4. Objectionsg Local Stakeholders.............ooooiiiiiii e 20
325. hoaSOuA2ya (2 RN} TG F LILIEAOLGAZY..F2M) Wt KI &
3.2.6. ObjJections FINANCIAL...........oeiiiiiiiiiii e 26
4. Alternative Proposat retain and enhance existing Tullos Hill meadowland status.......... 27
4.1. Positivex; Governmental POIICY.........cooivie i 28
4.2. Positives; Environmental & CUultural..............ouiiiiiiiiirieiceiiei e 30
4.3.  LOCAl ISSUES SUMMIAIY. ...cciiiiitiiiiieee ettt e e e e ettt e e e e s e e e e e s ssb e e e e e e s annsbnreeeeeeens 30
5. Conclusions & ReCOMMENatiONS...........ovvvieeeeeeeeei e e e e 31

Appendix

é
S



EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Aberdeen City Coundiitendsto attempt atree plantation Tullos Hill. The firphase ofplanting
failed, and the City had to return £43,8@0the Forestry Commission. The reasons for the failure
are given in a 2008 soil report. The poor soil qualityrsason for poor growtlndwind throw is
highly likely. Other conditions on the hill include underground landfill Fagsre arevarningsigns
concerning explosion riskndsigns banningpen flames These sigrare posted on high fences
topped with barbed wire. The soil reparh the failure of the first plantingites lack of weed
control (weed control will be needed faeveralyears) the use o©0cm instead of 12t tree
guards anddeer browsing. Arson is also an issiitie weather can be violently windy, and the hill
is adjacent to the North Sea. It is ndealfor a tree plantation wekn these factors are considered

The counit was meant taconsultwith stakeholdersabout this new tree plantingcheme (obust

consultation, written communication with residents, and liaison with community cogncils

Community councils had not been given any detadlsthedeer cul| local resients had no letters,

and the public consultation omitieimportant factors ¢ KS RSSNJ Odzf t Qa 3ISySaira |
meetingbetween City Council operatives aa@NH visitor itate 2010.Thissmall number of people

took it upon themselves to rule otihe nonlethal methods for planting tree@hey wrote of the

expense of such methods but did not consider funding could have been found).They favoured the

cull, but did not consider the suitability of the Hidlr tree planting. The public consultatiodetailed

rabbit fencingto protecttrees, butmade no mention of deerAsthe City did not mention the cull

alongside rabbit contrglmany assumed there were no other animal issues. Theretloeee was no

largescale2 0 2 S OGA2Y dzy (i Kk § R I. A8l dofiriunit) czfintil méhhbérland the

author were prevented from speaking at a Housing Committee meeting (on a technicality) held after

the cull became public knowledge. This act alone shows there was no meaningful consulidi®sn.
corsultation also omittedd KS & S NA 2 T tNe;q@rddRof te@sylanned forTullog Rill

(89,000¢ whichwill forever change the h)ll It emerged that the funding application is only at the

draft stageg althoughCityadviseal that the scheme isast neutral. Had people knowof the

£43,800 grant repaymerdt the time of the public consultatigrit wouldhave been grounds for

objection as well It is unlikely that a large scale planting will succdadds have already been

wasted trying and thepublic want the hill as it is with its existing biodiversi@bjection is very

widespread; thousands have signed petitions, hundreds have signed letters and community

councils have lodged formal objectionJK S { 02 GG A &K {t /! ol dNRQ Ad2 YO dafK:
RSSNJ G2 LINRGSOG G NBS Afterithie public ourery, Yedéral Sae®ents SuBhas (i & S
WRSSNJ Odzt £t & | NB y SSRSRQ Gty bdancih Bitkhé gull was avays@ae | o O
direct by-product of the desire to plartrees.

Tullos Hill is already enjoyed by thmublic Grasslanddike Tullosare seen as esséal for
biodiversityg not leastbutterflies and bees Abedeen City iashstrapped soexpendingfunds and
energy on this project is alsocause of concernThe forestry scheme was launched at a time when
targets for creating forests were athportant. Saving our Magnificent MeadowsThe Case for
DNBI (SN Cdzy RAy3 G2 [/ 2yasNIDhch drasshandiis/aepgitOsultiigk § | Y Q
from a project funded by Natural England, Countryside Council for Walé, MINEnvironment
Agency and PlantlifeEU and UK environmental agencies acknowledge that meadow and grass land
loss isa serious issue Savim our Magnificent Meadowadvisesgrasslandlossesin Englandmay

have beenstemmed, but this is not the case in ScotlandAberdeenis about to lose grasslands at
Loirston (for a football s@dium whichwill havea huge carbon impact iconstruction and operation

andat Covegfor housing).The Tullos Hill treplanting scheme needs to elted, and the hill either

! Saving our Magnificent MeadowsAppendix 12



left as is, or funding sought to enhance without dramatically altering, its existind, rich
biodiversity.
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2. INTRODUCTION

2.1.The Hill

@rullos Hill is a District Wildlife Site within easy walking distance of the Coastal Path. It offers fine views

of the City and contains numerous archaeological sites, including Bronze Age burial cairns dating from

about 2000BC. This large area of dry heathland attracts large mammals such as foxes and roe deer.

Work is continuing to improve t heidwAibledldiefeen 6asn dN opra thh Sreea
Trail 6, Aberd’®en City Council

Tullos Hill lies to the southf Aberdeen and has been used since prehistoric times, and contains
three large scheduled monuments as well as other smaller brageeremains (some if not all of
the smaller onetiave been damaged or Igst A portion of the hill near the coast had beaged

for agriculture, and other coastal part of the hill had been used for decades foe wiasgiosal.
Atip-capping exercise has beenderway on the tigor several months At the waste tip signs
warn that no open flames are permitted, and an areshat top of the hillfurther inlandposes
explosion riskfrom landfill gas SITA monitor this area by means of a number of gas sampling
wells. This area is surrounded by high fangtopped with barbed wire, and posteitjns warn

of explosion risk. Someof the waste is or was radioactiva@he soil conditiorat the landfill site

is detailed in a report from Forest Research of 24 November®20085 K S NB YA &#R iz RAY | R
soil conditions werdound. The report shows that

GThe madeground, whilst providing a loose medium that was rootable in physical terms,
was poorly consolidated and low density, which leaves trees prone to premature wind
throwXé*,

The weather conditionen Tullos Hill, which is on the North Sea, can be extremely harsh in

winter, andat the time of writing this report, a severe weather warning for the area has been
AdaadzsSR 6& ¢KS aSi hT7¥aeéwesterly galesHNstormgokeg Wrids ih I A y
places. The public should be prepared for potential structural damage to buildings and the

possibility of interruptions to power supplies in the more exposed areas and of the risk of
RA&ANHZII A2y (2 (NI @St ¢

At the time of writing, the ownership of Tullos Hill is unclear. It may have been part of lands

deeded to the people of Torry and as such may be ComBuwod Land. TheuthoND2X & NBIj dzSa ( &
to the Master of Mortifications at Aberdeen city Council for clarification went unanswered, and

are now with the Freedom of Information Office, as the Master of Mortifications does not have a

list of properties held by th Mortification Trust. The Information Request is to be answered by

20 December 2011Freedom of Information requests have not been handled particularly well
concerning this scheme as will be seen later.

2.2.The Current Environment and Ec osystem
Despite the decades of use as a rubbish tip, @mdoingarson incidents, the flora and fauna are
numerous, healthy and diverse.

There is yearound flowering gorse which provides food and shelter to insects, bamsl|
animalsand deer.Muchgorsehas been cleared in recent years, including gorse being uprooted

2'|'(')Aberdeen()s North Sea TFaiI(), Aberdeen City Council

®Report: Site visit to Tullos Hill landfill site, Aberdeef B2 GSY 06 SN Hnny ¢ TApPehddda i wSasS!H |
4

IBID
® TheMet Office, 27 November 201hitp://www.metoffice.gov.uk/weather/uk/gr/gr_forecast_warnings.html



in October by Alpha Fenciagparently unde{ L ¢ ! Q& RANB O A 2 gthelgaise 4 KS (i 2 LI
was uprooted for fencing and thrown on living gorse plants nedrbyie meadows near the

three cairns flower annually with hundreds of Dames Viglitis is a welknown feature locally

and a draw to the areaThe spectrum of biodiversity is very mutie same as for the other

meadow / coastal areas south of Aberdeen CitJhere are rabbits, deer, foxes, voles and moles

in the area. Wildflowers includhe Dames Violet, yarrow, chamomile, thistle and large beds of

heathers. Numerous bird species are found2083 survg of birds at adjacent Doonies Farm
a4K26SR Ylye &aLISOASE s6KAOK sSNB 2y (GKS W{t.Qa f
{ SOSNI &t LK2G2a GF1Sy 2y ¢dzf t2a | At°Doohigg (GKA& NB
wlkNBE . NBSRa CIFINY:zI [20KAYVRK(G2Y R/ &defvieRding A NKE QI NB
signstol KS&S I NBI a @dd Niese Kighs dlsh ex@éafaS AyNBIF Qa A Y LI2 NI |
environmentally.

A.  Alpha Fencing truck on Tullos Hill, 24 October 2011

® See photographs AC and Appendix @ email to SITA from Suzanne Kelly

" Appendix 3; Bird, Plant and Animal Records from Lochinch and Coastal path area

8 RSPB Volunteer & Farm&lliance 2003 Doonies Farm Bird Surgéiey Results. Map produced by RSPB.
o Photographs B



B.  Tire Tracks directly behind Alpha Truck, 24 October 2011

C. Disturbed earth and uprooted gorse thrown on live gorse plant, Tullos HilD@ober 2011

D. Tullos Hill D view to north May 2011



E. One of the 3 Tullos Hill cairngote setting and urobscured view 2011

F. Tullos Hill view towards North Sea



: v A £ 3
fungi and ferns October 2011 Tullos Hill

G. Montae offlora

H. Dames Violets Tullos Hill May 2011
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2.3.1. Loss of Greenbelt

The largest threat to the wildlife south of Aberdeemiguablythe huge loss of greenbelt to
development which is imminent. The Aberdeen Football Club is about to build a 21,000 seat
stadium and offic&eomplex adjacent to Loirston Loch and nearby Lochinch Interpretation
Centre (run by Aberdeen City Councilhis area is within the Dee Estuary Special Area of
Conservation and contains EU protected species. Nevertheless, Aberdeen City Council
passed theplanning application despite local community councils and residents opposing

the scheme at a public hearing. (Legal action is expected on a number of points). Not only
gAft GKS adl RAdzyQa O2yaidNMzOGA2y YSFyYy | LISNXYI
means a considerable increase in pollution from vehicles. Nearby Wellington Road, which is
near the western boarder of Tullos Hilljready has vehicular emission pollution in excess of
EU limits:

fBased on the monitoring and modelling work undertaken by the Council, several areas have
been identified as unlikely to be meeting national objectives and European limits, and hence
the Council have declared AQMAs. The air quality problem in Aberdeen is predominantly a
result of emissions from road vehicles, as is the case elsewhere in the UK, and this is reflected
in the | ocat i onWelliodtontRbad (décl@rbtiDeaember 2008, from the Queen
Elizabeth 11 Bridge®to Balnagask Road) éo

Across from the proposed footbaitadium, on the other side of Blington Road, Stewart
Milne Housing has plans for much of the remaining open green land. The sites which will be
used for the stadium and for housing largely constitute meadowlands.

2.3.2. Importance of Meadowlands and their continuing loss

Tullos Hill is already a valuable meadowland, and with the loss of greenbelt meadows
described above, its loss would be devastating to wildlifiee impact of the loss of

meadows represents permanent loss of hunting, nesting and breeding land. The
environmental charity Plantlife has done a great deal of research into the disappearance of
meadows in the UKIt produced a reportSaving our Magnificent Meadoy® and

campaigns on this issu8aving our Magnificent Meadowsled by Natural England,
Countryside Council for Wales, Scottish Natural Heritagd,Northern Ireland Environment
Agency, and by Plantlife, as project hoSbme key points from a summary of this report are
as follows:

fSummary

Wildflower-r i ch grassl ands are arguably the UKG6s most t hi
as precious and important ecosystems, supporting a rich diversity of wild plants and animals,

including many rare and declining species. These habitats are increasingly seen as
contributing to the overallwel-kb ei ng of our society, and to the Oser
ecosystems provide, such as carbon sequestration (capture), amelioration of flooding and a

more efficient cycle of nutrients which improves soil health and productivityé They are seen as

vital to the long-term survival of bees, through whose pollination of crops much of our food

production dependsé Despite their high nature conservation value, our wildflower-rich

grasslands are in decline, both in extent and in quality. Many of our meadows in the UK were

lost during the last century. Intense pressure, particularly from changes in farming practices, as

well as development and neglect, continue to impact on the remaining areas. Despite

conservation legislation, including an EU Habitats Directive (which incorporates six BAP priority

1% Ajr Quality Action Plan 2011, Aberdeen City Council, 2011
1 Saving our Mgnificent Meadows, Appendix 12 also at
http://www.plantlife.org.uk/campaigns/saving_our_magnificent_meadows/



grassland types in Annex 1), planning legislation and two decades of agri-environment
schemes, wildflower-rich grasslands continue to disappear or decline in condition. During the
1980s and 1990s, losses were recorded at 21 10% per annum in some areas. High-diversity
grasslands now comprise a mere 2% of UK grassland (OL% of total land area). Once lost,
these species-rich meadows cannot easily be recreated.

These declines meant that the UK was unable to meet its national and international
commitments to halt the loss of grassland habitat and species biodiversity by 2010.

2.3.3. Lack of Protection of Wildlife z arson, motorists, vandalism and pollution

It is an unfortunate reality that arson is a persist problem on the hill. Grasses and gorse

are set alight. The hill has many access points (it is also used by motor bike enthusiasts).
However, there is only one area of official signage at ara@ce the writer can find. The

sigrs by the City Counthelpfully says how important the area is and how it should never be
developed (although development has somehow been sanctioned at Loikstan)it gives

no warning whatsoever against setting deliberate fires. At the very least a sign should be
postedat all entrances saying what the legal penalties for arson are, and ideally saying what
wildlife is present and that it needs to be protectedandalism occurs on the hill in other

forms than the arsomg and it should be noted that vandalism has beemgctdr in tree

LX I yidAy3 LINRP2SOGa ySI Nbeé Bignage shoulialsolist O1 Q& I+ yR
pendties for lttering (the hill is regularly cleaned by volunteegbut more needs to be

done. There is a burrut car on the hill, which the Githas not moved, pollution from its
components could be severe, especially if the battery is present for instaSoall

mammals and birds are fourdkadon roadsidesall over Aberdeen City and Shire, yet very
few signs are present to warn motorists whthey are near wildlifeich areas. Road signs

need to warn motorists that deer and small animals are in the area. This would be standard
practice in similar areas in the United States and other countiésing deer scarer

reflector posts (they reflet car headlamp beams into the countryside to scare deer away
from roadsides) at any areas of high risk of deer/car collisions should be done throughout
Aberdeen City and Shirdurther recommendations will be made later in this paper.

3.02%% &/ 2 %6 %29 #)4): %. 8 02/ * %# 4

3.1.Genesis

¢tKS O02yOSLJi 2F W! ¢NBS FT2NJ 9GSNE /AGATSYyQ ¢!l a
¢ Councillor Aileen Malone of Cults, Bieldside and Milltimber reinforcedattdscommunity

council meeting in May 2011he author of this report was presentShe is also quoted in press

releases made at the timi@ support of the schemelt is necessary to go back further than the

launch of the Phase 2 public consultation anaivfollowed in order to create a complete

picture, and readdress the selective nature of documents and information put out by Aberdeen

City Council. Issues which were known but not brought to public attention include the poor soill
quality, locationissBa Z LINBE @A 2dza AYO2NNBOG dzaS 2F GNBS 3Idz
required, and not least the deer cualwhich had been in planning long before the Phase 2

consultation was launched to the public.

ApreviousLJK 88 2F (KS YONBOKBYN 9 GRSt BhefdphE B R 2y
of 24 November by Forest Research details a visit to the hill made with ranger lan Tallboys. This

visit was in part to establish why the previous planting failed. The following items appear in that

report:-



édeer browsing is known to be significint ¢ &t&alguardhrave been used they are
insufficientin height (90cm rather than 120cm guards are in £5€)

a !strict regime of weed control for a period eB%ears will stronglfacilitate tree
SadGlroft AaKYSy®t G ¢dAf t2a 1 AEEET

And crucially:

dlt is noteworthy that the establishment of large mature trees on many parts of Tullos Hill
isunlikely. The rootable material is unlikely to be able to provide adequate anchorage,
increasing the risk of winthrow, especially given the exposed, coastal locadtén.

Despite the evidence of this report, deer were literally made the scapedodtlid November

2010 the SNH visited the hill with an Aberdeen City Ranger. The two had discussions which led

to the issue of a SNH letter of 25 November 2600 ¢ KS f SGGSNJI FNRY (G KS w2 )
PYAGQ YFE1Sa y2 YSyGAzy ¢KI(az2So6rebuidientsi(Be a2 A f
Appendix 4. It however refers to conversations in which Hethal means of controlling the

deer population are systematically discounted. It reads in part:

(o

Given that we have ruled out non-lethal control options, it would appear that lethal control is
the only option and it is certainly the option that we would recommend to you. We understand
the potential PR issues and are willing to offer the Council what assistance we can in this
regard. | am sure you are well aware of the arguments, but would suggest that majoring on
the fact that public money would potentially be wasted if deer management is not carried out
and the trees fail to establish is a good first line. There are many other lines that can be
explored, including some of the foregoing arguments about non-lethal mechanisms for deer
management.

On the specifics of deer management, | can see both advantages and disadvantages in the
use of either contractors or staff. As long as anyone involved is suitably experienced and
insured, there should be no difference in the outcome. It may be preferable to be seen to be
doing it in house and have greater control rather than using contractors, or it may be
preferable to utilise the distance between instruction and deed that comes from using
contractors.

Having visited the site, | am content that appropriate deer management can occur in a safe
manner. Communicating this to access takers and the wider public may be more of a task
which will require a robust communication plan. | would suggest that a suitable deer
management plan will help in this regard and | am more than happy to offer assistance in this
regard. Further to this, it will be necessary to have at least some idea of deer numbers on the
site. | would propose that SNH staff conduct a night time census using thermal imaging
equipment and possibly a spotlight. | would suggest that we try to organise this at the earliest
available opportunity and would request your assistance in obtaining vehicular access and a
permit to work. This census will not provide a definitive picture of deer utilisation of the site,
but will give a minimum index of deer present.

This letter is remarkable on several counts. It demonstrates clearly that the cull was being planned
between the City and SNH, and yet the City did not mention any such fact in its public consultation.
This document vllibe examined next. It also demonstrates a predisposition on the pavhoéver
exactly briefed the SNH. Deer management does not have to be lethal. Even the use of the correct
size tree guards might have been effective (although it looks like alevesy other factor needed

for tree establishment was lacking). This letter seems to be one person (albeit the SNH Deer

Report: site visit to Tullos Hill landfill site, Aberdeerd’ B42 &S Y 6 S NSoreshReyearch

“IBID

“1BID

'*etter from James Scott, Deer Management officer (SNH), to Richard Nicholson, (ACCgnaiaeNaa10;
Appendix 4



Management Officer) and person or persons unknown deciding in advance how the tree planting
would be accomplisheq without any recourseo the normal democratic channels or to the other
reports on soil quality and weeds. Elected officials might have reasonably expected to be presented
not with a report showing the cull was necessary and the finance was in place (which is what
happened)but rather with an unbiased report examining all of the issues of Tullos Hill, not a purely
deer-culling policy decided by neglected persons.

The launchof the Phase Zonsultation ¢ the public is at Appendix 13This document made no
reference todeer whatsoever. It did however mention that fencing would be required for rabbits.
The writer concluded as did hundreds of othersthat if the method of planting described
concerned itself with rabbits, then if other animal controhveged killerwere needed, they too

would have been mentioned. Almost every Councitlocouncil official supportive of the scheme
the authorhas contacted claimed that this consultation was not about the methodology of the
planting. If a document mentions the methodfkrabbit control, then it is indeed a document
concerning methodologyThere was no mention that 89,000 trees very large share of the total
number of trees; would go on Tullos Hill; the density would have also been a cause for objection.
The consukition closed at the end of January 2011, several months after the SNH letter regarding
the cull had been written.

3.2.0bjections
321.04 0OAA A O %OA O Tullds Gif WAjécionsttsiAdfrAm ¢
Schemed O / OECET O AT A AAOI U - AT ACAi AT O
/| 2dzy OAf £t 2NJ ! At SSy alf2yS Aa /2y@SySNI 27

u K
GKAOK Flrffa GKS NBYAG F2N 6KS YCENERIS20F12 NJ 9 O

the Committee took a reporfrom Peter Leonard, proposirthat the scheme to plant on
Tullos went ahead. Leonard claimed:

Godm ¢KS ¢NBS F2NJ 9SNE wSAARSY(d LINR2SOI0
February 2009 is being delivered on a cost neutral basis through grarindusiad
contributions from local businesses. The second phase of the Tree for Every Citizen
project will beentirely funded through external grants and sponsorxhipn

arrangement has been reached with Forestry Commission Scotland to enable a new
scheme to be started. This will be funded through the Scottish Rural Development

S
S

|
NJ

g K

t NEANI YYS YR 20KSNJ ANIyld FdzyRAFI H6KAOK Aa

The meeting then had a chance to vote on several options of deer control, but it did not
discuss the other issues with the tree planting, known to Aberdeen City rangefanals,
but not disclosed to those debatirthe matter at this meetingAnd as it transpired only in
October 2011, the funding is far from a certaigtgnly a draft application has been
submitted at the time of writing.

A very odd outcome arose frothis meeting: it was resolved to gigampaigners until the

next meetingg 10 May 201Xk, enough funds to find a manner of saving the deer. Press at
the time were specifin reportingthat this offer was to find money to save the deer from
culling. TheCouncil have told the writer in November 2011 that the press got this and other
issues wrong. As the Scottish Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals put it, to kill

GKS RSSNJ (2 LINRPGSOG GNBSa GKIFG IDNEyE SgSy

Begg, MP, wrote tthe author of this reporsaying

'® Aberdeen City Caocil Housing & Environment Committee, 1 March 2011, Report at Item 9.6; Appendix 5

LI



G,2dz gAft y20S 6A0GK AyGdSNBad GKFG GKS 1 2dzaA
to extend an open invitation to dividuals who have objected to the deer cull to raise the

funds necessg £225,000) to facilitate alternative measures such as fencing and re

housing, by 1D May 2011. | see this as an appalling attempt to fudge their
NBalLlRyaAoAtAGASEdé

alye FyAYFf OKIFINRGASE OFYS 2dzi FyR 2LSyfte Ol f
One charity Animal Concern Advice Line (ACAlk repeatedly offered the services of an

expert in the area of notethal tree-planting for free. Peter Leonard hsisice written to say

this person is not an expecgtwhich may well become part of a compla#wimal Concern

Advice Linés consideringas the person in question has a relevant backgroufsdimal

charities recommended people not give in to the demandaise money. Instead, a

petition was launched and other forms of actions took place.

Between November 2008 and March 2010 the problems with the hill somehow were

Ydzi ISR 06& GKS A0KSYSQa ioiNReei waRiglisndandfds® ¥ 06 SA Y
related to being merely deer related and a cull was the cheapest and best soliitien.

report writer wishes to object to thepparentpoliticization of this treeplanting scheme and

the decisions taken which left the pubiicthe dark at the consultation phaggand which

seem to have left some of the elected members likewise without all the facts. The demand

for funds as it turned out later was not going to stop a cull according to Peter Leonard.

3.2.2. Objections - Procedural

In the intervening weeks thauthor attended Torry Community Council, neighbours to the
Tullos site. They had not been given any advance information as to a cull. The Community
Council then resolved unanimously to conaie the cull, which was done with a strongly
worded letter to Peter Leonarl For some reason the City Council say this letterneser
received, and a copy has been posted in November 2011. The letter reads in part:

| am writing $o you on behalf of Torry Community Councsl (" 1G07). ALIe 1V Mesung on <1 AP
2011 we discussed the matier of the proposed cull of deer on Tullos Hill. Many members of TCC
were horified that Aberdeen City Council is proposing to cull deer on Tullos Hill, instead of building
deer fences o protect the trees in the Tree for Every Cilizen’ programme. A vote took piace at the
meeting, and the culling of deer on Tullos hill was unanimously condemned.

TCC requests that ACC does not to plant trees on Tullos Hill if a cull of deer is required to make the
planting of the trees for the “Tree for Every Citizen’ programme at Tullos Hill successful.

m.lmunwumwmmmwrmcumc«m
about a cull of deer immediately adjacent to our community, or the plans for pianting trees in and
adjacent to Torry. | would be grateful if you could expiain the reason why no consultation and
awareness raising has been undertaken.

19

" Anne Begg to Suzanne Kelly, 25 March 2011 from the Houses of Parliament

18 etter from Torry Community Council to Pete Leonard originally posted 10 May 26ddstexl November
2011 Appendix Item 6

19 etter from Torry Community Council to Pete Leonard originally posted 10 May 26ddsted November
2011 Appendix 7



A selectiorg not an exhaustive onefrom other Community Councils opposed to the csll
also inAppendix7.

I sent an email to Aileen Malone as did other Aberdeen residents; | included my name and

address in this coplaint. Ms Malone wenttothe presstos#2 yf & | 62dzi 2y SQ ! 06
resident had contacted her on the matter. She later samemail tothe author of this

reporti 2 | LI2f 23AaS T2 dthémaiOigReStifrii THere Rr&dthdrii A 2 y Q
Aberdeen citizens who contacted Ms Malone with their addresses, but no correction was

SOSNJ YIRS (2 (GKS AyAGAIf LINBaa ad2NB GKFG W

The author of this reporintended to make a depation to the next Housing & Environment
Committee to voice the many concerns (the cull, the suitability of Tullos for the trees and
lack of transparency)Alsorequesting a deputation to address the matter at the Housing &
Environment 10 May meeting wasidy Finlayson of Cove Community Council and the
Association of Community Councilaileen Maloneconvener of thdHousingmeeting

initially said the deputations would not eeard Councillor Cooney and others demanded a
vote on the matter, but in the eshthe deputations were not heard. The reason: only a
verbal, not a written report on théeer cull financing was to be presentedhis technicality
prevented the deputations from complaining about the lack of transparemcyaccuracyn

the public conaltation and the lack of proper consultation with the @munity Councilg,

four of which have at the time of writing objected to the cull formally to the City. The report
author notes that the Aberdeen City draft application reads in part:

G [ 2 ddmnburity consultations, incluitig contact with all relevant Community

Gouncils, holding of local dreim events open to the public, letter drops in specific
neighbourhoods directly adjoining proposed planting areas, placing of planting plans

and proposals on taconsultationara2 ¥ ! 6 SNRSSy OAG& [/ 2dzy OAf Q
provide transparent information regarding the planting proposals have all been

OF NNA 8R 2 dzi d¢

With all due respect, the report writer begs to differ with this assertion, and assumes the
eventual final draft proposal will reflect the truthcommunity councils were kept in the
dark before the vote to proceed, and completely ignored when they regkttie scheme
outright. Thousanslof petition signers likewise feel that the consultation, omitting the cull
as it did, was less than transparent.

Pete Leonard reiterates that the refusal to even contact the expert suggested by Animal

Concern was becaaghey lacked credentials, and because the city already had an expert.

The authorof thisrepor2 y f & (y264 2F G(KS OAGéeQa SELISNI 6K
contract to deliver this scheme. Even the most thorough of experts is subject to making

errors, and even the most impartial expert may be tempted to favour outcomes which are

linked to their fiscal remunerationt iis notsuggesed thatthis is the case here, but the

author questiors the impartiality of 'y SELISNII 6 K2 NB T dzasddwhd FNBS &
refuses to even communicate directly with others in their fielchter on Pete Leonard refers

to a lack ofpeer reviewas a factoiin rejecting the Animal Conceédvice Linexpert. The

author of this reportwonders whether any form of peer resw of the Tullos Hill proposed

planting has taken place with any expert who does not stand to gain either financially or by
reputation, and will recommend that such review takes place

0 Draft application for Case 4381713 from Aberdeen City Council Grampian RPAC region. Appendix 8



The report autho has had fruitless letter exchanges with the City@il; these are
reproduced inthe AppendiX. Y2y 3 (KS gNARGSNRA [dzSaidAz2ya GgKA
concise answers are:

Who made the decision to leave any deer cull out of the public consultation?

Who took the decision that non-lethal measures would be discounted and then

communicated to SNH?

T Who precisely decided to plant the trees on Tul
population immediately identified as a reason to find another location?

T Who decided tree guar dsabletoadear@l? Whosp aesthieticwas pr ef

judgment decided the treeguardsh ad &évi sual i mpact ?

=a =4

1 How many trees were vandalised in Phase 1?

1 How much public money was spent in Phase 1, and how much is planned to be spent in
Phase 2?

I Was a consultation with Torry Community Council taken, and if so, were the deer
discussed?

1 How many deer were counted by SNH, and how many are to be culled?

Calling the procedures used to choose culling as the method for the planting robust is
therefore discredited. Why there is so much support from Councillor Malone, Ranger lan
Tallboys, Chief Executive Valerie Watts and Pete Leonard for this otherwise unpopular
scheme is something which should be investigated: Tullos is a hill where sdatgdre
planting has failed and will likely fail again in the words of Forestry Research due to many
factors, not simply deer browsingVhy are some officials going to such lengths to impose
this scheme?

3.2.3. Objections z Environmental & Cultur al

The Roe Deer was adopted into the Scottish Biodiversity List, published in 2005; arising from
Section 2(4) of the Nature Conservation Act (Scotland) 2004, and the Scottish Biodiversity
Strategy, it is "a list of animals, plants and habitats that Scottish Ministers consider to be of
principal importance for the conservation of biodiversity in Scotland."”

The Tullos Hill roe deer are thought to numlbess than 30 head at present. Much has been
made since the cull was proposed that deer need to be managed or they will starve / suffer
as there are no natural predatord-his is simply not true; deer are hunted legally and

illegally (a hunter was recég spotted on Tullo$lill and reported to the polige and the

young deer can be subject to predation by fox@&fe report writer has not been presented

with evidencefor starving deer or overpopulatiolmy those who take this positiognotably

lan Talllbys and Pete Leonard he fact that deer roam over several sites in the south of the
city has been overlooked in the SNH letter and by those who have written to support the
cull. The report writer has instead talked to people who live in the adjacentdsoand

caravan park. None of these people were aware of the cull or the tree scheme (although
they draft application claims letters have been sent to such people). There are some people
at the caravan park who feed the deer. These deer may be wildrbalpatame. Some

time ago a number of tame deer were kept at Loirston Loch; what has happened to them is
not clear and should be investigated as part of any holistic local deer management scheme.
As two animal charities have puttd@ the author, if the hill could not sustain the deer, they
would not be there. There is movement of deer between Kincorth Hill, Tullos and other
areas. If the Tullos deer are culled, then the experts from Animal Concern and other animal
welfare entities are of the opiniothat other deer would simply move into the territory.

One Local Authority, Glasgow City Council, responded to the WaNE (Scotland) Bill
consultation by opposing the fundamental approach to Roe Deer being regarded as a threat,



and it is their policy to manage individual problems, should they arise, in a manner which
does not involve the killing of these much-loved animals. Glasgow's Ecologists assessed the
impact of Roe Deer browsing in young plantations (very little deer fencing or tree protection
was used) and found no cause for concern; the deer grazing rarely had a significant effect on
tree survival, but did affect the structure of the woodland in a way that was overall beneficial
for nature conservation. Over a million young trees have been planted on Local Nature
Reserves and other sites within the City in the past twenty years, and now are all thriving
wildlife habitats.

TheTullosarea is currently used by locals for walks, to enjoy the uninterrupted views over
the city and to view the cairns in the-obscuredsetting they currently enjoy. The cairns

will all be screened by the trees if the scheme goes ahead. There are many archaeological
remains which have been damaged over time; but the planting®hiagicates the site of
several small disturbed cairns vdalmply be planted cer. Combined with the loss &fronze

Age archaeological features which the Loirston football stadium means, this further erosion
of Bronze Age sites should not go ahead.

However, it is the importance of the existing grassland / meddonds which make Tullos
invaluable. Itis disturbing that so much gorse has already been rem®edan
Rotherham* has this to say on the subject

GD2NRS Aa |y Ay ONBRA ocsdppodingtadivedsity 5f KI o A G 0
invertebrates and many birds and mammals. It provides dense cover plus abundant

nesting sites, invertebrate food associated with the gorse, and of course the blaze of
flowers during much of the year. Butterflies, bees, hoverfligisiers, badgers,

whinchats, stonechats, yellowhammers, chaffinches, linnets, greenfinches, meadow

pipits and skylarks for example, all thrive in gerish areas.

G!a GKS oA2YlFLaa 2F 3I2NES o0dzAf Ra dzLd AU f 243
fire then the gorse is reduced to ground level and will quickly regenerate for the next

3040 years or so. Clearly fire risk can be a problem but not for the gorse or the

associated wildlife (except at the immediate time of a conflagration).

G/ & Of An®of fors€) drizindy and cutting of fibeeaks are positive ways to

reduce risk and damage but to maintain what is a rich but often unappreciated

wildlife habitat. The establishment of a friends group to watch over the area would

also help reduce riskh& gorse in bloom is also a wonderful landscape feature. A

plantation wood does not provide a biodiversity resource or a landscape feature to

match this. Trees are often planted at the expense of the wildlife habitats and

landscape features because of tinésconception that they are inherently better for
wildlife¢which they arenot Y R 06 SOF dzaS Y2ySeé Aa | @ Aflof

*(Dr Rotherham is a Professor of Environmental Geography, Reader in Tourism &
Environmental Change, International RestaCoordinator, associated with universities
around the world. He is editor of several important academic publications including
International Journal of Urban Forestry, Journal of Practical Ecology & Conservation, and
International Urban Ecology Review)

The meadowlandsef Tullos arevaluable as they are for supporting wildlife (including bee
populations, which are at risk worldwide due to many factors including habitat loss). The
carbon sequestration value of the meadaswnot inconsiderable andill be sacrificed for a

tree planting which is likely to fail. Much has been made by the City as to how the trees will

2 Map of intended planting Appendix Item 9



clean C0O2 from Aberdeen, but there is little data to say how many trees would actually
survive or what their carbon capture value would l#¢ere are some figures from an old City
report:

.1 dSNRSSyYy /Ale /2dzyOAt > al @& HmOuickmedd& I ND2y al
! GAz2y

Table 1: Aberdeen City Council’s Corporate Emissions Profile 2002/03

Transport Total Transport
Buildings | Streetlig | Transpo Fleet! Waste
b hting’ rt . Commute
Busines
g?
CO2
emissions
(tonnes) 51,200 6,300 800 3,800 . 62,100 20,300
(%) (82%) (10%) (1%) (6%)
Costs
©) 4,800,000 | 897,000 | 933,000 | 1,110,000 ) 7.740,000 )
(%) (62%) (12%) {(12%) (14%)
Notes:

1. Data from energy management team, based on combination of data from monitoring and energy bilis

2. Data based on inventory and standardised assumptions on usage. Traffic signals are included.

3. Data excludes air and rail travel. Data based on miles claimed not fuel usage, data uniikely to be accurate
to enable calculation of carbon emissions.

Data based on data provided by Transport team on fuel consumption

No data for landfill sites available.

Data based on a survey dated June 2001 (covered 22% of staff) and relates only to car commute. Due o
subjectivity of evaluating ravel distances, level of uncertainty relating to accuracy (see below).

Sl

In 2004, ACGurvey figures indicated that some 22% of staffwmering the survey said their

car commute to work produced some 20,300 tonnes of carbon in 2002tGhould be

noted that the construction of the Loirston Loch stadtiwill have a carbon footprint as will

the buses being arranged to get all the fansutal from the stadium Additionally, he city

RARY QU O2dzyd AG& AN GNY @St Ay GUKS Hnnuwkno ¥,

WKSYy G(GKS WGNBS T2NI SOSNE OAGAT SYyQ LIXIYy 61 a y!
and Aileen Malone were quoted im#@berdeen press releaSe Here is arxcerpt:

Galye 2F GKS ¢g22RflFyRa 0SAy3 ONSrhoneSR gAf €
case right underneath a tower bloglso they will provide a focal point for
communityinvolvemenE f SAadzNS YR NBONBIGA2yéd G¢KS
environment and; by soaking up around 15,000 tonnes of CO2 over 50 gduaip

LINE GARS | INBSYSNE Of SFySNJ FdziidzNE F2NJ 1KS

If the press release was referring to the one alrfdgaskhe trees werepartially vandalised

Returningto the carbon questiont KS / A (& Q& LJ2 & A iitdetousar®iSYa (2 0 ¢
tonnes of carbowould be cleared or offset bijne 94,000 trees in only 50 yeaitsin

HnnHkno GKS / Aspo#t,Qtieet highish nialeA? y7 4D HAD todnkislof/carbon PER

YEAR, thethe Tullogreesc all of themwould have to reach maturitgto2 T ¥a S 2y S &S|
worth of City Carbon in 50 yedrsi  H n n n@,dooked ail dther way, if all the trees

2 yperdeen gets greened @ressrelease march 2010


http://aberdeenvoice.com/wp-content/gallery/contributor/1312917898-carbonfiguresfromcitydocument.jpg

mature, then each year they wouldossiblyclear around.2% of that pollution each year.
This hypothetical benefit should not be an excuse to replace the carbon sink which Tullos Hill
already has in its meadow and grasslands.

The above quotation contends that theees would provide a focal point for communities.
This has proved to be quite trugut not for the reasons the press release writer envisaged.

3.2.4. Objections 7 Local Stakeholders

This report has already demonstrated that community councils have objected to and/or
completely condemned the cull and the way the consultation was handled. In addition there

are some 2,400 signatures on a paper petition collected locally (delivereteenAnalone),

a Facebook community of just under 3,000 people and another Facebook site with some 170
followers. A postcard campaign against the cull was laundhedquthor of this reportwill

be seeking an investigation as there is controversy. Thtenpersonally handed in 63
L2adOFrNRa G2 | &aSOdz2NARiG@ 3Fda NR Id GKS O2dzy OAf
YR S@Sy Y2NB (GKS 6SS]7 0SF2NB D¢ Ly F £ S3GGSN)
received was 35The number of signatories onngw petition launched to save Tullos as
Meadowlands currently stands at the 400 mark at the time of writing. It can be found at
http://www.gopetition.com/petitions/tullos-hill-meadowlandsdeer-park.html

With such vocal and powerful opposition to the unpopular tree scheme and cull, it is difficult

to understand the reticence of those behind the tree scheme to abandon it or even to

compromise. The City refuses to etavith the experts who offer notethal solutions, the

/ AGe& NYz Sa 2dzi mun OY GNBS 3TFdzr NR&A F2NJ KI gAy 3
SNH, and insist a cull must take place. When the planting is likely to fail according to the

soil report, thedogged pursuit of this scheme should perhaps be investigated.

The author of this reportonfirms that locals she has spoken with in the adjacent caravan

park and homes had no contact from the City on this scheme. It should be noted that one

major stakelolder has been left out of the loop completely: Network Rail. They are now

aware of this scheme for 89,000 trees to be planted on the hill; they have track adjacent to

the hill, and should have been consultethe author of this reportan see potential

problems with leaves, fallen trees if severe storms hit, and of course with the issue of arson.

C2NJ GKFG YFGGSNI O2yaARSNAYy3I GKAa 6SS1Qa asSgSi
wind, there is a possibility of any trees which did get establishifcd in windy conditions

injury is not an impossibility.

325 /| AEAAGEIT O O AOAZEZO ApbPI EAAOCEIT &I O OGOEAO
The author of this reponvas most surprised to leatthat the applicatiorfor the Phase 2

planting on Tllos Hillhas not advanced past the draft stag8ince March of this year the

press and councillors were told that the Phase 2 {pésnting schemés cost neutralg not

that it would becost neutralif applied for and thempprovedb / £ S NI SRdzUiNGATAQ WO 2 3
claim as repeated by the proponents several times is misleadiogsidering the logic used

by the Chief Executive to defend her ndisclosure of the £43,800 cost of the previous

failed planting, the logic employed to claim the scheme is cogtrakseems a

contradiction.

The author of this reporbbtained a copy of the draft application from the Forestry
Commission. The objections to points in this draft are many, and are summarised on the
following table.


http://www.gopetition.com/petitions/tullos-hill-meadowlands-deer-park.html

Jo ¢FofS 2F hoaSOlAz2ya (2 LRAyGa Ay
Draft Application item Comment
/' aS 5SGFAf ac¢dzZ £ 2 & Aportion of the hill was farmed but the

£ yRXE

writer is informed by locals (ahby
observation) that a large amount of the hill
has never been farmed, nor would have be
suitable farmland. This point should be
clarified.

Gedzf t2a | AfEf Aa aid
significant landscape backdrop to a heavil
industrialised ara on the southern edge of
l S NRSSyYy / Alexé

The northern and western boundaries of
Tullos Hill are industrialised, btite northern
aARS I faz2 I|cadohiadudtrial
area, andhe western edge can also be
deemed a corridor to nearby Kincorthlhi
and animals move between these sites
(Wellington Road is in between them).
However, the eastern edge is nimdustrial
coastline except for where the tip was
allowed to form, and part of the southern
border is adjacent to noindustrial park land
TE f2a | Aff AGaStF A
Leonard. This view is not universally share
and the area can be described as a wildlife
pocket in gperi-urbanzone.

G¢KS 20SNItf FAY-2F
establish a community woodland on Tullos
I Aft Xe

The writer is not aware that there was a
LINS @A 2dza WO2 Y Xdndfori &
GKFG YFGGSNIF RSTAY
622RfIFYRQ ¢g2dA R 085

GX2y LI NI 27F ¢ KA OK | Either awoodland was established or not.

G2 SaidlofAak ¢22Rf || The writer notes the admission that the
previous WGS Scheme has largely failed.

G¢KS IAYa 27F GKS t N Whethera foresis an enhancement over a

the local landscape and backdrop to the
a2dziKSNYy SR3IS 27F ! 9§

meadow is a purely subjective matter. The
fact is however that thein-obscuredview

from and of the hill and its cairns would be
obscured by such a large forest plantation.

GoH0 KSfLI RSOSt 2L
the connectivty of the network of
woodland and open habitat in and around
the City and in particularly [sic] strengthen
the visual and public access values of gre
O2 NNAR2NE 0S8G6S8Sy |
and Kincorth Hill to the west.

Leaving aside the furtheubjective
S2YYSyia Fa G2 WOAa
open ground / meadowlands of Tullos will b
a huge dent to the already diminished
greenbelt in the South of the City. If the Cit
gSNBE U(NHzZA &8 O2yOSNYS
habitat, then it wouldhave applied the same
concern to the developments coming to Co
and Loirston.

Goov KSELI FFEOAEtAGLH
historical value of Tullos Hill through

restoration, subsequent maintenance and
interpretation of the various archaeologicag

arasSarTé

The writer can find no specific plans for suc
archaeologica# A y 1 SNLINB G I { A
interested in obtaining the specifics.
However, the main cairns will be obscured
trees, as shown on the proposed planting

G§KS w¢ dz



Draft Application item

Comment

map. It seems that trees are to be pled
over many of the damaged smaller
archaeological sites; this will neither restore
nor enhance. The relevance of this claim tc
forestation application is not completely cle
to the author of this report

(the draft skips from number 3 to number

The author of this reportvould like to know
if this is simply one of several typographica
errors the draft contains, or if there is a
separate Item No. 4 under the aims of the
Proposal.

Gopuv alylF3aS I yR LINP
the areas of over mature vamlland along
GKS y2NIKSNY o62dzyRI

The author of this repomotes that the trees
on the northern edge which were successfu
established are on the most sheltered area
Tullos Hill, which probably contributed to
their survival.

a 0 c prove\pdblic access and recreation
facilities, and enhance the sense of place
GAGKAY ¢dzf £ 2& | Af €T

If the area is intended to be a monayaking
timber forest, as is claimed by some of the
proponents, then it seems unlikely it can als
accommodate animal pmlations and
WNBONBIF A2y FIFOAfAD
access would be improved without further
removing green areas needs to be spelled
out. The author of this repontotes the
FTdz2NLI KSNJ 4dz0 2S00 A0S
LI I cGusdvould like to dsthe proponents
to define this, and to explain what is wrong
with the current perceptions those who enjd
Tullos Hill in its current state.

&(7) Foster strong community involvement
in the restoration and management of the
AAGSTE

The fact that a burned out car has been on
the hill for some time bodes ill for the
O2dzy OAf Qa NBIIFNR F2
gAaKSa KS KAff G2
signage warning against illegal acts is furth
evidence of negligence on thellC® Q & A%.J
to fostering strong community involvement,
the communities near the hill and further
afield are united in their strong opposition tc
this forestation programme at the expense
a meadow, its deer and other existing
wildlife.

4oy 0 /2 yONRDKA NB R d2
carbon emissions through the creation of
new woodland and associated carbon
Ol LJi dzNB @ ¢

The author of this reporteels this is nothing
Y2NB GKIyYy @gKFEG Aa o
hill has a carbon capture capacity as itas; t
dig it up to plant trees which a soil report
says are doomed to failure will add to carbg
emissions. The decision to allow a football
stadium to be built will have far more carbo
production than the proposed forest can
possibly offset, making the C@ya I G { 9




Draft Application item

Comment

sound preenvironment rather hollow.

G¢CKS Yr22NaGe 2F SEH
cover will be removed prior to planting anc
O2yGNRfftSR NBINRGGK

Aside from the confusing phraseology
WXO2yiNRff SR NE®@BNRS
author ofthis reportis dismayed that gorse i
aSSy la WAYyOdlIairgsSa
extremely important habitat and food sourct
as Dr. Rotherham and others have shown i
to be. The writer is also concerned at the
haphazard removal of gorse which took plal
asdetailed earlier in this report. There are
times when gorse can and cannot be clearg
and it seems the relevant laws are not bein
upheld by the City and its contractorshe
author of this reportwishes an investigation
into this area.The economicand
environmental logic would dictate that the
gorse and meadowlands exist because the
nature of the hill favours them over trees.
The desire to impose a large forest on a
meadow isneither logical nocommercially
sound.

oDeer numbers will be controlled as
necessary under Deer Management Plan
[sic] to ensure that damage is kept to
acceptable levels whereby overall woodla
SadlroftAaKYSyld Aa y2

Again, the deer are being used as the main
excuse for the failurefahe tree scheme in
the past. This draft makes no mention of th
2-3 years of weed control which has been
prescribed. What form will this take? Whal
will be the cost, the effect on plants and
animals, and indeed people in the vicinity?
These questionbave not been addressed in
any of the information supplied tthe author
of this report This application makes
reference to ground preparation techniques
the author of this reporwill be interested to
know how this will be done on this area,
given is gas/explosion issues.

A! LILINRPLINAF GS f S@Sft &
will be carried out in accordance with

NEO2YYSYRSR o6Sad LN

Again we return to the deer. There are
guidelines for managing deer population in
woodlands; this is not a woodland, nor the
GNBES A0KSYSQa LINRLR
believe is it a static deer population. Claim:
have been made the hill is too small for the
29 deer alleged to be there. The deer have
been in a stable population for decades
(anecdotally since at least thé®@0s) without
any starvation/overpopulation issues. If
there are guidelines of the number of deer ¢
piece of ground can support, then the entire
greenbelt in the vicinity should be counted
and not just Tullos when it comes to decidir
0§ KSNB | NRSEBNIX Y ¢ \KS




Draft Application item

Comment

SPCA, to remind the reader, calls this spec
LX ' yySR Odzf £ WI dlie2 NJ
author of this reportcan supply specifics
concerning the Scottish SPCA and commer
made by the Chief Executive of Aberdeen (
Council, who hd tried to imply the Scottish

{t /! WRAR y2{0 dzyRSNJ
SadlFoft AAKSR I yAYL §

Y2aiG | aadaNBRfte R2Sa
situation.

GLYLINRE @SR O NIcRaofls aidS
g22RE LKBAXINRLIR ALl f X
G2 GFNBSGaX LYLNRO
is identified as of particular importance in

g
S

The carbon figures which this planting woul
deliver, if successful, need to be completely
FylFfeaSR | 3l denfdiboni K
sequestration. Again, the City is making

GKS tfAad 2F wS3A 2y I other decisions which will greatly add to the
existing vehicular pollution on nearby
Wellington Road.

GX GKS [/ 2dzy OAf A& 'y Insome of the (conflicting/contradictory)

closely with local communities and financial information that has come out, it

0dza Ay SaasSax canymurfty O2 seems the City is relying on using the

Ay@2t @SYSy G Ay (KS |community and schools in particular to serv

as volunteer labour for plantingThey will
need to acknowledge that the communities
do not support this scheme, and schools wi
be most reluctant to be involved.

GModn LYGSINIGAZ2Y D
complementary to, and contributes to the
RSt ADGSNE 2F | ydzYo §

This rhetoric does not justify the Forestry
Commission continuing to finance a schem
which will not work, as the soil report shows

GMmedT [/ 2YUNROdzAA2Y
proposal will contribute to achieving local
Conservancy and national targets faaw

$22Rf YR ONBFIGA2Yy D¢

When the original targets for woodland
creation were created, the loss of
meadowland had been to a large extent
overlooked. The SNH and other agencies ¢
at present rethinking some of the targets of
the past, and a move to meadocreation is
gaining ground. The Tullos Hill scheme ne¢
to be weighed in terms of its past failure,
likely continued failure, and the comparative
ease of retaining/enhancing its meadow
features.

GDNRJad tHdzS F2NJ a2y S

The author of this reportas pointed out that
this scheme cannot represent value for
money. The letter from D.Cadel to the City
warns its exposure may exceed £100,000.
This was the letter in which the City was
reminded to pay its overdue £43,800 for the
failed planting.

& ! RR 3uR. Thelnew woodland creation
will complement and add value to the
increased level of, and more proactive an

holistic approach to, the management of

The author of this reponheeds this rhetoric
to be explained before they aacomment.




Draft Application item Comment
l 9SNRSSyYy /AleQa ¢22
G 2y 3 GSN)¥Y 06SySTAIldq The assertion that the replacing a meadow

g22RE I YRaAaX AYLINEGAY
GKS /AGeQa LIS2LX S |
far beyond the Rural Development Contra
LISNA 2 Ro¢

with awoodlandwi f WA YLINR @S
fATSQO Aa KAIKf e adz

ADNRJAl Yl 3SYSyd 27

The author of this repomotes the absence
of any mention of potential risks of arson,
accidental fireand potentialdamage to
nearby homes, industry and a school.efiéh
is no mention of potential risk to the Networ
Rail tracks. There is no mention of risk-& 2
year weed spraying plan entails. There is r]
mention of the likely financial loss should th
planting fail as the first didThe author of
this reportconOf dzZRSa G KS WNJ
is less than robust in this draft.

G0 ZH aAyAYALackl¥ainminityL
consultations, including contact with all
relevant Community Councils, holding of
local dropin eventsopen([sic] to the public
[sic], letter dropsn specific neighbourhood
directly adjoining proposed planting areas
placing of planting plans an proposal on th
O2yadzZ G4FrGA2y | NB 27
website to provide transparent information
regarding the planting proposals, have all
been carri®k 2 dzii ®¢

These statements are in some instances
simply not true (eg no letters sent to
households as far as research and dédor
door visits has shown) or is misleading. Th
Phase 2 consultation document reproduced
in this report is very, very far from
transparent as the considerable public outc
proves. As far as transparency is concerne
the author of this reporhasthe exact
opposite experienceas my requests for the
truth of the £43,800 repayment and the long
awaited information on land ownership
attest.

G X yvlday control of a Charted
C2NBAUSNE oO0o6Aff OIF N
A YL} SYSy i lqualifiedyind |y R
experienced contractors will be engaged t
AYLX SYSy (i (GKS LINE LR

The costs of these do not seem to be broke
down in any detail in the financial figures
shown tothe author of this report

Gal 6OK Fdzy RAy3 I yR
which the full funding proposal is
RSLWSYRSyGdo o0SAy3 a2

The City will find it difficult at this stage to
find matching funding. Campaigners have
given this issue great visibility, and the
negative public relations value of contributir
to anything supporting the cull of the Tullos
Hill Roe Deer will harm a cqguany. One
funder of Phase 1 indicated it would not fun
Phase 2. Another previous funder has not
responded to calls on the matter.

(The application contains a table showing
various areas by LPID reference).

The author of this reporawaits clarification
of land ownership. If Tullos in whole or in
part is Common Good Land, then the pictur
will change substantially. The chart also
shows that all the LPID references are
WEolkyR2YSR FIN¥YfIlyYyR




Draft Application item Comment
Hill has never been farmed.

3.2.6. Objections - Financial o A o o )
A¢CKS ¢NBES FT2N 99SNE wWSaARSYylu tNR2SOUZXZ audul N
y S dzii NI £ Ph@sé ZAplibdicieénsultation document

wSFOKAY3 (GKS FIFOGa 2y prdblémalidNBe2 i€ Ex@cutiveF A y | y OS &
Valerie Watts discounts claims made by lan Tallboys that the scheme will have income from
timber. Ms Watts was asked by the report writer in a formal complaint whether or not there

was a debt for a previous failed planting. Ms Waésras to have relied on rhetorto

justify her original evasive answer. Here is a summary of the exchange:

{Y oNBGS + 21 ddGa Ay Ivoyldlikekdask: i§igtidrthattheO2 Y LI |
Council owes a sum for previous, failed planting? | was told that £44,000
approximately is owed by the City inthisreggidJt S| aS Of I NA T& ¢

0 G S yie aNyabdbust ¢ & !

tSNRAS 2+G0Ga AyAd a I o
A FGAYy3 G2 | LINBODA 2 dz

I.
G2 Fye 2NBFYyA&L

|+

The report writer then obtained a Forestry Commission letter of 2/371When confronted with
thecoli SyGa 2F GKS Hkokmm F2NBAGNE O2YYAaaArzy fSii

G¢KS MnoXyom®ddpn &2dz NBFSNI 2 R2S& y2i NBf
Every Citizen Project. This as a grant repayment from a previous planting scheme

from 1996which failed due to deer damage and a lack of weed control. This

amount was repaid to the Forestry Commission Scotland prior to your enquiry [so at

GKS GAYS 2F @2dzNJ SyljdzZiNE RIFIGSR Hn al @& HAwm
MnnInannné 2dzNJ NB sithédrepay@enthaddee®rBaddNagahat the

Mppc IANF YOI LI &YSyd LINA2NI 2 GKAa RIFEGS¢éo®

It is the strong contention and firmly held belief of this report writer that there is indeed a
relationship between the previous failed tree planting on Tullos Hill greatyment of
£43,800 and the request for clarification of a £44,000 repayment for a previous failed
planting on Tullos Hill.

The Forestry Commission letter from Dan Cadle of 2/3/11 reads in part:

dhy GKS niK b2@3SY06SNI H A malwith & invaicafdrS R ! 6 SNR
£43,831.90 the reclaim of monies paid out under the above contract. This invoice
was to be paid within 30 days. The monies have not been received. This invoice is
y2g | OONHZA Y3 AYyGSNBaidXxX AT &landzhénktha f G2 Sai
O2dzy OAt oAttt 06S tAFOGES F2NJ I NBOfIAY 2F dz

This is hardly indicative of a castutral scheme.
Other comments on the Financing of this planting scheme include this submission from Pete

Leonard:
. Pete Leonard reportof2k npkmn a! LIRFGS 2y | ¢NBS C2NJ ¢

2 etter from Forestry Commission to Aberdeen City Coursgpendix



03. FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

This report has no additional funding implications beyond that reported and agreed

in the previous report to Housing and Environment Committee on 11th

January 2010. The project is on target to deliver within budget. The funding package
agreed at the previous committee is as belew:

Estimated overall costs £343,500

Funded by:

w C2NBAGNER /2YYAdaaArzy o6{O02iflFyRUO (KNPRdIzAK
w ! 6SNRSSYy DB yhatdhid ubding ¢ H

w LYy 1AYR O2y(iNROGdziAzy o6& '/ / GKNRdJAK (KS
£40,000 to support the ogoing community consultation elements

of the Planting Programme

w {'wC LYGSNNB3I L. LINR2SOfporthed (2 MuHpIZAAn
community/volunteer, schools involvement and consultation aspects of the

project and to develop linkages with local businesses. This funding is for sites within

the SURF project area in the north of the City.

w / 2YGNROdzi A2y a cEFm®lyamoustiQgtd £2500@za A y Saa Sa

4. Alternative Proposal zretain and enhance existing Tullos Hill

meadowland status

The public whether as individuals or community councils do not want this scheme. The Forestry
Commission has soil report which says the establishment of trees on Tullos is unlikely due to

the soil, the weeds, wind, and indeed the deer. The City has already returned grant funding for a
previous failure on this hill. Only a handful of people, none of whom litleeirmmediate area

(Ms Aileen Malone lives on the other side of Aberdeen) seem to want to press this scheme on an
unaccepting public. The hill already supports a variety of life, as evidenced by earlier Aberdeen
City Councipamphlets It is time to seavhat can be done to help preserve and enhance what
Tullos Hill is, and forget plans to try to turn it into something else.

Pete Leonard has written to objectors to say that the meadowlands proposal for Tullos is
uneconomicaf’

(The area of the site where we are planning to plant trees is not a wildflower rich meadow but area

of rank grassland dominated by course grasses and the garden escape, dames violet, which is a non

native invasive species. As such, the area has minimadliviersity value. To convert this to a

wildflower meadow and manage it as such would be very costly, not sustainable and not subject to

the I evel of grant that would make it edcetemomi c to
Leonard, email, 28November 2011.

The author of this reporis unaware of any study undeken by Aberdeen City Council or any

relevant SNH office on the suitability of Tullos Hill to be a meadowland park (which it de facto

Ff NEFR& Aa0x FyR A& fA1Ss6AAS dzyl 6l NBE 2F yeg O2
assertions. If such damentation existsthe author of this reportvould very much like to see

it.

% pete Leonard to Natasha



The fact is that the people of the area have spoken out in support of the retention of Tullos as it
is, and that there are real, quantifiable benefits from designating TaBameadowlands,
perhaps even a deer park.

4.1. Positives z Governmental policy

A most comprehensive case for meadowland creation and retention is made in the Summary
report from Plantlife Saving our Magnificent Meadow8ppendix12). Rather than rstating

the many benefits which meadows provide, a partial listing is as folows;

Ecosystem services

Recognising the value ofvildflower -rich grassland®1 D AT Bl A ATl thatreditdy OOAOOEAA
ecosystems afford us, forms a major part of the argument for securing more financial support for
these beautiful habitats.

In June 2011, Defra published the Mlational Ecosystem Assessment (UK NEA). This is the first
analysisofthes + 3O 1T AOOOAT AT OEOTTT AT O ET OAOI O 1T &£ OEA
continuing economic prosperity. Its key messages included:

1 The natural world, its biodiversity and its constituent ecosystems are critically important to

our well-being and economic prosperity, but are consistently undervalued in conventional
economic analyses and decision making.

1 Ecosystems and the services they deliver underpin our very existence. We depend on them to
produce our food, regulate water supplies andlicnate, and breakdown waste products. We
also value them in less obvious ways: contact with nature gives pleasure, provides recreation
and is known to have a positive impact on loagrm health and happiness.

9 4EA 5+80 AAT OUOOAIT O someskrvidevelD But otherdare’slll infodyA OET C
term decline.Reductions in ecosystem services are associated with declines in habitat extent
or condition and changes in biodiversity.

1 The UK population will continue to grow, and its demands and expedtais continue to
evolve. This is likely to increase pressures on ecosystem services in a future where climate
change will have an accelerating impact, leading more frequent severe weather events
with implications for agriculture, flood control and manyther services. One major challenge
is sustainable intensification of agriculture.

1 Recognising the value of ecosystem services more fully would allow the UK to move towards
a more sustainable future.

The value to society of functioning wildflower-rich grasslands

Wildflower-rich grasslands are precious and important habitats, contributing many positive
ecosystem services The following points are taken fronsaving our Magnificent Meadows
(either directly where within quotation marks, or are paraphrased liie author of this report):

1 Cstoring about 34% of the global stock of carboim terrestrial ecosystems, compared with
17% foragrd AT OUOOAI 68 O) i pOI OET C&sigiicArdirckbfAO &£ O AC
carbon emissions

1  (meliorate the impact of flooding and provide greater water infiltration

7 CReducedgreenhouse gas emissions due tmlver grazing stock densities and limited or no
fertiliser input, in contrast to agriculturallyimproved grasslands

7 CBoil conservation and improvement of water quality biynproved nutrient retention



1 Qncreased productionin the absence of fertilisers. One experiment showed a 40% difference
in hay yield between speciedch and speciegoor plots

1 CEvidence is emerging that the species richness of these grasslands not only increases
individual ecosystem services, but is required tbaximise a variety of servicesvithin the
habitat, such as soil carbon, herbage production, forage quality, and insechness and
abundanced.

1 Biodiversity
Wildflower~ich grasslandsare recognised important biodiversity supports. Tullos has a
diverse wildlife population as shown previously in this report. According to Saving our
-ACTEEEAAT O - AAAT xOh O

Many of these species are restricted in their ranges, emphasising the importance of the
grassland habitat.These habitats are of considerable importance for breeding and ever
wintering birds, and as foraging areas for bat¥hey support a wide variety of moths,
spiders, and hoverflies, including UK BAP priority species. According to an index of
farmland butterfly abundance compiled by Butterfly Conservation and the Centre for
Ecology and Hydrology, the 23 specialist grassldutterfly species have suffered a 36%
decline in the period 1992009 There are typically at least 15 flowering plant species per
square metre ofwildflower -rich grasslanchabitat. Around 82 species of flowering plants
of lowland grassland are threateed. Gassland plants account for approximately 28% of
all plant species lost from the UK in the past 100 yéats

{ Bees and Butterflies
Bumblebees haveexperienced markeddeclinesin past years. It is not neessary to spell out
how essential pollinating insects are. Tullos supports bees and is capable of supporting far
more in its current state or as an enhanced meadow than a forest ever could do. Butterfly
populations are likewise either falling or in somi@stances migrating north. Wildflowerrich
meadows and long grasses are essential for them.

1 Ecotourism, art and community
Grassland habitatk St LJ 02 ARSYGATFe | Wi SgiavwerrighBradsland OSQ | y |
landscapes have been the source of great inspiration to poets, authors, artists and musicians
throughout history. Having a grassland this close to the city centre is a benefit, not a burden.
Local recreation takes place in the od@ids and on the pathways. Etaurismis a recognised
contributor to the Scottish economy, and the potential for Tullos to be a tourist destination
exists Having access to open green spaces has a positive mental health benefit:

&(Green areasprovide a much needed space for people to take part in organised or informal

sports and provide recreational opportunities for those unable or unwilling to join a gym or

leisure centre. We all know that a walk in the park can help clear the mind and the mental

KSFfGK oSySTAaGa 2F LI NJa | yreehBR&Onigeldr OS | NB ¢
registered charity which works to improve parks and green spaces by raising awareness,

involving communitie and creating skilled professionals.

{1 Cultural heritage and our history
Wildflower~ich grasslands often clothe prehistoric earthworks, ancient field systems and this
is certainly the case on Tullos Hill, where there are many small Bronge éairnsz although
some have been disturbed, the area is important for understanding of the Bronze Age

% Saving our Magnificent Meadows, Appendix 12
% Green Space Onlirtetp://www.green-space.org.uk/index.php



monuments large and smallSemidatural grassland is suggested as being about the most
benign environment for the preservation of archaeology.

4.2. Positives z Environmental & Cultural

A city losing large tracts of open meadow and grass land in its south should not suffer the loss of
further similar local habitat. Many residents objected and were shocked when permission was
granted for a 21,000 seat football arena at Loirston; this was after all within the Dee Estuary SAC.
¢CKS adFRAdzY gAfft | faz2 W3t zmalishBiRattdsy hasi&nSgatRd NJ Q
effect on feeding and breeding habits of nearly all wildliféwe author of this reporis

somewhat surprised that the environmental experts and rangers within the City who are so
vehement in their pursuit of the Tok tree scheme were veritably silent when it came to losing

the lands at Loirston and Cove.

The following table provides picture of what the UK currently has in terms of grass and
meadowlands; and why it missed its 2010 EU biodiversity targets f@& type of ecosystem:

K. Estimates of the extent of UK BAP Priority Grasslands in the UK

Area (ha)

England Wales Scotland | N. Ireland | Total
Lowland calcareous grassland| 38,687 1,146 761 - 40,594
Lowland dry acid grassland 20,142 36,473 4,357 674 61,646
Lowland hay meadows 7,282 1,322 980 937 10,521
Upland hay meadows 870 - 27 - 897
Purple moorgrass and rush 21,544 32,161 6,768 18,476 79,392
pasture
Upland calcareous grassland | 16,000 700 5,000 936 22,636
Totals for priority habitats 104,525 71,802 17,893 21,466 215,686

Source:UK BAP (2006)

4.3. Local Issues summary

In summary, Tullos is a thriving, diverse meadow supporting insects, plants, trees, small and
large mammals and birds. These types of wildlife have seen erosion of habitat, and are about to
lose even further ground in this south part of Aberdeen. Petmard may insist (see emails)

that Tullos Hill is urban land; as the photographs accompanying this report demonstrate, clearly
it is not. Itis bad enough it is sandwiched between industrial properties on most of its north
border and a road with pollutioissues. For it to become another forest (a part of Lochinch land
has been given over to tree planting, and there is a forest on part of Wellington Road south of
Tullos Hill) in order to meet a{ferestation of Scotland target would be most unfortunateé.
aK2dzZ R 0SS Sy2daAK (G2 aSOd:aNBE G(KS KAff Q& 7FdzidzNB
who have grown up watching the deer and other wildlife. To further preserve and/or enhance it
is clearly what the local residents wanit is also whathe existing wildlife needs to survivé

cairn visible within a forest is certainly not the same experience as a cairn on its own on an open
hill.

o Saving our Magnificent Meadows, Appendix 12
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5. Conclusions & Recommendations

The author of this reportoncludes that theasidents of Aberdeen oppose tipeoposediree

planting for its scale, insensitivity to the wishes of those living closest to the hill, and for the manner
in which the city inteded to obscure the deer cull and the cost of the past failure. A massive tree
planting will failg the soil report confirms this. Culling the deer will only mean more deer move into
the area. The cost, siggffects and potential harm caused by33/eas of weed control are
completelyunknownat the time of writing.

The writer is disappointednd seemgo have been thwarted and delayed by City Council officers

and councillors. The Master of the Mortification Board claims to have no knowledge of the

properties he oversees. The City Council Chief Executive seems to have initially used rhetoric to

avoid disclosure of the cost of a previous failed planting on TullosAtitiost all requests have not

0SSY IyasSNBR RANBOGf EINBIR2 XI BDE LEBINIOKE VB €
information which should have been readilytohatlK S SGi KA Oa 2F OK22aAiy3a
2F GNBS LXIFyldAy3d 6KAES dzaAay3d GKS SEOdzasS GKIFG
Y2y Se Q S idéodoiably it the ndmyeso far wasted by not buying the larger tree guards,

by failing in weed control on the previoutapting, by literally throwinggood money after bad by

supporting a second attempt in the face of the soil report. Many of thosewsdre asked specific

guestions about the programme and the cull replied with answers which were general statements
about culls, which were inaccurate, and which evaded specifics.

BF
S
I E

The author of this reporis not a recognised environmentalist, but is a researcher who has been in

contact with the Forestry Commission, Animal Concern, Scottish SPCA, and Plantlife to name a few
2NBFYyAalLGA2yad ¢CKA& NBLER2NI FyR I aanzhdsul 6 SR NBaSt
became public knowledge, and its attempts at silencing debate (ie the refusal of the Housing

Committee to heathe author of this reporbr the dulyelected councillor from Cove) struck the

writer, community council leaders and citizens asgdiighly urdemocratic. The writer wishes to

thank all those who have assisted with this report.

Recommendations:

A ¢KF(i GKS We¢NBS FT2NJ 9GSNE /AGAT SyQ a0KSYS 4AiGK
B.  That the cultural, social and biodiversitgportance of Tullos Hill is formally recognised by
Aberdeen City Council, Scottish Heritage.
C. That a committee be createginot involving any city official, ranger or councillor involved in
0KS WeNBS F2NJ 9OSNE / AdAT Spyduniied foreivhdnciig2z Ay @S a i
Tullos Hill as meadowland
D. That signage should be erected informing motorists that deer are in the area; this should be
standard practice for any Aberdeen road where deer are known to live near to.
E. That signage be promémtly place on the hill and near its entrances explaining the rules on
fire-raising, littering, dog control, etc. These signs should say that the wildlife is not to be
harmed in any way.
F That an investigation is launched into the quality of answersiafodmation provided by
l 8 SNRSSy [/ A& Qe dulkior & this @pgod Thezauthad& thid r2ponwill
YF1S GKS SYyGANB OKFAYy 27T ORNMNRSKLGYIMiRy OS | O Af
G. ¢KIG GKS FAYFIYOAItTREIIIASEE 2/FA Wi KISSYBY (a4 QESS WE NEB
of any experts and contractors employed directly or indirectly be reviewed by Audit Scotland
and by the Forestry Commission.
H. As Pete Leonard wrote that the expert proposed to manage the trees withoull &eing
NEIljdzA NER KIFIR y2 WLISSNINBGASSQ YR (GKFG GKA&A S



I recommend that the proposals by the City and its hired&ting project manager and
Pete Leonard be subject to a thorough peer review.

l. That the Forestry Commission should attend a meeting with Torry Community Council and
other community councils in the area (Nigg, Altens) which opposed the cull to gather their
first-hand views on whether or not the City engaged in thorough, transparentstob
consultation concerning this Phase 2 scheme for Tullos.

J. That any and all Council supporters of this scheme declare whether they or any of their family,
friends or associates have any links who might benefit in any way from the scheme
proceeding.

K That a further study be carried out to check whether or not the landfill gas situation on the hill
is declining.

L.  That the removal of gorse which took place in October 2011 by Alpha Fencing be regiewed
was this a legaltganctioned time to remove gee? Was the gorse correctly disposed of by
being thrown on top of other living gorse plants?

M.  That any further plans for Tullos Hill be made only in conjunction with Torry, Nigg, Altens &
Cove Community Councils, and ideally a representative or two these areas should be
involved in any plans and/or meetings held by the City or the Forestry Commission with regard
to Tullos.

N. ¢KFEdG +y Ay@SadAaardizy Ayadz2 GKS NBLEZ2NI LINBLI NB
YySdziNIF £ Q 6KSyYy WBRT dzfRND DA SlGABdR & Kigkdzamitt&:. / A (& Q

O. The ownership of each tract of land comprising Tullos Hill and the proposed Phase 2 planting
area must be verified and made public. If common good land is involved, then the entire
project should I subject to more detailed consultation with the community councils.

P.  The accuracy of the draft application for funding must be verified and corrected as necessary.
The final application should then be made available for public consultation. Despite th
2LIAYA2Y 2F GKS / KAST 9ESOdziAGS | & (e GKS Lzt
author of this reporf the community councils and the public disagree with that assessment.

Q. That any future plan for Tullos Hill whatsoever must be carrigdadtln the health and
welfare needs of the existing wildlife seen as of paramount importance outweighing financial
concern.

In conclusiorthe author of this reporwill close with a quote they recently gave to an Aberdeen
University student who is writing a paper on Tullos Hill:

G¢KS Y2NBE NBASINOK L R2 Aydz2 GKS WiINBS F2N S
¢dzf t2a 1 AffY GKS LIPeeddBNIhérkiSa doiN&adfrght20aBa Q 2 I A ¢
which cites reasons for the failure as being soil conditions, wrong size tree guards used

(90cm instead of 120cm), weeds, arsq@and deer browsing. The soil in parts will leave

GNBSa @dz ySNI 6 Wsarditdkingrabdut/arill ddjgadd® 6 MebNorth Sea

where the winds are exceedingly strong, with two particularly windy days this week alone.

¢tKA&a O2dAZ R LINPGARS I avlrtft OfdzS a (2 oKeée (K!
with. Weighing p these factors, we have chosen the wrong site for 89,000 trees. This is

further backed up by the failure of the first attempt at changing this ecosystem with a tree

planting: this saw the City Council returning £43,800 in grant money. In fact, thedfgre

Commission advises that the City could wind up with exposure of just over £100,000. | ask

myself why a caststrapped local authority like Aberdeen is unable to leave this hill and its

valuable ecosystem alone. | have no answers to that question.

dit is also important for me to mention that the City continually repeats in letters to
LINPGSaG2NAR GKFG WRSSNI YIEYyF3ASYSyld Aa | y2N¥If
foremost, there is no forest yet. This concept is repeated in different waysietiones



with the insinuation that Tullos cannot support the small herd of roe deer which live on it.

The animal experts | have contacted tell me that deer will migrate from place to place;

Kincorth Hill being one location linked to Tullos regarding deesvament. But for over 30

years locals tell me they have enjoyed seeing the deer. The deer are in no danger of
A0FNBAY3AZ YR Ay (GKS ¢g2NRa 2F 2yS FyAYlFf OKI |
RSSNE GKSy (KS@& aAYLX &e Coandifpétsisis and cubsSomé & S NB ¢ Q
deer per year? Quite simply, other deer will move in. We seem to be talking about a herd

of 29 deer. Ifitis not possible to plant 89,000 trees (and what a forest will look like made

of trees planted at precisely # same time is another matter) without culling 9 deer per

year for several years, then simply: put the trees elsewhere. | agree with the Scottish

Society for the Protection of Animals concerning this specific Tullos Situation: they call it

W 0 K2 NRBlyaiadzyRQ G2 (1Aff RSSNI G2 LINRPGSOG GNBS3H
Scottish SPCA supports culls for reasons of animal welfare such as starvagimdo |; no

one wants unnecessary suffering. Do bear this in mind when the Council offer their

rhetoric. One important point: for the past year we have been told by the City that this

dA0KSYS Aa wO2aid ySdziNlf ®Q ¢tKS FIO4G Aa GKSe |
this point. | will be issuing a detailed report of my experiences anélhto preserve Tullos

within a few days. Finally, many thanks to Councillor Neil Cooney who is joining me in

proposing Tullos remain the valuable meadow it is. Councillor Aileen Malone, originally

guoted in press releases as a proponent of this schérag remained silent for some time

now. | await her comments on the finances not being in place while the public were told

GKS LIy gla 02aid ySdziNIft o¢
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