
 

 

Minutes of Meeting of Liberton and District Community Council 

held between 7 and 9.30 pm  on Monday the 25th of October 2010 

in the Small Hall of Liberton Kirk Halls  

I  Chair’s Opening Remarks 

The Chair welcomed all  present. 

II Apologies: 

Received from: 

The Hon Ian Murray MP, Councillor Norma Hart   David Hurst   Dr Alexandra Hardie   Ann Weir   Graham 

Samuel   

III Sederunt:    

Chair  :     Alex  Scott     

Ex Officio:     Councillor  Bill Cook,  Councillor  Tom Buchanan 

Members:      Peter Schwarz,  Chris Hampton, Michael Rea  

Associate Member:    Stewart Laird     

Visiting    Tom Brown, John Wilkinson, Caro Wilkinson 

Guest Speaker :    Alan McKinney  

IV   Minutes  of  Previous Meeting 

The Minutes for the 25th of September were read and approved :   

Proposer:  Peter Schwarz, Seconder :  Alex Scott. 

Talk 

 Alan, describing himself, modestly, as “ just Joe Citizen”,   spoke of the work he and colleagues had 

been doing in rebuilding headstones. He explained that he’d used the Freedom of Information Act to 

get details of how local Councils set about repairing headstones. 

 On  his travels to Dundee and Fife and elsewhere, he’d discovered considerable variation  between 

Councils in their mode of operation.  He stated that 9500 stones had been laid flat in Edinburgh not 

by vandals but by the Council for safety reasons.  He stated that 8 people had been killed UK-wide 

through falling headstones in the last decade.  In Ayrshire, 30, 000 stones were thought to be unsafe.  

 He had been present at a Justice and Peace meeting in Morningside which was attended by 

Professor Alex Spencer of Stirling University.  The latter had stated that it cost between £40,000 and 

£57,000 to hold a person in prison for a year.    

 Alan had approached Kenny McCaskill, the Justice Minister with the proposal that rebuilding 

headstones might be undertaken by those sentenced to carry out supervised Community Service.  It  

cost about only about £30 for a headstone.  He stated that a rota of five people under supervision 

could, over a year, save the Scottish government prison service, over £200,000 and, at the same 

time, reduce a rising prison population.  



 

  He pointed out that in all other European countries the prison population appeared to be falling 

Those who carried out such supervision would be accredited with “BRAMM” (British Accredited 

Monumental Masons). 

 Alan outlined the method used to keep headstones upright.  Depending on the dimensions of the 

headstone, holes of an appropriate size would be drilled  in the gravestone and foot of the 

headstones and steel pins inserted therein. 

 He suggested that if the proposed scheme were adopted this would yield what he described as a 

‘community payback’.   To do 9500 headstones on the basis of 2 a day would take 25 years by which 

time more headstones would require attention.  The system outlined above could do the job much 

more quickly and effectively. 

 Alan showed the meeting “before” and “after” pictures of work already carried out in Liberton 

cemetery.   

 Questions were then put to him by those present.    He was asked who owned the graveyards. He 

replied that the answer was not a simple one.   The Council maintained the cemetery grounds but 

each graveyard was owned by the plot-holder who was technically responsible for its upkeep 

 Historic Monuments of Scotland would describe a graveyard as being ‘historic’ if it were more than a 

century old.   However, as time wore on, re-classification would obviously be necessary.  For 

example, gravestones  erected before 1910 could not be described as ‘historic’   

 Supervisors were seemingly funded from Council budgets.  Alan suggested that the Scottish Prison 

Service should, in its own interests, be funding the scheme he had outlined.   Stewart suggested that 

the scheme might also  be funded from the money acquired by the Justice system from the proceeds 

of criminal activity.  

 Councillor Buchanan pointed out  the Justice Minister could not direct but only advise the Scottish 

Prison Service on matters relating to community service orders. 

 Alan mentioned that in another council area, if more than 30% of headstones were down, entry to 

cemeteries would be restricted.  Appointments to view would then be necessary and persons 

conducted by an official to and from the grave. 

 It was agreed that contact would be maintained with Alan on the proposals he had outlined and 

progress reported thereon. 

 Alan was thanked by the Chair for his talk and applauded by those present.  He left the hall on 

completing his talk.  

V    Matters Arising 

 Councillor Hart, upon enquiry, had informed the Secretary in early October, by  e-mail , that the possible 

removal of safety crossings was  under review and that no decision had been reached.   Councillor Buchanan 

reiterated the same point.  

VI  Chairperson’s Report 

a. Alex  mentioned that he’d attended a useful  meeting, focussing on the visually impaired, held at the 

RBS premises in Canaan Lane.  



 

b. He returned to the subject of the safety crossings and spoke of a fatal accident, related to the removal 

or shifting of a crossing, in Coates Crescent.    

c. Tenants and Residents in Pilton.   A letter (undated) had been received from this organisation requesting 

the support of the CC to oppose the Council charging for special uplifts.   The letter was read to the 

meeting.   It was agreed that the Secretary would respond to express support for the campaign.(Action:  

Chris)  

d. A discussion arose from the letter, regarding the whole question of recycling.  The removal of the bins 

from Morrison’s and LIDL had been caused because the bins had been set alight by vandals. It had been 

observed that rubbish was not being uplifted in a manner which took account of it being sorted using a 

colour code.   

VII Treasurer’s Report 

a. Peter suggested that we should ask the bank to move the date of the monthly statements to the 20th 

so that the statements would be available before the meetings.  This request was accepted by the 

meeting.  He stated that the balance as 25th October 2010 was £2436.41.  In answer to a question, 

he explained that the discrepancy of ca. £500 between the current figure and that reported at the 

last meeting is due to the fact that the latter had taken account of the £500 which the LDCC had laid 

aside for Phase 2.  He apologised for the confusion and will not, in future, include such anticipated 

expenditure 

b. The Secretary passed a receipt  to the Treasurer from ‘Distribution Unlimited’  for the sum of 

£775.00 paid by LDCC  for the distribution of questionnaires to households in the constituent area.   

c. Payments pending :   Delivery of printed questionnaires by ‘Greenprint’  £10.00,  

Hire of hall accommodation:  £20.00  

IX Planning 

  1) The Marmion -- 2 Gracemount Drive 10/02944/FUL 

a. Proposed change of use to a retail outlet.  Main issue seemed to be parking for anticipated extra traffic.   

There was some disagreement about how much parking was in fact currently available.  It was thought 

that the plan circulated by Peter was not entirely accurate on this matter.  Current parking facilities, 

including that of the Council, were being used to their maximum.   Members agreed to adopt a ‘neutral’ 

position on any possible further action. 

b. Caro asked for information about the provision of cycle racks. There appeared to few or none in the area 

under consideration;  it was agreed to suggest cycle racks to the CEC. 

2)  5 Burdiehouse Road (alias 1-3 Burdiehouse Road) 10/02632/FUL 

The most recent proposal put forward was considered to be unacceptable and, therefore, should be 

appealed by the CC.  Essentially, the proposal was to have a second-hand car dealership with a car-wash 

facility included. The main reasons for members’ concerns were the traffic congestion likely to be caused at 

a very busy junction, the environmental impact, and the fact that the junction was generally regarded as the 

southern ‘gateway’ to the City.  It was pointed out that the site lay, technically, just outwith the CC 

boundary. 

 

 



 

X  Other Reports 

a.  Phase I Survey.  

 1.Chris distributed information in the form of ‘pie charts’ and an ‘histogram which related to 

question 6, 8 and 10 of the questionnaire.  He summarised the information by stating that while 

there seemed to be limited support for building a new Community Centre, there was considerable 

support for further investment in further facilities.  

2  He noted, however, that a high percentage of respondents had not offered an opinion on further 

investment.  He also drew attention to the fact that  43% of  household members  were aged 60+ 

and 37% were between the  ages of 31 and 59.  He put forward three proposals: 

3.  He explained that, for practical reasons relating to the sheer volume of material, he’d not passed 

out information on the responses to the ‘open’ questions 5, 7 and 9 but would be happy to pass on 

the information on request to any member interested in receiving.  

4. He proposed that, in the light of the results, the time of the year and the fact that no business 

plan was in place, that Phase II be postponed indefinitely or abandoned.   A formal proposal was put 

to the meeting:  

“That the Community Council informs the Manager of Liberton and Gilmerton Neighbourhood 

Partnership that it must regretfully decline the offer of financial support amounting to £1500 (One 

thousand, five hundred pounds sterling) for a project described in detail in the original application”      

The proposal was accepted unanimously. 

Proposer: Chris Hampton   Seconder:  Peter Schwarz 

5.  He proposed, further, that the £500 allocated from the Community Engagement Fund (CEF) be 

reallocated to assist in the purchase of a lockable notice.  The idea had been already broached by 

Peter in an e-mail to the Secretary.  The meeting arrived at no conclusion on this point  but agreed to 

liaise with Stewart  with regard to certain possibly appropriate noticeboards in his possession 

6. Chris proposed, finally, that, since there now appeared to be no call on the services of the sub-

group, that it should be formally dissolved.  Michael argued that the information supplied in the 

sheets was not clear and that the sub-group should have sight of all the information relating to the 

survey before accepting its own demise.  Members, therefore, agreed to defer any decision on this 

matter to a later date. 

7. A query arose with regard to the state of the ‘Mansion’    It was stated that funding was not 

available, at this time, for necessary repairs and refurbishment.  Stewart indicated that Gracemount 

Resident Association (GARA) was taking an active role in dealing with negotiations with the Council 

regarding the proposed leasing agreement  with GYACC (Gracemount Youth and Community Centre) 

management. 

 

b. FSKP   There had been no report relating to ‘Friends of St Katharine’s Park’    Chris explained that the 

October meeting  had been cancelled  but that a meeting would be taking place in the second week 

of November. 

c. FLP    No report   was forthcoming  from “The Friends of Liberton Park”   Jason had intimated to 

the Secretary that he no longer felt able to represent the group.  Chris had asked him to assist in 



 

possibly finding another member of the group as a replacement. The Secretary agreed to 

approach the Chair of FLP on this matter. (Action: Chris) 

d. SEECAT   No report was forthcoming from “South-East Edinburgh Churches Acting Together “     

Ann was thought to be indisposed. 

e. Other :Peter pointed out that ‘Liberton Association ‘, though a nominated group,  was not listed as a 

nominated group on the agenda.    He suggested that future Agenda should simply contain the 

words   “Other Reports”   without formally itemising them.  Chris agreed to consider this proposal. 

XI  AOCB 

a. The state of the roads.  Michael spoke at some length about his disappointment that after 

two successive meetings, Councillor Buchanan had not yet got back to the CC and himself  

on the subject of the system being employed for repairing and maintaining roads for which 

the CEC was responsible. 

b. He added that he wanted to be informed,in detail, about who was responsible for 

supervising the work of contractors and stated that the unsatisfactory state of many roads 

had been an issue for many years  He pointed out that instead of carrying out full repairs, 

contractors were simply laying layer of asphalt upon layer to the point where the road was 

practically level with the kerbside.  He added that driving on Edinburgh roads was hazardous 

because, in  looking out for obstacles meant that drivers were being distracted.  

c. Caro raised the issue of how dangerous roads and casual repairs were in Edinburgh for 

cyclists and John pointed out that attention had still not been given to the matter, raised at a 

previous meeting, of the manhole cover outside Liberton Inn.   

d. Councillor Cook agreed to take all these comments forward and to attempt to obtain the 

information that Michael was demanding as soon as possible  (Action:  Councillor Cook)  

XII  Date of Next Meeting 

There being no further competent business, the meeting adjourned at 9.20 pm   

The date of the next meeting was set  as Monday the  29th of November 2010 


