
 Liberton and District Community Council (LDCC) 
 

Gilmerton, Inch, Mortonhall, Alnwickhill, Kaimes 
 

Minutes; Monday, 22nd February 2010 
 
Meeting held at 7 p.m., the Kirk Halls, Liberton 
 
PRESENT: 
 
Members:  
Peter Schwarz, Dave Hurst, Mike Rea, Graham Samuel, Chris Hampton, Phyl Meyer,  
 
Nominated Members:  
Alexandra Hardie (FOSKAP), Ann Weir (SEECAT), Stuart Fleming (Liberton Association) 
 
Associate Members/Co-opted Members:  
Stewart Laird 
                     
Elected Members (or Representatives): Cllr. Tom Buchanan, Cllr. Norma Hart, Cllr. Ian 
Murray,  Aris Wilson (PA to Gavin Brown MSP) 
 
Invited Individuals: Rebecca Boyle, Community Engagement Officer (Changeworks) 
 
Public in Attendance: R.G. Clark, Tom Brown 
 
Apologies: Alex Scott, Jason Lingiah, Su Millar, PC Carol Menzies, Mike Pringle MSP, 
Robin Harper MSP 
 

1. Presentation: (This Item was taken first.) Rebecca Boyle, of Changeworks, spoke, 
explaining that the aim was to contact as many residents as possible, with the goal of 
cutting down on waste, and also of reducing expenditure. The aim was to provide expert 
advice on waste, to attend local events, to run work-shops, to hand out leaflets. Also, there 
would be advice on composting, help on getting started, tips and hints on dealing with 
kitchen waste – for example, there is the question of how much food is thrown away. A 
leaflet is available on the theme of “Too good to waste”, with advice on dealing with paint, 
paper, assorted items, and so on, with information about local projects that can use 
material, or about recycling possibilities. But some of this is still in the early stages. The 
talk was well-received, and there were a number of questions; about how to dispose of 
batteries, furniture, and so on. Contact details can be obtained, for disposal of different 
items. Also, if a store sells batteries, it should also collect them. There were questions also 
about disposal of items at blocks of flats, and about clearing out cardboard boxes. There is 
a 'freecycle ' contact address available. Also, there is a “composters' class”.  
 

2. Adoption of the Minutes from Previous Meeting: The Minutes from the Meeting on 
Monday,  25th January, were adopted, subject to acknowledgement of a few “typos”. The 
Minutes were adopted; prop. D. Hurst; Secnd Chris H. 
 

3. Matters Arising from Previous Minutes: The proposed letter to schools was passed 
around.  
Parking; Tom Buchanan was to deal with this. 
The reservoir; Jason L. has circulated some information and will keep a watch on this. 



Action on paths; No progress. A sign had been missing at Mortonhall, but Graham S. had 
dealt with this. The photo competition for the website is ongoing. Time-banking 
development; this is ongoing. The presentation on dealing with waste and on recycling; 
completed at this meeting. The telephone mast; this was a temporary situation. The 
development at the former Gracemount Flats; Jason L. has made a submission about this, 
with respect to the density of the development, and also as to the possible loss of trees. 
But it was probably too late to do much about these plans. Seemingly, the planned “green 
spaces” have now disappeared from the plans, even though these green spaces had been 
shown and agreed in the plans as shown to the public. Clarification on this matter should 
be sought. Also, not enough literature had  been provided. Perhaps contact should be 
made with the CEC Planning committee to check that the plans are indeed being followed. 
Or perhaps check the relevant legislation. But it was pointed out that the plans had 
included the green spaces; so the question was now raised – had the developers been 
honest in their approach? There were two phases, but consultation on both had taken 
place at the same time. However, the only way to have ensured a better outcome would 
have been to reduce the planned number of houses, from the present 220 houses. One 
member commented at this point: “Somehow we have to get some honesty back into the 
system”. However, the comment was made that this development at Gracemount was in 
accord with the “business plan” for the City of Edinburgh. People might email their 
thoughts to Jason L., and also check that he has sent in the objections. In general, it was 
felt that, with respect to this planning decision, transparency was needed.  
Action points: Phyl M. was to be kept informed about local publications. There is planned 
to be a quarterly paper. The proposed website will carry updates. The paper should go to 
all residents. Inserts and advertisements are possible, and scope for these will be looked 
at later.  
Action point: KLIC would like to locate a possible site for community activities. Cllr. Norma 
Hart has looked into three possible places, but none was suitable e.g. in process of being 
sold. While there are some empty council properties, there are plans for all of these. If the 
LDCC was prepared to take on a property in poor condition, some premises might be 
available. However, running costs could not be provided. Cllr. Norma Hart also pointed 
out:   some community centres are in fact being closed at the present time. Cllr. Ian Murray 
pointed out: problems at The Mansion (Gracemount) go back many years. The present 
group have a fifty year lease, with about 12 years left, and this group pays a minimal rent. 
Yet it is CEC which has to conduct repairs. There is a plan to get a new lease, so as to run 
new services.  It is not clear as to the likely outcome from the present negotiations; the 
present body might continue to run The Mansion, in which case KLIC might be able to use 
The Mansion; while youth clubs etc. do use the building, there is some spare capacity. 
However, another possibility is that CEC (which owns this building) might impose a 
substantial rent.  Action point: the Chair now proposed that contact be made with the 
group who control The Mansion, to see if there is, indeed, any spare capacity. Also would 
Cllr, Norma Hart be ready to look further as to possible accommodation? Cllr. Hart agreed 
to do this, and will obtain a list of all CEC properties that might be available. Cllr. Hart is on 
the board of The Mansion. Overall, CEC must know what the situation is, and must be 
sure that The Mansion is being used effectively. The community also needs to know that 
youth activities are being provided. The Chair of LDCC might, quite properly, approach the 
management board at The Mansion.  
Questions may be put forward for the proposed consultancy exercise. Also, it would be 
sensible to reflect on the likely outcome from raising issues at LDCC meetings (possible 
action to be taken) It was agreed that members of LDCC should look at the Liberton 
Gardens Post Office, as to the bollards. Chris H. did check about this, but maybe another 
check should be made. As to libraries – Phyl M. did enquire about these.  
 



4. Police Report: Copies of the Police Report were passed around. Everyone was 
encouraged to red these, and offer any thoughts via email.  
 

5. Chairman's Report: Were there any questions or requests? There were not.  
 

6. Treasurer's Report: A written report was circulated. There were no questions.  
 

7. Planning Matters: The matter of the proposed development at Burdiehouse was 
raised. Jason L. was keeping a watch on this. David H. had spoken to various residents. 
No paper had been presented at the relevant planning meeting. The developers,Halcrows, 
had  been approached. The comments were now made: that this land had been released 
from the Green Belt, that CEC should probably have stood out against this, and that CEC 
had shown many points of weakness. Should this land have, indeed, been removed from 
the Green Belt at all? Also, no research had been done about the possibility that mining  
had taken place in the past, nor had any evidence been obtained as to whether, or not,  
subsidence had occurred in earlier times. Indeed, no evidence had been asked for. Nor 
had any information been obtained about soil quality, or about nature conservation 
aspects, such as the possibility of bats roosting in the area, or the possible impact on local 
nature reserves. Nor had there been any assessment of potential flooding risks. David H., 
on behalf of LDCC,  was advising Halcrows to go back and conduct proper research. At 
present, this was a “holding position”. Also, formerly, there had been a school in this area, 
but now there was not. What would be the impact of more houses in this area? At this 
point, Cllr. Ian Murray commented that “we could do without cynical planning requests”. It 
was generally felt that all of these points should be discussed properly at a public enquiry. 
Also, that planning requests should be properly correctly evaluated, and that evidence is 
needed.  
 

8. Neighbourhood Partnership Matters: Two training sessions had been arranged, on 
matters to do with communications. Date 24th March; at 7 p.m. More details would be 
available later.   
 

9. Community Centre Project / “KLIC Group”: This sub-group held a meeting on 22nd 
February. The priority should be the community consultation process. There was a 
question as to the use of the term “centre”. In this context, what is a centre? Vick Hilton 
had useful ideas to offer, and had spoken at an earlier meeting, on 15th February. Chris H. 
had prepared a hand-out. It was hoped that Vicki could address the LDCC sometime. 
Possible questions (for a questionnaire) were passed around. To make further progress, 
some feed-back would be helpful. For a survey, ID would be necessary. Chris H. 
recommended that Vicki should be asked to address the LDCC sometime. Peter S. 
pointed out that, for effective discussion, it would be helpful to have a paper on this topic. 
Would a questionnaire be available? Would a survey using a questionnaire be the best 
approach, or would face-to-face “canvassing” be preferable? There was some discussion 
as to whether it was sensible to spend LDCC funds on a survey. Or perhaps some funds 
should be spent on training? The point was made: an organisation can apply for funding 
even if it has no funds at present. Precise costings were still needed. Maybe there should 
be a request for funds for part of the likely expenditure? It was agreed that Chris H. should 
draw up the request for funds, but that the rest of the LDCC should see this. Chris should 
contact Donald Burgess about this, and circulate the items as soon as possible. There 
were no objections. Some kind of consultation was needed. But maybe a sample of 
households should be approached?  
It was agreed that the LDCC should think about likely questions, and send their views to 
Phyl M. ten days ahead of the next LDCC meeting, which would be by Friday 19th March. It 



was suggested that a person who already had some experience about community centres 
might give useful information about likely costs and benefits of such centres.  
 

10. Community Consultation Progress Update: See above, last paragraph of 4. 

Matters Arising 

 

11. Correspondence: ASCC elections; material should be circulated to all members of 
LDCC.  But it was generally felt that Norman Bonney might be favoured.  
Allotments; this should be circulated. The advice here was to look around for under-utilised 
land, for possible use as allotments. Note that there is a waiting list for allotments.   
Letter to teachers; it was pointed out that there should be a clear statement, that the 
maximum number of youth members, aged 16 to 18, is two.  
Alexandra H. announced that she could continue as Secretary of LDCC until May 2010, 
but would have to stand down at that time, due to pressure of other commitments. It was 
then proposed that a paid clerk or minutes secretary might be found. This was proposed 
by Chris H.; secnd. Alexandra H. This proposal was unanimously agreed. It was pointed 
out that a paid minutes secretary could not be a member of LDCC.  

 

12. Public Question Time: No questions.  
 

13. A.O.C.B.: The question of advertising was raised. Eileen Hewitt could perhaps help 
with this. Phyl M. would put a proposal to the next LDCC meeting.  
The question of office-bearers was raised. Did this have to be in 2010? If so, did it have to 
occur in May?  
It was suggested that meetings might be recorded. But there were some objections to this. 
In particular, it was felt that, on occasions, Councillors might be constrained, and would not 
be happy to speak freely.  
 

14. Date, Time, Venue, of Next Meeting: Monday 29th March 2010 ; at 7 p.m.; in the 

Kirk Halls, Liberton.  
 
 
 

  
 
  


