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FAO: Fergus Cochrane 

Dear Sir 
 
Airdrie-Bathgate Railway and Linked Improvements Bill 
North Lanarkshire Council’s Written Evidence in Respect of the Private Bill 
 
I refer to your letter dated 28 June 2006 in which you invited North Lanarkshire Council to submit 
written evidence in respect of the above Private Bill.  
 
North Lanarkshire Council supports the general principle of this Bill, in recognition of the 
significant economic and social benefits it would bring to North Lanarkshire. However, certain 
aspects of the proposals are of considerable concern to the Council, particularly the lack of a 
station in Plains and the lack of parking at Airdrie Station. 
 
The Council would welcome the opportunity to give oral evidence to Committee, to more fully 
examine the potential adverse effects on North Lanarkshire that may emanate from a number of 
the proposals, as detailed in the enclosed documents. 
 
As I am sure you will appreciate, the Council has been involved in a significant number of 
discussions over the development of the proposals to date, which has involved various 
departments within the Council, each with an interest in a particular range of subjects. The 
Council, of course, has to consider a wide variety of interests on behalf of the residents and 
businesses across North Lanarkshire, including social inclusion, the environment, economy, 
transportation, structures, regeneration, land ownerships, design, etc. Consequently, there are a 
significant number of issues that the Council would wish to draw to the attention of the Bill 
Committee. 
 
In addition, the Bill Committee separately wrote to seek the views of North Lanarkshire Social 
Inclusion Partnership. As subsequently advised, the Social Inclusion Partnerships (SIP) funding 
has been replaced by Community Regeneration Funding (CRF) as a result of a review by 
Communities Scotland in 2004. The previous SIP arrangements were disbanded and therefore 
they could not submit evidence to the Committee. Consequently, the comments from the Council 
and their partners who promote the interests of social inclusion in North Lanarkshire have also 
been included within this response.    



 
Consequently, it was not feasible to restrict the Council’s wide ranging concerns and comments, 
covering a wide range of interests and responsibilities, in addition to the former SIP social and 
economic issues, to only four pages, as had been requested (the requirement to provide the 
response in Arial font 12 and to reproduce all of the Bill Committee’s relevant questions within 
our response further added to that particular challenge).  
 
We have therefore summarised the main concerns and issues within the ‘Main submission’, to 
initially inform Committee of the range of matters that are of concern and which we would 
welcome the opportunity to discuss further with the Bill Committee. A full and expanded response 
to most of those matters has been provided within the ‘Supplementary information’ document, to 
provide details of some of the previous discussions held in respect of those issues as well as 
recording the main outstanding areas of concern as well as some suggestions as to how these 
may be progressed. In addition, we have enclosed a plan of a possible alternative cycle route 
between the villages of Plains and Caldercruix, as referred to in the enclosed documents.  
 
The following documents are enclosed, which together constitute the Council’s formal response: 
Main submission; 
Supplementary information; and 
Plan of possible alternative cycletrack between Plains and Caldercruix. 
      
Please contact David McDove at the above number should you require any further information 
concerning the above or the enclosures. 
 
 
 
 
Yours faithfully, 
 
 
 
 
David M Porch 
DIRECTOR OF PLANNING & ENVIRONMENT 
ENCL. 



Airdrie-Bathgate Railway and Linked Improvements Bill 
 

North Lanarkshire Council’s Written Evidence in Respect of the Bill’s General Principles and 
Adequacy of Accompanying Documents 

 
1.  North Lanarkshire Council supports the general principle of this Bill, in recognition of the 
significant economic and social benefits it will bring to North Lanarkshire. However, certain 
aspects of the proposals are of considerable concern to the Council, particularly the lack of a 
station in Plains and the lack of parking at Airdrie Station; these reservations are summarised 
below, with additional information provided within the attached document, where required. 
 
2.  The Council would welcome the opportunity to give oral evidence to Committee, to more fully 
examine the potential adverse effects on North Lanarkshire that may emanate from a number of 
the proposals, as detailed below. 
 

COMMENTS ON GENERAL PRINCIPLES 
  
3.  Q. 17 - Are (a) West Lothian's and (b) North Lanarkshire's current or future social 
inclusion and regeneration policies entirely dependent on the establishment of the railway 
and, if so, what would the impact on these policies be if the railway did not proceed?  
 
4.  Response - The re-opening of the railway line is a key component in the delivery of the 
regeneration of the Airdrie and villages area, which encompasses Plains and Caldercruix. 
Providing a crucial west/ east link and a key access point to otherwise relatively isolated 
settlements that are served by an existing bus network which does not operate after 6pm. It will 
allow individuals access to employment opportunities, both part time and full time, in other parts 
of North Lanarkshire, Glasgow, Bathgate area and further east. The lack of affordable, reliable 
transport which operates throughout the day is a major obstacle for individuals seeking work who 
live in the communities which would not be served by the new railway line.  
 
5.  The positive outcomes of the line will impact on some of North Lanarkshire's most 
disadvantaged areas as defined in North Lanarkshire Partnership’s Regeneration Outcome 
Agreement. The re-opening of the Airdrie-Bathgate rail-link will therefore contribute positively to 
wider efforts to regenerate North Lanarkshire. 
 
6.  If the re-opening of the railway line was not to proceed then it is likely that few of the benefits 
identified above would be available to these communities.  
 
7.  Q. 37 - What are the projected patronage reductions in adding a station at (a) Plains 
and (b) Blackridge and what impact would this have on journey times? 
8.  Response - The proposal to not allow for a station at Plains is contrary to Government 
transport policy key aims of social inclusion, improving access to remote areas and areas of 
deprivation (Reference Scotland’s Transport Future, Framework for Economic Development in 
Scotland, Choosing Our Future, and Scotland’s National Transport Strategy consultation 
document).  
 
9.  The datazones that include the settlement of Plains rank within the worst 15% datazones in 
the whole of Scotland. The current unemployment rate in Plains is 5.3% compared to a Scottish 
rate of 3.4%.  There are a significant number of households without access to a car (40 to 50%) 
and the bus service does not operate after 6pm.  Access to a station would allow residents to 



better take advantage of available employment opportunities within and out with North 
Lanarkshire. 
 
10.  The households within the village also have a greater than average reliance on 
benefits, plus the percentage of adults and children in households receiving key income 
benefits and credits is significantly higher than the North Lanarkshire average, at 28% as 
compared to 18.5%. All of these factors make easy access to affordable and reliable 
transport important in the regeneration of the settlement.  
 
11.  Comparison can be made to the social and economic needs of Plains and Stow in the 
Scottish Borders, where the Parliamentary Committee for the Waverley Railway (Scotland) Bill 
agreed to include a station. The significant social need and potential patronage from Plains was 
identified within the Economic Appraisal and Locational Impact (EALI) study that was 
commissioned jointly by West Lothian and North Lanarkshire Councils. The Council believes that 
this issue has not been adequately addressed within the current proposals and therefore 
reaffirms its previous request for a station at Plains.  
 
12.  Network Rail considers that the provision of a station at Plains would increase the journey 
time by 2 minutes and this would have a considerable detrimental affect on patronage from 
Glasgow to Edinburgh. However, there are other existing stations on the line whose surrounding 
populations are already well served by a range of public transport services and it is therefore 
recommended that the overall time-table and stopping frequency along the route be examined to 
allow time to stop at Plains without adversely affecting overall journey time. Of course, future 
rolling stock upgrades would also reduce the time impact of stopping at Plains. 
 
13.  Q. 38 - What improvements are to be made to local bus services between (a) Plains 
and the proposed stations at Caldercruix and Drumgelloch and (b) Blackridge and the 
proposed station at Armadale? 
 
14.  Response - There are presently no alternative bus services in the evening and a limited 
provision at weekends. The ring and ride service does not operate after 1800hrs and anyway 
could not provide the regular service required to access health, education or employment. The 
average walking distance to the nearest proposed station at Clarkston is some 1.8km, which is 
above the recommended walking distance of 800m. 
 
15.  Following recent discussion with Network Rail, it was agreed that the Council examine the 
potential for a Bus Route Development Grant, effectively to provide start-up funding for a rail 
shuttle-bus. However, past experience has shown that there is a very low success rate for this 
type of new service and this proposal could not be relied upon to deliver the social and economic 
access required by the village of Plains. 
 
16.  Q. 39 - What would the capital cost be of providing stations at Plains and Blackridge 
and what additional land take would be required?  
 
17.  Response - The original technical study (not lodged) indicated there were no technical 
reasons to prohibit a station at Plains. A small car park, for local use, could be accommodated 
within the proposed area of land-take, plus the A89 is of sufficient width to accommodate some 
on street parking.  
 
18.  Q. 44 - How will the railway integrate with car travel and what arrangements have been 
made for park and ride facilities between Airdrie and Bathgate? 



19.  Response – It is estimated that there are currently around 100 rail commuter-generated cars 
parked in and around town centre car parks, out with the station car park. The Promoter’s earlier 
studies identified that an additional 110 spaces would be required following the re-opening of this 
line. However, the proposals within the Bill only allow for an additional 16 car-parking spaces, 
meaning there may be a shortfall of almost 200 spaces.  
20.  There is no current spare capacity in town centre parking, consequently the proposals will 
have a detrimental affect on the availability of town centre parking, which will in turn adversely 
affect the economy of the town centre. In addition, there is also likely to be increased parking in 
residential areas; many of the surrounding streets currently experience a high level of rail-
commuter parking. This would be contrary to Government policy that states that transport should 
support economic growth, nor would this help to encourage modal shift.  
 
21.  To address this issue, the Council would request that the parking at Airdrie Station be 
significantly increased, to meet the projected demand as identified within the project study. 
 
22.  Q. 54 - What impact will the proposed railway have on passenger levels on existing 
Edinburgh-Glasgow rail services? 
23.  Response – The three North Lanarkshire stations to the west of Airdrie, namely Coatdyke, 
Coatbridge Sunnyside and Blairhill, have not been included within the Bill, as there are no 
alterations to the rail network required over that section. However, current demand significantly 
exceeds the park and ride provision at each of these stations, which will be significantly 
exacerbated by the introduction of a frequent rail service to West Lothian and Edinburgh. 
Consequently, it is recommended that provision be made for increasing the park and ride 
provision at Coatdyke, Sunnyside and Blairhill Stations. 
 
24.  Q. 55 - What projections are there for new housing along the Airdrie-Bathgate railway 
corridor and over what time period? 
Response – Details have been provided in the attached document. 
 

COMMENTS ON ACCOMPANYING DOCUMENTS 
 
25.  Q. 39 - Please provide a breakdown of the costings for structures, stations and 
contingency. 
26.  Response – Whilst the reasons for, and the associated cost of, the extent of the work 
proposed at each structure is acknowledged, it is felt that the scope of the project should also 
address some existing issues along the line of the route, rather than be wholly restrictive to 
matters that are required solely for the rail works. This may provide value for money and better 
whole-life costings, as opposed to perpetuating concerns that currently exist but could be 
ameliorated, or which may otherwise cost more to carry out some time in the future where there 
may be an impact on rail services.     
 
27.  Q. 41 - What contribution is being made to the capital costs of the proposed railway 
by West Lothian and North Lanarkshire councils, Scottish Enterprise, and others and 
through section 75 agreements (under the Town and Country Planning (Scotland) Act 
1997)? 
28.  Response – The Council could be subject to a range of costs, directly and indirectly, 
concurrent with the re-opening of the rail line. An element of these costs will effectively constitute 
the Council’s contribution to the scheme. Whilst the principle of such a contribution has been 



discussed, the exact extent of it has not yet been determined. Details of the anticipated costs 
likely to be incurred by the Council have been provided in the attached document.  
 
29.  The Council currently has no approved policy to seek developer contributions through 
Section 75 Agreements in respect of this rail project. A planning gain policy is likely to emerge 
through the North Lanarkshire Local Plan, the consultative draft of which is programmed for early 
2007.  
 
30.  Q. 42 - This is a large and complex scheme which encompasses not only the 
upgraded and new tracks, but also upgraded and new stations, a new train depot, a 
relocated vehicle storage yard and a relocated cycle path. Much of this could only be 
described in broad terms at this outline design stage. What controls will there be over the 
final design of the new or upgraded stations, the depot and the vehicle storage yard and 
will these still be subject to local authority approval? 
31.  Response – The Council would wish to approve the design and layout of all structures, 
materials/ treatments to be used within the various station works, the arrangement and form of 
the bus, taxi and drop-off areas, and the proposals to facilitate inter-modal interchange. 
 
32.  To address this, and numerous other elements, it is recommended that the Promoter be 
required to develop a Code of Construction Practice (CoCP), to define minimum standards of 
construction practice in so far as they affect the environment, amenity and safety of local 
residents, businesses, the general public and the physical surroundings and the natural and 
cultural heritage in the vicinity of the proposed railway works. Further, the Council would request 
that a condition be imposed stating that the CoCP has to be approved by the local planning 
authority, prior to commencing any construction works. 
 
33.  Q. 43 - The new station at Caldercruix is on the edge of a conservation area: this 
would seem to make it important that there be some very tight controls over the final 
design to ensure that it is sympathetic with its surroundings. Will the local authority have 
the final say in approving the detailed designs and what specific discussions has the 
promoter had with environmental regulators and local environmental bodies on this? 
34.  Response - The Council has been involved in a number of discussions concerning these 
aspects. The Council would wish to have the final say in approving the detailed designs.  
 
35.  Q. 45 - One of the more significant potential impacts of a scheme such as this is noise 
and vibration. Please explain the approach taken in assessing the noise and vibration 
impacts, the mitigation measures proposed, and the likely significance of impacts 
following mitigation? 
 
Response – There are a significant number of issues of concern. A full explanation of the issues 
has been provided in the attached document. 
 
36.  Q. 49 - The Committee notes that as well as a scoping exercise having been carried 
out, mandatory consultees were also invited to comment on the draft ES and made a 
number of comments on it. How far have those comments been picked up in the final 
document? 
37.  Response – A number of elements have been addressed within the draft ES, however, there 
are still a number of environmental concerns that have not been fully addressed. The majority of 
them could be addressed through a requirement for a Code of Construction Practice (CoCP).  
 



38.  Q. 50 - Among the comments made were the need for a flood risk assessment at 
certain locations, targeted investigations for contaminated land, and for hydro-geological 
surveys of areas of mine working. How can the ES be robust if these surveys have not yet 
been carried out? 
39.  Response – There are a number of contaminated land issues that require to be developed 
further. These are detailed in the attached document.   
 
40.  Q. 54 - Please comment on the mitigation measures generally. Are they realistic and 
capable of being achieved? 
Response – There are a significant number of environmental impacts and issues along the 
length of the route for which mitigation measures have not been fully developed. It is 
recommended these be addressed in a CoCP. 
  
41.  Q. 55 - In particular the Committee notes the following very important proposals for 
mitigation—  
• The provision of an alternative 3 metre wide cycle and footpath along the entire route 

to replace NCM75 – will this prove an acceptable alternative route, when compared to 
the existing route? 

 
42.  Response – Although there has been a lot of consultation and discussion in respect of the 
realigned cycletrack, the Council still has a number of concerns that require to be re-considered. 
The main concern is the proposal to re-route a section of the NCN75 along the busy A89 through 
Plains. Given that leisure cyclists, including families and young children, mainly use the NCN75, 
this would undoubtedly be viewed as not as pleasant or safe as the majority of the traffic-free off-
road route.  
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Airdrie-Bathgate Railway and Linked Improvements Bill 
 

North Lanarkshire Council’s Written Evidence in Respect of the Bill’s General Principles 
and Adequacy of Accompanying Documents 

 
Supplementary Information in respect of NLC Concerns 

 
1.  A summary of the Council’s main issues and concerns has been provided within the main 
document submission. Those issues have been repeated within this document, however, a 
number of the responses to specific questions have been expanded upon, in order to provide 
specific detail and/ or information, or to provide further justification and/ or explanation of 
associated relevant matters.  
 
2.  The expanded responses provide details of some of the previous discussions held in respect 
of those issues as well as the main outstanding areas of concern as well as some suggestions as 
to how these may be progressed.    
 

COMMENTS ON GENERAL PRINCIPLES 
 
3.  Q. 17 - Are (a) West Lothian's and (b) North Lanarkshire's current or future social 
inclusion and regeneration policies entirely dependent on the establishment of the railway 
and, if so, what would the impact on these policies be if the railway did not proceed?  
 
4.  Response - The re-opening of the railway line is a key component in the delivery of the 
regeneration of the Airdrie and villages area, which encompasses Plains and Caldercruix. 
Providing a crucial west/east link and a key access point to otherwise relatively isolated 
settlements that are served by an existing bus network which does not operate after 6pm. It will 
allow individuals access to employment opportunities, both part time and full time, in other parts 
of North Lanarkshire, Glasgow, Bathgate area and further east. It will be of particular benefit 
where these opportunities operate working practices with a start or finish time out with the 
existing bus schedules.  
 
5.  The lack of affordable, reliable transport which operates throughout the day is a major 
obstacle for individuals seeking work who live in the communities which would not be served by 
the new railway line.  
 
6.  The positive outcomes of the line will impact on some of North Lanarkshire's most 
disadvantaged areas as defined in its Regeneration Outcome Agreement. The re-opening of the 
Airdrie-Bathgate rail-link will therefore contribute positively to wider efforts to regenerate North 
Lanarkshire. 
 
7.  The Regeneration Outcome Agreement is the key strategic document for North Lanarkshire 
which outlines how the North Lanarkshire Partnership will: 
• tackle multiple deprivation in the most deprived 15% datazones in North Lanarkshire (as 

detailed in the Scottish Index of Multiple Deprivation 2004) and 
• make use of the Community Regeneration Fund amounting to approximately £33m for the 

period 2005-2008. 
 
8.  It will also lead to improved access to training and educational opportunities, especially for 
younger people and for those who do not have the regular use of a car. Improved access for 
Airdrie and Coatbridge residents to colleges in West Lothian and Edinburgh will increase the 



range of training and educational opportunities available. This will be beneficial those attending 
further rather than higher education who are dependent upon opportunities within commuting 
range of their homes. 
 
9.  If the re-opening of the railway line was not to proceed then it is likely that few of the benefits 
identified above would be available to these communities. Additionally, it is likely to result in a 
population shift with younger people with no easy access to transport moving elsewhere to gain 
employment or training.  
 
 
10.  Q. 37 - What are the projected patronage reductions in adding a station at (a) Plains 
and (b) Blackridge and what impact would this have on journey times? 
 
11.  Response - The proposal to not allow for a station at Plains is contrary to Government 
transport policy key aims of social inclusion, improving access to remote areas and areas of 
deprivation. (Reference Scotland’s Transport Future, Framework for Economic Development in 
Scotland, Choosing Our Future, and Scotland’s National Transport Strategy consultation 
document). 
 
12.  Plains has a population of some 2350 (locality settlement figure for 2004) and the majority of 
the village lies in a Community Regeneration Fund area. There are an additional 319 house plots 
either subject to planning permission or under construction. North Lanarkshire Local Plan is in 
preparation and the Council has been asked to consider proposals to release further land 
amounting to some 600 additional units. The Council has designated East Airdrie as a “Local 
Growth Area”, with no unit target figure being sought for housing provision. Rather, the Council 
intends to set a long-term settlement boundary for Plains. At this stage, it is impossible to say 
how much, if any, land will be released, as there are concerns relating to school capacities and 
settlement coalescence.  
 
13.  The Airdrie-Bathgate Economic Appraisal and Locational Impact (EALI) study, that was 
commissioned jointly by West Lothian and North Lanarkshire Councils in respect of these 
proposals, gives statistical information that supports and demonstrates the need for reliable 
transport. The information is given for Plains and Caldercruix, however, the villages are similar 
and therefore this information is representative of Plains. The above report highlights  “ the most 
significant impacts of the Airdrie-Bathgate line will be felt by those without access to a car”.        
 
14.  The datazones which include the settlement of Plains rank within the worst 15% datazones 
in the whole of Scotland and are included in the North Lanarkshire Regeneration Outcome 
Agreement.  A key component in the delivery of the ROA is providing access to employment.  
The current unemployment rate in Plains is 5.3% compared to a Scottish rate of 3.4%.  There are 
a significant number of households without access to a car (40 to 50%) and the bus service does 
not operate after 6pm.  Access to a station would allow residents to better take advantage of 
available employment opportunities within and out with North Lanarkshire. 
 
15.  Furthermore, whilst Plains does have access to localised services such as a doctor, primary 
school and post office, the settlement does not have access to a supermarket.  Here again 
access to a station will allow easier access to these facilities in Airdrie. 
 
16.  The Council has designated East Airdrie as a “Local Growth Area”, with the possibility of a 
considerable amount of new housing, in addition to that already granted planning permission. 



The identified additional houses under construction and the possibility of significant numbers to 
be released will result in a significant potential increase in the customer base for a station. 
17.  The households within the village also have a greater than average reliance on benefits with 
27% of the working age population on unemployment count in receipt of IB or SDA or 
compulsory New Deal participants as against a North Lanarkshire average of 18.8%.  Also the 
percentage of adults and children in households receiving key income benefits and credits is 
significantly higher than the North Lanarkshire average, at 28% as compared to 18.5%. 
18.  All of these factors make easy access to affordable and reliable transport important in the 
regeneration of the settlement.  
19.  Furthermore, the identified additional houses under construction and proposed will result in a 
significant potential increase in the customer base for a station.   
 
20.  The proposal to not provide a station in Plains appears to raise inconsistencies in policy. The 
Promoter’s memorandum makes little or no reference to the Scottish Executive’s Closing the 
Opportunity Gap policy or the Executive’s recently announced Regeneration Statement. The 
effect is to diminish the case for a station in the Plains area. The area of Plains is high up the 
Scottish Executive’s list of deprived communities, lying within the worst 15% domain and covered 
within North Lanarkshire’s Regeneration Outcome Agreement.  
 
21.  Within the Airdrie area and its surrounding villages 22 individual datazones lie within 
Scotland’s most 15% deprived communities, with a population of 17,000 people living within 
these areas (see attached graphic from Economic and Location Impact study). Potential housing 
demand and renewed economic activity has the potential to reinvigorate this area similar to 
patterns in Gartcosh and Falkirk. The Economic & Location Impact study, which included the 
Plains option, highlighted significant gains with 1,000 new residents and 400 new jobs 
redistributed to North Lanarkshire. This supports the Executive’s policy to Close the Opportunity 
Gap. This policy has set a number of clear objectives including:  
 
• Increasing the chances of sustained employment for vulnerable and disadvantaged groups - 

in order to lift them permanently out of poverty 
• To regenerate the most disadvantaged neighbourhoods - in order that people living there can 

take advantage of job opportunities and improve their quality of life;  
 
22.  The promoter’s memorandum shows that in cost benefit terms a station at Plains is 
economically efficient (BCR 1.71) and scores highest in terms of integration. Although this is not 
the highest BCR of the options appraised the potential impact, of this option, on social inclusion 
and regeneration should be more carefully considered. The Scottish Executive are therefore 
asked to weigh its deliberations heavily on this issue, with commitments to promote social 
inclusion and the opportunity to stimulate area based regeneration greatly diminished if it fails to 
support a new station at Plains.  
 
23.  Such a conclusion would run counter to the policy commitments made in the Regeneration 
Statement to “turn places that have been left behind into places connected with the opportunities 
around them” and signal a departure from the Executive’s commitment to Close the Opportunity 
Gap.  
 
24.  Furthermore the Scottish Executive states clearly its vision that departments of the Executive 
work collaboratively. This Bill will therefore test this vision and demonstrate clearly whether the 
Executive can connect its Regeneration and Social Inclusion policies to transport policy and the 
appraisal of station options included in the reopening of the Airdrie-Bathgate line.    
 



25.  It is noted that the Parliamentary Committee for the Waverley Railway (Scotland) Bill agreed 
to include a station at Stow. There are comparable social and economic needs and benefits to be 
gained for Plains through the provision of a station when compared to the precedent at Stow. 
 
26.  The Council believes that the main reasons for the Bill Committee deciding to provide a 
station at Stow are: 
 
• The Committee accepted that the creation of the railway would generally increase local 

opportunities in terms of employment and business opportunities. The Committee 
encouraged the promoter to maximise the local economic & employment opportunities from 
the construction of the railway through the use of local supplies, firms, services & workforce 
wherever possible. 

• The proposed railway could play an important role in maintaining & potentially increasing 
growth through increased tourist numbers. This would have a positive local impact on the 
economy and employment, on visitor attractions, shops, restaurants, hotel & bed & breakfast 
accommodation establishments.  The Committee's view was that tourism connected with the 
proposed railway could, particularly through the proper promotion and marketing, timetabling 
and integration with local bus services and with due sensitivity to the surrounding 
environment through the carefully planned integration of the railway & its infrastructure, 
provide an important and valuable dimension to the area's economic and social development.  

 
27.  However, overall the Committee believed that the reintroduction of the railway would assist 
in tackling social exclusion in both areas, particularly in the Borders. It could improve accessibility 
and tackle the feeling of disconnection from the rest of Scotland that exists in the Borders. It 
could also provide valuable support to the tourism industry in the borders. It is also noted that the 
Committee retained concerns in relation to the financial assumptions including housing, 
patronage and costs but, as indicated earlier, recognised those were matters for the Scottish 
Executive as principal funder to be satisfied upon and notes the clear position to continue to 
monitor each of those aspects set out by the Minister. 
 
28.  Many of those arguments could be equally applied to Plains, and to the surrounding area 
within North Lanarkshire.   
 
29.  It is therefore considered that there is significant social need and potential patronage from 
Plains that has not been adequately addressed within the current proposals, therefore the 
Council reaffirms its previous request for a station at Plains.  
 
30.  Network Rail consider that the provision of a station at Plains would increase the journey 
time by 2 minutes and this would have a considerable detrimental affect on patronage from 
Glasgow to Edinburgh, to such an extent to significantly affect the economic viability of the 
proposal. We don’t consider that that is a significant amount of time to lose compared against the 
social benefits to be gained by providing a station in Plains. There are other existing stations 
whose surrounding populations are already well served by a range of public transport services 
and it is therefore recommended that the overall time-table and stopping frequency along the 
route be examined to allow time to stop at Plains without adversely affecting overall journey time.  
 
31.  Q. 38 - What improvements are to be made to local bus services between (a) Plains 
and the proposed stations at Caldercruix and Drumgelloch and (b) Blackridge and the 
proposed station at Armadale? 
 
32.  Response - There are presently no alternative bus services in the evening and a limited 
provision at weekends. There is a dial a bus service for disabled and a ring and ride service that 



do not operate after 1800hrs. These services are only suitable for occasional use and cannot 
provide the regular service required to access health, education or employment.  
 
33.  Following recent discussion with Network Rail, it was agreed that the Council discuss with 
SPfT (and possibly West Lothian Council) options/ costs/ potential for a Bus Route Development 
Grant (BRDG), albeit it would be too early to actually apply. Through the SPfT, we should also 
discuss it with the Scottish Executive’s Bus Policy Branch, effectively to provide start-up funding 
for a rail shuttle-bus. Past experience has shown that there is a very low success rate for this 
type of new service and this proposal cannot be relied upon to deliver the social and economic 
access required by the village of Plains. 
 
34.  Average walking distance to the nearest proposed station at Clarkston is some 1.8km, which 
is above the recommended walking distance of 800m. 
 
35.  Q. 39 - What would the capital cost be of providing stations at Plains and Blackridge 
and what additional land take would be required?  
 
36.  Response - The original technical study (not lodged) indicated there were no technical 
reasons to prohibit a station at Plains. A small car park, for local use, could be accommodated 
within the proposed area of land-take, plus the A89 is of sufficient width to accommodate some 
on street parking. 
 
37.  An earlier study indicated that the construction of a station could substantially be provided 
within the land required for the purposes currently identified. It has recently been intimated that 
further properties could be affected if a station were to be provided, however, the Council is 
unaware of the precise extent of this potential additional land-take.   
 
38.  Q. 44 - How will the railway integrate with car travel and what arrangements have been 
made for park and ride facilities between Airdrie and Bathgate? 
 
39.  Response - The proposals within the Bill only allow for an additional 16 car-parking spaces 
within Airdrie Station car park, even although the expected demand identified within the earlier 
study indicated an additional 110 spaces would be required. This was to be provided through the 
provision of a car park upper deck and the extension of the ground level parking onto council 
owned land, albeit there were some access issues (as per an earlier drawing prepared by Jacobs 
Babtie on behalf of Network Rail). Shortly before the Bill was lodged these proposals were 
withdrawn. The reasons given for reducing the number of proposed additional spaces were: that 
objections were received in respect of the aesthetics and over-look of the proposed upper deck; 
and that there were land-ownership issues over the area of ground to the west of the car park 
(where some rear access is required). Concerns were also expressed that the increased parking 
would increase congestion, however, traffic management could mitigate this. Network Rail has 
also advised that the cost of the car park structure could not be economically justified.  
 
40.  It is estimated that there may be up to 100 rail commuter-generated cars parked in and 
around the town centre car parks. There is no current spare capacity in town centre parking. The 
proposals will have a further detrimental affect on the availability of town centre parking which will 
in turn adversely affect the economy of the town centre. This would be contrary to Government 
policy that states that transport should support economic growth. There is also likely to be 
increased parking in residential areas.  
 
41.  Government transport policy also indicates that modal shift should be encouraged – this will 
not be achieved in Airdrie due to lack of parking at the Station.  The original rail study indicated 



that a total of 410 spaces would be required in the Airdrie area. New Drumgelloch Station will 
accommodate 336 spaces and Airdrie will have 166. The overall parking level has therefore been 
achieved. However, train frequency will be every half-hour at New Drumgelloch compared with 
every 15 minutes at Airdrie. This will make Airdrie more attractive and limit the amount of travel 
shift from Airdrie to Drumgelloch. Consequently, the Council has concerns over the viability of the 
twin-station concept. There will therefore be a significant demand for parking at Airdrie Station 
that has not been met by the proposals. The reinstatement of the additional deck could be 
considered. This will only accommodate some of the additional requirement. 
 
42.  The Council acknowledges that Network Rail are currently examining the option of removing 
the middle of three current rail sidings at the station, to slew the outside one, which may create 
land for an additional 30 or so parking spaces.  It is noted that that would involve regulatory 
issues, as they would effectively be giving up operational land, and would require the agreement 
of the Office of the Rail Regulator (ORR) and the train operating company, First ScotRail.  The 
works could cost around £40k, which is felt to provide better value for money than the previous 
decked option. It could also possibly be carried out as advance works. The Council 
acknowledges that doing this to get the number of parking spaces up to around 200 would be 
advantageous. 
 

43.  NLC will examine the land ownership/ access issues over the land to the west of the exist
station car park; to determine whether we would be able to resolve them, with a view to having th
land become part of the station car park.  

 
44.  There is presently no certainty as to whether or not either of these options would materialise, 
therefore the Council would maintain its request that the parking at Airdrie Station is significantly 
increased, to meet the projected demand as identified within the project study. 
 
45.  In addition, a Transport Assessment should be provided to demonstrate the existing road 
network is able to accommodate any additional traffic generated by the proposed upgrading. 
  
46.  In addition, the redevelopment of the station will undoubtedly result in the temporary 
displacement of the existing parking provision. Given the current levels of parking over-demand 
at the station, this will likely lead to an increased over-spill onto surrounding streets and car 
parks. No details have been provided within the Bill as to how this will be accommodated.  
 
47.  To address this issue, the Council would request that a condition be imposed requiring the 
Promoter to obtain the prior approval of NLC in respect of how many car parking spaces could be 
temporarily removed at any time and to determine where it would be intended that these 
displaced drivers would be directed to.   
 
48.  Network Rail has suggested that the council manage its parking in the car parks and on 
street to minimise the level of commuter parking. The council is concerned that this may have a 
detrimental effect on the town centre, which currently has no controlled parking and is 
economically fragile. Furthermore, it is not sustainable to introduce parking in Airdrie alone, 
therefore the council would have to consider introducing parking measures in other town centres, 
which are also fragile. 
 
49.  Plains - The new access road to serve properties on the south of the line should have a 
junction separation of 40m. This does not appear to be possible due to the junctions of 
Meadowhead Road and Stanrigg Street with Main Street. It may be possible to design the new 
road to be accessed via a roundabout at the junction with Meadowhead Road. The proposed 
access road would impact on an outline planning consent at the former Beechams industrial unit 



and other proposals submitted to the Council for consideration during the preparation of the Draft 
North Lanarkshire Local Plan.  
 
50.  A proposed housing development located on the south side of Main Street, opposite 
Stanrigg Street, which is the subject of a Planning Application, may compromise the provision of 
a new access. The site boundary of the proposed development does not extend to the junction of 
Meadowhead Road to allow the provision of a roundabout to mitigate the substandard junction 
spacing. 
 
51.  It is recommended that details of this new access have to be agreed with NLC. 
 
52.  Q. 54 - What impact will the proposed railway have on passenger levels on existing 
Edinburgh-Glasgow rail services? 
 
53.  Response – Unlike the existing stations that lie out with the re-opened section (Livingston 
North and Uphall) those stations within North Lanarkshire to the west of Airdrie have not been 
included within the Bill, namely Coatdyke, Coatbridge Sunnyside and Blairhill, as there are no 
alterations to the rail network required over that section.  
 
54.  However, the current parking demand significantly exceeds the park and ride provision at 
each of these stations; that demand will be significantly exacerbated by the introduction of a 
frequent rail service to West Lothian and Edinburgh. Consequently, it is recommended that 
provision be made for increasing the park and ride provision at Coatdyke, Coatbridge Sunnyside 
and Blairhill. 
 
55.  Q. 55 - What projections are there for new housing along the Airdrie-Bathgate railway 
corridor and over what time period? 
 
56.  Response – Current proposals are noted below. 
 
57.  The title of the Local Plan covering the North Lanarkshire section of the above line is 
Monklands District Local Plan 1991 (Adopted 1995).  Monklands District Local Plan is not 
available on-line (but could be provided).  
 
58.  The title of the emerging Council-wide local plan is North Lanarkshire Local Plan. Several 
submissions have been made for housing development on land alongside the line. 
 
59.  These are being assessed currently along with over 450 other submissions. The assessment 
will culminate in publication of a Consultative Draft Local Plan in early 2007.  
 
60.  Airdrie East is identified as an area that the Council deems suitable for urban expansion over 
the period 2012 until 2018, with limited scope for delivery before 2012. This was primarily owing 
to the proximity of a sustainable transport (i.e. rail) corridor and the fact that the A73 was a 
deterrent for investment in its current format. The new Local Plan will take this into account in 
allocating sites to be brought forward both immediately and over the longer period.  
 
61.  Overall, the route has attracted submissions amounting to a potential total of some 1,000 
additional housing units, albeit some of the submission areas overlap to some extent. In addition, 
approximately 575-600 units are currently under construction on permitted sites and there is 
potential for 620 units at the Boots site (if planning permission is granted). 
 



62.  The Local Plan has to take scale and impact into account, as well as impact on/ opportunity 
for community facilities. To inform the Local Plan, a further study (the Local Growth Area Study) 
will primarily seek to establish 20 year settlement boundaries and appropriate phasing 
arrangements, etc, as well as look at the landscape and a range of infrastructure capacity issues 
for the area.  
 
63.  Some additional items of relevance are noted below following recent discussions with 
elected Members for the Airdrie Area.  
 
64.  Schools: 
Five schools along the corridor are under construction, 4 in the form of 2 Joint Campuses:  
Glengowan/ St Mary's, Caldercruix opened in spring 2006 and may already be nearing capacity. 
Plains/St David's, Plains, is due to open soon and may also soon approach capacity. 
Clarkston, Airdrie, is about to commence, with a target opening of August 2007. Possible 
capacity pressure from Boots site mentioned. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



COMMENTS ON ACCOMPANYING DOCUMENTS 
 
65.  Q. 39 - Please provide a breakdown of the costings for structures, stations and 
contingency. 
 
66.  Response – Whilst the reasons for, and the associated cost of, the extent of the work 
proposed at each structure is acknowledged, it is felt that the scope of the project should also 
address some existing issues along the line of the route, rather than be wholly restrictive to 
matters that are required solely for the rail works. This may provide value for money and better 
whole-life costings, as opposed to perpetuating concerns that currently exist but could be 
ameliorated, or which may otherwise cost more to carry out some time in the future where there 
may be an impact on rail services.     
 
67.  These various issues are set out below. 
 
68.  Crowwood Bridge  - The bridge deck has weight restriction issues, plus the parapets would 
be sub-standard for being over a live railway. Although the deck does not require to be replaced 
for the rail project, the parapets would require to be replaced. The replacement of the deck at this 
time would essentially be an acceleration of works that may be required some time in the future. 
It would be better value for money to carry out these works concurrent with the rail works, rather 
than incur the cost, and have a consequential disruption to services, by doing the works at some 
point in the future. 
 
69.  A89 Main Street Bridge - It is noted that Main Street Bridge (No 240/056), to the east of 
Plains, is to be replaced. This bridge is on a strategic traffic route, with sharp 90-degree bends 
on both approaches and insufficient pedestrian facilities. However, the replacement bridge would 
appear to simply reintroduce these same problems and limitations, to the detriment of strategic 
traffic, particularly HGVs, on the route and pedestrians. 
 
70.  It is recommended that we jointly examine with Network Rail opportunities for the 
realignment of the Main Street Bridge, subject to an economic justification and sufficient capital 
funds being available. 
 
71.  A89 Bedlormie Toll Over-bridge - The A89 Bedlormie Toll over-bridge (No 240/043) requires 
to be replaced, and that a temporary bridge and road re-alignment is required in order to carry 
out those works. However, the existing road deviates sharply on the approaches to the bridge 
from both sides. It is recommended that the new bridge be constructed on the straight alignment 
(on the line that is proposed for the temporary bridge), albeit that the permanent bridge would be 
constructed on a greater skew, however, this would remove the need for, and cost of, the 
temporary bridge and road re-alignment, as well as providing a better permanent road alignment.  
 
72.  It is recommended that we jointly examine with Network Rail opportunities for the 
realignment of the A89 Bedlormie Toll, to provide a permanent bridge on a significantly more 
appropriate road alignment, subject to an economic justification and sufficient capital funds being 
available.  
 
73.  Q. 41 - What contribution is being made to the capital costs of the proposed railway 
by West Lothian and North Lanarkshire councils, Scottish Enterprise, and others and 
through section 75 agreements (under the Town and Country Planning (Scotland) Act 
1997)? 



 
74.  Response – The range of costs that may be incurred by the Council, and hence effectively 
the Council’s contribution to the scheme, are noted below. 
 
75.  Land - The Council’s Property Section has started work on the possible future disposa
requirements for the 90 or so areas of land required for the project, and have had various discussion
with Network Rail (NR). There doesn’t appear to be any difficulties with transferring all or any of thes
areas. It is too early to give an accurate estimate of the land values, however, it is likely to be in th
region of:  

£500k+ for the new station car park at Clarkston 
  £100k approximately for all other parcels of land. 
 
76.  It has still to be determined whether the Council should ‘gift’ all or part of this land as part of 
our contribution. If the land were to be ‘gifted’ the Council would have to obtain Section 74 
Agreement from the Scottish Executive (SE) for approval to dispose of the land for less than the 
market value.  
 
77.  As noted previously, there is a desire that additional work takes place on two existing bridge
(where that work is not required for the rail project). If this was to carried out at the Council’s expense
the costs could be: 

1) A89 Bedlormie Toll – provide a new structure on a straighter alignment, to tackle existin
road safety issues. Betterment would be approximately £1.45M (split 50-50 with West Lothia
Council, hence £750k approx.). 

2) Replace Crowwood Bridge deck, which has weight restriction concerns, plus the 
parapets would be sub-standard for being over a live railway; the cost to replace the 
deck would be approximately £1M. Essentially this would be an acceleration of works 
that may be required some time in the future. 

3) Main Street Bridge, east of Plains – If the bridge could be altered to address some 
existing roads’ concerns it may potentially involve new abutments and a longer span. 
The costs would be dependent upon what works were feasible. 

 
78.  However, these are identified as opportunities, though there are existing pressures on the 
Council’s structures’ capital budgets, as well as other competing priorities, which would limit the 
extent to which any of these improvements could be part-funded by the Council. 
 
79.  The vesting of roads and the cyclepath would leave the Council with long term maintenance 
costs, though there may also be the issue of commuted sums. 
 
80.  It is the Council’s view that all structures currently the responsibility of Network Rail remain 
with Network Rail. It is also the Council’s view that structures currently not the responsibility of 
the Council, associated with disused railways, should become the responsibility of Network Rail 
when the railway is reinstated. 
 
81.  There would likely be a significant cost for extending the car parking provision in the existing 
Airdrie town centre car parks, to compensate for the substantial increase in rail-commuter 
parking that is expected in Airdrie, if suitable parking is not provided at Airdrie Station as part of 
the rail re-opening project. 
 
82.  The current parking demand significantly exceeds the park and ride provision at each of the 
other stations to the west of Airdrie, within North Lanarkshire; that demand will be significantly 
exacerbated by the introduction of a frequent rail service to West Lothian and Edinburgh. 
Consequently, there would be a significant cost for increasing the park and ride provision at 



Coatdyke, Coatbridge Sunnyside and Blairhill Stations if this was not provided through the main 
project. 
 
83.  A number of additional footpath/ cyclepath connections may potentially be required to 
connect to the realigned NCN75 cycletrack and the new accesses to the stations. That would 
involve a cost for their provision, as well as an ongoing revenue costs for their upkeep and 
maintenance. 
 
84.  In previous discussions the Council had requested a commuted sum in the amount of £75k, 
for environmental mitigation surveys and measures to compensate for the anticipated 
environmental effects resulting from the scheme proposals. If such a sum were not forthcoming 
the Council would be required to fund such an amount. 
 
85.  It has been suggested that a Bus Route Development Grant be initiated to cover a rail-
feeder bus service along the Airdrie-Plains-Caldercruix corridor, mainly required if a station were 
not to be provided at Plains. The Council would incur an element of that cost.  
 
86.  Q. 42 - This is a large and complex scheme which encompasses not only the 
upgraded and new tracks, but also upgraded and new stations, a new train depot, a 
relocated vehicle storage yard and a relocated cycle path. Much of this could only be 
described in broad terms at this outline design stage. What controls will there be over the 
final design of the new or upgraded stations, the depot and the vehicle storage yard and 
will these still be subject to local authority approval? 
 
87.  Response – We would request that a condition be imposed requiring the Promoter to 
discuss with and obtain the prior approval of NLC in respect of the design and layout of all 
structures, materials/ treatments to be used within the various station works, the arrangement 
and form of the bus, taxi and drop-off areas, and the proposals to facilitate inter-modal 
interchange. 
 
88.  It should be noted that Airdrie Station is in a Conservation Area, the redevelopment of which 
will give rise to a number of specific concerns, namely the materials to be used, the bus/ taxi 
arrangement/ provision on Weavers Road and Cairnhill Road, and the opportunities for inter-
modal interchange in such a town centre hub. 
 
89.  The council would wish to be closely involved in the programming and phasing of bridge 
replacements/ refurbishment, due to the potential impact from the temporary re-routing of 
significant vehicular flows.  
 
90.  The existing station at Drumgelloch is to be closed and removed, with a new station to be 
provided further eastwards. However, no details have been provided concerning the proposed 
reinstatement/ landscaping works to be carried out at this location following the removal of the 
station. 
 
91.  To address this issue, the Council would request that a condition be imposed requiring the 
Promoter to discuss with and obtain the approval of NLC in respect of the reinstatement/ 
landscaping treatment to be implemented at this location. 
 
92.  New station to be provided in Clarkston - A 336-space car park is proposed at the new 
station to be provided in Clarkston. However, no details have been provided as to the impact on 
the road network, particularly in respect of the junction of Old Bore Road/ A73 Forrest Street. 



Account should be taken of potential future uses of the former Clarkston Primary School site 
opposite this junction.  
 
93.  To address this issue, the Council would request that a condition be imposed requiring the 
Promoter to undertake a Transport Assessment, the scope of which should be agreed with NLC. 
This should examine likely conditions at this junction and at the junctions of Towers Road/ 
Forrest Street/ Connor Street, to obtain the prior approval of NLC in respect of any road/ junction 
treatments proposed at these junctions, and then to implement any associated improvement 
works deemed necessary by NLC. 
 
94.  No details have been provided as to the detailed layout of the car park or of any treatments 
that are to be implemented to reduce the visual impact on surrounding properties. In addition, 
there would potentially be a significant rainwater run-off from large surface are of the car park, 
which may potentially lead to drainage problems on the line. 
 
95.  To address this issue, the Council would request that a condition be imposed requiring the 
Promoter to discuss with and obtain the prior of NLC in respect of the proposed car park layout 
and treatment to reduce that visual impact, and that a SUDS scheme is incorporated into the 
landscaping to prevent any drainage problems on the rail line. 
 
96.  A substantial pedestrian flow would be expected to Clarkston from existing properties to the 
north of the A89 and from bus passengers alighting on the A89. However, there are currently no 
significant crossing facilities in the vicinity where pedestrians would be expected to cross to 
access the station, for instance adjacent to the bus stops adjacent to Springfield Road. 
 
97.  To address this issue, the Council would request that a condition be imposed requiring that a 
controlled pedestrian crossing be provided on the A89, at a location to the satisfaction of NLC.  
 
98.  In addition, there is an existing footpath immediately adjacent to the A89 bus stops that 
would provide more direct access to the station, which the Council recommends should be 
upgraded and signed, even if is not fully DDA compliant (with the DDA compliant footpath to the 
west also being improved and signed). 
 
99.  Bridge Works - The Council requests that a CoCP be developed to address bridge 
replacement/ refurbishment work programmes and phasing, in view of the significant number of 
vehicle trips that would be diverted. These are summarised below.  
 
100.  The A73 Carlisle Road over-bridge requires to be replaced, and consequently the A73 
would require to be closed during these works. The A73 is a strategic north-south route that 
carries a significant volume of traffic, including a substantial percentage of HGVs. It is 
acknowledged that it is too early to provide proposed diversion routes at this stage. 
 
101.  To address this issue, the Council would request that a condition be imposed requiring the 
Promoter to produce a Transport Statement to identify likely diverted traffic levels and hence 
determine the suitability of alternative routes, plus obtain the prior approval of NLC in respect of 
the temporary diversion routes to be implemented during the closure of the A73. The proposed 
diversion routes should be agreed with NLC in consultation with Strathclyde Police and the 
Promoter.  
 
102.  The Transport Statement should include specify key junctions, such as Petersburn Road/ 
Carlisle Road/ Brownsburn Road; Burniebrae Road/ Main Street/ Lauchope Street; Craigneuk 



Avenue/ Carlisle Road/ South Biggar Road; Drumbathie Road/ Motherwell Street; Grahamshill 
Street/ Motherwell Street; Kenilworth Drive/ Motherwell Street; Rawyards Roundabout) 
 
103.  Modification works are required on Crowwood Drive over-bridge and consequently it is 
likely that the road would require to be closed during these works. Towers Road over-bridge 
requires to be replaced, and consequently Towers Road would require to be closed during these 
works. Similarly, a Transport Statement should be required in respect of these bridge works.  
 
104.  In addition, the three bridges referred to above are in relative proximity to one another, and 
traffic diverted as a result of work being carried out on any one of these bridges would likely use 
one or both of the other bridges, whether formally signed as a diversion route or not. 
Consequently, traffic conditions could be severely exacerbated should work be carried out on two 
or more of these bridges concurrently, to the detriment of local communities and to the local road 
network.  
 
105.  To address this issue, the Council would request that a condition be imposed requiring that 
traffic restrictions/ closures, either full or partial, can only be applied at only any one of these 
three bridges at the same time. 
 
106.  During the construction work on all of these bridges, they would likely have to be closed to 
pedestrians as well as vehicles. There are no immediately adjacent suitable alternative routes for 
pedestrians, which would mean that pedestrians would have to follow an unacceptably long 
diversion route during the works.  
 
107.  To address this issue, the Council would request that a condition be imposed requiring that 
temporary pedestrian bridges/ structures are provided immediately adjacent to the existing 
structures during the bridge works, so that a direct pedestrian route is provided at all times. 
 
108.  No proposals have been submitted in respect of the proposed restoration works following 
completion of the works on the A73 Carlisle Road, Crowwood Drive, and the Towers Road 
bridges. There is a concern that the construction works may cause damage to the existing 
infrastructure/ roads immediately adjacent to the bridge works.  
 
109.  To address this issue, the Council would request that a condition be imposed requiring that 
the Promoter jointly undertakes condition surveys with NLC staff in the vicinity of each of these 
bridges in advance of the works commencing, and that any damage to the infrastructure/ roads 
identified during a similar inspection following completion of the works is made good by the 
Promoter, to the satisfaction of NLC.  
 
110.  Caldercruix Station Car Park - The proposed car park to the south of Caldercruix Station is 
shown taking access from a new roundabout to be constructed on the A89. No specific details 
have been provided on the roundabout design at this time, to enable specific comment, though 
the gradients of the embankments appear to raise concern.  
 
111.  It is recommended that the design of the new roundabout and access road should be to the 
requirements of the Design Manual for Roads and Bridges. 
 
112.  To address all of the matters above, and numerous other elements, it is recommended that 
the Promoter be required to develop a Code of Construction Practice (CoCP), to define minimum 
standards of construction practice in so far as they affect the environment, amenity and safety of 
local residents, businesses, the general public and the physical surroundings and the natural and 
cultural heritage in the vicinity of the proposed railway works. 
 



113.  Q. 43 - The new station at Caldercruix is on the edge of a conservation area: this 
would seem to make it important that there be some very tight controls over the final 
design to ensure that it is sympathetic with its surroundings. Will the local authority have 
the final say in approving the detailed designs and what specific discussions has the 
promoter had with environmental regulators and local environmental bodies on this? 
 
114.  Response - The Council has been involved in a number of discussions concerning these 
aspects, may of which have been resolved, However, given the nature and scale of these 
proposals it is not unexpected that a number of issues are remain unresolved.  
 
115.  The Council would wish to have the final say in approving the detailed designs, to ensure 
that they are appropriate and in keeping with the surrounding areas.  
 
116.  Q. 45 - One of the more significant potential impacts of a scheme such as this is 
noise and vibration. Please explain the approach taken in assessing the noise and 
vibration impacts, the mitigation measures proposed, and the likely significance of 
impacts following mitigation? 
 
117.  Response – The noise impact of the re-opening of the Airdrie to Bathgate line railway and 
linked improvements is based on the year of opening only, as there is no data available for future 
year scenarios. Any increase in the use of the line would therefore require a further noise 
assessment to be carried out. 
118.  Drumgelloch to Bathgate - Although the proposed re-opened section shows that with 
mitigation there is an improvement in the significance of impact for 65 properties at ground level 
and 72 properties at first floor it should be stated that there is no improvement in the significance 
of impact for 77 properties at ground floor level and 151 properties at first floor level, further 
clarification is required as to whether the 151 houses at first floor level include or are separate 
from the 77 at ground floor level. 
119.  For the morning shoulder period with mitigation there are still 90 houses at ground level 
and 171 houses at first floor where there is no improvement on the substantial impact. 
120.  For the length of track subject to intensification of use between Airdrie Station and the 
present Drumgelloch Station there are approximately 22 residential buildings within 20m and 237 
residential properties within 50m of the track.  Whilst there is presently 3.96km of acoustic 
barriers proposed, details of other techniques to reduce the impact of the noise require to be 
provided during the detailed design stage. It should be further noted that owing to maintenance 
and graffiti cleaning mitigation in the form of acoustic barriers is not the preferred solution of the 
Promoter. 
121.  When considering the likely maximum levels analysis has shown that property in Main 
Street, Plains, Station Road, Caldercruix, Millstream Crescent, Caldercruix and Forrestfield are 
all likely to experience LA Max levels in excess of LA max 82dB.  It should be clarified as to 
which properties will be affected.  Are the houses at Station Road, Caldercruix, that are to be 
demolished included in this analysis? 
 
122.  Clarification is requested as to why Cairnhill Primary School was included in the preliminary 
assessment of Baseline monitoring but excluded from detailed monitoring.  With regard to the 
residential development at Station Road, Caldercruix, it is anticipated that the levels may exceed 
the LA max 82dB criteria at first floor, and it is suggested that consideration should be given to 
the site developer to incorporate mitigation measures along this stretch of track.  Cognisance 
should be taken of the houses that are already built and occupied and further clarification is 
required concerning the responsibility of the mitigation measures required.  In addition, it should 



be noted that the predictions have assumed that the track has a gradient of zero in the predictive 
methodology for the section of track subject to intensification of use. 
 
123.  It was previously intimated that the number of freight trains operating on the existing 
sections of track is expected to remain constant following the re-opening of the Airdrie to 
Bathgate railway, consequently freight movements have not been included in the Council’s 
intensification of use assessment for the Bathgate to Edinburgh rail track. However, it has since 
been suggested that the re-opened route may be used for night-time freight operations. The 
Council would wish to have this matter clarified, to determine whether the intensification of use 
assessment needs to be re-considered. 
 
124.  Contractors, whenever appointed, should commission a suitable noise assessment for any 
construction works that they propose to carry out. 
 
125.  Any contractor should ensure compliance within terms laid down in the approved code of 
practice BS 5228 Part 1: noise control on construction and open sites. 
 
126.  The hours of operation acceptable to the Council are: 
     8.00am – 7.00pm Monday to Friday 
     8.00am - 1.00pm Saturday   
     No noise producing works on Sundays or public holidays 
 
127.  Any noise producing works out with these hours would require prior consent in terms of 61 
(1) of the Control of Pollution Act 1974. 
128.  The best practicable means shall be adopted as defined in Section 72 of the Control of 
Pollution Act 1974 in order to reduce noise to a minimum at all times. 
129.  All plant and machinery in use shall be properly actioned and maintained in accordance 
with the manufacturers’ instructions. 
130.  A telephone number for emergency use shall be notified to the Council’s Pollution Control 
Section within Protective Services prior to commencement of any operations. 
131.  Any contractor carrying out works should be required to produce a method statement and a 
schedule of works. 
132.  Once a method statement for construction is available detailed predictions of noise 
assessments should be undertaken by the contractor.  As a general guide the following 
mitigation measures should be employed to ensure that noise levels are attenuated as far as is 
reasonably practicable. 

 Low noise emission machinery will be used where feasible. 
 Plant will be situated away from any noise sensitive receptors. 
 Machines that are used intermittently will be shut down between periods of activity. 
 white noise sirens as opposed to reversing bleepers to be fitted to machinery and vehicles to 

be reversed. 
 All machinery will be well maintained (abnormal measures of noise are often associated with 

wear and tear/indicative of mechanical failure) and 



 All construction work will be undertaken in accordance with codes of practice for construction 
work and piling as outlined in BS 5228. 

 Also see Network railway Guidance note on construction noise  entitled “Best Practice 
Means” – control of noise and vibration from construction operations (formerly 
RT/LS/G/00023) 

 
133.  Q. 49 - The Committee notes that as well as a scoping exercise having been carried 
out, mandatory consultees were also invited to comment on the draft ES and made a 
number of comments on it. How far have those comments been picked up in the final 
document? 
 
134.  Response – A number of elements have been addressed within the draft ES, however, 
there are a number of issues that haven’t been fully examined. To ensure that all the elements 
identified within the ES are suitably addressed, the Council would recommend that a Code of 
Construction Practice (CoCP) be developed. The purpose of the CoCP would be to define 
minimum standards of construction practice in so far as they affect the environment, amenity and 
safety of local residents, businesses, the general public and the physical surroundings and the 
natural and cultural heritage in the vicinity of the proposed railway works. The Council would 
request that the Promoter and Contractor develop this CoCP through discussions with North 
Lanarkshire Council, West Lothian Council, SNH and SEPA. Further, we would request that a 
condition be imposed stating that the CoCP has to be approved by each of the local planning 
authorities, prior to commencing any construction works. 
 
135.  Areas of concern that have been identified are noted below. 
 
136.  Plains Country Park - There is concern over the proposal to CPO sections of the park, and 
the removal of the existing play area, with a consequential loss of a popular amenity. 
 
137.  It is recommended that alternative areas of park are created to replace the areas being lost, 
plus the facilities in the play area should be relocated to another suitable area within the general 
proximity of the current facilities. 
 
138.  North Calder Water - The cycle path to the east of Plains runs along the side of the North 
Calder Water. There is potential for adverse impact on protected habitats and species, both 
during the construction phase and the established phase of the works. There is also a potential 
issue of flooding that would need to be checked. 
 
139.  It is recommended that the detailed proposals for this section of path, and the details of any 
mitigation measures that may be required in respect of these issues, be agreed with NLC.  
 
140.  Caldercruix Station Car Park Access Road - It is noted that the new access road to 
Caldercruix Station car park will require a new structure to be constructed over the North Calder 
Water. However, no details have been provided as to the proposed type/ size of this structure. 
NLC would wish to ensure that a suitable structure is provided that would not be detrimental to 
the current ecology/ nature of the North Calder Water. 
 
141.  To address this issue, the Council would request that a condition be imposed requiring the 
Promoter to discuss with and obtain the prior approval of NLC in respect of the detail of the 
proposed structure across the North Calder Water.  
 
142.  Caldercruix Station Car Park Landscaping - The design and materials used in the 
construction of the car park and associated landscaping would be important at this location, 



particularly since it has been identified as a Site of Importance for Nature Conservation and is an 
area of high visibility from the A89.   
 
143.  To address this issue, the Council would request that a condition be imposed requiring the 
Promoter to discuss with and obtain the prior approval of NLC in respect of the detail of the 
proposed landscaping and associated treatments in this area. 
 
144.  Habitats around Caldercruix Station Car Park - It is not clear how the existing habitats 
would be protected in area 244A and in the vicinity of the new car park/ access road generally. 
 
145.  To address this issue, the Council would request that a condition be imposed requiring the 
Promoter to discuss with and obtain the prior approval of NLC in respect of the detail of the 
proposed habitats protection/ treatments in this area with potential remediation measures 
implemented to mitigate against the loss of SINC habitat. 
 
146.  Main Street Caldercruix - It is noted that the replacement of the Main Street bridge (No 
240/051), adjacent to the former Caldercruix Station, will require the temporary re-opening of the 
road between Main Street and the A89. While it is recognised that there is no realistic alternative 
to this, to temporarily provide access for the properties to the south of the rail line, this would be 
a cause for concern.  
 
147.  It is recommended that the impact of the new housing development should also be 
considered when considering the temporary routing of traffic from Main Street onto the junction 
with the A89. In addition, a Transport Statement would be required to determine the adequacy of 
sight lines at this junction, with improvements implemented if so required. 
 
148.  In addition, it should also be a condition that this bride is closed to vehicular traffic as soon 
as the temporary access is no longer required.  
 
149.  Main Street Bridge, Caldercruix - The reconstruction of the over-bridge at Main Street (No 
240/051) would present an opportunity to realign, and hence improve, the road using adjacent 
Council owned land. 
 
150.  It is recommended that NLC are involved in, and have final approval over, the detailed 
design of this replacement bridge. 
 
151.  Millstream Crescent - There is concern over the remaining houses being substantially 
impacted by the loss of rear garden area, as well as the close proximity of these houses to the 
rail line. All of these gardens will be rendered sub standard in relation to the Council’s Open 
Space Standards. 
 
152.  The Council would wish to be advised of what remedial/ mitigation measures are proposed 
to address these issues. 
 



153.  Construction Compounds 304, 304A, 305A & 407 - It is felt that Site 305A may generate a 
substantial volume of construction traffic. 
 
154.  It is recommended that the Promoter be required to produce a Transport Statement 
concerning the likely traffic generation from these compounds and the potential impact on the 
A89. 
 
155.  It is noted that this is in quite a prominent location, and as such consideration should be 
given to screening from the A89 and future landscaping on completion of the works. The 
presence of a drainage ditch running south to north through construction compound area 407 
should be noted, as there doesn’t appear to be any details as to how this will be protected/ 
treated during the works. 
 
156.  It is recommended that protection proposals be submitted in respect of the drainage ditch 
running south to north through the site 407.  
 
157.  It is felt that the temporary construction compounds 304, 304A, 305 & 407 would be quite 
prominent, particularly in consideration of the nature of the existing sites, and are each of a 
considerable size. 
 
158.  It is recommended that consideration be given to screening the compounds from the A89 
during the works and that the sites be restored through the provision of new landscaping on 
completion of the works, of a type and form approved by NLC.  
 
159.  It is also recommended that ecological mitigation measures are imposed as a requirement 
at this site, to a standard and form discussed with, and acceptable to, NLC. 
 
160.  In addition, it is recommended that consideration be given to having the Promoter prepare 
a Construction Code of Construction Practice (CoCP), that meets with the approval of the local 
authorities and other statutory consultees, to deal with all of these such issues.  
 
161.  Hillend Loch - The impact on the loch and associated recreational uses of the land 
formation on the south bank is potentially significant. Details of the material to be used and the 
methodology of in-fill will be a key concern. There is also concern over the potential impact on 
the shoreline. It is acknowledged that further consultation is to be carried out.  
 
162.  To address this issue, the Council would request that a condition be imposed requiring that 
the Promoter discusses with and gains the approval of NLC concerning these environmental 
concerns. In addition, it is recommended that British Waterways, as owners of the loch, also take 
part in these discussions. 
 
163.  Angling Club – There are concerns over the proposed access to the Angling club. The 
proposal to introduce two separate parking areas, one of which would be accessed via the 



cyclepath, may significantly impact on traffic and cycle/ pedestrian safety. In addition, the bridge 
is described as non-DDA compliant.  
 
164.  It is recommended that the bridge be re-designed to meet current DDA legislation, and that 
the feasibility of providing a gated service-access to the north side of the rail line, segregated 
from the cyclepath, be investigated. 
 
165.  In addition, the service access to the Angling club will have an impact on a small bridge that 
currently serves a few houses, including the Angora Goat farmer. Further details are also 
required as to how this will be designed and implemented. 
 
166.  Q. 50 - Among the comments made were the need for a flood risk assessment at 
certain locations, targeted investigations for contaminated land, and for hydro-geological 
surveys of areas of mine working. How can the ES be robust if these surveys have not yet 
been carried out? 
 
167.  Response – There are a number of contaminated land issues, as follows. 
  
168.  North Lanarkshire is historically an area of extensive industrial use.  The Environmental 
Statement shows that there is a long history of underground mining beneath the route.  These 
old mine workings are anticipated to be extensive and may potentially impact on the length of the 
route, particularly in the immediate vicinity of Airdrie and Plains.  Also contamination levels within 
the materials to be excavated could have elevated hydrocarbons from its former railway area. 
 
169.  Therefore a full investigation survey requires to be carried out in accordance with the British 
Standard Code of Practice BS 10175:2001.  This survey must look at all aspects of 
contamination of the site with particular reference to addressing the issue in terms of assessing 
the risk posed by the presence of pollutants in relation to sensitive receptors and where 
appropriate must include remediation proposals.  Any analytical or investigatory work used to 
support the conclusions of the survey must include information regarding the methodology and 
Quality Assurance systems used. 
 
170.  Any demolition works should include an investigation for asbestos, and this should only be 
removed by an approved specialist contractor and all the relevant Health and Safety provisions 
require to be complied with. 
 
171.  The asbestos should only be removed to an authorised tip.  
 
172.  Further details relating to investigation and testing of the sites should be forwarded to the 
Council’s Pollution Control officers who would then have ongoing discussions with any developer 
regarding the levels of contaminants found and any necessary works to remediate the site. 
 
173.  Any contractor involved should take best predictable means:- equipment should be the 
quietest available, be acoustically screened and situated as far as possible away from noise 
sensitive properties.  Suitable measures should be taken to prevent dust, and mechanical road 
sweepers and water bowsers should be employed. 
 
174.  Cognisance should be taken of light pollution and light sensitive properties should be 
screened as far as possible.  Any generator utilised by a contractor should be the quietest one 
available, be acoustically screened and situated away from noise sensitive properties.   



 
175.  As there are no plans to operate freight services at night, the environmental assessment 
does not include freight services operating in the evening and at night-time.  Experience shows 
that the operation of trains during the night is liable to have a significant impact on the noise 
measurements, thus should evening and night time freight be utilised in the future, a further noise 
assessment should be carried out to assess the impact this would have. 
 
176.  Line Maintenance -To avoid significant annoyance and complaints from residents, liaison 
with residents along the route will be required prior to tamping operations. The Environmental 
Assessment statement indicates that complaints are likely. 
 
177.  Air Quality Chapter 14 - The construction of the railway would give rise to emissions of 
mineral dust and diesel fumes during operation involving the movement of the aggregate soils 
and other granular material. 
 
178.  There are a large number of receptors within 1km of the 21.5km route. Receptors within 
100m of the proposed railway upgrade include isolated dwellings, a hospital, a special needs 
school between Airdrie and Plains and a number of public paths.  In addition, the care home in 
Plains and both schools in Caldercruix are within 250m of the proposed route. 
 
179.  Cognisance should be taken of the weather and the timing of the work. The timescale for 
works should have reference to weeks of term times for schools.  Dust nuisance is likely to be 
greatest during warm weather.  Regard should be given to houses and sensitive receptors in 
close proximity of the proposed route. 
 
180.  A number of measures can be used to control emissions of mineral dust from construction 
sites.  Where a particular access route is to be used over a period of weeks a wheel wash should 
be used to prevent mud being carried onto the local roads.  Granular loads should be covered 
during transport to and from the site.  Dust pick up from stored granular materials can be reduced 
by keeping materials wet by utilising water bowsers or covered or by the use of screening to 
reduce wind speeds across stockpiles materials.  The minimisation of drop heights will minimise 
dust emissions while tipping material from trucks.  The timing of operations will have a crucial 
effect on the dust impact.  Levels of dust emissions are likely to be lowest during wet weather.  
The use of measures to minimise dust emissions will be of greatest importance along stretches 
of the proposed railway that are within 100m of housing. 
 
181.  Vehicle emissions from construction sites can be measured by using well maintained plant 
equipment which is subject to a programme of regular servicing to ensure that plant emissions 
are minimised.  Emissions could be further minimised by the use of low sulphur fuel and plant 
fitted with particulate traps.  It is suggested that air-monitoring equipment be installed at schools 
and hospitals in order to monitor the air quality. 
 
182.  A full site investigation survey requires to be carried out in accordance with the British 
Standard Code of Practice BS 10175:2001.  This survey must look at all aspects of 
contamination of the site with particular reference to addressing the issue in terms of assessing 
the risk posed by the present of pollutants in relation to sensitive receptors and where 
appropriate must include remediation proposals.  Any analytical or investigatory work used to 
support the conclusions of the survey must include information regarding the methodology and 
Quality Assurance systems used. 
 



183.  Any demolition works should include an investigation for asbestos and this should only be 
removed by an approved specialist contractor and all relevant Health and Safety provisions 
require to be complied with. The asbestos should only be removed to a licensed tip. 
 

 Further details relating to investigation and testing of the site(s) should be forwarded to the 
pollution control officers within Protective Services who will have ongoing discussions with 
any developer regarding the levels of contamination found and any necessary works to 
remediate the site. 

 Details of ensured compliance with the Airdrie-Bathgate rail opening draft code of 
construction practice Jacobs Babtie January 2006 require to be produced. 

 Further details required regarding the renewal of contaminated material from lagoons at 
Caldercruix and should include a full site investigation survey in terms of BS 10175:2001 as 
per detailed in paragraph 1. 

 Further details and information of where the material from lagoons are to be taken 
NB There are no tips licensed in Scotland to take materials from sites. 

 Further consultation with Pollution Control to ensure appropriate remediation of site at 
Caldercruix (former Paper Mill site) 

 Minimise Air Pollution – best management protocol:- to control dust, dirt and mud including 
watering and wheel washing.  Plant should be well maintained and serviced, should use low 
sulphur fuel and be fitted with particulate traps. 

 
184.  Method statements, schedule of works and detailed noise assessments of work to be 
carried out should be submitted to the Council’s Pollution Control Team for consultation and 
approval. 
 
185.  Q. 54 - Please comment on the mitigation measures generally. Are they realistic and 
capable of being achieved? 
 
186.  Response – There are a significant number of concerns outstanding. It is recommended 
that the Promoter be required to develop a CoCP, which would have to be agreed with the 
Council. The issues of concern are detailed below. 
 

The Natural Environment 
187.  The Environmental Statement lacks detailed mitigation for nature conservation. In general 
the natural environment seems low-key but should be a high priority both for mitigation and 
enhancement. Some predicted losses are of concern, e.g. loss of marginal habitat along Hillend 
Reservoir, and loss of raised bog area, for which no mitigation is planned. Much more emphasis 
should be placed on the natural environment to enhance the Biodiversity in North Lanarkshire to 
make this a well-founded sustainable development.  
 
188.  It is recommended that the developer be required to produce a detailed Biodiversity 
mitigation and enhancement plan for the development with full prescriptions and timings, that 
should be submitted to NLC for amendment if necessary, and approval. We therefore request a 
general requirement to be consulted/ approve of all environmental/ecological issues. 
 
189.  In summary the following are requested as specific mitigation/enhancements in the area 
around the proposed Caldercruix station in addition to the recommendations previously 
submitted following review of the ES (See Appendix 1). 
 



a) Otters: 2 artificial holts, otter fencing, pipe compounding, restrictions on white light, road 
bridge Otter pass above mean low water and mean high water levels, with 1.3m freeboard 
at max levels predicted. 

 
b) Wildlife-friendly Sustainable Urban Drainage Systems. 

 
c) Riparian planting along the river to the east and west (use willow cuttings from site and 

plant some Alder), 5m wide margin for habitat creation/ enhancement?  
 

d) Moving the Meadowsweet patch that will be lost during road construction. 
 

e) Conifer and poplar felling along the north bank of the river. 
 

f) Retention of the western lagoon and sluice ponds as part of the SINC - some 
management may be required at sluice ponds. 

 
g) It is felt that mitigation measures would be required to compensate for the loss of the 

SINC area. It is recommended that a survey be carried out and proactive management of 
SINC sites initiated within 3km of the rail route as mitigation for the loss of SINC areas at 
Caldercruix Lagoons, Raiziehill Moss, and Garrieston. If losses are predicted at Hillend 
and the developer does not wish to recreate the swamp and marginal habitat, then the 
commuted sum would require to be increased by an additional £25,000 to cover that loss 
and allow us to manage other sites to mitigate for the loss of habitat (but we strongly 
recommend that the riparian habitat is recreated there). This would save the developer a 
considerable sum in engineering costs for the otherwise recommended mitigation works at 
Hillend Reservoir and Raiziehill Moss. All postholders in the course of their duties within 
public bodies have a duty to the Nature Conservation Act 2004 (Scotland) to further the 
conservation of Biodiversity, and this is the single most effective way to achieve this for 
the NLC area adjacent to the rail link. There is precedent and a passage in the Planning 
Advice Notes (PANs) indicating that requesting off-site mitigation is permissible to 
compensate for on-site losses during development. 

 
h) Retain as much habitat as possible. 

 
i) Construction of a Sandmartin nesting wall to accommodate 200 pairs in the proposed new 

wall adjacent to the bridge in area 371 at the eastern end of the reservoir. The Council 
requires clarification on the length of the piled retaining wall planned to go in along the 
south shore of Hillend Reservoir; there is a suggestion that this may be up to 350m in 
length. 

 
190.  There are other identified issues within the Environmental Statement, noted below.  
 
191.  Appendix 1 -  
Page 3. Para 2. What assessment has been made of the impact on the ecology of the Country 
Park through permanent acquisition of part of the park and access? No mitigation or even 
enhancement has been put forward by the developer and is required with consultation, 
discussion, and agreement with NLC before planning may be granted. 
 
192.  Page 3. Para 3. These 3 properties for demolition will require surveys for breeding Swifts, 
Owls, and for bat presence prior to demolition. 
 
193.  Page 3. Caldercruix Para 3. How will the remaining habitat in area 244A (Caldercruix 
Lagoons SINC) be protected from the neighbouring development, associated drainage, dust etc. 



during development, and then how will it be enhanced and protected from damage through 
tipping, pollution, littering etc.  
 
194.  Page 3. Para 7. Compound 304A. What environmental enhancement is proposed for area 
304A following development to fulfil the aims of the local Biodiversity plan? It is recommended 
that appropriate wildlife habitat be created such as species rich grassland according to the soil 
type and conditions. Has pond creation been considered? Species-rich hedges? Etc.  
 
195.  Page 4. Para 3. Construction compound. 407. Restoration: This is adjacent to and partly on 
bog land and seems to take in an area of woodland too. What is the ecological mitigation and 
restoration proposed for this area – this issue needs to be clarified with NLC and a quality 
mitigation plan put forwards for approval. Bog restoration or enhancement may be possible. 
 
196.  Area 361 – There are concerns that this has not been discussed previously. In depth 
discussion is required to ensure that this “reclamation” is well mitigated for by simply recreating 
the habitat with harvested turves adjacent to it along the Res. shore. Also what final restoration if 
any is planned for this area? 
 
197.  Comments re SUDS and Green Roofing do not seem to have been incorporated. 
 
198.  B. In addition to the above the Council has supplied the following comments: 
 
• Status & Designations 

The development area takes in approximately 45% of the Bleachfield Marsh & North Calder 
Water Site of Importance for Nature Conservation (SINC 86/13), and is adjacent to a number 
of other SINC sites. The only other area of note directly affected by the development is the 
complex of SINC sites in the Hillend Reservoir area, where some incursion appears 
unavoidable BUT has not been mitigated for. 

 
• Recommendations  

The reopening of the railway line can provide a number of proactive benefits to wildlife if 
Biodiversity enhancement is built into the project at an early stage. It is essential for 
sustainability and Biodiversity to make good any losses and where possible further enhance 
and develop opportunities for Biodiversity as good practice along the route. In general, this 
could include: 
1. Creation of sustainable urban drainage ponds designed for wildlife and planted up 
appropriately. 
2. Use of species-rich grassland mixes. 
3. Erecting bat boxes under bridges as part of remedial work on bridges and as part of the 
construction of new bridges. This would be in line with sustainable development in respect of 
Nature Conservation Act fulfilment - i.e. all public bodies have a statutory duty to further the 
conservation of Biodiversity. 
4. Erection of fencing to prevent protected species such as Badgers and Otters from 

accessing the rail line where local populations of these species have been recorded. 
5. Wildlife beneficial landscaping. 
6. Hedge/scrub planting. 
7. Mitigation proposed proactively where wildlife will be adversely affected by the 
development. 
 
Detailed mitigation has already been proposed to Ironside Farrar for the partial loss of SINC 
at Bleachfield, Caldercruix, and is attached in Appendix 1. 

 



• Species-rich hedges/extended hedges should be planted along the development wherever 
possible. Include Hawthorn, Blackthorn, Elder, Honeysuckle, Bramble, Dog Rose, and Hazel. 
This will help fulfil the aims of the local and national Biodiversity action plans. 

 
• Wastewater management 

Wastewater discharges to burns may adversely affect Water Voles and Otters. 
1. A comprehensive above ground Sustainable Urban Drainage Scheme (SUDS) should be 

provided and incorporate one or more attenuation ponds landscaped for wildlife, with 
approved wetland/pond seed mixes/plant species (do not use Typha).  

2. Consider permeable car parking as part of the SUDS programme.  
3. Ensure stormwater drainage systems do not discharge into SINC sites or burns, unless 

treated to SEPA specifications.  
4. Consider the use of green roof technology for the Caldercruix station. – it does have long-

term cost saving benefits as well as many others.  
 
• Aggressive Invasive species all require to be dealt with (inc. Himalayan Balsam, Giant 

Hogweed; and 
If Japanese Knotweed is found on site it should be eradicated.  

 
• Conclusion 

The Council will have no objection to development on this site as long as the 
recommendations and environmental conditions here and already made are followed and a 
further works commissioned to examine off-site mitigation measures. 

 
199.  C. Comments on the ES: 
 
200.  Page 169. Bullet 4. Sites with notable habitats along the route should perhaps also include 
Bracco wood, and the areas of bog and acid grassland all along the southern edge of Hillend 
Reservoir. Not only this, but reference should be made here to ALL local Biodiversity priority 
habitats as listed in the North Lanarkshire local Biodiversity plan that are found adjacent to or on 
the solum e.g. Fen, Marsh & Swamp, Neutral Grassland etc. Reference should also include 
National priority habitats, rather than just later in the document. 
 
201.  Page 169. Bullet 5. Japanese Knotweed could be treated on site, or removed to compound 
for treatment rather than removed for landfill – far cheaper.  
 
202.  Page 169. Bullet 6. Status re local and national Biodiversity plans please 
 
203.  Page 169. Bullet 7. Presence of the protected mammals adjacent to but not on the solum 
infers that the animals do not cross it. Later text p170 refers to Badgers crossings being required, 
and it should therefore be recognised here and throughout that especially Otter and Badger may 
have a number of crossing points where underpasses and protective fencing are required to 
keep the animals off the tracks.  
 
204.  Page 169. Last Para. Mitigation briefly mentioned here for Caldercruix is NOT as discussed 
and requested by NLC Ecologist via the ECOS Ecologist and Ironside Farrar. A detailed list of 
required mitigation for the permanent loss of the SINC area was drawn up and is attached.  
 
205.  P171 Para 3. Bullet 1. “There are no known European species adjacent to the route” 
What about Otters? 
 
206.  Figure 10.1 – unreadable and therefore relatively unusable. 



 
207.  P178 – NLC would like a copy of the Badger report as one of the statutory consultees. 
 
208.  P179-180. Boom/ bust nature of water Vole populations means that a repeat survey for this 
species should be carried out in all suitable habitat immediately prior (correct season for 
detection) to commencement of works. As Scottish Executive have removed the potential for any 
suspensive planning condition this means that planning consent will have to be delayed until 
such surveys have been carried out. 
 
209.  P184. Para 1. “ongoing consultations with NLC re the loss of part of Caldercruix lagoons 
SINC” – there has been no further consultation on this element since winter 2005-06. The 
Council’s Ecologist is still awaiting the Promoter’s response to an earlier discussions concerning 
a formal agreement and provisional figure in respect of a commuted sum for permanent loss of 
SINC area (albeit this issue is further developed in the question concerning the Council’s 
potential contribution to the project). P185 allows for this as bullet 2 “minimise the impacts of the 
proposals where sites of value cannot be avoided by the proposals" and bullet 4 under section 
10.5 state that “where possible, manage future habitats to maximise their Biodiversity potential” 
the commuted sum directed at survey and management of local SINC sites by North Lanarkshire 
Council would ensure that losses will be mitigated for through better management of remaining 
resources plus any new ones created. 
 
210.  P185. 10.5 Para 2.  NLC (Conservation & Greening section) has not been provided with a 
copy of Network Rail’s Regional Biodiversity Action Plan, or Draft Code of Construction Practice, 
or Lineside Vegetation Management Specification to verify that the documents do outline or 
detail practices to the satisfaction of NLC. 
 
211.  P185. 10.5.1 Bullet 1. Hillend Res. Why can’t the entire habitats be translocated? These 
types of habitats have been created before, and can be here too. Turves can be translocated and 
the shore profile recreated in a relatively straightforward engineering exercise, this should be 
done to preserve these habitats. 
 
212.  P186. 10.5.1 section Bullet 2 “there is no available mitigation for the loss of a section of bog 
SINC” – however, the Council believes that there are. This matter was covered in the Council’s 
earlier request for a commuted sum for survey and management of other SINC sites and as 
there are 127 raised bogs. A proportion of that sum would be put towards the bog work, 
reiterating the reasoning for requesting a commuted sum. The Council recommends that the 
Promoter be required to remove the peat and turves and recreate the lost area elsewhere, or 
replace it in an enhanced condition following works (i.e. retain it nearby and keep it watered, as 
has been done at some landfill sites in the NLC area). 
 
213.  P186. Bullet 2, section bullet 3. Proposed “by?” NLC. Below is the mitigation proposed by 
NLC. 
 

a) Otters: 2 artificial holts - one upstream one downstream, otter fencing along spur road and 
round car park to railway to prevent casualties, pipe compounding, restrictions on working 
with white light, Road bridge specs and Otter passes above mean low water and mean 
high water levels, with 1.3m freeboard at max levels predicted. 

 
b) 2. Wildlife friendly SUDS (pond with island and riparian planting for Reed Buntings in the 

low lying field east of the access road, Water Vole benefits - possible introduction, and 
planting of locally scarce riparian species - emphasise storm water retention and anti-flood 
benefits. 

 



c) 3. Riparian planting along the river to the east and west (use willow cuttings from site and 
plant some Alder).  

 
d) Moving the Meadowsweet patch that will be lost during road construction. 

 
e) Conifer and poplar felling along the north bank of the river. 

 
f) Retention of the western lagoon and sluice ponds as part of the SINC - maybe some 

management required at sluice ponds. 
 

g) Mitigation for loss of SINC area – funding requires to be identified to pay for SINC review 
of approximately 20 SINC sites within 10 miles of Caldercruix. Estimated costs of site 
reviews is £50-£65,000 and includes site boundaries, species and habitat assessment, 
suite of ecological surveys including NVC, digitising and entry into databases, and dossier 
production on each site.  

 
214.  Funding in the amount of £50,000 would be required for survey and management of SINC 
sites within 3km of the rail route as mitigation for the loss of SINC areas at Caldercruix Lagoons, 
Raiziehill Moss, and Garrieston. If losses are predicted at Hillend the developer should recreate 
the swamp and marginal habitat. Subject to discussion, an additional £25,000 would be required 
to allow NLC to manage other sites to mitigate for the loss of area at Hillend and Raiziehill Moss 
if habitat reconstruction does not take place along the entire south shore where habitat is 
currently proposed for destruction with no replacement, and at the area of the Moss to be lost. All 
postholders in the course of their duties within public bodies have a duty to the Nature 
Conservation Act 2004 (Scotland) to further the conservation of Biodiversity.  
 
215.  Retain as much habitat as possible. 
 
216.  P186 10.5.2 Para 2. Pre-construction bat survey cannot be a suspensive condition and 
must now be carried out before planning approval is granted. 
 
217.  Para 4. The loss of habitat for Otters is not mitigated for. 
 
218.  P186-187. Clarify that bullet 1 means that all scrub clearance must be between July to 
March to avoid bird-breeding season mid March  - Mid July. 
 
219.  Bullet 2. – Surveying the previously inaccessible areas of scrub once the habitat has been 
damaged or destroyed – If Badger Setts are found it is not clear as to what approach will be 
taken. Would the Promoter then spend 8 weeks applying for a Scottish Executive licence to 
destroy them? The Promoter would have to bear in mind that Badgers may not be excluded from 
Setts between the end of November and the 1st July the following year and that any new artificial 
Setts must be in place around 6 months before destruction to allow Badgers to find them. This 
issue requires to be clarified. 
 
220.  The Council has not seen the Badger Survey, which the Council believes is still a draft 
document. Without the benefit of having seen the survey the Council can only accept the relative 
statements in the ES.  
 
221.  Table 10.9 will require amendment to accommodate for mitigation for loss of bog area and 
for creation of habitat at Hillend Reservoir. 
 
222.  10.12.2. Great Crested Newts – the development is within 300m of the site; it is not clear 
whether or not SNH have been consulted on mitigation measures. It also needs to be clarified 



what actions would be taken if the newts hibernate in the railway embankment. The Council 
could be contacted for recommendations, if necessary. 
 
223.  Landscaping design. Some non-native or varietals are permissible in urban or suburban 
areas. Trees such as rowan varietals are very useful to birds and insects, and provide visual 
amenity - Sorbus “Joseph Rock”, Sorbus commixta, and Sorbus hupehensis these three varietals 
of Rowan have yellow, orange-red, and white berries. Also of value are the Tree Cotoneasters, 
and shrubby low-growing cotoneasters ideal for shrub beds such as horizontalis, bullatus, and 
franchetti, and Escallonias for nectar. Under no circumstances use Cotoneaster variety Simonsii 
– it has a very low wildlife value. These comments had been made previously and should be 
incorporated into the NLC corporate response. 
 
224.  Q. 55 - In particular the Committee notes the following very important proposals for 
mitigation—  
• The provision of an alternative 3 metre wide cycle and footpath along the entire route 

to replace NCM75 – will this prove an acceptable alternative route, when compared to 
the existing route? 

 
225.  Response – The Council still has a number of concerns over some of the details of the 
alternative alignment of the cycletrack, which we would wish to have examined further. These are 
set out below. 
 
226.  Cycletrack through Plains - The existing National Cycle Route (NCN 75) is routed along the 
existing railway solum, and is generally a pleasant, safe, traffic-free route between Drumgelloch 
and Bathgate. As a requirement of this project a new similar-standard route is to be provided, 
running generally parallel with the existing path. The Council, the national cycling body Sustrans, 
and others, were consulted over the proposed re-routing. However, some sections of the 
proposed new route that were submitted within the Bill differ from that which had previously been 
discussed with, and generally agreed with, the Council and Sustrans. In particular, the current 
proposals do not include for a section of cycle track within Plains, instead cyclists would have to 
travel along the A89 through Plains. Given the current traffic levels on that section of road, this 
would be neither traffic-free nor pleasant for the, substantially, family groups and leisure users 
who would have to use it.  
 
227.  In addition, if the communities between Plains and Caldercruix are to be encouraged to 
adopt sustainable travel patterns, a safe and convenient walking/ cycling path requires to be 
provided.  
 
228.  For the reasons detailed above, and in keeping with stated sustainable-travel policy aims 
within the Scottish Executive’s draft National Transport Strategy (NTS) document, it is felt that a 
segregated traffic-free route should be provided through Plains, of a standard at least as good as 
the existing cycletrack. 
 
229.  Cycletrack through Caldercruix - As noted above, the existing National Cycle Route (NCN 
75) is routed along the existing railway solum. The Bill does not provide for a replacement 
cycletrack through Caldercruix, instead it is proposed that cyclists would cycle along Station 
Road. Station Road is within a 20’s Plenty advisory speed limit, which is of assistance to cyclists. 
It is felt that consideration should be given to potentially re-routing the eastern section of the 
cycletrack through Caldercruix, using a path passed the Bowling Green as an alternative to 
routing it along Main Street, which is the busiest section of road within Caldercruix.  
 



230.  In addition, it is noted that an at-grade crossing is proposed for the B852 Eastfield Road, to 
the east of Caldercruix. This is a 60mph de-restricted road that currently enjoys a grade-
separated crossing. Given that many of the users of the cycletrack will be families and young 
children, it would be preferred that a grade-separated crossing be provided, rather than have an 
at-grade crossing on the B852. 
  
231.  Section of Cycletrack around Plains and Caldercruix - As noted above, the existing National 
Cycle Route (NCN 75) is routed along the existing railway solum, and is generally a pleasant, 
safe, traffic-free route. Also as noted above, from west of Plains to east of Caldercruix the 
character and nature of the route will be adversely affected by the proposals to re-route various 
sections on-road. While there is a requirement to provide a cycletrack generally parallel to the rail 
line, routed through the communities to give direct access for commuting and other uses, these 
routes would be less attractive for longer distance leisure users and families than that which 
currently exists. 
 
232.  Consequently, it is felt that an additional pedestrian/ cycletrack should also be provided 
remote from these on-road sections, primarily to reinstate a pleasant, safe, traffic-free route 
similar to that which they currently enjoy. Such a route could be provided to the south of the 
current line, connecting from the existing North Calder Heritage Trail around Wester Moffat Farm, 
to the west of Plains, generally following the North Calder for a section, re-joining the proposed 
cycletrack around Hillend Reservoir.  
 
233.  Although such a route would be out with the limits of deviation of the Bill, it is recommended 
that authority and funding be prescribed to facilitate the formation of this route.  
 
234.  A plan of this proposed route has been attached. 
 
235.  Cycletrack Artwork - It is noted that the various items of public art sited along the current 
cycle path will be relocated onto the new path, though no details have been provided as to where 
each one is to be relocated to. For instance, the blue metal structure west of Caldercruix is not 
mentioned in the Bill material. 
 
236.  It is recommended that NLC, as well as Sustrans, be involved in deciding where to re-
locate these items to, to ensure that they are positioned in sympathetic locations.  
 
237.  Towers Road - The realigned cycletrack is to be routed along Towers Road. However, 
there do not appear to be any facilities proposed to assist cyclists crossing this busy road. 
 
238.  To address this issue, it is recommended that some form of crossing facility is included 
within the proposals. 
 
239.  Wester Moffat Farm Over-bridge - It is noted that Wester Moffat Farm bridge (No 240/058) 
requires to be replaced and that a temporary road is to be constructed during the works further to 
the west of the existing bridge. The properties immediately adjacent to the bridge have previously 
raised concerns over elements of anti-social behaviour. In addition, access can be made to the 
North Calder Heritage Trail just to the south of the bridge, although some general anti-social 
instances experienced by the adjacent property owners has previously made the formalising of 
this connection problematic. 
 



240.  To address this issue, it is recommended that the new permanent bridge be constructed on 
the alignment of the proposed temporary alignment, moving the bridge further away from those 
properties and hence provide some distance between them and any future anti-social activities 
that may occur. In addition, this would help to facilitate a connection between the re-aligned 
cycletrack and the North Calder Heritage Trail. If this was not possible, consideration should be 
given to providing a new walkway to the west side of the new bridge, for the same reasons.  
 
241.  Cycletrack through Katherine Park - The proposed alignment appears to follow a rather 
circuitous route to the east of Katherine Park Lane. This would appear to unnecessarily increase 
cycling/ walking distances. 
 
242.  It is recommended that to the east of Katherine Park Lane, the cycletrack continues 
generally north-eastwards to the other disused rail track, then follows it generally south-
eastwards to meet up with the currently proposed realignment by St Philip School.  
 
243.  In addition, the re-routing of the cycle path should take cognisance of the large trees that 
run along the boundaries of the site and, if necessary, it is felt that the Promoter should relocate 
or replace the play equipment currently sited in the south west corner of the park. 
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