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Minutes 13th Oct 2020 
 

1. Attendees: J. Sives (Chair), S. Campbell, J. Cunningham, V. Garrad, N. Gwynne, 

I. Masterton, S. McKenna, A. Pinkerton, J. Thomas, I. Watt, T. Foster (KCDT). 

Apologies: Cllr C. John, Cllr D. King, Cllr D. Timson, K. McKeown. 

This meeting was held online as a ‘virtual’ meeting in line with WLC guidelines, using Zoom 

 

2. Declaration of interest: None. 

 

3. Councillors’ Report:  No WLC Councillors were present, so no Councillors’ Report was 

presented 

 

4. Approval of previous meeting’s minutes: No amendments to the draft minutes as 

circulated were noted.  IM proposed approval.  NG seconded.  The Minutes were approved. 

 

5. Actions from previous meeting: 

5.1 In Cllr DK’s absence, JS noted that DK had ensured that the issues involved in bringing the 

pavilion into effective use remain under active pursuit within WLC 

5.2 Otherwise, ongoing actions are as recorded elsewhere in these minutes or closed 

 

6. Planning. 

6.1 VG reported on further conversations with respect to the notice board.  It is not now clear whether 

planning consent is in fact required.  JS asked VG to pursue this with WLC. 

ACTION:  – VG to clarify with WLC 

6.2 AP raised the issue that the 20mph road signage is inconsistent.  It was suggested that this 

remains a work in progress, and should be monitored for indications of ongoing activity and 

completion. 

6.3 JS advised that an additional portakabin had been erected at the dog day centre on the Long 

Dalmahoy Road.  There has been no response from the WLC Planning Dept. to concerns about 

unapproved development and unlicensed operation.  JS noted that there seems to be a definite 

risk of yet another retrospective application, which given WLC Planning’s track record would likely 

be passed.  JS further commented that the Planning sub-forum of the Joint Forum will discuss the 

issue of the WLC Planning Dept. frequently failing to apply the correct process and oversight.  This 

is a general view within the Community Councils represented on the Joint Forum. 

6.4 JT advised that the proposals for Ormiston House appeared to be uncontentious, and that an initial 

misunderstanding regarding public rights of way had been resolved. 
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7. Update on Covid 

7.1 IW provided an update on the food larder and community fridge.  Both are seeing an increase in 

use, with Monday the busiest day.  Usage seems to be sensible, with no indications of misuse.   

7.2 TF noted that the Green Room has responded to its first request for fuel assistance.  He advised 

that current Green Room operations will continue until around March, with funding being 

consolidated from various sources.  Shelving is being arranged to facilitate this ongoing need. 

7.3 AP noted the West Lothian Health and Care report from Ian Buchanan to the Community Councils 

Joint Forum on the health implications.  AP wondered if GPs are included in the loop of ensuring 

vulnerable individuals are identified to the local voluntary sector.  JS advised that this had not been 

the case to date.  TF commented that there was a need to counteract potential barriers to people 

accessing assistance from the larder, etc.  Those with the greatest need are often among the most 

reluctant to seek help.  SMcK asked if Social Services are aware of the local support available.  JS 

confirmed that they are. 

7.4 TF stated that feedback from the parish church suggests that East Calder is in a more difficult 

situation than Kirknewton, and that the western part of West Lothian gets more attention than 

eastern areas which are perceived as being less ‘deprived’. 

7.5 JS provided a summary of the statistics to date: 

• 55 tons of food comprising over 19.5k parcels have been distributed 

• Over 3000 people supported 

• This is in the face of 5.9% overall unemployment, and 10.4% youth unemployment, both of 

which are anticipated to increase 

 

8. Treasurer’s Report 

8.1 JT stated that cheques had been provided to IW as reimbursement for electronic transfers which 

the KCC bank account does not support.  He commented that the Santander mechanism for 

bodies such as KCC was particularly unhelpful.  IW noted that Santander had made some 

changes, and SMcK confirmed that electronic banking is possible, but it is very ‘painful’.  JS & JT 

agreed that, given the number of transactions, it is probably not worth trying to use this facility. 

8.2 JS advised that £750 would be received from the Special Projects fund, for the purchase of 

community equipment for use in the village. 
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9. KCDT Report 

9.1 TF reported that conversations remain ongoing with Scott Hughes on WLC’s desire to transfer the 

pavilion to community ownership.  TF advised that the preferred KCDT model would see the 

pavilion supported in the same manner as the village hall, with KCDT taking responsibility for 

letting out the pavilion and pitch whilst WLC would remain responsible for electricity and other 

services.  TF noted that the pitch itself was the primary asset.  Other aspects remain to be agreed, 

but it was noted that preparing for a re-start of a football team in April was the target.  JS noted that 

KCC/KCDT have demonstrated willingness to facilitate this process, and would hope that WLC 

would reciprocate. 

9.2 SMcK reiterated the KCDT position with respect to asset transfer.  This has to be a genuine 

transfer of an asset, not a way of disguising the transfer of a liability.  JS noted that WLC has a 

fund for asset transfer.  TF expressed doubts on whether and how WLC would fund such asset 

transfers.  He noted that other Community Councils also have reservations about taking on assets 

which turn out to be net liabilities.  JS commented that Community Councils are becoming more 

collective in their response to WLC. 

9.3 SMcK reported on the recent consultation exercise, and noted a response rate in excess of 30%.  

This was greater than anticipated.  TF advised that the Scottish Government’s ‘Place Principle’ 

would be applied to any initiative arising from this consultation 

9.4 SMcK advised pricing had been finalised for the Camps Junction development, and the mortgage 

application has been submitted. 

9.5 SMcK informed the meeting that Greig had resigned as community gardener.  This was a 

disappointment, in that the hope had been for Greig to build up a balanced portfolio of private and 

community work.  Maria has also resigned to pursue other interests, but would remain involved in 

the community as a volunteer. 

 

 

10. AOB 

10.1 Edinburgh Airport: VG advised that Edinburgh Airport intended to withdraw funding for 

secretarial support to the Edinburgh Airport Noise Advisory Board.  They are looking to the 

community councils to take on this financial commitment.  It was pointed out that EANAB was set 

up by the Scottish Government, who should therefore be asked to meet the responsibility.  VG 

agreed to raise this issue with Hannah Bardell MP.  JS asked VG to circulate the minutes of the 

EANAB. 

ACTION:  – VG to contact Hannah Bardell 

ACTION:  – VG to circulate EANAB minutes 

10.1 Cycle Paths: NG advised that both WLC and Edinburgh City Council were positively engaged 

in the proposal to improve cycle routes from Edinburgh into West Lothian.  There may be funding 

next year from Cycling Scotland to promote this exercise 
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10.2 Twinning: NG stated that, after an inevitable hiatus, discussions were beginning to be re-

established with Sailly-lez-Lannoy. 

10.3 Fire Alarm Legislation: AP asked for guidance on a recent mailshot indicating that smoke 

alarm requirements were being tightened up considerably.  Given that there had been little if any 

publicity of this, substantial discussion ensued.  It transpires that the law is indeed changing, 

affecting every household in Scotland.  The lack of communication from government, both national 

and local, was roundly condemned, and people were advised to raise the issue with their elected 

representatives at every level. 

10.4 Community Councils Blueprint: JS advised that the Blueprint for Future Community 

Councils continued to be under discussion.  There has always been a historical resistance at local 

authority level to devolution of any budget or statutory capability, which does not sit well with the 

desire to offload responsibility without authority. 

10.5 Transport: The issue of ineffectual road signs was discussed.  TF noted that the new 

transport officer at WLC may be more amenable to suggestions than his predecessor.  NG advised 

that there was no financial capacity or bandwidth within WLC to consider ideas such as ‘rumble 

strips’. 

10.6 Other: JS asked if there was any other relevant business.  None was advised.  The 

meeting did note, however, that Zoom provided a substantially better platform, technically, than 

Webex. 

 

11. Next Meeting 

The next meeting is on 10th November 2020 at 18.45.  Format & location TBC  

 

 

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


