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INTRODUCTION 
 
1. This report is in response to the Airdrie-Bathgate Railway and Linked 

Improvements Bill Committee’s Preliminary Stage Report, published on 14 
November 2006, which called on the Promoter to establish a group 
involving the cycling stakeholders and local authorities to discuss options 
for innovative and practical improvements to the proposed alignment of the 
cycle path. This group was established and met on Friday 8 December 
2006. Those present included representatives of SUSTRANS, Spokes, 
CTC Scotland, North Lanarkshire Access Forum (NLAF), North 
Lanarkshire Council (NLC) and West Lothian Council (WLC). 

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
2. The meeting was a very productive one with positive contributions made 

by all parties. The strategic approach of the meeting followed the 
recommendation of the report, namely, to discuss in full options for 
innovative and practical improvements to the alignment. As such, the 
format of the meeting involved a plan by plan review of the entire cycle 
path route with comments made as each plan was reviewed. 

 
3. Of the 26 plans reviewed, 15 plans were accepted by all parties with no 

suggestions for improvements. On the remaining 11 plans there were 
various suggested changes made, ranging from the provision of a 
controlled crossing of the A89 in Plains to additional steps at bridges 
carrying the cycle path over the railway. Details of the key improvements 
on each plan are given below. Key drivers behind these improvements 
include easy access to stations, employment and leisure; integration with 
housing developments; and avoiding roads and deviations. 

 
4. The Promoter believes that the vast bulk of these changes can be 

accommodated within the current Bill and a commitment has been given to 
include them during the design stages where practicable to do so. 
However, one or two of the proposed changes will require further thought 
and it was generally accepted by the group that in such cases a 
compromise may be required. The Promoter gave a commitment to work 
with the appropriate parties to try and address these few changes that may 
require further work.  The Promoter is committed to holding further 
meetings of this group as the detailed design progresses. 

 
 
PROPOSED CHANGES 
 
General – Katherine Park through to Caldercruix 
 
5. While there were specific proposals for improving the cycle path over this 

section which are covered later in this paper, both NLAF and NLC raised a 
suggestion relating to the possibility of using the investment being made in 
this section of the cycle path to raise matched funding for investment in an 



additional path which would pass to the South of Wester Moffat Farm by 
Lily Loch returning to Caldercruix Reservoir. This path exists in part and 
match funding would allow it to be formalised and completed.  Should the 
funds be available for such a path, it would be promoted by NLAF and 
NLC using existing powers under land reform legislation. 

 
6. As the issue of matched funding was not an area in which the Promoter 

had any experience, it was agreed that the Promoter would provide NLAF 
and NLC with information on the value and timing of any investment in the 
appropriate section of the proposed cycle path and would assist NLAF and 
NLC where possible in their application for matched funding. 

 
Plan 2 – Katherine Park through to St Philip’s School 
 
7. Concerns were expressed about the width available for the cycle path as it 

crossed the existing bridge across the railway at Katharine Park. The 
Promoter agreed to consider including within the detailed design, the 
possibility of a cantilevered bridge off of the existing structure to provide a 
greater width for the cycle path. 

 
Plan 3 – St Philip’s School through to the Western side of Plains 
 
8. CTC and Spokes and SUSTRANS requested the following amendments: 

• Stairs to be included in the bridge proposals to provide a shorter route 
onto the new overbridge 

• A wider cycle path and narrower section of road along the south 
element of the link road 

• A controlled crossing installed on the A89 where the footbridge 
crossing the railway meets with the road. 

 
9. The Promoter agreed that all these elements would be examined during 

the detailed design stage and where practicable would be included within 
the proposals. 

 
Plan 4 – The Eastern side of Plains through to Barblues 
 
10.  This section of the cycle path includes the section specifically referred to 

within paragraph 76 of the Committee’s report ie that section which runs 
alongside the A89 main road in Plains. 

 
11. Over the majority of this section of the route, through changes to the 

design, additional width can be accommodated on the cycle path to 
address the concerns expressed by the stakeholders. This width will allow 
a separation of the road and the cycle path to an extent considered 
acceptable by all.  

 
12. However, there remains a very localised section of approximately 20 

metres in length where the changes in design still require the cycle path to 
be contained within a width of 1.4m. This design requires a reduction in 



the width of the road to 6m which will require the approval of the NLC 
roads engineers. 

 
13. Various options were discussed at the meeting and it was agreed that both 

NLC and the Promoter would commit to working together to try and find as 
practicable a solution as was possible. Options which will be considered 
will include cantilevering a path from the existing structure however, it was 
noted that such a solution will require the permission of the neighbouring 
landowner.  It was accepted that the best solution may require further work 
outwith the Bill process. 

 
Plan 13 – Bedlormie Toll 
 
14.  The Promoter highlighted some changes proposed to the route of the 

cycle path in this area. These changes which involved routing the cycle 
path to the south of the railway in the vicinity of Bedlormie Toll and 
Bedlormie Mains Farm instead of the north had been suggested by the 
adjacent landowner and were considered acceptable by all present. The 
landowner had agreed to the use of his land for this re-routing. 

 
Plan 15 – Mosshouse Farm through to the Blairhill Quarry and Bogend 
Farm access road 
 
15.  CTC, Spokes and SUSTRANS suggested an alteration to the bridge 

proposals to provide stairs to enable a shorter route onto the bridge from 
the east and west. In conjunction with this the Promoter agreed to examine 
the opportunity of an underpass being included within the south approach 
to the bridge to allow the cycle path to pass below the structure itself. 

 
Plan 21 – Netherhouses Farm through to the west of the proposed 
Armadale station 
 
16.  At this location the cycle path is planned to run to the north of the railway 

embankment. The representatives of CTC, Spokes and SUSTRANS held 
differing views on the optimum solution here. CTC and Spokes were keen 
to see the path held close to the embankment to provide shelter from 
prevailing winds whereas SUSTRANS was keen to have the path located 
as far as possible to the north of the embankment to benefit from winter 
sunshine. The Promoter agreed to discuss this issue further with all parties 
during the detailed design stage with a view to optimising the location of 
the path within the band of land referenced in the Bill to the north of the 
railway. 

 
Plan 22 – Armadale station 
 
17.  CTC, Spokes and SUSTRANS expressed concern over the proposed 

route deviating to the north to travel along the access road to the station 
car park. 

 



18.  In the alignment as proposed, SUSTRANS requested two details be 
included: a link on the south east of the new overbridge structure, linking 
into paths adjacent to Capper’s farm; and a dedicated raised crossing 
where the cycle path crosses the access road to the station immediately to 
the north of the car park. The Promoter committed to examining these with 
a view to including them in the scheme where practicable. 

 
19.  In terms of a more direct link for cyclists travelling east to west and vice 

versa, SUSTRANS commented that they would accept a 1.4m wide 
reduced width path locally under Station Road. The Promoter explained 
the issues with achieving a route for the path at this location given the 
constraints of the structures, etc. However, the Promoter advised that it 
would examine during the detailed design stage the potential for such a 
route and if practicable it would be included. The Promoter also committed 
to continuing the dialogue with WLC on the issue of integrating the large 
development proposals and associated accesses and paths in the area 
into the railway and station construction. 

 
Plan 23 - Eastern extent of the proposed Armadale Station to the A801.  
 
20. The cycle path at this location is on the north of the railway. CTC and 

Spokes requested the cycle path be linked to the housing in the north via 
existing paths. The Promoter believed this would be feasible. 

 
21. CTC, Spokes and SUSTRANS highlighted the need for south side cycle 

path links with developers’ plans and expressed a wish to have south side 
links at this location. The Promoter committed to discussing this matter 
with WLC and developers during the detailed design phase. 

 
22. SUSTRANS queried if the cycle path passing below the A801 road was of 

shared use with the farmer and raised the issue of maintenance of the 
cycle path. The Promoter confirmed that the land owner would be provided 
a right of servitude at this location and that the cycle path would be vested 
in WLC after construction, and therefore liability for maintenance and 
cleanliness would lie with WLC. 

 
Plan 24 – A801 past West Mains Farm through to Teepit Hill  
 
23. The cycle path at this location is on the north of the railway.  CTC, Spokes 

and SUSTRANS requested the right of way at the north eastern corner of 
the A801 overbridge is maintained. The Promoter reported that this would 
be investigated in the detail design stage and a review of the permanent 
stopping-up prescribed in the Bill would be undertaken. 

 
24. CTC, Spokes and SUSTRANS queried if the level crossing at Whiteside 

Lane Cottage is a right of way. The Promoter commented that the title 
plans show separate owners both north and south of the railway and that it 
is a private right of access to be permanently stopped-up by the Bill.  It is 
not possible to acquire a right of way over a statutory undertaker’s land if it 
would create a burden on the land (which, in this case, it would). Provision 



for the cycle path to pass to the south of the railway is to be made via a 
new bridge at Teepit Hill, immediately to the east. 

 
Plan 25 – Teepit Hill past Birniehill Avenue through to Whitburn Road 
 
25. The cycle path at this location is on the north of the railway, crossing to the 

south at Teepit Hill and continuing along Birniehill Avenue before passing 
under Whitburn Road toward Bathgate. CTC and Spokes requested the 
north eastern leg of the proposed footpath/cycle path bridge should be 
reversed to be north west in alignment. The Promoter committed to 
investigating this in the detailed design stage with regard to the availability 
and cost of land. CTC, Spokes and SUSTRANS commented that the 
relocation of the cycle path along Birniehill Avenue reverted to the path 
where it was some five years previously. 

 
Plan 26 – Area between Whitburn Road to the end of the proposed 
relocation adjacent to Bathgate Foundry 
 
26. CTC, Spokes and SUSTRANS commented that this termination did not 

link the cycle path into the relocated Bathgate Station. The Promoter 
commented that this proposal joined the existing network to the relocated 
proposal at the same point as currently existed.  WLC commented that 
while it recognised that the cycle linkages within Bathgate town centre 
needed to be improved, the Council supported the scheme as promoted in 
the Bill. The Council considered the Bathgate cycle path arrangements in 
detail and could not propose a better solution than that currently 
prescribed in the Bill. WLC added that it would continue to work with the 
Promoter and all other stakeholders to seek improved cycle access to the 
station and town centre. 

 
LINKS WITH WIDER OUTLYING COMMUNITIES 
 
27. CTC, Spokes and SUSTRANS expressed concern generally that links to 

stations were not provided from the wider outlying communities. The 
Promoter commented that access to the proposed stations from the wider 
community was a matter that the local authorities were actively working to 
resolve.  The Promoter committed to including this issue on the agenda of 
future meetings of this group with a view to exploring what might be 
achieved by the local authorities. 

 
FACILITIES 
 
28. The new stations along the line of route will have dedicated 

pedestrian/cycle pathways leading to the station. There will also be cycle 
storage and lock-up facilities provided at the new stations. 

 
CONCLUSION 
 
29. This first meeting of the Cycle Path Review group visited each plan 

individually to assess alignment in detail and the Promoter believes good 



progress was made. Future meetings will build on these proposals and 
commitments, with exploration on signage and tourist attraction covered 
during the detailed design phase. 

 
30. The Promoter is committed to holding further meetings of this group during 

the detailed development and construction of the cycle path in order to 
address any further issues as they arise. CTC, Spokes and SUSTRANS 
have welcomed this proposal. 

 
 


