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Executive Summary
The Commonplace consultation is part of the Spaces for People programme. Funded by Scottish Government and managed by
Sustrans Scotland, Spaces for People is a temporary infrastructure programme in Scotland offering funding and support to make it
safer for people who choose to walk, cycle or wheel for permitted journeys and exercise, while physical distancing is in place during
Covid-19 and as we transition out of lockdown. The following summary refers to the feedback collected from the Aberdeen
Commonplace site, which was live between 12th June and 13th August 2020.
183 people added 245 comments and 656 agreements on the Aberdeen Commonplace engagement map.

70% of respondents live in the area they were commenting on

The most common mode of travel reported by respondents is walking.

Respondents are concerned about footway and path widths limiting physical distancing in the consultation area.

Adding protected cycle lanes to the main road and extending the pavement were the most frequently suggested

improvements.
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Introduction
This report summarises the findings from the Aberdeen
Commonplace platform.
Visitors to the Commonplace website were able to create
their own comments at a specific location, or agree with
existing comments by clicking on the thumbs up button.
For each comment, at each location respondents were
asked to choose from a multiple choice list of issue(s)
relating to social distancing, and a list of potential ways to
improve this. They could also add extra information about
issues, improvements or suggestions in the ‘other’ section.
245 comments and 656 agreements were submitted to
the Commonplace platform by 183 respondents.
This report includes three sections that explore the
headline results of the Commonplace consultation for
Aberdeen. The first section provides an overview of the
whole consultation area. The second section provides a
summary of results from three specific areas. The final
section summarises who responded to the survey.
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Part 1:
Commonplace Responses:
Aberdeen Overview
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Aberdeen- Overview
Issues raised:

400

363

Comments

350

Footway/path too narrow: 82 comments
+ 281 agreements

Agreements
258

300

253

250

181

200

MAP of Area

Amount of traffic: 73 comments
+ 185 agreements
Speed of traffic: 75 comments
+ 178 agreements

138

136

124

150

116
71

100

55

34

50
0

Cycle route too narrow: 45 comments
+ 138 agreements

Comments: 245
(656 agreements)

Respondents: 183*

No safe place to cross: 42 comments
+ 136 agreements
‘Other Issues': Out of 32 comments, 16 comments were surrounding the topic of lack of safe cycle provisions, poorly maintained cycle paths and issues with cyclists on pavements.

450

Suggested improvements:
Most agreed with comments:

Market St is very busy and
therefore is no cycling
infrastructure. Surely a key
route to centre from Torry
and points south.
(22 agreements)

400

Add protected cycle lane: 85 comments
+ 296 agreements
Extend pavement: 54 comments
+ 174 agreements
Slow vehicles: 78 comments
+ 150 agreements

300
250

200
150
100

Agreements
228

209
131

106

98

75

72

101
55

26

50
0

Improve crossing: 42 comments
+ 89 agreements
Restrict or suspend vehicle parking: 23 comments
+ 83 agreements

*Number of respondents includes those who left comments and agreements

Comments

381

350
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'Other Improvements': 32 comments, 6 of which were on cutting grass/trimming hedges in the area and 6 surrounded traffic calming measures ( 1-way traffic systems)

Part 2:
Commonplace Responses:
Selected Areas
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City centre - Overview
Issues raised:
Footway/path too narrow: 17 comments
+ 95 agreements

120

112
Comments

100

52

60

Amount of traffic: 15 comments
+ 54 agreements

Agreements

69

80

43

40

34

40

41
31

28
9

20

Pavement parking/clutter: 10 comments
+ 42 agreements
Map area approximate

Comments: 50
(186 agreements)

Respondents: 37*

3

0

Limited/no space to queue outside
Shops: 6 comments
+ 43 agreements
Speed of Traffic: 7 comments
+ 37 agreements

Suggested improvements:
Most agreed with comment:

Market St must be one of the
worst (i.e. most dangerous
and off-putting) places to cycle
in the whole country, yet it is
an essential link between
Torry and the city centre. The
existing cycle lane is only
partial and gives no protection.
(12 agreements)

Add protected cycle lane: 13 comments
+ 81 agreements
Extend pavement: 13 comments
+ 53 agreements
Close street to vehicles: 9 comments
+ 39 agreements

94

Comments
66

Agreements
48
40
19

16

12

19
5

3

2

Remove street clutter/barrier: 11 comments
+ 29 agreements
Move bus stop: 3 comments
+ 16 agreements

*Number of respondents does not include those who left agreements

100
90
80
70
60
50
40
30
20
10
0
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Linksfield - Overview
Issues raised:
No safe place to cross: 8 comments
+ 18 agreements

30

26

24

Comments

23

25

Agreements

20
14

13

15

Speed of traffic: 7 comments
+ 17 agreements

9
10

5

3

5

Footway/path too narrow: 6 comments
+ 17 agreements

Map area approximate

Comments: 20
(43 agreements)

3
0

0

0

Limited/no space to queue outside
shops: 4 comments
+ 9 agreements
Pavement parking/clutter: 6 comments
+ 3 agreements

Respondents: 8*
Suggested improvements:
Most agreed with comments:

Permit bars/restaurants to
have socially distanced
outdoor seating areas.
(6 agreements)
If a lay by is introduced it
takes the bus off the road
allowing for people and
vehicles to go past it
safely.
(4 agreements)

Slow vehicles: 9 comments
+ 23 agreements
Improve crossing: 8 comments
+ 18 agreements
Marked waiting areas outside shops:
5 comments
+ 11 agreements

35
30
25
20

15
10
5

32

Comments
26
22

Agreements
14

13

11
8

7

6

6
0

0

Close street to vehicles: 3 comments
+ 10 agreements
Restrict of suspend vehicle parking:
3 comments
+ 9 agreements

*Number of respondents does not include those who left agreements. NOTE that 10 of these comments came from one respondent
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Rosemount Place - Overview
30

Issues raised:

26
Comments

25

Footway/path to narrow: 7 comments
+ 19 agreements

18

20

18

Agreements

17

16

15

Amount of Traffic: 4 comments
+ 14 agreements

11
7

10

7

5

Speed of Traffic: 4: comments
+ 14 agreements)
Map area approximate

Comments: 20
(52 agreements)

7
1

0

0

Limited/no space to queue outside shops:
4 comments
+ 13 agreements
Pavement parking/clutter: 5 comments
+ 11 agreements

Respondents: 17*
Suggested improvements:
Most agreed with comments:

Stop people parking on the
yellow lines outside chip shop,
sainsburys etc. One way/Bus
route must be up/westward on
rosemount place to allow
travel from the centre of town.
Please don't remove
residents/visitors parking
spaces. Speed bumps
needed to stop speeding cars.
(7 agreements)
*Number of respondents does not include those who left agreements

35

Extend pavement: 8 comments
+ 22 agreements

25

Slow vehicles: 3 comments
+ 14 agreements

15

20

10
5

Close street to vehicles: 2 comments
+ 11 agreements
Restrict or suspend vehicle parking:
4 comments
+ 7 agreements
Add protected cycle lane: 3 comments
+ 6 agreements

30

Comments

30
Agreements22
17
13

11

9

7

7
0

0

0

0

11

Part 3:
Respondents
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Respondent Demographics
What is your age?
Total Respondents: 183

24%

30
25

24%
20%

18%

20
12%

15

Age
Of the 116 respondents who answered the question, most
were 35-54 years old, making up 48% (56) of respondents.
The 65+ year old age group returned 12% (14) of the
respondents. There were no respondents under 24.

10
5

2%

0
25-34

35-44

45-54

55-64

2%

Gender
The survey received an equal number of respondents
identifying as female as male. Of the 113 people who
responded to the question 49%, (55) were female and 49%
(55) were male, while 2% (3) preferred not to say.

Prefer not to
say

What is your gender?

49%
49%

65+

Female
Male
Prefer not to say
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What is your connection to the area?
80%
70%
70%

60%
50%
40%
30%

24%

20%

16%

14%

14%
9%

10%

5%

5%

3%

3%

0%

0%

I'm just
visiting

Other

0%
I live here I work here

I do my I commute
shopping
through
here
here

I live
nearby

I'm here for My children I own a
leisure
go to
business
school here
here

I do the I study here
school run
here

Respondents were asked to describe their connection to the area they were commenting on from a number of
options. Of the 114 respondents, 70% (80) were residents in the area, while 24% (27) worked in the area. Of the
remaining respondent connections to the area, most were through shopping here 16% (18), commuting through
the area (16), or living nearby (16).
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This was a tick all that apply question therefore the sum of the responses for each option exceed 100%; n = 183

What is/are your primary travel mode/s?
70

64

57

60

51
50
40
30
20

15

10
2

1

Wheeling

Other

0
Walking

Private Vehicles

Cycling

Public Transport

This was a tick all that apply question therefore the sum of the response proportions for each option exceed 100%; n =

Respondents were asked to select their primary modes of travel from a number of options. Of the 190+ responses to the
question, the most common primary travel mode was walking (64 respondents), 57 respondents selected private vehicle
while 51 respondents selected cycling. 15 respondents selected public transport as their primary mode of transport, and
2 respondents selected wheeling*.
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*Wheeling refers to those who use a wheelchair, skates, buggy or mobility aid to travel.
+ Respondents could choose more than one mode

Appendices
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Appendix A: Methodology
Analysis of the survey was undertaken by the Sustrans Research and Monitoring Unit (RMU) using the data obtained
from the Commonplace platform.

Participants on the Commonplace platform were invited to drop pins on a map of the Aberdeen consultation area. Upon
dropping pins, respondents were asked the following:
- What street are you commenting on? (Open-text response)
- What is preventing you from walking, cycling and wheeling while observing physical distancing at this location?
(Multiple choice – with an open-text “other” option)
- Which of the following temporary measures would help you to walk, cycle and wheel while observing physical distancing
at this location? (Multiple choice – with an open-text “other” option)
- Any other comments relating to physical distancing in this location?(Open-text response)

Respondents were also asked to rate using a sliding scale how the place made them feel. Responses on this scale were
converted to a number between 0 and 100, with 0-40 classified as ‘negative’, 41-60 classified as ‘neutral’ and 61-100 classified
as ‘positive’. There was a high level of variation in the detail of responses that people left, with some just filling in the multiple
choice options, while others gave longer, detailed responses in the open-text boxes.
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Accounting for agreements
Comments were weighted through the number of agreements they had. On the Commonplace platform participants are
given the option of “agreeing” with comments, rather than repeating comments themselves. When ranking multiple choice
issues and improvements, the number of agreements on each comment was also taken into account. For example, an
issue raised in a comment with three ‘agreements’ would be counted four times. As some people may put different value
on a comment compared with an agreement, our analysis allowed the number of comments and agreements to be seen as
a total and as individual parts.
It is important to note that the number of agreements on each comment were not weighted based on when they were
posted. While comments posted earlier were more likely to receive a greater number of agreements, it was decided that
weighting comments risked over or under-valuing later posted comments, depending on the weighting method.
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