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Question 
1. We require further commitment on the likelihood of some of the 
improvements identified in the plans actually coming about. We accept that 
some improvements maybe not being possible because, for example, you 
have not undertaken geological surveys or you do not know the exact 
alignment of the railway therefore how much land you will have to say widen 
the path. So, what is the likelihood of the changes identified in plans 2, 3, 4,15, 
21, 23, 24 and 25 being put into effect? 50/50, 60/40, 80/20? 
 
Response  
 
The Promoter established a group involving cycling stakeholders and local 
authorities to discuss options for innovative and practical solutions to the proposed 
alignment of the cycle path. This group was established and met on Friday 8 
December 2006. The outputs from this meeting were agreed by all stakeholders and 
the Promoter submitted written evidence to the Committee on 8 January 2007 
detailing these useful discussions. The group will meet again on 20 March 2007. 
Stakeholders due to attend are: 

• Promoter 
• Scott Wilson Railways 
• SUSTRANS 
• Spokes 
• CTC Scotland 
• North Lanarkshire Access Forum 
• North Lanarkshire Council 
• West Lothian Council 
• TRANSform Scotland 
• Cycling Scotland 

 
The table below provides the information the Committee is seeking about some of 
the changes proposed at the first meeting of the forum. It is important to note that 
the likelihood of these alterations being made remain subject to a full Health and 
Safety check and to agreement by Transport Scotland. Therefore, even those 
changes the Promoter is confident can be accommodated, 100% commitment 
cannot be provided until further investigation and sign-off is complete.  
 

Sheet Forum Suggestions Likelihood (%) 
1 Accepted  
2 • Possible cantilevered structure at 

Katherine Park Lane 
• 0% - The Promoter is trying 
to retain this structure without 
undertaking work on it. 
Katherine Park Structure is not 
part of the Cycle path and 
therefore would not benefit 
from widening. The Promoter 
will seek further clarification 
from the forum at the Cycle 
Path Forum meeting on 20 
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March 2007. 
3 • Additional Stairs 

• Wider cycle path and narrower 
road section 
• Controlled A89 crossing 

• 90%  
• 90%  
 
• 90% 

4 • Off-road combined footway/cycle 
path adjacent to A89 carriageway. 
Localised cycle path reduction to 
1.4m width over approximately 20m 
length crossing structure.  

• 75% (further engagement 
with North Lanarkshire Council 
Roads department is required 
regarding traffic management) 

5 Accepted  
6 Accepted  
7 Accepted  
8 Accepted  
9 Accepted  
10 Accepted  
11 Accepted  
12 Accepted  
13 Accepted  
14 Accepted  
15 • Additional Stairs 

• Direct underpass 
• 90% 
• 50% - (further investigation 
required to establish if existing 
LOD can accommodate a 
direct underpass link within 
land available under the Bill 
powers and with sufficient 
headroom. Stakeholders 
(including the Local Authority 
and local residents) would 
require to be consulted and 
agree to this alteration 

16 Accepted  
17 Accepted  
18 Accepted  
19 Accepted  
20 Accepted  
21 • Location of cycle path within 

allocated cycle path corridor 
(SUSTRANS preference to the 
north of the corridor, CTC/Spokes 
preference to the south of the 
corridor). Optimum alignment to be 
agreed. 

• 90% 

22 • Cycle path link to Capper’s Farm 
paths 
 
 

• 3.0m footway/cycle path link 
currently proposed on B8084 
structure.   
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• Raised cycle path crossing at 
access road 
• 1.4m wide underpass link under 
Station Road  

• 90% 
 
• 20% (permanent way 
determined through detailed 
design) 

23 • Right of way to be maintained • 90% 
24 • Retain access from Whiteside 

cottages, if currently a right of way 
• Right of way yet to be 
confirmed 

25 • Cycle ramp to be reversed • 75% (cycle path detailed 
design required to confirm 
available corridor). 

26 • New link to Bathgate station (no 
suggested route) 

• Proposed alignment 
connects to the current cycle 
path at Bathgate. No 
additional links to the station 
have been identified by the 
Promoter. West Lothian 
Council may investigate 
opportunities through their 
commitment to assess links to 
stations. West Lothian Council 
agree that what is proposed in 
the Bill is best that can be 
currently achieved. 

 
Question 
2. What further discussions have you had with the councils since you 
submitted your written evidence in connection with further improvements 
referred to in plans 4, 22, 23, 24 and 25?  
 
How have matters progressed since then that will please and comfort us? 
[Promoter written evidence, paras.12, 19 and 22]  
 
Response  
General 
The Promoter has initiated further consultation with the Local Authorities on the 
specific matters referred to during the Cycle Path Forum meeting on 8 December 
2006. It should be noted that Promoter has met with each Local Authority twice since 
the December meeting (North Lanarkshire Council on 10 January and 7 February 
2007; West Lothian Council on 16 January and 6 February 2007) where a range of 
issues were discussed, including the cycle path alignment.  
 
During these meetings further actions were agreed by all parties to determine likely 
challenges relating to these new proposals – for example, West Lothian Council and 
the Promoter agreed that the Promoter would undertake title searches at Birniehill 
Avenue, where the Promoter has agreed to consider an alternative alignment and to 
determine ownership of land required to do so. North Lanarkshire Council also 
agreed to provide and update on when the feasibility study for the new North Calder 
Heritage Trail will be completed.  
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engaging with both Local Authorities and other 
levant stakeholders and the Cycle Path Forum is next scheduled to meet on 20 

he Committee asked for specific updates on three areas – referred to in the 
 January at paragraphs 12, 19 and 22. Updates are 

eduction of road width to 6.0m (Ford Bridge, Plains)

 
The Promoter is committed to 
re
March 2007 to agree a way forward for outstanding issues. 
 
Location-specific updates 
T
Promoter’s evidence of 8
provided below: 
 
Paragraph 12 – r  

he Promoter and North Lanarkshire Council are investigating potential traffic 
is worth noting 

d associated accesses and 

T
management measures to support the current alignment. However, it 
that the Promoter is also investigating alternative opportunities to enhance the 
alignment in this area to avoid reduction of the road width – this may include 
engineering changes such as cantilevering of the bridge. If this is to be progressed, 
North Lanarkshire Council would have to be satisfied that road usage of the bridge is 
not adversely impacted and further engagement will be required with North 
Lanarkshire Council as this option is considered further. 
 
Paragraph 19 – integration of development proposals an
paths into the railway and station construction (Armadale) 

side of the railway. The 

West Lothian Council will continue 
 emphasise the importance of and requirement for connections to stations from 

 

The current proposals improve the existing B8084 structure to include a 3.0m 
footway/cycle path across the structure to the south 
Promoter committed to investigating the feasibility of changes such as a 1.4m 
underpass at this location but until the permanent way (the exact location of the 
running rails) is fixed at the detailed design stage, it is not possible to give 
commitments on whether this would be possible. 
 
However, the Promoter’s future engagement with 
to
any proposed developments at this location. West Lothian Council has indicated its 
commitment to providing access links and it is anticipated that planning conditions 
will be imposed on developers to ensure adequate provision is made in this regard.  
 
Paragraph 22 (it is assumed that the reference should be paragraph 21) – additional
cyclepath  on south side of railway at Armadale.  

mportance of and requirement for 
This issue is as outlined above. The Promoter’s future engagement with West 
Lothian Council will continue to emphasise the i
connections to stations from any proposed developments at this location. West 
Lothian Council has indicated its commitment to providing access links and it is 
anticipated that planning conditions will be imposed on developers to ensure 
adequate provision is made in this regard.  
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uestion 
. Is there any progress to report on plan 25 that might alleviate the concerns 

ctors at Birniehill Avenue?  

ollowing a meeting with residents of Birniehill Avenue on 16 January, the Promoter 
meeting for the residents with West Lothian Council to discuss the 

uestion 
. Are you content that cycle access into, not leading to, Bathgate Station is 

nd is the best that can be provided at this time? [Promoter written 

he Promoter is content that cycle access into Bathgate Station is the best that can 
at this time and this view is shared by West Lothian Council, with whom 

uestion 
. Further, the Promoter will wish to address the points raised by Jeremy 

elation to the cycle path.  

novation 
has been referred to as a means to best meet the stakeholders’ 

ts for the cycle path. The Cycle path Forum to be held on 20th March 

 
Q
3
of the obje
 
Response  
F
arranged a 
railway reopening, cycle path realignment and associated temporary works. This 
meeting took place on Friday 26 January and, in conjunction with the Promoter, 
West Lothian Council is now investigating the possibility of using a temporary road to 
the south of Whiteside (as proposed by the objectors) as an alternative to the 
temporary road alignment proposed in the Bill (Work No. 39A Temporary Road). 
Similarly investigations into the cycle path realignment proposed by the objectors are 
being undertaken in terms of feasibility with respect to safety, legality and the design 
realignment principles.  It should be noted that there are a number of technical 
issues relating to ownership of land and change of use notification, for example, 
which need to be considered before a final decision could be made. 
 
 
Q
4
adequate a
evidence, para.26]  
 
Response  
T
be provided 
responsibility for the cycle path and access points will be vested. West Lothian 
Council is likely to investigate further opportunities for improving access links to 
stations in due course and the Promoter has given a commitment to continuing 
dialogue on possible developments throughout detailed design and construction of 
the project. 
 
 
Q
5
Purvis in r
 
Response  
In
“Innovation” 
requiremen
2007 will develop the engagement to date that has resulted in identification of 
several actions that the Promoter is likely to achieve in the cycle path alignment to 
address the concerns of the Stakeholders. The suggested solutions may not be 
considered particularly new or innovative methods, and may be considered 
simplistic. It has, however been recognised that this engagement and “simplistic” 
solutions have addressed several issues in a relatively short period of time. 
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ome specific examples of innovation in relation to the cycle path are: 
 

ps and 
individuals 

ng 
th and finding solutions which balance everyone’s needs in a 

• 
n alternative to the ramps  

osing parts of the  route to carry out works  
 
The Prom rs and will 
onsider further “innovative” reasonably practicable proposals whilst recognising the 

ticable Means’ 
he legal definition of ‘Best Practicable Means’ is found in s72 of the Control of 

acticable having 

 safely operate and maintain 
e rail network, the safety and integrity of the railway shall be key considerations. It 

eans that the 
degree of risk in a particular activity or environment can be balanced 

 
In response to Mr Purvis’ question as to what might be considered to be impractical, 

e Promoter offers the following points by way of example  

& safety (perhaps too 
close to rail line or prohibited by height next to a masonry arch); 

 

 
 
 
 
S

• Creating a cycling forum which engages with a variety of grou

• The Promoter facilitating discussions between the different groups usi
the cycle pa
fair and robust way  
Engineering solutions to ‘shortcut’ lengthy bridges/ramps for those who 
wish to use them as a

• Investigating opportunities to enhance structures to offer different route 
choices to users.  

• Innovative solutions will be required to create alternative route during 
diversions when cl

oter is committed to continue to engage with Stakeholde
c
fiscal constraints of a publicly funded scheme.        
 
‘Reasonably Practicable’ and definition of ‘Best Prac
T
Pollution Act 1974 as those measures which are "reasonably pr
regard among other things to local conditions and circumstances, to the current state 
of technical knowledge and to financial implications.”  
 
Further, in respect of Network Rail’s statutory duty to
th
may be useful to refer here to the HSE Approved Code of Practice to the 
Management of Health & Safety at Work Regulations, which states 
 

“To carry out a duty “so far as is reasonably practicable” m

against the time, trouble, cost and physical difficulty of taking measures to 
avoid the risk. If these measures are so disproportionate to the risk that it 
would be unreasonable for the persons concerned to have to incur them to 
prevent if, they are not obliged to do so.” 

th
 
• Anything which presents a danger to public health 

• Anything which could be to the detriment of Network Rail’s asset in terms
of undermining the safety and integrity of the railway; 
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•  A cost to the public purse where the benefit does not match the expense; 
or 

• Unacceptable impact on the local environment which could not be suitably 
mitigated (within the Bill). 

 


