KIRKNEWTON

COMMUNITY COUNCIL

Minutes 11th Feb 2025

Attendees: J. Sives (Chair), Clir C. John, Clir D. Logue, Clir V. Smith, S. Campbell, L. Cullen,
N. Gwynne, |. Masterton, A. Pinkerton, J. Thomas, S. Bulmer (local resident).

Representatives from WLC and AECOM Ltd. also attended the first part of the meeting to deliver a
presentation to the Community Council.

Apologies: Clir D. Doran-Timson, K. McKeowen, S. McPherson, |. Watt.

Presentation — Active Travel/QA: AECOM, in their capacity as infrastructure engineering
consultants, were engaged some time ago by Edinburgh City Council and West Lothian Council to
advise on a route for the proposed active-travel connection between Balerno and East Calder, via
Kirknewton. Representatives of AECOM and WLC attended the meeting to present the results of
the subsequent route selection investigation.

Chris Nicol of WLC (Development Management & Transportation Planning) provided an introductory
outline, in which he explained that:

e Sustrans, which as a charity exists to ‘make it easier for everyone to walk, wheel and cycle’,
strongly advocate a route which is off public roads which carry motor traffic

e The preferred route of the section between Balerno and the Edinburgh City / West Lothian
boundary has been established, and is designated Route A.

e The preferred route of the section between East Calder (Main Street West) to south of the
railway line at Kirknewton Edinburgh City / West Lothian boundary has also been established,
and is designated Route B.

e No suitable route has so far been established through Kirknewton to bridge the gap between
Routes A and B. This is currently referred to as the ‘Gap Route’.

The lead representative from AECOM, Yousif Ali, then presented a set of maps and tables explaining
in greater detail the route options considered viable for routes A and B, and the criteria by which they
were evaluated to determine the preferred options for these routes respectively.

Several questions were raised from the floor on issues such as environmental impact, safety,
biodiversity, proximity to other potentially conflicting activities, etc. CN noted that the investigation
had so far largely been conducted as a desktop exercise. Detailed studies on specific topics would
require to be carried out in due course.

Clir DL asked if there was not a Catch-22 situation with respect to funding, whereby a project would
not be allocated a budget unless it was ‘shovel-ready’, but to become ‘shovel-ready’ funding had to
have already been committed. CN explained that the funding process had changed recently, and
although budget was not yet allocated from Transport Scotland, this did not preclude moving forward.

There was substantial discussion on the ‘Gap Route’, being both the least defined aspect of the
overall scheme, and that which is of most relevance and interest to Kirknewton and its residents. In
particular, several amendments to the tentative route proposals were suggested from the floor. It
was pointed out that the proposals as presented might well encounter opposition from some affected
landowners. The presentation team readily took on board this input, and commented that local
knowledge can often refine any original concept, and would certainly inform their ongoing activities.
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After a few concluding remarks from both sides, JS closed the discussion and thanked the
presentation team for their time and willingness to engage with KCC. The team excused themselves
from the meeting and JS invited the remaining participants to continue with the next item on the
Agenda.

Declaration of interest: None.

Approval of previous meeting’s minutes: IM advised that the date in the heading of the
January minutes was incorrect. This had already been amended but he did not propose to circulate
an updated draft if the meeting was happy to approve the minutes subject to that amendment. This
was agreed. JT proposed approval. SMcP seconded. The Minutes were approved.

Actions from previous meeting: Ongoing actions are as recorded below or closed.
Jan. item 6.1:  Closed: JT responded to WLC as actioned

Jan. item 9.1:  Ongoing: JT to continue to progress with Scottish Water

Jan. item 9.2:  Ongoing: Several schedules still to be addressed.

Councillors’ Report:

CliIr VS reported on WLC'’s recent discussions regarding traffic management in built-up areas. Two
primary objectives are identified:

e Tointroduce a general 20mph speed limit throughout appropriate built-up areas in West Lothian,
to be implemented in 4 phases. Maps of the proposed 20mph speed limit areas are available,
with Kirknewton identified in Phase 3 which is anticipated in 5 to 10 years.

e To decriminalise parking in line with Transport Scotland’s Decriminalised Parking Enforcement
(DPE) regime, also in a phased implementation. DPE is a voluntary measure undertaken by a
local authority in agreement with the Police to enable a local authority to enforce its own parking
policies. A preferred option has been identified which incorporates responsibility for on-street
parking and leased off-street car parks.

JS noted that the legislation process will take around 2 years to complete.

There was further discussion around the table primarily on the 20mph speed limit. SB suggested
that a bus stop westbound at Hillhouse Wynd / Camps Junction should be provided. JS advised that
this had been raised previously and rejected by WLC. He commented that the current Council
budget is extremely constrained and very little money is available for non-essential expenditure.

Clir DL reported on the Network Rail proposal to extend Kirknewton Station car park. A feasibility
study has been carried out to evaluate how the existing footprint of the Network Rail land could be
more effectively used for parking. CJ remarked that the current storage yard on the left might be
able to be released for this use. Overall, the feasibility study took a positive view of the proposal.

There was substantial discussion revisiting the issue of the now-abandoned Park and Ride proposal,
reiterating points already fully discussed at previous KCC meetings.

Cllr CJ stated that he was still pursuing the possibility of acquiring a footbridge surplus to
requirements from elsewhere on the rail network.
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Clir CJ reported on the previous Friday’s meeting with Lothian Health Board regarding the stalled
East Calder Health Centre Replacement project. This evoked a very substantial discussion which
is recorded against its proper Agenda position at item 8 below.

Planning:

JT provided an update on activities relating to the ‘Paddocks’ planning application, which is
essentially the same as the previous application which was rejected. He also noted Shepherd and
Wedderburn’s letter of objection which drew WLC’s attention to their failure to correctly apply
statutory planning law.

JS reported on the pre-application consultation by Ogilvie on the proposed development to the south
of Kirknewton Primary School. Given that this is at the pre-application stage, few definitive details
were presented. It was noted, however, that Ogilvie have included land that is outwith the Local
Development Plan area of designated housing development.

East Calder Health Centre:

As noted in 6.3 above, Cllr CJ reported on the previous Friday’s meeting with Lothian Health Board
regarding the stalled East Calder Health Centre Replacement project. He expressed a strong
opinion that the community had been atrociously misled by LHB into believing this project was at the
top of the list, but somehow continually got ‘bumped’ by emerging higher-priority needs. Meanwhile,
studies and consultations carried out by the community to inform and refine what had been presented
to it as a firm commitment to the project have turned out to be a total waste of time and a gross
presumption on the goodwill of those who had devoted much time and energy to it. Clir CJ stated
that records show this project to have been regarded as essential since at least 2004.

JS concurred with this view. He pointed out that it was only revealed in 2024, possibly
unintentionally, that the ‘list’ of projects the EC Health Centre Replacement was claimed to be on
had never in fact existed. The whole LHB position and what has been presented to the community
has been false all along and simply a chimera. To move forward and re-activate the project, a
completely new business case is how being demanded, at a further additional cost of c. £400k.
There is no prospect of this money being available from any appropriate source of funding in the
foreseeable future. JS is of the opinion that it will be another 10 years before a new Health Centre
actually opens, some 20 years after being identified as an essential priority. Clir CJ observed that
this subject had elicited very many strenuously worded complaints to WLC Councillors — Indeed far
more than on any other recent topic.

There was a very substantial further discussion on the above, much of seriously critical of LHB, and
re-emphasising points discussed at length in previous KCC meetings.
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9. KCDT:

9.1 AP reported that no progress had been made in resolving the increasing impasse between Colorado
Construction and KCDT. It is not clear how this can be resolved to KCDT’s satisfaction without
resorting to legal action. JS asked if there was any indication when the properties might be occupied,
which is a question he is constantly being asked. IM noted that some prospective tenants were
advised by letter that April is the latest target.

9.1 Withregard to the ongoing discussions with WLC on the future ownership, funding and maintenance
of community facilities, and in response to a request for information on the use of Kirknewton Village
Hall, JS advised that a reply had been sent to Ralph Bell (WLC) noting the consistent regular use of
the village hall, and highlighting in particular the success and popularity of the Community Cafeé.

10. AOB:

10.1 JSinformed the Community Council that a meeting between WLC and the Joint Forum of Community
Councils has been scheduled to discuss the new Community Council Model Constitution.

11. Next Meeting
The next meeting is on 11" March 2025 at 18.45 in the Green Room

The Chair concluded the meeting with thanks to all who had taken part.
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