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1.2

1.2.1

1.2.2

1.2.3

1.24

1.2.5

1.3

1.3.1

1.3.2

Infroduction

Overview

Midlothian Council commissioned Stantec to produce a new Local Transport Strategy (LTS)
for the Midlothian Council area.

A Draft LTS Strategy was produced in 2024 and a public consultation on the Draft Strategy
was held between June and October 2025.

This report presents the findings from the public consultation. It includes an overview of the
approach taken and the overall response received before summarising the comments and
feedback provided on the Draft document.

The outputs from the consultation will be used to update and finalise the LTS document before
its submission to Midlothian Council for approval and subsequent publication.

Local Transport Strategy Development Process

The Draft LTS was developed in line with Transport Scotland's Local Transport Strategy
Guidance and the revised Scottish Transport Appraisal Guidance (STAG).

A Draft Stage 1 and 2 Technical Report (Case for Change) was produced in 2024. Drawing
on an extensive baselining and stakeholder engagement exercise, this set out:

® 3 socio-economic profile of Midlothian

= a comprehensive baseline of both transport supply and demand in the local authority area
= asummary of the key Transport Problems and Opportunities identified

m 3 setof Draft LTS Outcomes specifying what the LTS is seeking to achieve.

A public consultation on the Draft Stage 1 and 2 Technical Report was then undertaken in late
2024 / early 2025. This aimed to ensure the full range of Transport Problems and any
Opportunities relating to transport in Midlothian were captured and gather any thoughts /
feedback on the emerging LTS Outcomes.

Following the public consultation, an Options Generation and Appraisal exercise was then
undertaken to test a range of options that could address the Transport Problems and achieve
the Outcomes.

The findings from the Stage 1 and 2 Technical Report and the subsequent Options Generation
and Appraisal exercise were then incorporated into a Draft LTS document. A public
consultation on the Draft LTS document was then undertaken between June and October
2025.

Structure of the Draft Local Transport Strategy Document

LTS documents provide a framework for the delivery of transport changes and improvements
at the local level and a means for local authorities to set out how they intend to achieve both
national and regional level policy objectives.

Prior to discussing the results of the consultation, it is useful to set out the overall structure of
the Draft LTS document which consists of the following key elements:


https://www.transport.gov.scot/publication/local-transport-strategy-guidance/developing-a-strategy/
https://www.transport.gov.scot/publication/local-transport-strategy-guidance/developing-a-strategy/
https://www.transport.gov.scot/publication/scottish-transport-appraisal-guidance-managers-guide/
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= An LTS Vision and Strategy Outcomes
= Arange of LTS Policies

= LTS Priorities for Change

Draft Local Transport Strategy Vision and Strategy Outcomes

1.3.3 The Draft LTS Vision is:

“Our transport system enhances the life opportunities of our residents and enables people to
travel more sustainably”

1.3.4 The Vision is supported by five LTS Objectives as follows:

= Strategy Outcome 1: Our new developments integrate transport planning and land use
planning and deliver high-quality active travel and public transport connections

= Strategy Outcome 2: Our towns provide more space for people, and are more attractive
for walking, wheeling, and cycling

= Strategy Outcome 3: Our settlements are connected by safe, attractive and accessible
public transport and active travel routes

= Strategy Outcome 4: Our settlements are connected to key locations in Edinburgh and
the wider region by fast accessible and affordable public transport and high-quality active
travel routes

= Strategy Outcome 5: Transport in our area is decarbonised in line with national
objectives through a mix of new technology and behavioural change

Draft Local Transport Strategy Policies

1.3.5 Having set out the LTS Vision and Outcomes, the subsequent sections of the Draft LTS are
structured into separate chapters covering the following topic areas:

= Chapter 5: Sustainably accommodating our new development

= Chapter 6: Making our transport networks accessible and affordable for all

= Chapter 7: Making our transport networks safer for all

= Chapter 8: New and improved facilities for active travel

= Chapter 9: Improving the coverage, journey times and reliability of our public transport
= Chapter 10: Improved integration across our transport networks

= Chapter 11: Improving the quality of our public transport

= Chapter 12: Reducing the impact of transport on our local environment, decarbonising
transport in Midlothian and adapting to climate change

= Chapter 13: Making our transport networks more efficient

1.3.6  Each chapter includes a narrative and a set of Policies which set out a statement of intent or
provide guidance around actions which Midlothian needs to undertake in order to achieve the



Public Consultation Report
Midlothian Local Transport Strategy

@ Stantec

1.3.7

1.3.8

1.3.9

1.4

1.41

LTS Outcomes. In some instances, the Policies also articulate Midlothian Council’s position in
relation to key strategic issues.

Draft Local Transport Strategy Priorities for Change

The LTS covers a wide range of transport areas and includes policies covering Midlothian
Council’'s business-as-usual activities within transport as well as policies covering key aspects
of change which Midlothian Council intend to deliver over the next ten-year period.

To help articulate and summarise the latter more clearly, Ten Priorities for Change are also
identified within the document. These are summarised in the figure below.

Closing missing links and extending
the reach of our active travel network

Improved cross city bypass active travel
options

Improved access to public transport for

More effective park and ride / journey
hub / interchange options

Working with regional partners to
develop new mass transit options for
travel to Edinburgh

A bus ready network to support new

our residents developments and growth

New developments which are better
connected by active travel and public
transport

A step change in bus priority on key
north south corridors

Improved management of traffic and
parking

Strategic Environmental Assessment and Integrated Impact Assessment

A Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) and an Integrated Impact Assessment (l1A)
were also undertaken as part of the LTS development process and, in line with Statutory
Guidance, were included alongside the Draft LTS as part of the consultation.

Purpose and Structure of this Report

This report presents the findings gathered from the public consultation on the Draft LTS
document, summarising the degree to which the public agree with the different elements of the
LTS as outlined above. The remainder of the document is structured as follows:

= Chapter 2 provides an overview of the approach to the public consultation and the overall
response received

= Chapter 3 sets out a summary of the findings from the public consultation, including the
degree to which the public agree with the Draft LTS Vision and Outcomes, LTS Policies,
and LTS priorities for Change
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2

2.1

211

2.2

2.21

222

2.2.3

224

225

23

2.31

2.3.2

Public Consultation Approach and Response

Overview

This chapter provides a brief summary of the approach to the delivery of the public
consultation and the response received.

Approach

In order to capture the views and feedback of both stakeholders and the general public, an
online consultation on the Draft LTS and associated SEA and IIA reports was undertaken
between the 25™ June 2025 to 1%t October 2025.

An online public survey was developed and was embedded within an ArcGIS StoryMap which
provided:

= an overview of the background to the LTS

= asummary of the document including the Vision, Strategy Outcomes, LTS Policies and
the LTS Priorities for Change

=  alink to the Draft LTS document

This survey was promoted via Midlothian Council’'s website and social media channels.

In line with statutory requirements, respondents could also request a paper copy of the survey
if required and could read the LTS and supporting documents at the Midlothian Council
Offices. In addition, paper copies of the survey were also sent to each of the libraries in
Midlothian.!

The SEA report was also submitted to the SEA Gateway for comment from NatureScot, the

Scottish Environment Protection Agency (SEPA) and Historic Environment Scotland (HES).
A summary of the responses from these organisations is provided in Section 3.6.

Response Rate and Sample Profile

In total 249 people responded to the survey. Of these, 245 were members of the public and
there were four responses from organisations, namely:

= HcL Transport

= City of Edinburgh Council

= South East Edinburgh Development Company Ltd

= South East of Scotland Transport Partnership (SEStran)

The Scottish Borders Council and Damhead and District Community Council (DDCC) also

submitted more general open text responses to the survey via email. These have been
incorporated into Chapter 3 in the relevant sections.

" Dalkeith Library and Arts Centre, Danderhall Library, Gorebridge Library, Lasswade Library, Loanhead Library,
Newbattle Library, Newtongrange Library, Penicuik Library, and Roslin Library
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2.3.3

234

2.3.5

2.3.6

With the exception of the Scottish Borders Council, all of the responses were received via the
online survey. No paper based responses were received.

Geographic Profile

The home location of the respondents to the survey is shown in Figure 2-1.
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Figure 2-1: Number of Survey Respondents per Postcode District

Overall, the majority of respondents are from Rosewell, Dalkeith / Mayfield, and Penicuik.

Demographic Profile

Graphs summarising the demographic profile of the sample are included in Appendix A . A
summary is provided below:

= The majority of the sample were female (55%, n=132), with 35% (n=87) male and 10%
(n=26) selecting ‘prefer not to say’

= The sample contained a cross section of ages, with slightly higher proportions in the
middle and older age categories (35-44, 45-54 and 65-74) than the overall population and
slightly fewer in the younger age groups (less than 34)

m  QOver 67% (n=164) of the sample were employed, with 20% (n=48) retired and 11%
(n=26) selecting ‘prefer not to say’

= The annual household income of respondents ranged from less than £20,000 to
£1000,000 and above, with the largest proportion (19%, n=48) falling into the £50,0000-
74,999 category
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= 27% (n=66) stated that they had a physical or mental health condition or illness lasting 12
months or more and of these, 28% (n=61) stated that the condition or iliness affected their
day-to-day activities
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3 Public Consultation Findings

3.1 Overview
3.1.1  This chapter sets out a summary of the findings from the public consultation, including the

degree to which the public agree or disagree with the Draft LTS Vision and Outcomes, LTS
Policies, and LTS priorities for Change.

3.2 Local Transport Strategy Vision

3.2.1 The LTS Vision within the Draft LTS was:

“Our transport system enhances the life opportunities of our residents and enables
people to travel more sustainably”.

3.2.2 Figure 3-1 shows the extent to which respondents to the survey agreed or disagreed with this
Vision.

W Strongly agree M Agree Neutral M Disagree M Strongly disagree M Don't know

Figure 3-1: To what extent do you agree or disagree with the LTS Vision? (n=248)

3.2.3 Intotal, 48% (n=119) agreed with the Vision and 32% (n=80) disagreed with the Vision, with
19% (n=47) stating that they neither agreed nor disagreed. This indicates a net agreement?
of plus 16 percentage points.

3.2.4 79 people provided open text responses. Of these, comments on the Vision included the
following:

= Agreement with Vision:
o Reads well / great vision but needs to be implemented (9)

o The vision could only be objected to by people who deny the whole concept of
sustainability (1)

o ‘It balances social and environmental considerations” (1)

o Prioritisation of public transport and mass transit must be key, as well as a well-
connected active travel network (1)

o “..Ifeel sustainability is of critical importance and we need to pay for infrastructure to
make it easier for people not to use their cars. It needs to be a ‘loss leader’ first and
then people may use it more” (1)

L] Issues with Vision:

2 Net agreement is the total percentage of respondent who selected strongly agree or agree, minus the total
percentage of respondents who selected either strongly disagree or disagree. Those who selected ‘Neutral’ are
not included in the calculation.
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3.25

3.2.6

o “The issues of sustainability and community must come across more strongly; the
proposed vision could be interpreted as people being able to drive their highly
polluting vehicles quickly through the local authority and thereby improving their own
life, with disregard for the environment and their communities” (1)

o Impossible to achieve (1), unachievable because of level of house building (1)

o Cousland not included (1)

= Need to focus on reducing journey times (2)

o ‘It ignores the most important aspect of transport which is the time taken on a journey.
Why not have a vision to make transport easier, cheaper and quicker” (1)

= Current situation far from this vision (1)
®  Need for LTS to consider all people in Midlothian

o Needs to consider all residents in Midlothian and not just those in the major
settlements (1)

o ‘I agree but this vision should not adversely impact the wellbeing of the current
residents or greenspaces of Midlothian” (1)

o “Sustainability is great, but the needs of some people make this more difficult to
achieve. And the rights of some vulnerable people should be considered more” (1)

= Question as to how it will be funded (2)

= Nothing in the vision about helping grow and support business (1)

= Should say it reduces transport poverty or improves equality of opportunity (1)

= Vision doesn’t specify what the priorities / objectives are / how it will be achieved (1)
The City of Edinburgh Council included the following comment on the Vision:

m  “Vision doesn't take account of businesses / visitors - vision could therefore be widened to
take account of this.” (City of Edinburgh Council)

The remaining comments did not relate directly to the Vision but rather focused on existing
problems and / or suggestions for improvements. For ease, these comments have been
categorised into separate topic areas below.

Development:

= Scale of development placing pressure on transport system (3)

o “Transport policy encourages walkable, mixed-use communities, but planning
decisions are eroding the very infrastructure needed to support that vision”

= Development and transport planning need to be integrated (3)

= Midlothian needs to become less car dependent - any new developments need to be well
connected for active travel and public transport (1)
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= Developers need to provide appropriate transport infrastructure, including active travel
links (1)

= Question as to why housing increase can’t be shared equally across the three Lothians

(1)
= Needs to consider existing as well as new developments (1)
Active Travel:
= A703 bike lane and Straiton bike lanes essential. Needs to be separate from the road (1)

= Need to improve the access through the Straiton interchange for pedestrians, cyclists and
wheelers (1)

= |ntroduce 40mph speed limits rather than 60mph where cyclists share road with cars, like
road between Gorebridge and A68, passing Vogrie Park (1)

= Need for more safe cycling and walking routes into Edinburgh but not just city centre (1)

= Don’timprove cycling infrastructure at the expense of those who walk - i.e. pavements
become shared walking/cycling lanes with no segregation (1)

= Lack of secure cycle parking a problem (1)

= Due to buses at the park and ride at Straiton being removed, now have to cross the main
road to access cars — those with mobility issues severely disadvantaged (1)

®  Cycling at Straiton doesn’t feel safe (1)

= Too much investment in cycling over road (1)

m  Cycle lanes add to congestion (1)

= Cycling not a solution (1)

Bus:

®  General comment on the need for improvements to bus services (4)

o Working in the centre of Edinburgh impossible without a frequent and reliable bus
service (1)

o Increased bus frequency is essential to providing better transport options (1)

o Having regular buses means that people can travel to and from work more easily
which enhances job opportunities (1)

= General comment on the benefits of bus services (1)

o “Well run, connected public transport enhances people’s lives reducing isolation,
particularly for people who do not have other forms of transport.” (HcL Transport)

= Too few bus links in Midlothian for the number of houses (1)

= Antisocial behaviour a problem due to free travel for under 22s (1)

10
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Some aims in LTS contradictory e.g. the ability to accommodate more than one
wheelchair user on buses and provide additional passenger capacity (1)

Need for bus connections in specific locations:

Need for bus services to / from Rosewell (30)
Need for bus services to / from Pathhead (4)
Need for bus services to / from Penicuik (4)
Need for bus services to / from Auchendinny (1)
Need for bus services to / from Cousland (1)
Need for bus services to / from Roslin (1)

Need for bus 33 to be reinstated (1)

Life opportunities and sustainable travel would be enhanced by a 'bypass bus' taking the
people of Midlothian to the Gyle / Gogarburn without having to travel into the city (1)

Decarbonising the railway network should be high priority (1)
Need for rail station at Penicuik (1)
Trains too expensive (1)

Insufficient capacity on the Bordes Railway (1)

Public transport general:

Better and quicker public transport needed (1)

Well run, connected public transport enhances people’s lives reducing isolation
particularly for people who do not have other forms of transport (1)

Need to improve public transport journey times (1)
Need to reduce the price of public transport (1)

Relying on public transport which is slow and expensive won’t enhance "life opportunities

(1)

Park and Ride:

Need to re-open Straiton P&R (2)

Road:

Need for a solution at Sheriffhall Roundabout (3)

Need to reduce car use (2)

11
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o “Afocus (which is already there in the list of objectives for the Midlothian LTS) should
be not only be the reduction of unnecessary trips by motor vehicle but also an overall
reduction in motor vehicles on the roads in Midlothian” (1)

o “When you plan something as big as this you need to think as a young person, as a
parent with a baby, as a wheelchair user, as an old person, as a poor person. You
need to think on prices, on reliability, on frequencies. You need to make it accessible
for all the public. You need to make so incredible people choose public transport
instead of the car. Car needs to be in the rearview in this plan forever.... You need to
go all in, further” (1)

= Vision is about forcing people out of cars (2)

= Will be to detriment of cars (1)

= Enabling people to travel is a key requirement before we look at sustainability (1)

= Need investment in new roads to speed up journey times (1)

®m  “Make traffic light system more intelligent, synchronise traffic light system with nearby
pedestrian crossing lights in the same area. No bus stops just in front of traffic lights
especially where busses have to turn to right on the next junction and needing to cross
several lanes in front of the lights - This will also help to reduce bus travel times" (1)

= |nvestment in public transport shouldn’t be at the expense of cars (1)

= Problems with traffic at key locations (3)
o Hillend (1)
o Costkea Way (1)

o Issues at specific junctions impacting traffic flow (1):

= Issues with traffic light sequence at new Aldi near lkea/Asda in Straiton
disrupts traffic flow. Bus lanes should be removed as too short

= Traffic lights for entering Asda at Straiton have an unnecessarily long
pedestrian crossing sequence

=  Straiton Park Roundabout congested — traffic lights would be better
Electric Vehicles:

= Need for EV chargers in rural areas to enable carers to perform caring responsibilities.
EV-Charge points should be run by the council to keep control of charging costs (1)

= Need investment in low-cost EV charging (1)
20mph speed limits:
= Disagreement with the planned 20mph roll out (6)
o ".. We all want better connectivity, safer streets, and lower emissions. However, there
is a growing concern that some of the measures being pursued in the name of

“sustainable travel” may actually have the opposite effect, particularly when it comes
to the blanket implementation of 20mph zones”

12
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3.2.7

3.2.8

3.3

3.3.1

3.3.2

o Shouldn’t be 20mph on large roads (1)
= Bus journey times longer due to 20mph speed limits (2)
= 20mph limits not being observed which is dangerous (1)
= Speed cameras should not be removed because of a low catch rate (1)

It is noted that several members of the public provided the same comments to every open text
question throughout the survey regardless of the question. These covered the following:

= Need for a direct and regular bus from Rosewell to Edinburgh (2)
m  Strategy will result in wasted money (2)
Given that the above comments are repeated throughout regardless of the question, they are

included here once rather than in the open text responses below as the comments do not
relate to the questions asked.

Local Transport Strategy Outcomes

The LTS Outcomes are summarised in the figure below.

Outcome1 —_—

Our new developments integrate transport

planning and land use planning and deliver Outcome 4 o

high-quality active travel and public transport
connections

Our settlements are connected to key locations
in Edinburgh and the wider region by fast
accessible and affordable public transport and
high-quality active travel routes
Outcome2 ° —

Our towns provide more space for people, and

are more attractive for walking, wheeling, and
cycling

Outcome 5

Transportin our area is decarbonised in line
with national objectives through a mix of new
Outcome 3 technology and behavioural change

Our settlements are connected by safe,

attractive and accessible public transport and
active travel routes

Figure 3-2: LTS Outcomes

Figure 3-3 shows the extent to which respondents agreed or disagreed with the LTS
Outcomes.

13
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Outcome 1 INNIEGEGEGEEEE2o7 . 10% e
Outcome 2 INNNNEGEGEGRVE207n 17% .
Outcome 3 INNNEGEGEGENEEEEE 277N 7% e
Outcome 4 NSO/ N2 7N 8% o
Outcome 5 | INNENEGEGEGZGVAENN257an 24% YA %

H Strongly agree M Agree Neither agree or disagree
Ml Disagree M Strongly disagree M Don't know

Figure 3-3: To what extent do you agree or disagree with the LTS Outcomes? (n=249)

3.3.3 Across all the Outcomes, a higher proportion of respondents agreed than disagreed, with
a net agreement® ranging from between 29 and 58 percentage points. Outcome 4
achieved the highest level of agreement, followed by Outcome 3. Outcome 5 achieved the
lowest level of agreement (51% (n=127) agree / strongly agree) but this was still higher than
the proportion disagreeing (22%, n=56).

3.3.4 Intotal, 112 respondents provided an open text response on the Outcomes. The following
direct comments on the outcomes were made:

General:

= “| am pleased and proud that Midlothian Council is pursing these objectives. | fully
support them and would like to change my behaviour, where possible to support them.
Enhanced infrastructure in the form of more cycle lanes, priority for cyclists and more and
better options for bus routes would all help my behaviour change” (1)

®  “These are the right objectives” (1)

= “For Outcome 1, it may be useful for residents if the sections in 5.4 of the strategy were
incorporated in the wording of this outcome. This would highlight the value of local living
more and how important changing travel patterns alongside infrastructure is to create a
more sustainable transport system. We would encourage Midlothian Council to ensure
Outcome 5 is founded in local rather than national policies to ensure the approach is
grounded in local need. National policy on decarbonisation is subject to change — a key
example of this is the national goal of a 20% reduction in car kilometres which has been
adapted due to the goal being undeliverable. In adapting Outcome 5 to be focused on
local targets, the outcome can be easier to govern and tailored local decarbonisation
targets.” (SEStran)

" “Outcome 5 could be broadened to consider air pollution rather than just
decarbonisation” (City of Edinburgh Council)

= Question on how will be funded (2)

= |n the monitoring section, add ‘workforce mobility data’ and ‘workforce travel analysis’ to a
‘bespoke analysis’ section under Outcome 2; add ‘workforce journey analysis’ to ‘bespoke
analysis’ section of Outcome 3; and add ‘other transport data available to the public
sector’ to cover bus service data for subsidised services / Lothian Buses operational data
(should this be provided) under Outcome 4 (Scottish Borders Council)

3 Net agreement is the total percentage of respondent who selected strongly agree or agree, minus the total
percentage of respondents who selected either strongly disagree or disagree. Those who selected ‘Neutral’ are
not included in the calculation.
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3.3.5

The remainder of the comments made included a mix of transport problems and suggestions
for improvements. For ease, they have been grouped into topic areas below.

Development:

= High levels of development place pressure on transport system — need to stop building so
much (5)

= Should provide transport connections ahead of development (1)
= Need to consider existing as well as new development (1)

= We must also ensure our towns and businesses are supported in a way which makes
them desirable for people to use local facilities (1)

Active Travel:
= Only small proportion of active travel users compared to investment (4)

o “Active travel from the south of Midlothian into Edinburgh is unrealistic and only the
wishes of a select few super fit individuals” (1)

Need to include maintenance as poor road maintenance is a big disincentive to active
travel (2)

®  “The outcomes must take account of and indeed favour non-vehicular travellers - this is
long overdue” (1)

= More active travel routes that are natural pathways rather than tarmac to help biodiversity

(1)
= More nature walks (1)
Bus:
= Journey times by bus to Edinburgh too long (3)
o Fewer stops and express services are needed to speed up bus journey times (2)
= Bus and public transport is needed for journeys where active travel is no appropriate (1):
o “The approach needs to recognise that due to distances covered and elevation gain,
active travel is not always a suitable option. Focus on increasing bus frequency and
reliability is essential alongside this. There will still be occasions where personal car

use is necessary, and this should not be hindered” (1)

= “Active travel should be excluded. Focus should be on public transport and improved
capacity for more vehicles (which should gradually become electric)” (1)

= Antisocial behaviour of young people on buses needs to be addressed (1)

= |mprove safety of bus stops. There are some stops that are not clearly marked on roads.
This results in cars often obstructing bus stops and danger to bus passengers (1)

= Need for improved, affordable public transport between the towns and villages in
Midlothian (1)
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20mph limits impacting bus journey times (1)

Need for more flexible space for prams and wheelchairs on buses — should be space for
both (1)

“Providing accessible transport options for people who need additional support is
important particularly in rural areas in order to reduce isolation and enable people to be
active in their communities.” (HcL Transport)

Need for Bus connections in specific locations:

Rail:

Need for bus services to / from Rosewell (14)
Need for bus services to / from Pathhead (2)
Need for bus services to / from Cousland (1)
Need for bus services to / from Edinburgh Royal Infirmary (1)

Need direct services to Gyle, Fort Kinnaird etc — so don’t have to travel to Edinburgh and
back out (2)

Woodburn and Wester Cowden areas need better bus links to Edinburgh and Fort
Kinnaird (1)

Need for connections to key areas of business in Midlothian e.g. the Bush estate from
Edinburgh (1)

Need for rail station in Penicuik (1)

Need for new rail lines to be delivered on old routes (1)

Public Transport:

Need to invest in public transport to see change (2)

o ‘“It's very difficult for behavioural change to happen without good alternative solutions

being provided. If increased options for buses were made available and/or a tram/train
line installed for faster journeys into town then I think there would be huge benefits
and behavioural changes” (1).

Public transport should be prioritised above active travel and active travel prioritised
above private car travel (1)

The A68 corridor is very poorly served by public transport (1)

Public transport will need to be a lot cheaper and more reliable to be considered an
attractive option (1)

Road:

Outcomes do not factor in private car travel (2)

Outcomes don’t consider road safety (1)
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3.4

3.4.1

= Qutcomes don’t say anything about tackling congestion (1)

= Need to expand / widen roads (1)

= Need to improve Sheriffhall Roundabout (1)

= Need to make driving less difficult (1)

= EVs to expensive and insufficient charging points (1)

= EVs not an answer for most residents (1)

= Understand focus on sustainable travel but need to improve roads too (1)
Accessibility:

= Need to consider transport for disabled people (1)

= Providing accessible transport in rural areas important to reduce social isolation (1)
= Need to support those with disabilities via Blue Badge scheme / appropriate parking (1)
Decarbonisation:

= The need to reduce carbon emissions is clear and it would make Midlothian a better place
to live and raise children (1)

= Decarbonisation is not a priority of local council (1)

= Need to remove traffic humps as these create pollution (1)

Mass Transit:

= “An extension of the proposed tram system from the centre of Edinburgh via the RIE and

into Midlothian should be a high priority.” (South East Edinburgh Development Company
Ltd)

Local Transport Strategy Policies

As set out in Chapter 1, having set out the LTS Vision and LTS Outcomes, the subsequent
sections of the Draft LTS were structured into separate chapters covering the following topic
areas:

= Chapter 5: Sustainably accommodating our new development

= Chapter 6: Making our transport networks accessible and affordable for all

= Chapter 7: Making our transport networks safer for all

®  Chapter 8: New and improved facilities for active travel

= Chapter 9: Improving the coverage, journey times and reliability of our public transport

= Chapter 10: Improved integration across our transport networks

= Chapter 11: Improving the quality of our public transport
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Chapter 12: Reducing the impact of transport on our local environment, decarbonising
transport in Midlothian and adapting to climate change

Chapter 13: Making our transport networks more efficient

3.4.2 Each chapter included a narrative and a set of Policies.

3.4.1 In the survey, there were separate sections for each of the above chapters and in each of
these sections respondents were asked to comment on the Policies in that specific chapter.

3.4.2 However, given the number of Chapters and constituent Policies (and therefore the number of
potential questions which respondents would need to work through):

Respondents were initially asked whether they would like to comment on any of the
individual Policies within the LTS. In total of 24% (n =59) of the sample said ‘Yes’ and
76% (n=190) said ‘No’. Those who said ‘Yes’ were directed to the section covering the
first policy chapter (Chapter 5). Those that selected ‘No’ were skipped past the whole of
the Policy section of the survey and directed to the next section of the survey which
covered the LTS Priorities for change (discussed in Section 3.4.18).

At the start of each section covering the chapters, respondents who had said ‘Yes’ to the
above question were then asked whether they would like to comment on the individual
Policies within that specific chapter (i.e. Chapter 5 in the first instance). Those who
said ‘Yes’ were directed to the questions on the policies in that specific chapter and those
that said ‘No’ were skipped past the policies in that specific chapter and directed to the
questions on the policies in the subsequent chapter (Chapter 6). This was repeated at the
start of each section, with respondents who said ‘No’ skipped on to the subsequent
section each time.

3.4.3 The below sections cover the response from the public to the questions on each LTS chapter
and its constituent Policies. It should be borne in mind that, given the above, the sample size
for the below sections is smaller than the overall sample size for the survey.

Chapter 5: Sustainably accommodating our new development

3.4.4 The policies in this chapter were:

Policy 1: Major development must be well connected to our communities and local
centres by both high-quality active travel (walking, wheeling and cycling) routes and
public transport services.

Policy 2: The LTS recognises the challenges and opportunities presented by new
development and requires measures to minimise car dependency from developers

Policy 3: The LTS requires the concept of ‘infrastructure first' to be implemented in
relation to major developments in, and affecting Midlothian

Policy 4: New active travel routes and infrastructure which meets national standards
must be provided prior to the first residents moving into a development - this includes
provision within the site boundary and connecting infrastructure from the site to local

centres, key amenities, and transport interchanges

Policy 5: Access roads within new developments and connecting new developments to
the wider area must be of an adoptable standard and designed and delivered in a manner
which enables the development to be served by bus services as soon as the first
residents move into the development — this includes the provision of any required
infrastructure such as bus stops
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3.4.5

3.4.6

3.4.7

3.4.8

= Policy 6: Parking provision at all new developments must fully comply with Midlothian
Council Parking Standards

Of those who indicated that they would like to comment on the LTS Policies, 69% (n = 41)
stated that they would like to comment on the policies contained within Chapter 5 of the Draft
LTS and 31% (n=19) indicated that they would not like to comment on the policies in Chapter
5 and were instead directed straight to the Chapter 6 Policies.

The figure below presents the extent to which respondents who indicated they wanted to

comment on the Policies within Chapter 5 agreed or disagreed with each Policy.

Policy 1 |G O 220/ 7% M,
Policy 20 7oHI o 20 % . 7% e rT—
Policy 3 IS/ T20% . 8% [ Scmses
Policy 4 0 O 20 7% e
Policy 50 {eHIG I 22 7%
Policy 6  [INEC/ 227 12% SR,

M Strongly agree M Agree Neutral M Disagree M Strongly disagree M Don't know

Figure 3-4: To what extent do you agree or disagree with the LTS Policies in Chapter 57 (n=41)

Overall, a higher proportion of respondents agreed with each policy than disagreed in
each case with a net agreement* ranging from between 29 and 74 percentage points.
Policy 5 achieved the highest level of agreement, followed by Policy 1.

22 respondents left a comment on the Policies within Chapter 5. These focused on the
following themes:

Development:

“Within policy 1, it would be great to see links into existing housing networks highlighted
to allow for existing residents to utilise new infrastructure created by the new housing
development sites. Policy 2, we look forward to Midlothian Council utilising developer
contributions to ensure improvements are well-maintained and visible to a high number of
users. In working towards best practice and creating guidance, the contributions can be
key to delivering the projects outlined in this strategy. They can help support active travel
improvements and EV charging to be seen and valued by residents. Additionally, we
would encourage behaviour changes measures, such as the existing new home packs, to
be continued to support an uptake in active and sustainable travel.” (SEStran)

Investment in connections to existing development as well as new development needed

(2)
Make sure buses extend to / go into new developments (1)

Integrate new developments with existing communities (1)

4 Net agreement is the total percentage of respondent who selected strongly agree or agree, minus the total
percentage of respondents who selected either strongly disagree or disagree. Those who selected ‘Neutral’ are
not included in the calculation.
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3.4.9

3.4.10

3.4.11

= Make sure new developments connected to businesses / towns (1)

= Reducing the number of parking spaces in new developments is leading to streets which
are obstructed by parked cars (1)

Bus:

= |nvestment in bus connections needed (2)

= |nvestment in bus links to new developments needed (2)
Active Travel:

= Cycle lanes do not provide value for money (2)

Car:

= Provide more electric car chargers (1)

= Need for car given rurality of Midlothian (1)

Chapter 6: Making our transport networks accessible and affordable for
all

The policies in this chapter were:

= Policy 7: The LTS supports measures to improve the range and quality of fully accessible
travel information

= Policy 8: The LTS recognises that the physical environment and streetscape can be a
barrier to travel and independence for some, and supports measures to address this

= Policy 9: The LTS recognises that crime, the fear of crime and anti-social behaviour is a
barrier to travel for some and supports measures to address this

= Policy 10: The LTS supports initiatives that give Midlothian residents more affordable
access to cycling

= Policy 11: The LTS recognises that being able to access taxis is a key element of
transport provision across Midlothian, which alongside community transport can support
people’s everyday journeys and activities.

= Policy 12: The LTS recognises that the cost of bus travel is a barrier to travel, especially
where more than one bus is needed from different operators, and supports measures to
reduce the cost of bus travel and make the cost of bus travel equitable for all Midlothian
resident

= Policy 13: The LTS recognises that the cost of rail travel is a barrier to travel and
supports measures to reduce the cost of rail travel

Of those who indicated that they would like to comment on the LTS Policies, 71% (n = 41)
stated that they would like to comment on the policies contained within Chapter 6 of the Draft
LTS and 29% (n=17) indicated that they would not like to comment on the policies in Chapter
6 and were instead directed straight to the Chapter 7 Policies.

The figure below illustrates the extent to which respondents who indicated they wanted to
comment on the Policies within Chapter 6 agreed or disagreed with each Policy.
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Figure 3-5: To what extent do you agree or disagree with the LTS Policies in Chapter 67 (n=41)
3.4.12 Overall, a higher proportion of respondents agreed with each policy than disagreed in
each case with a net agreement® ranging from between 17 and 69 percentage points.

Policy 9 achieved the highest level of agreement, followed by Policy 13.

3.4.13 14 respondents left a comment on the Policies within Chapter 6. These focused on the
following:

Walking and Cycling:

= Challenging for disabled people living in housing estates where there is a long walk to get
out of the estate (1)

= Long walks to bus stops for some residents (1)
= More should be said about making villages wheelchair friendly (1)

= Bikes available second hand, the barrier to use is lack of infrastructure (1)

= Needs to be realistic and useable bus service before affordability (1)

= Public transport should be available to all at a reasonable cost and accessible to disabled
people (1)

= Antisocial behaviour on buses is a problem (1)

Rail:

= Rail travel needs to be cheaper (1)

= Trains prices should run on a standard per mileage cost (1)

= Cost of the Borders Railway means | don't use it as much as | would otherwise (1)

5 Net agreement is the total percentage of respondent who selected strongly agree or agree, minus the total
percentage of respondents who selected either strongly disagree or disagree. Those who selected ‘Neutral’ are
not included in the calculation.
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3.4.14 Specific comments were also made about bus services to individual areas including Rosewell
(1), Cousland (1), and Tynewater (1).

3.4.15 The person responding with respect to Tynewater noted the following:

3.4.16

3.4.17

3.4.18

“Section 3.4 on transport issues does not record transport issues in Tynewater and the
A68 corridor...although there is a note on excessive prices, this underestimates the real
cost. A bus into Edinburgh from Pathhead is £5.80 compared with £2 from the end of the
Lothian routes which can be further out. There is no mention of the disadvantage to
people in Tynewater trying to reach health and well-being services or indeed people in
Dalkeith and Gorebridge who have to use an infrequent and costly bus service to get to
their doctor's surgery in Pathhead. "While the east of Midlothian benefits from good rail
links to Edinburgh via the Borders Rail Line, there are no rail links in the west " Midlothian
obviously stops at Dalkeith as far as MLC is concerned! Current young, old and disabled
get free bus travel so concentrating on providing feeder buses to the trains will cost those
groups even more. No mention of providing travel to support 20minute neighbourhoods
which is not possible in rural Midlothian. The park and ride at Sheriffhall is underutilised
because there is only one infrequent route into the centre of Edinburgh”

Chapter 7: Making our transport network safer for all

The policies in this chapter were:

Policy 14: Midlothian's roads should be safe for all road users, and supports the Scottish
Government's target of a 50% reduction in people killed and seriously injured by 2030

Policy 15: The LTS supports the principle of reducing speed limits and use of transitional
speeds on our rural roads as a means to promote road safety

Policy 16: The LTS supports the continuing roll out of 20mph zones in our urban areas

Policy 17: The LTS supports appropriate maintenance of our roads to provide a safer
environment for all road users

Of those who indicated that they would like to comment on the LTS Policies, 72% (n = 42)
stated that they would like to comment on the policies contained within Chapter 7 and 28%
(n=16) indicated that they would not like to comment on the policies in Chapter 7 and were
instead directed straight to the Chapter 8 Policies.

The figure below shows the extent to which respondents who indicated they wanted to
comment on the Policies within Chapter 7 agreed or disagreed with each Policy.
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Figure 3-6: To what extent do you agree or disagree with the LTS Policies in Chapter 77 (n=42)
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3.4.19

3.4.20

3.4.21

Overall, a higher proportion of respondents agreed with each policy than disagreed in
each case with a net agreement® ranging from between 10 and 56 percentage points.
Policy 17 achieved the highest level of agreement, followed by Policy 14.

25 respondents left a comment on the Policies within Chapter 7. One comment specifically
related to the policies:

= 20mphs are not just in the towns but also in rural villages as well — this should be
reflected in Policy 16

The remaining comments covered the following:

Active Travel:

= Need for cycle lanes which are segregated from traffic to make it safer (3)
= Need to prioritise facilities for crossing the Sheriffhall roundabout on a bicycle (1)
Bus:

= Antisocial behaviour on buses a problem due to free travel for children (1)
= Mayfield / Dalkeith require better transport connections (1)

Road Maintenance:

= More integrated approach to road works needed (1)

= No real commitment to road maintenance — many roads missed (1)

Speed Limits / 20mph zones

= Disagreement with blanket 20mph zones (6) — specific comments included:

o Blanket 20mph speed limits increase pollution, increase driver frustration and increase
the risk of accidents (2)

o 20mph speed limits unnecessary burden on Police and increase journey times (1)
o 20mph zones rarely obeyed (1)

o Makes people less likely to comply where they are most needed — should be a
targeted policy (1)

o More emphasis should be given to teaching pedestrians and cyclists how to use roads
properly and be responsible for their own safety, rather than simply reducing speed
limits and making roads worse for car users (1)

= Agreement with speed limits / request for more to be done (5) — specific comments
included:

o Support for 20mph in built up areas because of safety benefits (1)

6 Net agreement is the total percentage of respondent who selected strongly agree or agree, minus the total
percentage of respondents who selected either strongly disagree or disagree. Those who selected ‘Neutral’ are
not included in the calculation.
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3.4.22

3.4.23

3.4.24

3.4.25

3.4.26

o Need for traffic calming measures and speed limits on national speed limit roads (1),
including in Pathhead, Dewarton and Newlandrig (1)

o Need for more to be done in terms of 20mph speed limits, including 40mph buffer
zones either side of the 20mph zone, more signs showing drivers their speed, more
no overtaking zones (1)

o Need for greater enforcement of 20mph zones (1)

o Should be fines for drivers when they go too fast (1)

= One person requested a report be produced showing how the 20mph limits have
prevented accidents in Roslin, Penicuik etc (1)

Drivers:

= Need to include the needs of the motorist / integrate car use given rurality of Midlothian

(1)

Chapter 8: New and improved facilities for active travel

There was only one Policy in this chapter as follows:

= Policy 18: The LTS supports the improvement of walking, wheeling and cycling
infrastructure so as to make it easier for people to make everyday journeys by active
travel modes and to support health and wellbeing

Of those who indicated that they would like to comment on the LTS Policies, 81% (n = 47) said

that they would like to comment on the above policy and 19% (n=11) said that they would not

like to comment and were instead directed straight to the Chapter 9 Policies.

The figure below illustrated the extent to which respondents who indicated they wanted to
comment on the Policies within Chapter 8 agreed or disagreed with the Policy.

H Strongly agree M Agree Neutral M Disagree M Strongly disagree M Don't know
Figure 3-7: To what extent do you agree or disagree with the LTS Policies in Chapter 87 (n=47)

In total, 58% agreed with the Policy compared to 30% who disagreed. This indicates a net
agreement’ of 28 percentage points.

18 respondents left a comment on the Policies within Chapter 8. These focused on the
following:

Active travel investment in specific locations:

7 Net agreement is the total percentage of respondent who selected strongly agree or agree, minus the total
percentage of respondents who selected either strongly disagree or disagree. Those who selected ‘Neutral’ are
not included in the calculation.

24



Public Consultation Report @ Stantec
Midlothian Local Transport Strategy

®»  “I'm strongly supportive of the commitment to improve active travel from Midlothian over
the A720 and into Edinburgh. | currently make these journeys daily and have to make
substantial detours in order to cross the bypass safely” (1)

®  “lam encouraged by the plans to improve walking and cycling infrastructure both to
Straiton retail centre to reduce car use and into Edinburgh, but this has been doing the
rounds for many years, and progress seems very slow hence scepticism about progress
(e.g. along the A702 from Bilston into Edinburgh)” (1)

= “I'would gladly cycle to work in Midlothian, but the cycle infrastructure along the A702 and

A703 at Hillend and then the A701 to Penicuik is non-existent. Whenever | make this
Journey by bike, | feel | am taking my life in my hands; | wish this were an exaggeration”

(1)

®  Pavement access to and from Cousland is poor and requires investment (1)

= “With regard to the active travel from Penicuik towards Straiton | would want a factual
number of cyclists planning on using this route. And again | see no reason why a
dedicated cycle way could not be put in along the route of the old proposed A701 relief
road. le to the east of the existing A701. | think more importantly a route from the Bush
towards Fairmilehead is also required and possibly more problematic.” (DDCC)

Design of active travel routes:

m  “Cycleways and walkways need to be more than the occasional sign which was what was
previously put in place between Pathhead and Dalkeith” (1)

= Better cycling routes on the road, better and improved markings (1)

= ‘] believe that active travel is a good thing, but | don’t think that all active travel routes
should be tarmac. Hard surfaces such as tarmac are not good long term for walking or
running on as it causes damage to joints in the long term...I think that where possible
some of these routes should be left as natural pathways on grass. This would also be
good for biodiversity and wildlife along with reducing flood risk” (1)

Use of footways by cyclists:

= Needs to be an awareness campaign for cyclists and electric scooters that they are not
permitted on pavements (1)

Walking versus cycling investment:

= Should be kept in mind that most people walk rather than cycle (1)

Value for money / lack of use:

= Existing cycle lanes rarely used (2)

= “The problem with this is that on a value for money basis this is an appalling waste of
money. The number of cyclists committing in Midlothian does not warrant the excessive
amount of money being spent on remodelling roads, reducing speed limits and making
life harder for other people to get around” (1)

Continuing need for car:

m  “fthe LTS] does cover these areas, however [it] could be a little stronger in recognising
that people will not take public transport or cycle to do certain things, e.g. the weekly
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3.4.27

supermarket shop, or at certain times, e.g. no cycling when there is poor weather. And

parents of young children or those with mobility issues will have a far easier life to use a

car than go on public transport which is more physically and mentally demanding” (1)
Bike hire:

= Consider provision and hire of bikes and electric bikes through gyms and gym
membership through council gyms (1)

E-bikes:

m  E-bikes and e-scooters being used irresponsibly (1)
Bus:

= Need for a bus to and from Edinburgh Park Arena (1)
Development:

= Difficult to encourage people to walk to local facilities when a lot of the new housing
estates have no close by local facilities and the only choice is to use a car (1)

Chapter 9: Improving the coverage, journey times and reliability of our
public transport

The policies in this chapter were:

= Policy 19: The LTS supports measures to reduce journey times and improve the
reliability and punctuality of public transport

= Policy 20: The LTS supports direct bus services to part of the city-region where
interchange in Edinburgh is currently required

= Policy 21: The LTS supports improved east-west bus connectivity in Midlothian
= Policy 22: All Midlothian communities should have equitable and proportionate access to
public transport, either through scheduled mainline, feeder, or demand responsive

transport

= Policy 23: Our bus network support young people making journeys to school and
learning

= Policy 24: The LTS supports the principle of mass rapid transit connections between
Edinburgh and Midlothian

= Policy 25: The LTS supports increased bus service frequencies on main corridors to
reduce wait time, improve capacity and provide more options for those wheeling

= Policy 26: The LTS supports infrastructure improvements to the Borders Railway to
increase capacity and improve journey times and journey time reliability

= Policy 27: The LTS supports through rail services to destinations beyond Edinburgh
Waverley

®  Policy 28: The LTS supports extending the Borders Railway to Carlisle

26



Public Consultation Report @ Stantec
Midlothian Local Transport Strategy

= Policy 29: The LTS supports exploring opportunities around new and emerging data to
help support evidence decision making

3.4.28 Of those who indicated that they would like to comment on the LTS Policies, 88% (n = 51)
stated that they would like to comment on the policies contained within Chapter 9 and 12%
(n=7) indicated that they would not like to comment on the policies in Chapter 9 and were
instead directed straight to the Chapter 10 Policies.

3.4.29 The figure below shows the extent to which respondents who indicated they wanted to
comment on the Policies within Chapter 9 agreed or disagreed with each Policy.
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Figure 3-8: To what extent do you agree or disagree with the LTS Policies in Chapter 97 (n=51)
3.4.30 Overall, a higher proportion of respondents agreed with each policy than disagreed in
each case with a net agreement® ranging from between 24 and 85 percentage points.
Policy 22 achieved the highest level of agreement, followed by Policy 20. Policy 28 achieved
the lowest level of agreement but a higher proportion still agreed with the Policy (44%)
compared to the proportion who disagreed (20%).

3.4.31 27 respondents left a comment on the Policies within Chapter 9. These focused on the
following:

Active Travel:

= Safe cycling routes into Edinburgh needed (1)

8 Net agreement is the total percentage of respondent who selected strongly agree or agree, minus the total
percentage of respondents who selected either strongly disagree or disagree. Those who selected ‘Neutral’ are
not included in the calculation.
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3.41

Work with Lothian buses to allow bikes on buses to make it the norm (1)

Bus:

Travel times by bus too long (4):

o It currently takes over 1 hour to travel from the biggest town in Midlothian to Edinburgh
and no public transport to the main hospital without having to change buses which
adds more time onto travel time

o Need quicker bus routes into Edinburgh and to different areas going across town.
Instead of having to get 2 buses

o There are no X services fast buses to Edinburgh after school drop off. This leads to
excessive journey times after 9.

o Reducing bus journey times should be a priority (1)

Need for buses to be more reliable (2) and more direct (1)

Buses into Edinburgh from all towns and villages should be available (1)
Need for bus lanes (1)

Bus lanes should be used sparingly and only when there are very high volumes of buses
as buses will always be slower than car (1)

Question as to why bus services are being removed from Straiton Park and Ride (1)

Need for toilets on buses for disabled people (1)

Need for bus improvements in specific locations:

Comments were made about the need to provide improved bus connections in specific
locations, including Rosewell (3), Roslin / Auchendinny (1) Cousland (1), Tynewater (1), and
Penicuik (1).

Train:

Train should run through to the Gyle at rush hour as it did pre-covid (1)

Whilst agree with the points about the Borders Railway, funds should be allocated to
other projects first, including ensuring all settlements have good public transport
connections (1)

Support for Policy 26 (1)

Borders Railway always overcrowded (1)

Reduce rail fares (1)

Better rail connectivity to Edinburgh's west end/Haymarket would be beneficial (1)

The Borders Railway needs to be expanded to Carlisle and the line needs be upgraded to
a double line to allow for more trains and express services (1)
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3.4.2

3.4.3

3.4.4

=  Support prioritising improving infrastructure locally for daily journeys before multi-million-
pound train extensions (1)

Mass rapid transit:

= Consideration for trams to extend to Penicuik and potentially onwards to Peebles via
disused railway alignment south of Leadburn (1)

Data:

= Support for Policy 29 (Scottish Borders Council)

Chapter 10: Improved integration across our transport networks
The policies in this chapter were:

= Policy 30: Walking, wheeling and cycling routes to our bus stops and railway stations
should be clear, safe and attractive for all users

= Policy 31: The LTS supports measure to make it easier to routinely take a bicycle onto a
bus or train or securely leave a bicycle at a key location

= Policy 32: A combination of bus and rail travel can provide faster journey times to
Edinburgh than bus alone. The LTS supports tackling timetabling, ticketing and fare
barriers which make this an unattractive option for passengers at present

= Policy 33: The LTS supports the integration of ticketing across all our bus and train
operators

= Policy 34: The LTS supports technology-based solutions to develop MaaS-style
operations in Midlothian

= Policy 35: The LTS supports measures to improve our strategic P&R offer

= Policy 36: The LTS supports the concept of journey hubs as a means to support
interchange between bike, bus, train, car share

Of those who indicated that they would like to comment on the LTS Policies, 78% (n = 45)
stated that they would like to comment on the policies contained within Chapter 10 and 22%
(n=13) indicated that they would not like to comment on the policies in Chapter 10 and were
instead directed straight to the Chapter 11 Policies.

The figure below shows the extent to which respondents who indicated they wanted to
comment on the Policies within Chapter 10 agreed or disagreed with each Policy.
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3.4.5

346

3.4.7

Policy 300
Policy 31 IS 22% 4% IS 4%
Policy 32 ININININEGNEcee 1% S

Policy 33 16% A
Policy 34 0 {HIEENEE e 7o 29% Nl 13%
Policy 350 eI 22 27% N 4%

Policy 36 INIIIINCE 2o 16% A%
M Strongly agree M Agree Neutral M Disagree M Strongly disagree M Don't know

Figure 3-9: To what extent do you agree or disagree with the LTS Policies in Chapter 10? (n=45)

Overall, a higher proportion of respondents agreed with each policy than disagreed in

each case with a net agreement® ranging from between 44 and 76 percentage points.

Policy 33 achieved the highest level of agreement, followed by Policy 30.

19 respondents left a comment on the Policies within Chapter 10. The following comments
related specifically to the policies:

= Suggestion that Policy 34 should focus on integrated ticketing rather than MaaS

= “For policy 34, the MaaS Scotland Roadmap can aid in taking learnings from previous
MaasS projects” (SEStran)

m  “[l] agree with all this. The hub in Galashiels is great. The joint tram/bus tickets are so
much easier in Edinburgh. It's easier to get about when you can get your bike on the train
into town/over to Glasgow etc” (1)

= Bikes take up vast amounts of space on busy trains and buses (1)

The remaining comments focused on the following:

Comment on case study included:

= Typo at the end of ‘GoSEStrans,” whereby ‘s’ needs removed. The MIF Fund is now
done so you might want to change ‘The Fund’s aim is’ to ‘was.’ (SEStran)

Active Travel:

= More secure bike storage that is free to use with theft deterrents or the ability to take
bikes on buses is key (1)

= Work with Edinburgh council to continue to improve cycle infrastructure to both east and
west of Edinburgh and from different access points in Midlothian (1)

Bus:

9 Net agreement is the total percentage of respondent who selected strongly agree or agree, minus the total
percentage of respondents who selected either strongly disagree or disagree. Those who selected ‘Neutral’ are
not included in the calculation.
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3.4.8

= Free under 22 bus passes have not been correctly thought out; antisocial behaviour from
the under 22's had increased exponentially (1)

= “/ agree with the observation that much transport infrastructure is radial into and out of
central Edinburgh. Fast transverse connections along the bypass to key destinations on
especially the west side of Edinburgh makes a lot of sense, especially to rail stations that
enable improved connectivity to rail services across Scotland and to the airport” (1)

Rail:

= Some of the train stations are not easily accessible for disabled people and they have to
rely on taxis to get to and from these train stations which is an added expense (1)

= Old railway lines could be used to extend the railway infrastructure (1)
Integrated Rail and Bus:

= There needs to be integrated rail and bus tickets. The rail and bus operators need work to
integrate timetables (1)

= Would greater integration include bus service 46 timetable aligning with trains to and from
Edinburgh (1)

Park and Ride:

®  “The main issue with P&R in my opinion is that the journey time into Edinburgh is
excessive via bus. The park and rides are all very far out of the city meaning a bus into
the city centre (where you have to go for most route interchanges) can take 1 hour or
more. It is a no brainer to drive further into the city to park and get a shorter bus journey
or just drive the whole way. The Park and Rides also do not have good waiting areas for
passengers which also reduces willingness to wait there for a bus” (1)

= The P&R was removed at Straiton which was used by a lot of people for commuting (1)
= Bike storage at Straiton P&R taken out of operation for no obvious reason (1)

= Park and ride should offer more frequent and direct services rather than be part of local
services (1)

= “/ have also discovered some reasons why the park and ride was not used more. If you
missed the X37 which only took 20 minutes to town, you could walk out to the main road
and get the normal 37 but this bus stop is behind the barrier, and you have to walk onto
the road to get to it seemingly. Totally unusable for disabled drivers or elderly. It also has
no shelter and therefore also a deterrent. ... Any future park and ride would require an
equivalent X37 running frequently and from suitable stops. Perhaps the large area
opposite Glencorse barracks would be an ideal spot” (DDCC).

Other:

= Request for a shop in Midlothian with transport information (1)
Chapter 11: Improving the quality of our public transport

The policies in this chapter were:

= Policy 37: The LTS supports measures to address overcrowding on Midlothian's train
services during routine peaks and events
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3.4.9

3.4.10

Policy 38: Bus stops and routes to bus stops should be high quality and well maintained

Policy 39: The LTS supports exploring partnership and other initiatives to improve the
way bus services are delivered across Midlothian’s settlements where this will provide a
benefit to passengers

Policy 40: The LTS supports partnership working between local authorities and operators
to deliver improvements for bus users and encourage new bus users

Policy 41: The LTS supports the ongoing roll out of real time information at bus stops
across Midlothian

Policy 42: The LTS recognises that more flexible floorspace arrangements would benefit
bus users dependent on wheeling

Policy 43: The LTS supports measures to bring together all public transport information
into a single source / app

Policy 44: Public transport information should be accessible, readily understandable and
up to date

Of those who indicated that they would like to comment on the LTS Policies, 76% (n = 44)
stated that they would like to comment on the policies contained within Chapter and 24%
(n=14) indicated that they would not like to comment on the policies in Chapter 11 and were
instead directed straight to the Chapter 12 Policies.

The figure below the extent to which respondents who indicated they wanted to comment on
the Policies within Chapter 11 agreed or disagreed with each Policy.

Policy 37 | ST 2SN 1% S e TN
Policy 38 0 faS sz — 18% |5
Policy 39 NS N2s 7 14% | SR 5%
Policy 40 07 S0 e 7% /e 5%
Policy 41 0 oS o 2E 7 5% .57
Policy 42 IRV 0% 16% 2 7%
Policy 43 0 {eEO 7 S0 9% e s
Policy 44 | G o c e .

M Strongly agree M Agree Neutral M Disagree M Strongly disagree M Don't know

Figure 3-10: To what extent do you agree or disagree with the LTS Policies in Chapter 11? (n=44)

3.4.11 Overall, a higher proportion of respondents agreed with each policy than disagreed in

each case with a net agreement’’ ranging from between 58 and 88 percentage points.
Policy 44 achieved the highest level of agreement, followed by Policy 41.

0 Net agreement is the total percentage of respondent who selected strongly agree or agree, minus the total
percentage of respondents who selected either strongly disagree or disagree. Those who selected ‘Neutral’ are
not included in the calculation.
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3.4.12 16 respondents left a comment on the Policies within Chapter 11. These focused on the
following themes:

Travel Information:

= All travel information should be available on one site (1)

= Some bus stops have no bus numbers, and some have out of date timetables (1)
Real time information at bus stops:

= There should be more real time information shown on bus stops across the region (1)

= Real time information is very important. It so much easier to get about in Edinburgh and
Glasgow because of the live boards at the stops (1)

Travel apps:

®  There are apps already available. An app should not be a priority over actually improving
transport links (1)

= Stop changing the Lothian app — now there is no real-time tracking readily available (1)
Disabled access:

= Talk to disabled groups about public transport (1)

= Floor space should be flexible but with priority to wheelchair users (1)

Bus:

= Buses do not run to timetable (1)

= Need to increase bus frequency (1)

= | TS working with Taxi firms to provide a transport alternative to a regular public bus
system isn’t working (1)

= Not sure about dial-a-bus idea as don’t think it would be used (1)

= “More bus services are required to serve the new housing developments e.g. between
Rosewell and Edinburgh. There are a multitude of buses serving Musselburgh e.g. 46,
140, 141 etc” (1)

Development:

= There should be more developer contributions for public transport (1)

Chapter 12: Reducing the impact of fransport on our local environment,
decarbonising transport in Midlothian and adapting to climate change

3.4.13 The policies in this chapter were:
= Policy 45: The LTS supports a roll out of publicly available and affordable EV charging

infrastructure to i) support households who cannot charge at home and ii) serve through
traffic
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= Policy 46: The LTS supports the full decarbonisation of bus services in Midlothian and
the provision of facilities to support this

= Policy 47: The LTS supports suitable taxation measures for ICEs, EVs and other
alternative-fuel vehicles that ensure their usage is managed in line with the NTS2's
Sustainable Travel Hierarchy and which also accords with the ‘polluter pays’ principles

= Policy 48: The LTS supports the principle of improving the management and
enforcement of traffic and parking, including within our town and commercial centres, key
transport interchanges and near schools

= Policy 49: The LTS supports initiatives to reduce the requirement to own a car but still
have occasional, affordable access to a car

= Policy 50: The LTS supports the full decarbonisation of the Borders Railway

= Policy 51: The LTS supports infrastructure and maintenance measures to reduce the
impact of severe weather on our road networks

®  Policy 52: The LTS supports infrastructure and maintenance measures to reduce the
impact of severe weather on the Borders Railway

3.4.14 Of those who indicated that they would like to comment on the LTS Policies, 66% (n = 38)
stated that they would like to comment on the policies contained within Chapter 12 and 34%
(n=20) indicated that they would not like to comment on the policies in Chapter 12 and were
instead directed straight to the Chapter 13 Policies.

3.4.15 The figure below shows the extent to which respondents who indicated they wanted to
comment on the Policies within Chapter 12 agreed or disagreed with each Policy.

Policy 45 0 S22 26% S
Policy 46 [INIEIEGEGEGSZZ 7. 24% 8% 5%
Policy 47 NN 21% 0 16% oTe 5%
Policy 48 [N 18% (8760 ST %
Policy 49 [INENEGEEZ 37 18% 3 2 %
Policy 50 [INEEGEEZ e 7o 29% e 1%
Policy 51 IS s 13% %
Policy 52 IS 26% . 16% (el %)

MW Strongly agree M Agree Neutral M Disagree M Strongly disagree M Don't know
Figure 3-11: To what extent do you agree or disagree with the LTS Policies in Chapter 127 (n=38)

3.4.16 Overall, a higher proportion of respondents agreed with each policy than disagreed in
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3.4.17

each case with a net agreement’! ranging from between 12 and 74 percentage points.
Policy 51 achieved the highest level of agreement, followed by Policy 52.

14 respondents left a comment on the Policies within Chapter 12. These focused on the
following themes:

Car:

Policies 48 and 49 are designed to penalise the motorist / controlling (2)
= Reducing car use is not the responsibility of the council (1)

= Cars are required to travel from Midlothian into Edinburgh as the bus service is poor (1)

Should be higher taxes for those households that own more than one car (1)
= Agree with restricting car use near schools (1)
Car clubs:

= Access to suitable bike libraries and car share schemes in all communities to reduce the
reliance on ownership is absolutely the way forward (1)

= “Policy 49 — it would be great to understand in the delivery plan what the Council’s role
will be in supporting car clubs in Midlothian.” (SEStran)

Electric vehicles:

m  EVs still contribute to congestion and release particles from tyres and brakes. Reducing
car use overall is more important than switching to EVs (1)

m  Some people need their cars for caring responsibilities / because they have disabilities —
they should not be penalised because they cannot afford an EV (1)

Decarbonisation:
= Decarbonisation is an absolute must (1)

= Fixing and improving the Sheriffhall roundabout will be the most effective move towards
decarbonisation (1)

Road construction:

= “/ am astonished that the council is proposing a new road from Straiton to the Bush; what
could be a clearer opposite to reducing the impact of transport on the local environment
than, firstly, building a road, secondly, through a wild grassy area, and thirdly, with no
active travel planning?” (1)

Parking:

= Towns should have parking areas as not everyone is able to carry shopping on public
transport and walk from bus stop to their home (1)

" Net agreement is the total percentage of respondent who selected strongly agree or agree, minus the total
percentage of respondents who selected either strongly disagree or disagree. Those who selected ‘Neutral’ are
not included in the calculation.
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3.4.18

3.4.19

3.4.20

3.4.21

= |mportant to maintain town centre parking to encourage people to use local shops rather
than a reliance on retail parks (1)

Rail:

= The electrification of the Borders Railway must run in parallel with the extension of the
line to Carlisle (1)

Chapter 13: Making our transport networks more efficient

The policies in this chapter were:

= Policy 53: The LTS supports technology-based measures to improve the efficiency and
safety of our transport networks

= Policy 54: The LTS supports the provision of appropriate facilities to support the
movement of freight through Midlothian and within Midlothian including last mile deliveries

= Policy 55: Opportunities for the more widespread usage of connected autonomous
vehicles for the provision of bus services should be kept under review

= Policy 56: The LTS supports targeted infrastructure improvements in selected locations
alongside a wider package of sustainable transport improvements in order to sustain
network efficiency and enhance safety

Of those who indicated that they would like to comment on the LTS Policies, 64% (n = 37)

stated that they would like to comment on the policies contained within Chapter 13 and 36%

(n=21) indicated that they would not like to comment on the policies in Chapter 13 and were

instead directed straight to the next section of the survey which covered the LTS Priorities for

change (discussed in Section 3.4.18).

The figure below illustrates the extent to which respondents who indicated they wanted to
comment on the Policies within Chapter 13 agreed or disagreed with each Policy2.

Policy 53 | N S/ &7 ST
Poticy 54 | 207 6% A
Policy 55 NN 257 14 [ 70
Policy 56 | SOV 15% T

H Strongly agree M Agree Neutral M Disagree M Strongly disagree M Don't know
Figure 3-12: To what extent do you agree or disagree with the LTS Policies in Chapter 13? (n=37)

Overall, a higher proportion of respondents agreed with each policy than disagreed in
each case with a net agreement’3 ranging from between 19 and 63 percentage points.

2 Within the online survey, the wording for Policy 54 incorrectly replicated the wording of Policy 53. While Policy
54 was correctly recorded in the Draft LTS and the other online material, the level of agreement for this policy is
likely to be influenced by this.

3 Net agreement is the total percentage of respondent who selected strongly agree or agree, minus the total
percentage of respondents who selected either strongly disagree or disagree. Those who selected ‘Neutral’ are
not included in the calculation.
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Policy 56 achieved the highest level of agreement, followed by Policy 54. Policy 55 achieved

the lowest level of agreement (47%) but a higher proportion agreed than disagreed (28%) with

this policy.

3.4.22 Four respondents left a comment on the Policies within Chapter 13. These focused on the

following:

= Unclear how advanced autonomous vehicles are yet — desire for Midlothian not to use

untested technology (1)

= Policy 53 —is it not more important to use technology to improve the operation of

junctions (1)

= What is the LTS position on Sheriffhall (1)

= More buses are required which serve multiple stops (1)

= Damhead Community Council is opposed to the building of the A701 relief road, noting

that data indicates few vehicles would use the road and concern regarding safety impacts

in regard to getting pupils safely from Loadhead to the new Beeslack School (DDCC)

3.5 Local Transport Strategy Priorities for Change

3.5.1  The Priorities for Change within the Draft LTS were:

Closing missing links and extending
the reach of our active travel network

Improved cross city bypass active travel
options

Improved access to public transport for

our residents

A step change in bus priority on key
north south corridors

Improved east-west bus connectivity

Figure 3-13: LTS 10 Priorities for Change

3.5.2 Intotal, 50% (n=124) stated that they wanted to comment on the Priorities for Change and
50% (n=124) said they did not wish to comment.

More effective park and ride / journey
hub / interchange options

Working with regional partners to
develop new mass transit options for
travel to Edinburgh

A bus ready network to support new
developments and growth

New developments which are better
connected by active travel and public
transport

Improved management of traffic and

parking

3.5.1  The figure below shows the extent to which respondents who indicated they wanted to

comment agreed or disagreed with each Policy.

37



Public Consultation Report @ Stantec
Midlothian Local Transport Strategy

3.5.2

3.5.3

3.54
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Figure 3-14: To what extent do you agree or disagree with the LTS Priorities for Change? (n=124)

A higher proportion of respondents agreed with each of the Priorities for Change than
disagreed in each case with a net agreement’ ranging from between 43 and 71
percentage points.

Priority 3 received the highest level of agreement (84%, n = 103 strongly agreeing or
agreeing). Priority 4 and 10 received the lowest levels of agreement (58%, n=71 respectively)
but in both cases, the proportion agreeing was larger than the proportion who disagreed (15%,
n=18 and 21%, n=25 respectively).

57 respondents provided an open text response on the Priorities. Comments included:
General:

m  “These priorities are well aligned with the SEStran Regional Transport Strategy and
support safer and more sustainable travel” (SEStran)

= “We have already had backward steps of less buses and no direct service to Edinburgh
... I sincerely hope that this vision becomes reality for those of us who have been let
down since Covid...” (1)

= Not data focused to capture real needed priorities (1)

®  “Ten is too many priorities. It is likely that it will take many years to realise most of these.
We need rapid action to deliver one or two of the key priorities” (1)

= Need to set out a long-term plan is essential (1)
Development:

= Need to provide connections to existing development as well as new developments (4)

4 Net agreement is the total percentage of respondent who selected strongly agree or agree, minus the total
percentage of respondents who selected either strongly disagree or disagree. Those who selected ‘Neutral’ are
not included in the calculation.
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“Services need to be in place or at least agreed prior to new housing site being given
planning permission. If a proposed building site is not serviced and not proposed to be
served by public transport it should not be included in the local plan” (1)

“It is concerning that Midlothian will be building so much more housing. If new residents
work, they will add to the already manic commuter experience. | would use the train to
commute from Penicuik if there was one” (1)

Active travel:

Improved active travel links / public transport would get more cars off the road and
encourage healthier lifestyles, both mental and physical (1)

Please focus on connecting active travel links to all bordering local authorities and making
use of disused public rail paths where possible (1)

Prioritise the buses and walking routes to get between stops. Shared use paths to an
extent but not to the detriment of existing users (1)

Active travel improvements along the A702 into Edinburgh are long overdue (!)

Bus:

“If you want to encourage people to leave their cars at home then priority must be on
improving public transport (reliability, frequency, affordability, links to other areas).
Investing in cycle lanes is a waste of money as it's not a sustainable way of travelling for
the vast majority of residents. The weather in this country is too bad/unpredictable to
encourage people to cycle all year round and, depending on where you are going, for
many cycling is not a suitable means of transportation” (1)

Need for bus services to areas outside of Midlothian and services which connect up
towns in Midlothian (1)

Need for evening bus services to / from Edinburgh (1)
Need for bus services in rural communities (1)

There needs to be better bus connections between Midlothian towns and villages. This
would help social isolation (1)

Improving the network is fine but you have dropped speeds in areas meaning more time
spent on public transport (1)

No point adding new east west connections when the main routes currently into
Edinburgh are poorly served (1)

Those with NEC travel cards don't benefit if buses just take them to the trains (1)

No point in having park and rides if the bus service to them is poor (1)

Bus connections needed in certain areas:

Need for bus services to / from Cousland (2)
Need to bus services to / from Pathhead (2)

Need for services to / From Penicuik (1)
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= Need for Rosewell to Edinburgh connection (11), Return back through the village to allow
passengers to visit the graveyard — this would reduce noise from buses on Carnethie
Street (1)

= Need more buses between Bonnyrigg and Edinburgh (1)

®  Roslin has more than tripled in size - improved transport connections into town are
required (1)

= Need for connections to Hillend (1)
= Need for connection between Dalkeith / Bonnyrigg and Loanhead (1)

= There are no trains or trams servicing Penicuik, Bilston, Rosewell, Roslin etc which
means people must rely on buses or cars (1)

Train:

= Borders Railway requires more investment since Sheriffhall improvements may not
happen. There should be more frequent trains and better transport links at train stations
along route (1)

= Shawfair Station has no connecting bus services (1)

Park and Ride:

= Park and Ride in poor location (1)

Road:

»  “Improving Sheriffhall should be the main priority, alongside A720 upgrades, A7 widening,
better links between Dalkeith to Penicuik etc” (1)

= Driving essential for those with disabilities — priority needed for accessible parking (1)

= Remove 20mph restrictions on main road corridors (1)

®  “Penalising drivers through parking charges in towns and cities, when it’s the local
authority who has built new homes in rural areas with no amenities or facilities, is unfair”
(1)

u “Instead of trying to ban cars, make roads wider for more lanes, build an
underpass/overpass at Straiton and Sheriffhall Roundabouts. Put an EV charger in every
lighting column. When building new homes enforce developers to provide each home with
an EV charger.” (1)

= Car transport needs to be integrated into the overall plan (1)

Public transport fares:

= Driving habits will only change if there are incentives i.e., discounted fares or free travel

)
Mass transit:

= Very few buses to the Royal Infirmary from Midlothian — is there potential for a tramline
from Dalkeith to the Royal Infirmary (1)

40



Public Consultation Report @ Stantec
Midlothian Local Transport Strategy

3.6 Strategic Environmental Assessment

3.6.1 Inline with statutory requirements, the three statutory SEA consultees were consulted through
the SEA Gateway. A summary of the comments received is provided below:

= Historic Environment Scotland — Noted “we have no comments to make on the Strategy
itself” and “we are broadly content to agree with the findings of the Environmental Report
in relation to the historic environment”

= Nature Scot — No comments

= SEPA — No comments

3.6.2 No specific comments on the SEA were received via the public consultation.

3.7 Integrated Impact Assessment

3.7.1  No specific comments on the IIA were received via the public consultation.
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Appendix A Demographic Profile of Survey
Sample
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A.1 Overview

A.1.1 This section provides a summary of the demographic profile of the survey sample

A.2 Sex

60% 54%
50%
40% 36%
30%
20%
1%
0%
Female Male Prefer not to say
Figure A. 1: What is your sex? (n=245)
A.3 Age Group
£070
25%
18%
15% ’ 6%  159%16% 7%
11% 13% 1%
8%
o
- L]
16-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65-74 75 and over

W Survey Responses M 2024 Population

Figure A. 2: Which age group do you belong to? (n=222)

A.4 Employment Status

Employed - full time I 49%
Employed - part time I 15%
Self-employed - full time Il 3%
Retired I 20%
Long term sick B 1%
Student HE 2%
Prefer not to say I 11%

Figure A. 3: What is your employment status? (n=246)
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A.5 Annual Income

Less than £20,000 IEEEEEGEG—— /%
£20,00-£29,999 NN (%
£30,000-£39,999 I 3%
£40,000-£49,999 I 11%
£50,000-£74,999 I 9%
£75,000-£99,999 I 9%
£100,000 or more NN 10%
Prefer not to say I 20 %

Figure A. 4: Which of the following best describes the annual income of your household before tax? (n=247)

A.6 Physical or mental health condition

70%

60%
60%
50%
40%
30% 27%
(1]
20% 13%
0%
Yes No Prefer not to say

Figure A. 5: Do you have a physical or mental health condition or illness lasting or expected to last 12 months or more? (n=246)

60% 54%
50%

40%

o,
30% 229,
18%
20%
0% ]
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Figure A. 6: Does your condition or illness/do any of your conditions or illnesses reduce your ability to carry-out day-to-day
activities? (n=220)
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