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[The hearing commenced at 12.10 p.m.] 
 
 
Assessor:  If you are ready, our third group today is Group 16. It relates to the objection from 

the North Lanarkshire Access Forum.  These objectors rest on their written evidence.  
The first issue is: 

 
 1.  The cycle path 
 
 Mr Lake? 
 
Mr Lake:  If I could ask Mr Sheridan, because the objection relates to the cycle path in quite a 

broad sense it features on very many of the sheets in the maps, plans and Sections? 
 
Mr Sheridan:  Yes, it does. 
 
Q. Broadly it is the whole of Sheets 4 to 41 with very few extensions? 
A. Yes, 4 to 41. 
 
Q. I don’t think the Access Forum are in the position of being a property owner who are 

directly affected, they are more of an interested party? 
A. That is correct. 
 
Q. If I could ask Mr McAulay then what progress there has been in relation to resolving the 

issues and disputes in relation to the cycle path? 
 
Mr McAulay:  Yes.  Following the meeting that we held on 8 December which was very 

productive, and I believe you have the notes of our meeting already, sir, we are awaiting 
the results of a feasibility study commissioned by North Lanarkshire Council.  This is to 
look at an alternative more rural path, or whatever, and upon receipt of this we will be 
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happy to continue to discuss with them how we can be of assistance within the 
boundaries of what is reasonably practical.   

 
We also wrote to the Objector on 22 January providing clarification in regard to our 
obligations to replace the existing cycle path, and the four main points that were in the 
letter were that the Promoter is committed to providing a cycle path which follows the 
same broad route as far as practicable; we are committed to creating a cycle path of an 
equivalent standard to that which currently exists as far as is reasonably practicable; and 
the route being promoted is broadly equivalent to that which exists at present; and as 
you will know we have already given a commitment to the establishment of a cycling 
forum to ensure that we continue the on-going dialogue throughout the detailed design 
stage. 

 
Q. I think one of the issues that had arisen was what is known as the pinch point in Plains, 

and that is a matter which remains under review, is that correct? 
A. That is correct.  We have been able to address a large part of the concerns to do with 

the section of on-road cycle path in Plains.  However there is still a small localised 
section of 20 metres and we are in discussion with North Lanarkshire Council about how 
we might resolve this. 

 
Q. So matters have not stopped there, there is an ongoing discussion with various parties 

to try and see whether the situation can be improved? 
A. That is correct. 
 
Q. Have you had any feedback from the Access Forum as to whether or not they consider 

that these steps are moving towards meeting their objection? 
A. At the meeting on 8 December we had very positive discussion and general agreement 

around the table as to what the issues were.  The meeting highlighted a number of areas 
where we could introduce improvements and we have given commitments to do so 
where it is reasonably practicable to do so. I could take you through examples of those if 
it would help, but they are already listed I believe in the note that was provided to the 
Private Bills Unit. 

 
Assessor:  There is no need for that.  Any evidence we have in front of us we can take as read.  

I should indicate to you that the Committee has decided that it will look at it on 12 
February, so I have no doubt their scrutiny will be even more than mine.  Thank you. 

 
Mr Lake:  Sir, I have no further questions. 
 
Assessor:  Thank you.  We have no questions here, so we could move on to Group 17 if that 

would be convenient.    They are the same witnesses as I understand it. 
 
[Group 16 concluded at 12.13 p.m.] 
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