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	1. Welcome, Introduction and Apologies
Diana Potter welcomed everyone to the meeting.  It was requested that if no one had any objections, Kenny Bowes from City Development would present first on the current Open Space Strategy Consultation.  This was agreed.
Apologies were read out as above after the Open Space Strategy Presentation.


	


	3. Minute of Previous Meeting/Matters Arising/Action List 
There were no amendments to the previous minutes.

There were no matters arising.
	

	4. Selection of Group Chair
DP confirmed that she had approached the suggested members with a request to chair the group.  DP asked the group whether they would like to ask the Neighbourhood Partnership for an elected member to chair the group.

It was agreed that there was time pressure on Councillors from all angles.  Ken Shade suggested that an Officer could be an alternative and that he was happy with Christine or Diana chairing the group. 
KS proposed that CD/DP chair the group for the time being and should they feel that this is not satisfactory, it can be changed.  CD suggested it could be reviewed after the summer.

There was overall agreement for CD/ DP to chair, with a review after the local community council elections.


	

	5. Open Space Strategy – Presentation by Kenneth Bowes

A copy of the presentation is appended to these notes.

The following information arose from discussions during the presentation.

The OSS will be looked at every 5 years, however as time goes on, it will become easier to update.

KB confirmed that the OSS would run alongside the Local Plan, with the new Local Plan coming into effect in 2010.  The two Local Plans currently in operation will become one city wide plan.

KB will confirm how the OSS would work alongside the Pentland Hills Regional Park Plan.

A request can be made to investigate land that is considered incorrectly classified, through the consultation process.

Norman Tinlin queried whether when classifying land based on the parameters of above 0.05 hectares, is a whole estate lumped together or is it individual pockets such as gardens.  KB stated that every garden was drawn out and worked through individually to designate space.

KB confirmed that the map was available online, and in libraries, as well as Community Council Secretaries receiving a copy of the document.  KB went on to explain that there are no national standards in relation to the availability of open space, and therefore it is likely that different local authorities are approaching the requirement to audit their open space in another way.
It was noted that the map was slightly out of date, with new developments not showing, however CD explained that GIS (an internal computer programme) notes any developments or changes within the city so between the two methods, everything is accounted for.
David Brewsy asked KB if there were any particular designations that would protect land from development.  KS pointed out that even if an area is designated a Site of Importance for Nature Conservation (SINC) it did not wholly prevent building however it did slow down the process.  KB explained that it was the Local Plan that covers protected land types however the OSS did have certain designations that qualified as protected, though this was not their specific purpose in the OSS.
Peggy Wright noted that the Colinton Mains Bowling Club had been missed from the audit.  
KB advised that private land was still classed as an open space; however an action plan needed to be agreed with the private land owners regarding co-operation between them and the council.

Third parties such as British Waterways were consulted to take into account any plans that they might have.
KB talked about how City Development were trying to be more flexible with the consultation on the OSS as it wasn’t legislated.  This allows for the community to comment in any format.  Kenny went on to explain that while each of the consultations was focussed on a Neighbourhood, they would accept feedback on all areas of the city at any event.

KS noted an overlap of areas classified as green corridors and SINC.  KB replied that the council was not doing away with the local plan and so the designations stood in their respective documents, despite an apparent crossover.  There would be a move to a single Local Plan rather than two for the city.

KS queried what purpose the plan fulfilled, and whether it was a reference document in the decision making process for granting permission to develop.  KB said that the OSS informs the local plan.  After the initial audit, a strategy will be developed, leading on to an action plan, for example, whether a Play Park will be built.  It is designed to be a ‘doing document’ as well as a reference document.

NT and KS queried whether the document could be used as evidence to object to development or use of land, which KB agreed was the case.  It was also noted that the OSS covered only urban land, and not open space such as farmland, which is why the map does not cover the same boundaries of the Pentlands NP.  

Steuart Campbell queried why the Local Plan covers more than the OSS.  KB stated that the OSD will feed into the Local Plan.

All committee members were given comment forms and informed of the date / venue of the Pentlands local consultation.


	KB

	6. Pedestrian Crossing Prioritisation Process
NT pointed out that there were several inaccuracies in the list of crossings appended to the report.

DP had spoken to Gary Patton (report author) about these inaccuracies and he was aware of them.  The list is made up of every suggested crossing from the last 6 years and they are looking to cut this down from 263 to between 50 and 70.  With the number of crossings on the list reduced, it will be clear which ones will be scheduled for installation.
DP stated that Gary Patton would be presenting a paper in July to the Transport Infrastructure and Environment Committee on the process for refining the number of crossings on the list.  If a crossing doesn’t meet the criteria threshold it won’t be included in the list.  Once Gary Paton has presented his paper to the TIE Committee, he will then come and speak to the Pentlands ETG.  They work within the 3 year Capital Plan and so can schedule the next three years of crossings based on their rankings in the revised listings.  This will be good for the community.

SC felt that consideration should be given to installing traffic islands rather than crossings if suitable.  He also questioned whether there was a process for arranging removal of a crossing.

NT felt that the council will use crossings to break up the traffic flow, however DB noted that the more interrupted the traffic flow, the higher the CO² emissions, which contradicts any plans for environmental improvement. 

There was a general discussion around the purpose of replacing roundabouts with traffic lights and it was felt that it was for the benefit of pedestrians.  There was a further discussion around the new pedestrian crossings with a panel on the main pillar rather than having the crossing light across the road, and the associated safety implications.
DP asked the group how often the list should be updated.  NT suggested every 6 months as those in the office were likely to know their area.  PW agreed that this would be feasible once the list was cut down to a manageable size.

DP confirmed the function of the list was for prioritisation of funds from the Capital Budget.  DB suggested that the crossings on the list should be grouped by NP so they can be easily digested by the relevant group.  

SC queried if the decision on crossings should go to the partnership however CD felt that they would become bogged down with too much.  DP noted that there would only be a maximum of 4 pedestrian crossings installed per year, within the 3 year Capital Budget.  

NT enquired if they could pass some crossings from the list over to Safer Routes to School or other funding streams if they would be suitable.  

DP advised that the new process would be in 3 phases.  The PV² rating would dictate whether it would be investigated or not.  The 2nd stage is a detailed audit assessing the context of where the crossing will be, who would be using it, what particular facilities are around it.  At this point, the local community would be consulted.  Finally, it would be accepted into the rankings.

A general discussion took place regarding the phasing of traffic lights or if they worked independently.

DB noted that in the current format, over 30 crossings were within the PNP area.
DB asked if they should be taking this information forward to the NP.  There was agreement that the group had little to report at this stage, however it should be the case once Gary Patton has presented to the group.
	

	5. AOCB
CD spoke about how she saw the group proceeding.  She felt that they should be proactive about their achievements.  From the facilitated Partnership meeting on 13th May, the views of the NP were taken as to what the purpose of the group should be.
DP advised that from the list, 5 required more resources.  Those at the meeting were invited to score the suggested actions.  From this, the scored items were;
· More environmental wardens to tackle dog fouling

· More local resources for parks

· Devolved budgets (sufficient for purpose)

· Well maintained parks & green spaces

· Shorten waiting list for hedge & grass cutting help for the elderly

· Reduce graffiti

· Changing behaviour / social responsibility

· Expand the green belt and keep existing spaces

NT queried who funded Garden Aid for the elderly.  CD advised it was Health & Social Care funded.  NT noted that the group could not influence this as the Environment & Transport Group did not hold the budget.  PW believed that it was a two year waiting list.
CD explained that under the Single Outcome Agreement, departments have certain outcomes to work towards.  This can be used as a ‘carrot’ to encourage a department’s assistance.  For example, Health and Social Care would be more open to working with the group because they would be working towards delivering on their objectives.  A few of the suggested actions from the facilitated meeting can be taken on by the group as their action plan, and then the next stage would be to work towards getting the specific jobs onto the departmental work plans.
KS felt that on walkabouts Community Councillors should be leading the walk and pointing out the things that need to be given attention.  CD said that this was precisely what could be taken on as an action: to increase walkabouts.

Smaller conversations broke out around mixed tenure housing and how Services for Communities was for the whole community and not just for Council homes.  

KS asked whether dog walkers who pick up dog foul in a bag, and then tie to a tree or fence are committing an offence.  A general discussion broke out regarding behaviour of dog walkers in relation to dog fouling, and the practicalities of disposal when away from a bin.  Diana clarified that if two people see dog fouling then the owner can be prosecuted by Environmental wardens however a photograph was not deemed sufficient evidence.  
DB requested that Invasive weeds should be tackled, such as Giant Hog Weed.  It was sprayed last year however this year they have missed a lot and it is spreading all down the Braid Burn.  DP said she would speak to Stewart Farquhar as they have new weed killer this year that requires additional training.

DP questioned what was meant by the phrase ‘Lothian Buses remit for providing compared with community requirements’ seen in the suggested actions from the facilitated meeting on 13th May.
NT stated that Lothian Busses were a commercial company and had no remit to provide anything for the community.

DP raised the question of whether the current bus service meets requirements.  NT said that the buses in place do not reach local community facilities.  SC said that the ideals were mismatched. 
CD noted that challenging Lothian Buses about the way they run the company would not be a successful action.  What may be more successful is promoting the community requirements to the bus company.

PW noted that the council subsidised the number 18 bus, which is now always at least ½ full, however they will still receive subsidisation from the Council despite the route being proved viable.

NT felt that the studies carried out were flawed as free bus passes were not always recorded as people board the buses.  This would mean that any studies carried out would not accurately reflect the number of people using the bus but would show only those paying a fare.
DP noted that the council would be receiving a report on supported bus routes on 26th May with Ratho first in line to receive a supported bus route.

KS noted that there is now a bus to St John’s Hospital which was agreed by all as a good step, although it did only go from one hospital to another.

DP confirmed that further routes were being looked at by TIE in the future and Christine felt that the key would be presenting a strong business case for taking on these routes.

SC had concerns about cars driving along the bus lanes when they were in use.  DP told the group that the bus lanes were currently under review.  Gordon Drysdale would be taking the lead on this.  
KS noted that there can be confusion around the operation of the bus lanes, with the different times etc.  Despite the problems, there was a general consensus that the greenways were effective for the smooth flow of public transport.

	DP

	6. Date of Next Meeting
Monday 3rd August, 7 pm, South West Neighbourhood Office.
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