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Minutes 13th April 2021 
 

1. Attendees: J. Sives (Chair), J. Cunningham, V. Garrad, S. Markx, I. Masterton, A. Pinkerton, 
J. Thomas. 

Apologies: Cllr C. John, Cllr D. Timson, Cllr D. King, S. McKenna, K. McKeown, I. Watt. 

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.  AP proposed approval.  JT seconded.  The Minutes were approved. 

 

5. Actions from previous meeting: Ongoing actions are as recorded elsewhere in these 
minutes, or are closed. 

 

6. Planning. 

6.1 VG advised that he had been in contact with Debbie Henderson regarding the Airfields of Britain 
Conservation Trust (ABCT) proposal to erect a memorial pillar at Kirknewton Airfield.  He has also 
been in contact with the Commanding Officer at Kirknewton.  However, everything is currently on-
hold, pending Covid restrictions being lifted to the extent that on-site discussions can take place.  It 
was noted that the anticipated location, outwith the RAF perimeter but east of the B7031 is in fact 
within the City of Edinburgh boundary.  Notwithstanding, VG offered to continue correspondence 
with ABCT.  It was noted that funding would come from charitable sources. 

6.2 VG reported back from the Edinburgh Airport Noise Advisory Board (EANAB).  A letter requesting 
confirmed funding to meet the responsibilities implicit in EANAB’s remit, subsequent to the 
upcoming election, has been sent, a copy of which had been circulated.  He also noted receipt of a 
‘noise map’ which exposed the level of noise pollution anticipated in the various new-build 
developments currently envisaged.  JS advised that, according to discussions with Craig 
McCorriston, aircraft noise was considered as ‘intermittent’ and therefore ‘not relevant’ to planning 
consent discussions.  There was general dismay that this was the official position.  Action 6.4 from 
February to circulate the recent EANAB meeting minutes is again carried forward, since the 
minutes have not yet been approved 

ACTION c/fwd:  – VG to circulate EANAB minutes. 
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6.3 JS also noted  in connection with the above that the proposed major Drumshoreland development 
would be significantly affected by aircraft noise, and that WLC regard the proposal as an 
‘aggressive planning application’, and were minded to refuse permission. 

6.4 VG commented that several sheds had been erected apparently taking advantage of ‘permitted 
development’ dispensation, and wondered if the size of these as built exceeded the permitted 
dimensions.  IM and JT noted that ‘permitted development’ was sufficiently generous to allow 
structures which often seemed of a scale unsuited to their location. 

 

7. Park and Ride 

7.1 JS stated that he had circulated a revised plan from Stirling Developments.  Whilst there were 
several aspects of continuing concern, these could not be pursued until a formal application had 
been made.  He expressed disappointment that Stirling Developments had not been in contact to 
discuss the updated proposals with the Community Council. 

7.2 AP asked if the two houses which have appeared on the updated plan relate to this or a separate 
application.  JS replied that he has no knowledge and this aspect is unknown.  AP asked if the 
impression was that Stirling Developments were not engaging with the community in good faith.  
JS acknowledged this to be the case. 

7.3 JS commented that he was aware of private discussions ‘behind the scenes’ between Stirling 
Developments and the landowner, which Stirling Developments seem intent on pursuing to the 
exclusion of other discussions.  JS was, however, not at liberty to expand further on this 
information. 

 

8. Building on Active Travel 

8.1 In N. Gwynn’s absence, JS noted that NG had provided substantial professional feedback to both 
the Park and Ride update and the SESTrans-promoted Balerno-Kirknewton cycle-way initiative.  
IM advised that he had provided contact details in Balerno Community Council to NG to help move 
this project forward. 

 

9. Update on Covid 

9.1 In SMcK’s absence, JS noted appreciation to Susan Masterton for facilitating the generous 
donation of £2000 towards the Larder from a charitable trust in which she is involved.  

9.2 JS expressed thanks to the KCDT part-time staff who have continued to support the community.  
There is a clear mental as well as physical wellbeing benefit. 

 

10. KCDT Report 

10.1 In SMcK’s absence, AP reported that negotiations relating to the Camps Junction project remain 
ongoing. 

10.2 AP advised that the recently-appointed Community Gardener had resigned. JS noted that she will 
continue to see out current projects in which she has had a significant input, to completion 
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10.3 JS reported on progress with the pavilion.  Actions to establish it as a cycle route hub are ongoing, 
with the provision of cycle route maps and other facilities well advanced.  The lease paperwork is 
currently with WLC for signature and it is anticipated that the pavilion will open in about a month’s 
time. 

 

11. Litter and Dog Fouling 

11.1 JT described the use elsewhere, particularly in England, of litter-cams.  These are proving effective 
in catching offenders in the act, which is a significant advantage in the context of enforcing and 
policing the bye-laws.  There is, however, a cost implication, which Community Councils in 
Scotland have little means to address. 

11.2 JT reported on the recent community-led litter-pick in the Leyden Road area.  Some 18kg of 
assorted litter was bagged and removed.  He commented that it was difficult to believe that this 
was all from through-traffic, and must be largely generated by local people.  JS concurred, adding 
that the corresponding litter-pick in the rest of the village led to the same conclusion.  It was 
unfortunate that the collected and bagged rubbish was not uplifted by WLC for several days. 

11.3 There was substantial discussion on how to address the problem of litter and the leaving of bagged 
dog dirt hanging on a fence or tree.  AP commented that it was beyond comprehension how some 
dog owners could behave in this way.  IM agreed, wondering if they really actually believe that the 
Council is responsible for removing this waste.  Several suggestions were put forward as possible 
ways to ‘educate’ the persistent litter and dog-dirt offenders: 

 JT suggested a ‘high-visibility’ litter-pick to highlight the efforts that local residents were going 
to to preserve the amenity.  AP commented that their regular litter-pick in the Jencks is always 
appreciated by passers-by. 

 IM wondered if a campaign to marginalise offenders by highlighting the cost of their actions 
might be effective.  If residents were made aware that specific improvement projects might 
have been possible had the money not been diverted to litter, dog-fouling and fly-tipping clean-
up, they may become less tolerant of these activities. 

 JS suggested a poster campaign. 

JS undertook to discuss this issue further with WLC and the Joint Forum, and to provide feedback 
for further discussion at the next KCC meeting.  JT noted that there were now a number of 
community groups actively engaged in liter picking, eg, the Lang Whang Wombles 

ACTION:  – JS to provide feedback for discussion at the KCC May meeting. 

 

12. AOB 

12.1 Heavy Goods Traffic: VG advised that lorries are persistently mounting the pavement at 
Smithy Brae.  There was no request to escalate this as yet, but just a ‘heads-up’ that future action 
may become necessary. 

12.2 Bottle Bank: VG complained that the bottle bank was overflowing.  JS and IM 
countered that it was regularly emptied and that they generally experienced no problem.  JS did 
note, however, that the crews sometimes did not adequately clean up any broken glass but that 
WLC usually responded quickly to requests to remedy either issue. 
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12.3 WLC Gambling Policy: AP enquired if the circulated WLC policy document on gambling 
was connected with the survey on establishing a West Lothian lottery.  IM interpreted the 
document as a policy framework, and not an implementation or action proposal.  As such, the two 
aspects are separate.  JS added that the consensus across West Lothian communities and 
community councils is that WLC should not pursue the idea of a West Lothian lottery.  Indeed, it 
seemed likely that the lottery options survey was primarily a response to satisfy Government 
requirements.  JS also advised that the Partnership and Resources PDSP (Policy Development 
and Scrutiny Panel) was not in favour and had recommended accordingly.  

12.4 Community Council Elections: JS reported that the Partnership and Resources PDSP were 
in the process of establishing a timetable for ratifying a final draft of the new Community Council 
Scheme.  In the meantime it had been decided not to postpone the Community Council elections 
which are anticipated to take place on 14th October.  JS noted that the revised scheme would 
reduce the maximum number of KCC members from 18 to 12.  He paid tribute to his predecessor’s 
assiduous encouragement of people to become involved in KCC, and hoped there would be 
sufficient interest next time round to also trigger an election, the date of which is deliberately 
separated from other elections to remove party-political overtones.  JS noted that there was an 
acknowledged need for training of Community Councillors, and also that the number of community 
councils in West Lothian will reduce from 42 to 39. 

12.5 Joint Forum Meeting with WLC: JS reported back on the recent meeting with Craig 
McCorriston.  Focussing on planning issues, much of the frustration within the Joint Forum and 
individual CCs, particularly on retrospective planning approval, stems from a lack of awareness of 
the regulatory constraints under which WLC must operate.  There is clearly a need to continue 
these discussions and improve effective communication. 

12.6 Surveys: JS advised that the Joint Forum continues to express its dissatisfaction with the 
surveys being issued.  The impression is that it is a ‘box-ticking’ exercise, which is not used to 
inform policy or implementation.  The surveys themselves are usually badly constructed. 

12.7 Roads Maintenance: JT noted that whilst FixMyStreet was a useful tool in logging and 
reporting road defects, WLC are antagonistic to its use and advise the use of the in-house WLC 
tool.  This is not only discriminatory against people from outwith West Lothian who are passing 
through, but a waste of a resource which would save money.  He suggests WLC should adopt 
FixMyStreet as a partner.  JS concurred, noting that the WLC IT system is significantly behind that 
of many other local authorities. 

12.8 Communications Cards: JS noted that use of the Communications Cards has dropped off.  
This is possibly due to Covid restrictions imposing a constraint on both the awareness of, and the 
desire to visit the shop to comment on, issues of interest. 

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

 

11. Next Meeting 

The next meeting is on 11th May 2021 at 18.45.  Format & location TBC  
 
 
The Chair concluded the meeting with thanks to all who had taken part. 


