(Otago Lane Community Association’s comments on the orignial document by ‘Otago Friends Unite’ are in red following each of the pertinant points.  Please note, I have left all spelling, grammer and punctuation in exactly the form the author published the document).

Otago Street Development – the truth behind the lies!
A local group of commercial proprietors naming themselves ‘The Inter community Cross Party’  are, it would seem, a litle hot under the collar at the proposals to Otago Lane.

There are a number of factual errors to the first line of this document.  

Firstly, there is no group calling themselves ‘The Inter community Cross Party’.  Otago Lane Community Association (OLCA) invited a number of community councils, local interest groups, councillors and politicians to meet with us to discuss the proposed development. The subject line of the email we sent was ‘Inter-community cross-party meeting 24th September – topic “Otago St. Development” so I can see where the confusion may have come from, however, this was a meeting instigated by the OLCA.
Secondly, the OLCA is a community association, not a group of commercial proprietors.  Both the Chair and Secretary are in fact residents of Otago Lane (ie. we live in the mews).  Whilst the OLCA does represent the shops from a community perspective, we do not have anything to do with their commercial interests.

You are, however, 100% correct that we, OLCA, are ‘a litle hot under the collar at the proposals to Otago Lane’.
Why would a group of self-interested business people organise themselves to say they promote the interests of the local community?  (They haven’t) Have they truly decided that it is in everyone interests locally to band together to stop the abomination of the land? (OLCA is about the community in and around Otago Lane and how we can make it better, so assuming that you are in fact referring to us – yes we are!) Indeed this is what local community group ‘Otago Friends Unite’ asked, and this is what we discovered...

If Otago Friends Unite is a local community group, why are there no contact details for you on your communications for the community to be able to speak with you? And why has no-one in any of the local interest groups, community associations and community councils ever heard of you?
1. Rather than being supportive of a re-generation of the area – it looks good! (we strongly disagree, we think it looks terrible, however, this is purely subjective) (the building works will bring in approx 10million pounds of building work into the area that means jobs for local lads) (Not true.  Developers by their very nature are looking to generate money, this means the actual building work will go to tender meaning that any builder could get the job.  Whether they are local, national or overseas doesn’t matter, just that they provide the best value bid to the developer) local businesses want to keep things to themselves. (As I stated above, the OLCA does not represent the commercial interests of any businesses, however, I fail to understand your logic that anyone local is keeping ‘things to themselves’ in objecting to a development we do not agree with)
2. Rather than wanting to see an increase in the local amenities – that’ s a couple of new local shops to you and me. Commercial units are feeling a little threatened and seem to like the idea of keeping your money for themselves. Well who likes competition and realistic pricing of goods anyway! (The current shops are not exactly competing with a huge range of types of shops, there is a Russian Tea Shop, a second-hand bookshop, a second-hand record shop, a furniture restorer and a clock restorer, they are all fairly niche markets and, unless you know something about another high-end clock restorer muscling in in the area, I think your point is fairly weak)  Not the folk who by books from charities and then re-sell them to you and me for a profit. Disgusting. (I notice you mention that they are ‘buying’ books from charities.  This is one of the ways charities make their money! There isn’t a wholesale cash-and-carry for second-hand books, they can either buy them direct from you and me, in which case they have to wait for stock to walk through the door and the charities get nothing, or they can buy from the charities, providing money to the charity and a cheaper alternative to Amazon to the rest of us.  It’s not ‘disgusting’, it’s pre-eBay commerce..)
3. Oh yes and what about their caring sharing attitude about the local area, and not wishing to see an increase in to car usage, parking issues, congestion and overcrowding.  How considerate these commercial proprietors are to highlight these worries for local residents.  Oops, did they forget to mention that rather than increasing congestion the new plans decrease car usage.  Yes, that’ s right under Glasgow City Plan RES 4 the development is to be a ‘car free’ zone (Just because a development is built without a car park, doesn’t make it ‘car free’.  It simply means that the people who buy the flats who have a car will have to park in the already crowded local area) – for cyclist (if the development has 163 flats of up to 4-bedrooms who are all cyclists, why did the developer not provide any areas for bicycle storage for the 250-odd potential bikes that will be coming into the area?) and social housing: that’ s elderly people to you and me (The developers design and access statement does not mention social housing once in it’s entire 50 pages.  The only mention of social housing has been in a single line in the community consultation report where GOW Community, Hillhead Community Council and Woodlands and Park Community Council raised concerns over the original design sketches). 
Now why would such good hearted local business men and women mis-represent such information (As detailed above, they haven’t) to the good hearted local residents of the Area? I can’ t believe the only reason is because local businesses on Otago Lane, are a wee bit upset because their special reserved parking spot will be no more.(the reserved parking area is for the residents of Otago Lane and we are upset that we could potentially lose them, especially as this is protected for us under RES 5 of the City Plan and the fact that we had them in our title deeds up until recently when we were forced to relinquish any claim on them because of the historic nature of the lane) Oh yes and a bit of competition! (See above)
Instead of the vested interests of a minority of commercial proprietors why don’ t we local people get to hear the truth about the development, (If you are going to make claim to the truth about this development, please don’t misrepresent us for your own ends) and whether we can all benefit from the changes – may be increase the value of our homes!  (After decrying commerciality, this seems a particularly strange statement to make.  I cannot see how anyone’s home value will increase through this development.  The flats in 65-77 Otago Street are all leased to tenants, so they won’t see any benefit, the residents of Otago Lane will be entirely surrounded by buildings up to 8 storeys higher than them with the, loss of privacy, visual amenity and increased noise and foot traffic that will bring – not to mention the loss of preserved parking.  So who else own’s property that will potentially go up in value?  Oh yes, the developer...
