
AIRDRIE - BATHGATE RAILWAY AND LINKED IMPROVEMENTS BILL 
 

CONSIDERATION STAGE EVIDENCE: GROUP 12 RESPONSE TO PROMOTER'S WRITTEN 
EVIDENCE 

 
 
We wish to pursue the following issues through oral evidence:- 
 
• Issue 1 - Acquisition of Land 
 

Shape and Location of Car Park 
 

The purpose of the objection is for the car park to be located in the south west 
corner of the Objector's site in the best interests of efficient site management and 
efficient land use.   

 
At the meeting between the Promoter and the Objector on 19 October 2006 an 
alternative area of land take ('the alternative area') for the car park site was put 
forward by the Objector in lieu of that shown by Plot 990.  This would comprise 
the area of land in the south west corner of the site to the west of the proposed 
car park and south of the access road (Plot 989).  The alternative area would 
otherwise be disconnected from the remainder of the Objector’s landholding and 
would comprise an irregular shaped area of land of some 2,200 sq m (c 0.55 
acres).   
 
A plan is now attached showing the land in question.  If its use can be agreed for 
the car park, the land area shown for Plot 990 could in turn be varied by 
redrawing its eastern boundary to maintain a similar plot size.  A hatched line is 
shown as a possible new boundary which could be confirmed at the detailed 
design stage.   
 
To allow this alternative to be considered the Objector would accept an 
agreement from the Promoter not to exercise the powers inferred in it by the Bill 
and to vary the land take for the north car park.  The Objector would agree to 
make the land and any necessary rights to it, available for this purpose.   
 
However in the event the Promoter should decide not to use the alternative land 
for the car park, it should be required still to acquire this land.  The Objector 
considers the development potential of the land would otherwise be wholly 
prejudiced as it would be too small for any reasonable alternative use.  If a 
disparate area of land remained in Oatridge College ownership its ongoing 
maintenance would become an additional and unacceptable burden on the 
Objector.   
 

• Issue 2 - Impact on Development Potential 
 

The Objector considers the land, if not used for park and ride purposes, would 
otherwise have potential for employment/industrial purposes and is in 
correspondence with West Lothian Council to this effect.  
 



The Promoter's statement considers there is no legitimate claim in respect of 
impact on development on the basis there is no recorded planning permission 
having been granted for development purposes.  The Promoter's statement 
cannot be accepted in this regard as the scope for alternative industrial use 
should not be ruled out.   
 

• Issue 3 - Access to Park and Ride 
 
 The concern of the Objector is that the new road should enable access for the 

development of its remaining site, for which it is considered 
industrial/employment use should be appropriate. 

 
 The Promoter has confirmed the access road will be constructed to adoptable 

standards with a 6m carriageway and 3m footpaths and this assurance from the 
Promoter is welcomed by the Objector. 

 
 The Promoter has also indicated the acquired land would ultimately vest with 

West Lothian Council following construction. The remaining concern of the 
Objector is that if the road/footpaths are not constructed up to the edge of the 
land within Plot 989, then a strip of remaining land, which would be required to 
access the remaining development site, would be passed into third party 
ownership and outwith the Objector’s control.   

 
 This concern could be overcome by any remaining verges of land, which are 

subject of acquisition by the Promoter but not ultimately required for the 
road/footpaths, being returned/retained to the Objector’s ownership.  Alternatively 
a categorical assurance should be given by the Promoter that the terms of 
vesting the land to the Council should not result in a 'ransom position' or 
otherwise prejudicing access to the adjacent land.   

 
  

• Witnesses 
 

The witnesses for the Promoter for Issues 1 and 3 will be John Brown and Jim 
Sorrell of DTZ. In respect of Issue 2 the witness will be John Brown alone.  The 
Objector estimates overall time to consider its objections covering all topics will 
take up to 20 minutes. 
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