
AIRDRIE-BATHGATE RAILWAY AND LINKED IMPROVEMENTS BILL 
 

CONSIDERATION STAGE EVIDENCE: GROUP 10 RESPONSE TO PROMOTER’S 
WRITTEN EVIDENCE 

 
Objections within group Lead Objector 
 
Reactivise Limited 
Tusker Developments Limited 
 

 
Messrs. Lawrie Jackson, 
Solicitors, 
13 Granville Street, 
Glasgow, G3 7EE. 
 

 
 
A. Reactivise Limited 
 

1. We no longer wish to pursue the following issues as they are no 
longer in dispute - 

 
Objection pertaining to areas numbers 242, 249, 249, 249B, 250, 250A 
specified in Notice of Objection dated 18th July 2006 in response to Letter 
number N1941/3. 

 
2. The following issues remain in dispute but we do not propose 

submitting any written evidence in response to the promoter’s 
written evidence - 

 
Objection in relation to area number 249A specified in said Notice of 
Objection dated 18th July 2006. 

 
3. Having considered the promoter’s written evidence, the following 

issues remain in dispute and our written evidence on each issue is 
set out below - 

 
The promoter has offered a written undertaking in relation to the 
objection in respect of area number 249A.  It is anticipated that 
agreement will be reached on the terms of said undertaking.  If not, the 
objector has no further written evidence in response to the promoter’s 
written evidence. 

 
4. We wish to pursue the following issues through oral evidence - 
 

Not applicable 
 

5. We wish to see the following changes made - 
 

Not applicable. 
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B. Tusker Developments Limited 
 
 

1. We no longer wish to pursue the following issues as they are no 
longer in dispute - 

 
Objection pertaining to areas numbers 270, 271, 314 and 316 specified 
in Notice of Objection dated 18th July 2006 in response to Letter number 
N1941/3. 

 
2. The following issues remain in dispute but we do not propose 

submitting any written evidence in response to the promoter’s 
written evidence - 

 
Objection in relation to area number 312 specified in said Notice of 
Objection dated 18th July 2006. 

 
3. Having considered the promoter’s written evidence, the following 

issues remain in dispute and our written evidence on each issue is 
set out below - 

 
 The promoter has prepared a draft Agreement.  The terms of said 

Agreement are generally acceptable to the objector, subject to 
clarification of the definition of the Cycle Path Required Land.  It is 
anticipated that agreement will be reached.  If not, the written objection 
previously intimated will stand. 

 
4. We wish to pursue the following issues through oral evidence - 
 

The route of the Cycle Path should follow the existing footpath without 
deviation at a width of three metres. 
 
Our witness list for each topic above is - 
1.  Clark Mathieson 
2.  Gavin Barrack 

 
5. We wish to see the following changes made - 
 

As above. 
 
 
 

 
Andrew Livingstone Lawrie, 

Solicitor, 
Messrs. Lawrie Jackson, 

Agents for Reactivise Limited and 
Tusker Developments Limited 
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