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1. Introduction 
  

This report summarises the engagement that has been undertaken in relation to the 

proposed concept design for the ‘Craigmillar Niddrie Connections’ project.  

The project aims to revitalise the Craigmillar and Niddrie area by creating better 

spaces for high-quality, safe walking, wheeling, and cycling routes as well as 

improved bus priority, alongside more attractive places to spend time. 

Through this we are looking to provide better connections to surrounding areas, 

local schools and the Fort Kinnaird shopping centre.  

 

Information about the project scope is included in Appendix A of this report. 

Visualisations of the proposals can be found in Appendix B. 

 

The changes proposed as part of the Craigmillar Niddrie Connections project are in 

line with the City Mobility Plan, Our Future Streets and follow the 20 Minute 

Neighbourhood strategy 

The three core themes of the City Mobility Plan - People, Place and Movement – 

helped to inform the detailed Project Objectives which you can find in Appendix C. 

 

This report summarises the findings of the engagement on the concept design 

proposal, undertaken between 16th April and 8th July 2026. 

 

The concept design proposals were informed by initial engagement from 2023 when 

the Council conducted a survey in Craigmillar and Niddrie to understand local 

needs, opportunities, and any barriers that limit people making more active, greener 

travel choices.  

 

The top three words to describe how the Niddrie Mains Road area feels were Busy, 

Traffic, and Congested.  

 

When asked about what could improve the experience of spending time on the High 

Street, most comments were about maintenance, safety, environment, and 

amenities, such as: 

• Better care and maintenance of public realm around shopfronts, more bins, 

and upgraded street furniture. 

• More greenery, benches, better pavement, and less traffic. 

• More police presence to deter antisocial behaviour. 

• More local shops, family friendly cafes, pubs, and better leisure facilities. 

For suggested improvements to make it easier to access the High Street by walking, 

wheeling, cycling or public transport most commented on road safety, maintenance, 

wider transport access, and sustainable travel. 

 

https://www.edinburgh.gov.uk/city-mobility-plan-1
https://www.edinburgh.gov.uk/futurestreets
https://www.edinburgh.gov.uk/downloads/file/33790/20-minute-neighbourhoods-strategy-august-2023
https://www.edinburgh.gov.uk/downloads/file/33790/20-minute-neighbourhoods-strategy-august-2023


 

The main barriers to movement identified in the area are: 

• poor quality of dropped kerbs, pavements, roads; 

• lack of provision for cyclists and safe junctions; 

• cars parked everywhere; and 

• frequent vehicle speeding and traffic jams. 

2. Communication and Engagement methods 

Information about how the concept design engagement was communicated and the 

different methods that were used to gather views are set out below.  

See Appendix D for Engagement materials. 

2.1 Communication 

  

Phase Details 

Pre-launch engagement • Proposals were shared with the Community 
Advisory Group (CAG) - see 2.3 

Engagement period • The public engagement was launched on the 
16th of April 2026 with social media postings 
and press release. 

• Email notifications were issued to all 
stakeholders and those on the project mailing 
list at the start of the engagement period. 

• Information was shared on CEC Facebook, 
Bluesky and Nextdoor throughout engagement 
period. 

• 6500 leaflets were distributed door-to-door to 
residents and building occupiers in the entire 
project area (Prestonfield Avenue to Fort 
Kinnaird). 

• 100 leaflets were hand-delivered to businesses 
in the project area  

• Lamp post wraps were placed at key locations 
along and just outside the project area. 

• A4 posters in 4 languages (English, Polish, 
Arabic and Turkish) were put up in local 
schools, community centres, library, medical 
centre and shops 

 

Table 1. Communication activities around the Concept Design survey 

 



 

2.2 Engagement  

 

Engagement Method Details 

Survey • An online survey was hosted on the Council’s 
Consultation Hub from 16 April until 8 July 
2026. 256 completed surveys were received 
through the project online survey over the 
engagement period. 

• Paper copies of the survey were available at 
the public events, in local schools and 
Craigmillar library and on request. 

• Written responses were received from various 
organisations. The comments have been 
included in the survey results. 

Public events • Public events were organised to encourage 
people to fill out the survey and to answer 
people’s questions 

• A combined on-street event and a drop-in event 
was held at Craigmillar Library on 11 May on at 
the White House on 27 May 2026. The events 
were well attended with over 100 guests  

• The proposals were also presented to Junior 
Road Safety Officers from Castle View Primary 
School.  

Business events • Local businesses were personally invited to the 
drop-in events, and some businesses allowed 
us to hang up posters.  

Stakeholder meetings • In-person and online meetings were held with 
major stakeholders 

• Meetings were also held with internal Council 
teams (see 2.6) 

Table 2. Engagement around the Concept Design survey 

 

 



 

2.3 Community Advisory Group (CAG) 

A Community Advisory Group consisting of major stakeholders was created during 

Stage 1 of the Craigmillar Niddrie Connections project (then called the Niddrie Mains 

Road and Highstreet project). The purpose of the group is to inform the project team 

of relevant local considerations and provide feedback on plans for engagement.  

 

Membership of the group includes:  

• Local Councillors 

• Local schools 

• Police representatives 

• Organisations such as Craigmillar Alliance Trust, Thistle Foundation, 

Connecting Craigmillar, Craigmillar Literacy Trust, Sandys Community 

Centre, The Venchie, Jack Kane Community Centre, Craigmillar Now, Porty 

Community Energy, A Place in Childhood 

• Edinburgh Access Panel 

• Living Streets  

• Spokes 

 

The CAG met online in 2 groups before the official start of the engagement period 

on 20 and 25 March 2026.  

 

The group will continue to inform the project as it progresses and will be key in the 

development of the upcoming stages of the project.  

 

2.4 Local Councillors 

As well as being invited to the CAG, the four local councillors have been invited to 

engage with the project throughout its development stages.  

 

2.5 Emergency Services 

Emergency Services have been informed of the proposals as they have developed, 

and engagement with them will continue as the project progresses.   

 

 



 

2.6 Internal Council teams 

The emerging concept design proposals were informed by discussions with the 

following internal Council teams:  

• Active Travel 

• Road Safety 

• Public Transport  

• Network Management and Traffic Signals 

• Park and Greenspaces 

• Structures and Flooding 

• Women’s Safety 

• Street Lighting 

• Roads Operations 

 

Feedback received has been collated and will inform the next stage of the design 



 

3. Engagement findings – Organisation Responses 

The following section summarises the feedback that was received to the concept 

design from various organisations - in alphabetical order. The feedback was 

received through the online survey, via a written submission or in meetings.  

 

The feedback will be used to inform the next stage of the design process. 

 

3.1 Edinburgh Access Panel 

The Edinburgh Access Panel commented that they are generally happy with 

the proposed design. They request to minimise the loss of blue badge 

parking opportunities.  

They would like to see a level change between the footway and the cycle 

lane, and request that there will be sufficient space at bus stop bypasses for 

queuing and alighting passengers. 

The Access Panel has concern about traffic that queues from busy side road 

exits will block the continuous footway and cycle lane.   

 

3.2 Living Streets Edinburgh Group 

Living Streets feel that the project is mainly an Active Travel project and that 

there is too little emphasis on improving the ‘Place’ aspect of the area. 

They accept that some areas currently have very wide footways and that 

some of these are changed into cycle lanes and bus lanes. They would 

however like to see a minimum footway width of 3m. 

Living Streets generally welcome the improvements of junctions and 

Cairntows Park, they have concerns regarding the merger of some of the bus 

stops and the use of bus stop bypasses and suggest to enhance some of 

Niddrie Mains Road’s pedestrian crossings and to extend the 20mph speed 

limit to Fort Kinnaird.  

Living Streets also comments that it would prefer to see more, smaller 

projects that improve pedestrian spaces rather than bigger projects like this 

one. 

 

3.3 Lothian Buses 

Lothian Buses has provided comments to the project’s Concept Design. They have 

given input regarding the location of bus lanes as well as bus stop locations: 

requests for new stops, and to merge or to move stops.  

 



 

3.4 RNIB 

The RNIB recognises the intention to create better spaces for high-quality, safe 

walking, wheeling, and cycling routes. However, they state that some of the designs 

presented in the plans could create challenges for blind and partially sighted people 

in terms of getting around. These include:  

1. Continuous footways 

2. Access to bus stops which intersect with cycle-lanes 

3. Signal controlled pedestrian crossings 

 

3.3.1 Continuous footways 

The RNIB is particularly concerned about the continuous footway across 

Craigmillar Castle Gardens (onto Peffermill Road), since this is considered a 

busy road. They further state that there is currently a lack of consistency 

around tactile paving at continuous footways, which makes it harder for blind 

and partially sighted people to get around. They therefore urge against the 

use of continuous footways, until they can be made safe for blind and partially 

sighted people to use. 

 

3.3.2 Access to bus stops 

The RNIB is concerned about the creation of bus stop bypasses which 

feature dual cycle-lanes, stating Transport Scotland, Cycling by Design 

(2026) guidance, which says: “two-way cycle tracks can cause difficulties 

where kerbside activity is high, such as at bus stops, parking and loading 

areas.”. Given the high numbers of pedestrians in this area, the RNIB has 

concerns about the use of bus stop bypasses featuring bi-directional cycle-

lanes on the north side of the road. Further comments are made regarding 

the width of the island and situations where the island is combined with a 

signalised crossing (see also 3.3.3).  

 

3.3.3 Signal controlled pedestrian crossings 

The RNIB wondered if the signals of the signalised crossings at bus stop 

bypasses are installed on the pavement or on the bus stop island. The 

Council confirmed that the signals are located on the pavement. This means 

that. in this situation, the cycle lane is part of the signalised crossing.   

In conclusion, the RNIB stated: 

“We would urge the local authority to revise its approach to installing bus stop 

bypasses and continuous footways mentioned in the consultation response.”    



 

The Council would like to note that the design team follows the Edinburgh 

Street Design Guidance and best practice guidance, such as Cycling by 

Design, when designing continuous footways, bus stop bypasses and 

pedestrian crossings.  

 

A trial is being carried out regarding tactile paving at continuous footways, 

and the design team will follow the recommendations resulting from the trial. 

 

4. Engagement findings – Local Business Responses 

100 Leaflets were hand-delivered to businesses in the project area advising them of 

the concept design engagement. From the responses received to the engagement, 

none appeared to be from, or on behalf of a business.  

5. Engagement findings - Individual Responses 

There was a total of 256 responses to the survey which was live from the 16th of 

April to the 8th of July 2026. The following section considers the responses to the 

survey. 

The original questionnaire can be found in Appendix E 

 



 

6. Craigmillar Niddrie Connections Consultation 
 

Web page: https://consultationhub.edinburgh.gov.uk/sfc/craigmillar-niddrie-connections  

The activity ran from 16/04/2026 to 08/07/2026 

Responses to this survey: 256  

1: What is your name? 

There were 248 responses to this part of the question. 

 

 

2: What is your postcode? 

There were 256 responses to this part of the question. 

 

The image below shows the locations of the people who filled in the questionnaire. 

Around 65% of the responses came from the project area (EH16), another 18% came from 

just outside the project area (EH15 and EH17). 

 
 

 

 

https://consultationhub.edinburgh.gov.uk/sfc/craigmillar-niddrie-connections


 

3: Are you responding on behalf of an organisation? 

There were 256 responses to this part of the question. 

 

 

Option Total Percent 

No 251 98.05% 

Yes (please state below) 5 1.95% 

Not Answered 0 0.00% 

Graph/ Table 1: Organisation 

 

Organisations: 

Carr Gomm 

Edinburgh Bus Users Group 

Living Streets 

RNIB 

Spokes Lothian Planning Group 

 

We separately received a written response from the Edinburgh Access Panel, Living Streets 

and the RNIB (see chapter 3) 
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4: What are the main reasons you usually visit the project area? (Select all that apply) 

There were 254 responses to this part of the question. 

 

Option Total Percent 

I live there 179 70.47% 

Work 36 14.17% 

School 17 6.69% 

Shops, cafés or restaurants 98 38.58% 

Park or play area 38 14.96% 

I only pass through the area 47 18.50% 

Visiting friends or family 37 14.57% 

Other (please specify in box below) 16 6.30% 

Not Answered 0 0.00% 

Graph/ Table 2: Main reason to visit the area 
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Other reasons 

Other reasons for visiting that were mentioned are: 

- Visiting the: 

- Library 

- Medical Centre 

- Nursery 

- Jack Kane Centre 

- Fort Kinnaird 

- It’s a main transport corridor/ interchange for residents of the wider area 

 

 

5: How do you usually travel around Craigmillar and Niddrie? 

There were 254 responses to this part of the question. 
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Option Total Percent 

I occasionally walk or wheel 59 23.23% 

I regularly walk or wheel 105 41.34% 

I occasionally cycle 33 12.99% 

I regularly cycle 53 20.87% 

I occasionally use public transport 82 32.28% 

I regularly use public transport 77 30.31% 

I occasionally use a Taxi/ Private Hire Vehicle 28 11.02% 

I regularly use a Taxi/ Private Hire Vehicle 6 2.36% 

I occasionally drive 51 20.08% 

I regularly drive 122 48.03% 

Not applicable 2 0.79% 

Not Answered 0 0.00% 

Graph/ Table 3: Travel through the area 

 

 

6: To what extent do you support the proposals for Peffermill Road? 

There were 251 responses to this part of the question. 
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Option Total Percent 

Strongly support 109 42.91% 

Support 51 20.08% 

Neither support nor oppose 16 6.30% 

Oppose 21 8.27% 

Strongly oppose 54 21.26% 

Not Answered 3 1.18% 

Graph/ Table 4: Support and opposition for the Peffermill Road proposals  

 

Total support:     160 (63.0%) 

Total opposition:       75 (29.5%) 

Neither support nor oppose/ not answered:   19   (7.5%) 

 

 

7: Please could you explain your choice, giving brief details on what you agree or disagree 

with? 

 

There were 206 responses to this part of the question. 

Below you find a summary of the points that were mentioned most. 

 

Reasons to support the proposals. 

Respondents support the proposals because they feel that the proposals: 

• will help deal with the busy traffic in this area in a safe and sustainable way 

• will support safe cycling, also for children and young people 

• will reduce cycling on the pavement 

• will be good for pedestrians and wheelchair users 

• will reduce bus journey times 

• will support people’s health and the environment 

• provide a safe alternative for the NCN1 cycle route when it is dark 

 

Reasons to oppose the proposals 

Respondents oppose or question the proposals because they feel that the proposals: 

• will take away road space on a busy traffic corridor. Some people would rather see 

more vehicle lanes  

• create cycle lanes that are not required, and/ or will not be used 

• don’t leave enough room for emergency services 

• reduce the number of parking spaces, especially at the east end of Peffermill Road  

• are not suitable for people with visual impairments (especially bus stop bypasses and 

continuous footways) 

 

 



 

Further comments and suggestions 

• there should be a better access to/ exit from the cycle lane at the west. 

• the project should extend to Cameron Toll roundabout 

• improve the link through King’s Haugh 

• there should be a safe route to Holyrood Highschool 

• having uni-directional cycle lanes instead of a bi-directional cycle lane would be better 

• make sure the cycle lanes will not be used to speed on e-bikes 

• bus stop bypasses should be well-designed 

• include signage to nearby paths 

 

 

8: To what extent do you support the proposals for Cairntows Park?  

There were 249 responses to this part of the question. 

 

Option Total Percent 

Strongly support 117 46.06% 

Support 57 22.44% 

Neither support nor oppose 44 17.32% 

Oppose 6 2.36% 

Strongly oppose 25 9.84% 

Not Answered 5 1.97% 

Graph/ Table 5: Support and opposition for the Cairntows Park proposals  

 

Total support:     174 (68.5%) 

Total opposition:       31 (12.2%) 

Neither support nor oppose/ not answered:   49 (19.3%) 
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9: Please could you explain your choice, giving brief details on what you agree or disagree 

with? 

There were 154 responses to this part of the question. 

 

Reasons to support the proposals 

Respondents support the proposals because they feel that the proposals: 

• will make the park more attractive for the community 

• will improve access to the park and thus contribute to people’s wellbeing 

• will provide a good alternative for walking, wheeling or cycling along the busy 

Duddingston Road West 

• will mean an improvement for the area (play park, seating, new planting etc.)  

 

Reasons to oppose the proposals 

Respondents oppose or question the proposals because they feel that the proposals: 

• will impact the football pitches 

• will attract vandalism 

• will result conflicts between walkers and cyclists on the new paths  

• Weekend parking will be required for the football pitches 

 

Further comments and suggestions 

• prevent or minimise tree loss when creating a new entrance to the park 

• opportunity to create a community garden 

• paths will need good lighting, install CCTV 

• good maintenance will be crucial 

• continue the path to the NCN1 

 

 

10: Would you have any other suggestions to improve Cairntows Park? 

There were 95 responses to this part of the question. 

Suggestions that were mentioned are: 

• create a play park that is accessible for all 

• install outdoor fitness equipment and table tennis tables 

• include seating, (picnic) tables and litter bins 

• allow space for a local market or community festival 

• provide a café and toilets 

 

 



 

11: To what extent do you support the west end of Niddrie Mains Road? 

There were 247 responses to this part of the question. 

 

Option Total Percent 

Strongly support 119 46.85% 

Support 37 14.57% 

Neither support nor oppose 17 6.69% 

Oppose 22 8.66% 

Strongly oppose 52 20.47% 

Not Answered 7 2.76% 

Graph/ Table 6: Support and opposition for the proposals for Niddrie Mains Road west  

 

Total support:     156 (61.4%) 

Total opposition:       74 (29.1%) 

Neither support nor oppose/ not answered:   24   (9.5%) 
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12: Please could you explain your choice, giving brief details on what you agree or disagree 

with? 

There were 197 responses to this part of the question. 

Reasons to support the proposals 

Respondents support the proposals because they feel that the proposals: 

• will keep cyclists safe on this busy road 

• will support cycling to school, shops and other local destinations, reducing the need to 

use the car when travelling short distances 

• will reduce pavement cycling, as well as cyclists slowing down the traffic 

• will improve pedestrian safety (especially the continuous footways and zebra crossings) 

• which merge bus stops that are close together will improve bus journey times 

• will provide a safe alternative for the innocent railway path at night 

• will improve the area with more greenspace 

 

Reasons to oppose the proposals 

Respondents oppose or question the proposals because they feel that the proposals: 

• will lead to more congestion  

• doesn’t leave enough room for emergency services 

 

Further comments and suggestions 

• some people fear the impact of the roadworks that will be required, good phasing and 

programming will be crucial 

• can the bus lane continue further into the town centre? 

• improve crossing opportunities around Wauchope Avenue 

• make sure there are enough disabled bays 

• The bus stop outside the Highschool can be very busy, create a bus layby at this 

location  

 

 

13: Would you have any other suggestions to improve the west end of Niddrie Mains Road? 

There were 111 responses to this part of the question. 

Suggestions that were mentioned are: 

• take action to develop the grounds at the west end of Niddrie Mains Road 

• improve the path opposite the White House 

• restrict the time people can park near the shops 

• restrict rat run past Castleview Primary School 

• install bollards to prevent parking on the cycle lane and the pavement 

 

 



 

14: To what extent do you support the proposals for Niddrie Mains Road east? 

There were 249 responses to this part of the question. 

 

Option Total Percent 

Strongly support 111 43.70% 

Support 45 17.72% 

Neither support nor oppose 24 9.45% 

Oppose 20 7.87% 

Strongly oppose 49 19.29% 

Not Answered 5 1.97% 

Graph/ Table 6: Support and opposition for the proposals for Niddrie Mains Road east  

 

Total support:     156 (61.4%) 

Total opposition:       74 (29.1%) 

Neither support nor oppose/ not answered:   24   (9.5%) 
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15: Please could you explain your choice, giving brief details on what you agree or disagree 

with? 

There were 164 responses to this part of the question. 

Reasons to support the proposals 

Respondents support the proposals because they feel that the proposals: 

• will keep cyclists safe and promote cycling 

• will improve the Greendykes junction for everyone 

• of the bus lanes will improve bus journey times 

• which merge bus stops that are close together will improve bus journey times 

 

Reasons to oppose the proposals 

Respondents oppose or question the proposals because they feel that the proposals: 

• will lead to more congestion, especially the reduction of lanes at the Wisp junction  

• remove bus stops which should be kept 

 

Further comments and suggestions 

• Respondents would like to see right turn filters for traffic coming from the Wisp and from 

Duddingston Park South, and smarter traffic signals that respond to traffic, cycle and 

pedestrian levels 

• Continuous footways on more side roads 

• Bus lane cameras and double yellow lines to enforce proper use of the bus lanes 

• Move the eastbound Hay Drive stop to the main road 

• Improve the path to the Jack Kane Centre 

• Keep the Hay Avenue stops at their original locations – nearer the side roads 

• Reduce the speed limit from 30 to 20mph 

 

 



 

16: To what extent do you support the proposals for Newcraighall Road west? 

There were 249 responses to this part of the question. 

 

Option Total Percent 

Strongly support 103 40.55% 

Support 45 17.72% 

Neither support nor oppose 38 14.96% 

Oppose 17 6.69% 

Strongly oppose 46 18.11% 

Not Answered 5 1.97% 

Graph/ Table 7: Support and opposition for the proposals for Newcraighall Road west  

 

Total support:     148 (58.3%) 

Total opposition:       63 (24.8%) 

Neither support nor oppose/ not answered:   43 (16.9%) 
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17: Please could you explain your choice, giving brief details on what you agree or disagree 

with? 

There were 147 responses to this part of the question. 

Reasons to support the proposals 

Respondents support the proposals because they feel that the proposals: 

• will keep cyclists safe and promote cycling 

• will improve pedestrian safety (especially the continuous footways and zebra crossings) 

• of the bus lane will help consistency of bus journey times 

• of additional cycle parking at Fort Kinnaird are a good idea 

 

Reasons to oppose the proposals 

Respondents oppose or question the proposals because they feel that the proposals: 

• will lead to more congestion, especially the reduction of lanes at the Wisp junction  

• create cycle lanes that are not required, and/ or will not be used 

 

Further comments and suggestions 

• The exit and entry to the cycle lane should be improved 

• Can the cycle lane continue to or even beyond the roundabout? 

• Provide pedestrian crossings, ideally combined with a cycle crossing, at the roundabout 

• There should be a proper link to the path that leads to ASDA 

• More side roads along this stretch should have continuous footways 

• Please install cycle parking at more locations of Fort Kinnaird 

• Reduce the speed limit from 30 to 20mph 

 

 



 

18: To what extent do you support the proposals for Greendykes Road? 

There were 246 responses to this part of the question. 

 

Option Total Percent 

Strongly support 103 40.55% 

Support 41 16.14% 

Neither support nor oppose 46 18.11% 

Oppose 16 6.30% 

Strongly oppose 40 15.75% 

Not Answered 8 3.15% 

Graph/ Table 8: Support and opposition for the proposals for Greendykes Road  

 

Total support:     144 (56.7%) 

Total opposition:       56 (22.0%) 

Neither support nor oppose/ not answered:   54 (21.3%) 
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19: Please could you explain your choice, giving brief details on what you agree or disagree 

with? 

There were 133 responses to this part of the question. 

Reasons to support the proposals 

Respondents support the proposals because they feel that the proposals: 

• will encourage children to cycle to school 

• will provide a better cycle route to and from the Royal Infirmary 

• to provide a northbound St Teresa Church bus stop will be very useful  

 

Reasons to oppose the proposals 

Respondents oppose or question the proposals because they feel that the proposals: 

• create cycle lanes that are not required, and/ or will not be used 

• will create a new bus stop close to an existing bus stop (please note that the new stop 

will serve right-turning buses only) 

Further comments and suggestions 

• The bi-directional cycle path along Greendykes Road should run all the way to Niddrie 

Mains Road 

• The side roads should have continuous footways or raised tables 

• Litter is an issue in this area, please install more litter bins 

• Can more trees be planted along this route? 

 

 



 

20: To what extent do you support the proposals for the road outside Castleview Primary 

School? 

There were 242 responses to this part of the question. 

 

Option Total Percent 

Strongly support 107 42.13% 

Support 46 18.11% 

Neither support nor oppose 51 20.08% 

Oppose 5 1.97% 

Strongly oppose 33 12.99% 

Not Answered 12 4.72% 

Graph/ Table 9: Support and opposition for the proposals for the road outside Castleview Primary School 

Total support:     153 (60.2%) 

Total opposition:       38 (15.0%) 

Neither support nor oppose/ not answered:   63 (24.8%) 
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21: Please could you explain your choice, giving brief details on what you agree or disagree 

with? 

There were 114 responses to this part of the question. 

Reasons to support the proposals 

Respondents support the proposals because they feel that the proposals: 

• will create a safer street outside the school 

• will encourage children to walk and cycle to school 

• will reduce rat running 

 

Reasons to oppose the proposals 

Respondents oppose or question the proposals because they feel that the proposals: 

• will hinder their route choice 

 

Further comments and suggestions 

• If the school street is not enforced, it may not work as intended 

• A modal filter at the junction of Craigmillar Castle Avenue and Craigmillar Castle Loan 

may be a better option  

• Make sure the school street does not impact disabled people nor the Community 

Centre 

• Apply double yellow lines on street corners to improve sight lines 

• Please install a pedestrian crossing across Craigmillar Castle Road at Craigmillar 

Castle Avenue to improve travel to and from school and to the park 

• Combine the changes with behaviour change work at the school 

 

 



 

22: Would the proposed changes make it more or less likely that you or your family would 

walk, wheel or cycle to the local schools, shops, parks and other destinations? 

There were 253 responses to this part of the question. 

 

Option Total Percent 

More likely 135 53.15% 

Less likely 40 15.75% 

No change 68 26.77% 

Not Applicable 10 3.94% 

Not Answered 1 0.39% 

Graph/ Table 10: Walk, wheel or cycle more or less to the local schools, shops, parks and other destinations 

 

 
Graph 11: Walk, wheel or cycle: more or less – by age 
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23: Would the proposed changes make it more or less likely that you or your family would 

use public transport? 

There were 253 responses to this part of the question. 

 

Option Total Percent 

More likely 98 38.58% 

Less likely 44 17.32% 

No change 103 40.55% 

Not applicable 8 3.15% 

Not Answered 1 0.39% 

Graph/ Table 12: Use public transport: more or less following the proposals 

 

 
Graph/ Table 13: Use public transport more or less – by age 
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24: Is there anything else you would like to tell us about the design proposals? 

There were 131 responses to this part of the question. 

Suggestions and comments that were raised multiple times are: 

• Bus lane cameras and double yellow lines along the corridor are required to enforce 

restrictions and make the bus lanes work. 

• Make sure there are enough benches along the length of the route to support people 

walking 

• More cycle parking will be required near the shops and parks 

• Prevent cars from parking in the cycle lane or on the pavement 

• Try to minimise disruption during construction. NMR and Greendykes Road cannot be 

worked on at the same time 

• Try to include as many green spaces as possible, it will make the area feel more lively 

and pleasant 

• Improve the pavements and the road surface where possible 

 

 

25: What age group do you belong to? 

There were 254 responses to this part of the question. 
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Option Total Percent 

under 16 0 0.00% 

16-25 19 7.48% 

26-34 50 19.69% 

35-44 88 34.65% 

45-54 43 16.93% 

55-64 28 11.02% 

65-74 13 5.12% 

75 or over 5 1.97% 

prefer not to say 8 3.15% 

Not Answered 0 0.00% 

Graph/ Table 12: Age group 

 

 

26: What is your sex? 

There were 254 responses to this part of the question. 

 

Option Total Percent 

Female 109 42.91% 

Male 132 51.97% 

Prefer not to say 13 5.12% 

Not Answered 0 0.00% 

Graph/ Table 13: Sex 
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27: Do you have any physical or mental health conditions or illnesses lasting or expected to 

last 12 months or more? 

There were 253 responses to this part of the question. 

 

Option Total Percent 

Yes 61 24.02% 

No 164 64.57% 

Prefer not to say 28 11.02% 

Not Answered 1 0.39% 

Graph/ Table 14: Long term health condition 

 

 

Question 22 (Would the proposed changes make it more or less likely that you or your 

family would walk, wheel or cycle to the local schools, shops, parks and other destinations?) 

was answered as followed by the 61 people who indicated that they have a health condition: 

 

More likely: 30 

No change: 16 

Less likely: 13 

Not applicable:  2 

 

 

Question 23 (Would the proposed changes make it more or less likely that you or your 

family would use public transport?) 

was answered as followed by the 61 people who indicated that they have a health condition: 

 

More likely: 21 

No change: 22 

Less likely: 16 

Not applicable:  2 
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28: If answer 'Yes', do any of these conditions or illnesses affect you in any of the following 

areas? 

There were 62 responses to this part of the question. 

 

Option Total Percent 

Vision (for example blindness or partial sight) 6 2.36% 

Hearing (for example deafness or partial hearing) 8 3.15% 

Mobility (for example walking short distances or 25 9.84% 

climbing stairs) 6 2.36% 

Dexterity (for example lifting or carrying objects, using a 
keyboard) 

8 3.15% 

Learning or understanding or concentrating 4 1.57% 

Memory 5 1.97% 

Mental health 28 11.02% 

Stamina or breathing or fatigue 14 5.51% 

Socially or behaviourally (for example associated with 
autism spectrum disorder (ASD) which includes 
Asperger's, or attention deficit hyperactivity disorder 
(ADHD)) 

14 5.51% 

Other: 10 3.94% 

Not Answered 192 75.59% 

Graph/ Table 15: Areas affected by health condition 

 

0 50 100 150 200 250

Not Answered

Other:

Socially or behaviourally (for example a…

Stamina or breathing or fatigue

Mental health

Memory

Learning or understanding or…

Dexterity (for example lifting or carryi…

climbing stairs)

Mobility (for example walking short…

Hearing (for example deafness or…

Vision (for example blindness or partial…



 

29: Does your condition or illness/do any of your conditions or illnesses reduce your ability 

to carry-out day-to-day activities? 

There were 136 responses to this part of the question. 

 

Option Total Percent 

Yes, a lot 19 7.48% 

Yes, a little 28 11.02% 

Not at all 65 25.59% 

Prefer not to say 24 9.45% 

Not Answered 118 46.46% 

Graph/ Table 16: Health condition reduces ability to carry out day-to-day activities 
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30: Would you like to be kept up to date on this project? 
There were 225 responses to this part of the question. 

 

Option Total Percent 

Yes (please provide your email address below) 152 59.84% 

No 73 28.74% 

Not Answered 29 11.42% 

Graph/ Table 17: Keep up-to-date on the project 
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31: To what extent do you agree or disagree with the following statements about this 

engagement exercise? 

 

- I was given all the information that I needed to have my say. 

There were 245 responses to this part of the question. 

 

Option Total Percent 

Strongly agree 96 37.80% 

Agree 93 36.61% 

Neither agree nor disagree 32 12.60% 

Disagree 9 3.54% 

Strongly disagree 9 3.54% 

Don't know 6 2.36% 

Not Answered 9 3.54% 

Graph/ Table 18: I was given all the information that I needed to have my say 
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- This engagement exercise was clear and easy to understand. 

There were 242 responses to this part of the question. 

 

Option Total Percent 

Strongly agree 85 33.46% 

Agree 99 38.98% 

Neither agree nor disagree 33 12.99% 

Disagree 14 5.51% 

Strongly disagree 9 3.54% 

Don't know 2 0.79% 

Not Answered 12 4.72% 

Graph/ Table 19: This engagement exercise was clear and easy to understand 
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- I was given the opportunity to have my say. 

There were 246 responses to this part of the question. 

 

Option Total Percent 

Strongly agree 109 42.91% 

Agree 93 36.61% 

Neither agree nor disagree 26 10.24% 

Disagree 7 2.76% 

Strongly disagree 10 3.94% 

Don't know 1 0.39% 

Not Answered 8 3.15% 

Graph/ Table 20: I was given the opportunity to have my say 
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Appendix A - Proposals 
 

This appendix presents the Concept Design proposals for Craigmillar Niddrie Connections 

that were presented to the public during this stage of engagement. These proposals are at 

the ‘Concept Design’ stage and therefore may change in response to this engagement and 

to factors influencing design in the following stages.  

A1 Scope  

Figure A1 shows the Craigmillar Niddrie Connections project area. It starts on Peffermill 

Road, just west of the junction with Prestonfield Avenue, continues along the full length of 

Niddrie Mains Road and the west end of Newcraighall Road, and ends at the west end of 

Fort Kinnaird. The scope includes the main junctions along the corridor, side road junctions 

and Cairntows Park.   

The eastern branch of Greendykes Road and the area outside Castleview Primary School 

are also included.  

 

 
 

 
Fig.A1 Map of the project area  

 

 



 

A2 Concept Design proposals   

 

The key features of the Concept Design are:   

 

• A protected, two-way cycle lane along the length of the corridor, with bus stop bypasses to 

improve cycle safety. 

 

• Bus lanes on approach to the main junctions, except in the Highstreet area, where we 

want to limit the width of the road to create a ‘street’ rather than a ‘road’ experience. 

 

• Continuous footways across side streets and pedestrian crossings on desire lines to  

support safe and comfortable walking and wheeling.  

 

• A Highstreet with attractive public realm, featuring more seating opportunities, 

greenspaces and street trees. 

 

• Improvements to Cairntows Park, making the park more attractive to a larger part of the 

community. 

 

The proposals are presented in the Consultation questionnaire (see Appendix E). 

You can view the full concept design drawing pack here.  

 

Visualisations of the proposals can be found in Appendix B. 

 

https://www.edinburgh.gov.uk/downloads/download/16262/craigmillar-niddrie-connections


 

Appendix B - Visualisations 
 

 

 
Fig.B1 Craigmillar Castle Road – Duddingston Road West junction – current and proposed 

 



 

 

 

 

 
Fig.B2 Niddrie Mains Road (west) at the White House – current and proposed 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Fig.B3 Niddrie Mains Road (west) at Craigmillar Library – current and proposed 

 



 

Appendix C - Project Objectives 
 

 

 

 



 

Appendix D - Engagement materials  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Fig.D1 A5 Flyer 

 



 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Fig.D2 A4 Poster in English, Turkish, Arabic and Polish 



 

 

Fig.D3 Lamp post wrap 

 



 

Appendix E - Questionnaire 
 

 

 



 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 



 

  

   You can find the drawings of the proposals for Peffermill Road on the next pages 

 



 



 



 



 

 

You can find the drawings of the proposals for Cairntows Park on the next page 



 

 



 

 

   You can find the drawings of the proposals for Niddrie Mains Road west on the next pages 

  

 



 



 

 



 

 

 



 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

   You can find the drawings of the proposals for Niddrie Mains Road east on the next pages 

 

 



 

   

 



 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 You can find the drawings of the proposals for Newcraighall Road west on the next page 



 

 



 

 

 You can find the drawings of the proposals for Greendykes Road on the next page 

 

 

 



 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 

 

Please submit this questionnaire in the relevant box at Craigmillar Library, Castlebrae 

Highschool or the White House. 

 

Thank you for your cooperation! 

The Craigmillar Niddrie Connections project team 
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