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20 August 2004 
 
Dear Mr McCulloch 
   
Edinburgh Tram (Line One) Bill: Whether objections demonstrate clear adverse 
effect 
 
I refer to your  letter to the Head of the Private Bills Unit of 9 June 2004.  
 
You correctly state that Rule 9A.8.2 requires each Private Bill Committee to give 
preliminary consideration to all objections at Preliminary Stage.  The Committee 
must reject any objection where the objector’s interests are, in the opinion of the 
Committee, not clearly adversely affected by the Bill.   
 
As part of this function, the Committee will be considering those objections (or parts 
thereof) which pertain to the whole bill and those objections (or parts thereof) that 
pertain to specified provisions of the bill. 
 
While it is, of course, open to the promoter to express its views on the subject of 
preliminary consideration of objections, let me make it absolutely clear that it is solely 
a matter for the Committee to decide whether an objector’s interests are or are not 
clearly adversely affected by the Bill.  I should like to reassure both objectors and the 
promoter that the Committee will carefully consider each relevant issue as part of the 
decision-making process.  Furthermore, both objectors and the promoter should 
understand that the views which have been expressed by the promoter will have no 
bearing on this decision-making process.   
 



 

 

I understand that the promoter has recently chosen to write to each objector setting 
out its views on this matter.   I have also been made aware that the Private Bills Unit 
has received a number of pieces of correspondence from objectors who consider 
that the promoter is seeking to bring undue pressure on objectors and, indeed, the 
Committee.   
 
I recognise that the nature of the types of development that are the subject of private 
bills gives rise to differences of opinion and, indeed, that these differences may be 
wide. I also recognise that one of the features of the private bill process is that the 
promoter and objectors are encouraged, wherever possible, to seek to settle their 
differences. Nonetheless it is important for both the promoter and objectors to 
recognise that the opinions held by the opposing side will be genuinely felt.   
 
Without prejudice to the work of the Committee, let me therefore state that I regard 
the promoter’s recent correspondence with objectors as being unhelpful if it has had 
the effect of causing upset. 
 
Going forward, and for the sake of clarity, let me state the importance of the 
promoter – in its actions – of being respectful of the parliamentary process to which 
this private bill will be subjected.  
 
I can assure the promoter and objectors that the consideration of the bill will be both 
rigorous and fair.   
 
For the sake of transparency, I intend to make the promoter’s letter to the head of 
the Private Bills Unit and this letter public by way of posting it on the Committee’s 
web page. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
 
Jackie Baillie 
Convener, Edinburgh Tram (Line One) Bill Committee 
 


