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1. We no longer wish to pursue the following issues as they are no longer 
in dispute— 
The two main issues, Cyclepath alignment and Access to Stations, remain in dispute 
but the Promoter wrongly identifies three issues rather than two. Their Issue 2, 
Cyclepath Alignment, is essentially the same as their Issue 3, Choice of Cyclepath 
Route. 
 
2. The following issues remain in dispute but we do not propose 
submitting any written evidence in response to the promoter’s written 
evidence— 
N/A 
 
3. Having considered the promoter’s written evidence, the following issues 
remain in dispute and our further written evidence on each issue is set out 
below— 
Issue 1 Cycle access to Stations 
The Promoters continue to deny that this is a relevant part of the Bill, despite our 
comments and those of the Parliamentary Committee on this topic. If this is to be an 
integrated transport project, rather than just a railway, the issue of good cycle access 
to stations has to be addressed. We believe that the cycling provision in the Bill, of 
£7.2m, is adequate for inclusion of access to stations as well as a replacement cycle 
route. 
  
We believe the way forward at this point is for the Local Authorities to be asked to 
provide some costings for cycle provision on the routes which link the nearby towns, 
especially in West Lothian. The towns, as mentioned in our objection, are Broxburn, 
Uphall, Dechmont, Livingston, Seafield, Blackburn, Whitburn, Harthill, Blackridge and 
Armadale. While it may not be feasible at this point to cost out all these routes (and 
basically we are looking for cycle lanes, shared-use footways, or a segregated path), 
a sample could be costed and used as an estimate for the whole. 
  
Clearly, these links will have to be provided by the Local Authorities, but the 
issues are who will finance them, and will they be in place before the railway opens 
(very important, to avoid people getting into habit of driving to stations). The LAs 
cannot be expected to finance these links by themselves; they must be funded either 
as part of the Bill, or by a 'top=up' from the Executive. 
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The recently-published National Transport Strategy goes to some length to point out 
the need for transport projects to be integrated into the wider community, and to take 
account of health and environmental issues (esp. carbon emissions): 
"Our vision...a culture where fewer short journeys are made by car, where we 
favour...walking and cycling because they are safe and sustainable..." (para 5); 
"The country is facing a huge health challenge from chronic diseases such as 
obesity...around 60% of adults and 33% of children are overweight or obese..it is 
critical to recognise the role sustainable transport can play in preventing [these] 
(para 68); 
"Reducing congestion...we believe that walking and cycling as travel options are 
realistic alternatives to using the car for journeys to work, school, and leisure" (para 
116) 
"Delivering carbon savings is a central feature of our NTS. Our desire is to increase 
the proportion of  short journeys made on foot and on bicycles, [thus] reducing 
carbon emissions, improving air quality, reducing congestion, and promoting a 
healthier Scotland" (para 128); 
"New housing developments...and businesses should be designed to encourage 
walking or cycling over local networjs to local facilities rather than car trips. 
EXPLICIT LINKS SHOULD BE MADE TO RAILWAY STATIONS [my caps]...and 
other transport interchanges...and planning these activities into the early stages of 
the design work" (para 152). It could hardly be more explicit! 
"We aim to further increase funding for walking and cycling overall and will place 
more emphasis on the promotion of them as sustainable forms of transport..." (para 
164). 
  
Elsewhere, the NTS refers (eg para 73 ad finem) to the aim to improve the reliability 
of journey times. We should point out that one great advantage of cycling is that 
journey times are very reliable (no allowances have to be made for unpredictable 
factors such as congestion, and the ease of finding a parking space), a factor which 
is especially important when you have to catch a train. 
  
Issue 2 - Cyclepath Alignment 
The Promoters claim that the land they have already earmarked for acquisition 
cannot be altered because it would change the Bill. The route of the alignment can 
only be changed if some of the land acquisitions are changed. The cycling 
organisations have in effect been presented with a 'fait accompli' to which only minor 
changes of detail are possible. We believe that new or different land could be 
acquired if the will is there to do so, but we would appreciate advice from the 
Executive and parliamentary officials on what procedures might be necessary (eg via 
amendments). 
  
The Promoters have made no significant concessions in this regard, and the new 
route proposed remains very devious. Their comment (para 13) that "the existing 
cycle route already makes a substantial deviation from the rail solum at Caldercruix" 
is quite disingenuous, because it implies that the new deviation will only be minor, 
whereas the opposite is the case, because the existing deviation is to the SOUTH of 
the solum, while the new, additional deviation will be to the NORTH, so the new 
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route will be zig-zagging across the railway. We believe a shorter route could be 
found, but the Promoters will have to give the needs of cyclists more priority over the 
need to do deals with landowners. 
 
4. We wish to pursue the following issues through oral evidence— 
1 Access to Stations 
2 Cyclepath alignment 
  
We believe and hope that there will be further developments on both issues in the 
course of events, so we wish to retain the option to give oral evidence. 
 
Our witness list is: 
Peter Hawkins 
We estimate 20 mins will be needed in all. 
 
5. We wish to see the following changes made— 
 
a Financial provision for cycle access to stations from the several towns (mainly 
West Lothian) within easy cycling distance of the stations; 
  
b a committment that this project is an integrated project, including cycling to 
stations, and not just a railway; 
  
c a recognition that the requirements and objectives of the National Transport 
Strategy are relevant to this Bill; 
  
d a reduction in the number and extent of the deviations to the proposed cycle route. 
  
Peter Hawkins        7 Jan. 2007  
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