
 
 
 
 
 
 
26 July 2006  
 
Mr Fergus Cochrane 
Clerk to the Committee 
Airdrie-Bathgate Railway Committee 
Private Bills Unit 
Scottish Parliament 
Edinburgh  EH99 1SP 
 
Dear Mr Cochrane 
 
AIRDRIE-BATHGATE RAILWAY 
COMMITTEE’S CONSIDERATION OF BILLS GENERAL PRINCIPLES 
 
Thank you for your letter of 28th June 2006.  
 
We would like the Committee to consider the following comments, which we hope they will 
consider relevant to their consideration of the general principles surrounding the Bill. 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
 
John Lauder 
National Director 
Sustrans Scotland  
 



AIRDRIE-BATHGATE RAILWAY 
COMMITTEE’S CONSIDERATION OF BILLS GENERAL PRINCIPLES 
COMMENTS FROM SUSTRANS SCOTLAND 
 
Q2. We consider that the foremost linked improvement associated with this Bill should be its 
effect in reducing the carbon emissions associated with the private motor car. Re-opening this 
line could achieve this by encouraging people out of their cars and onto the trains. In particular, 
however, we feel that to be a truly sustainable transport resource this line should encourage 
people to access its stations by walking and cycling.  
We do not feel that enough attention has been given to this topic by the developer. Indeed, 
from all our contacts with the developer over the past 12 months there appears little 
enthusiasm or support for focusing attention on how passengers will access stations, other 
than by car. No dedicated paths are going to be created from the communities served by the 
stations. All our experience from the past twenty years shows that where paths are created and 
designed for walkers and cyclists they will be used provided they are pleasant and attractive 
places to be. We contend that using the existing footways and roads will not provide such an 
environment. We therefore feel it is regrettable that so little has been done to accommodate 
those who would like to walk and cycle to stations. 
 
Q25-28 Sustrans was consulted throughout the process of agreeing the relocation of the path, 
which is national route 75 (Leith-Gourock), part of the National Cycle Network. After protracted 
negotiation, we are now sanguine on the realignment of the path but not happy with it.  
For example, we would prefer to see the path always placed to the South of the embankment 
to ensure that it receives sunshine in winter and takes advantage of the better views to the 
South. We would also prefer to see that where the path must run to the North of the 
embankment on a causeway 30 metres from the line to get some winter sunshine and so avoid 
the risk of freezing. After prolonged negotiation, however, these preferences have not been 
possible to deliver. This is a shame. 
Also a shame is that cyclists and walkers seem to be expected to follow the path along the 
main street of the village of Plains and, for those travelling East-West, cross the busy A89 to 
continue their journey. Whilst the developer has written to assure us that they will seek to 
acquire land to create a traffic-free path, we would have preferred they had automatically taken 
this decision and prepared the idea. 
We do consider that the path is now a better design than that first tabled, with better lines, 
fewer 90-degree turns and better bridges. The path will integrate with other cycle and walking 
paths as it already does and we have no figures for the estimated cost of the replacement path. 
 
In conclusion, we do not consider that the developer has followed the hierarchy of use 
ascribed in Scottish Planning Policy 17 Planning for Transport (SPP17). This places 
pedestrians at the top of a pyramid of use, with cyclist’s next, then public transport, commercial 
and private motor vehicles at the bottom. Throughout the process we have been left with the 
impression that the views of landowners and the need to keep costs down were of higher 
importance than the needs of walkers and cyclists, whether using national route 75 or getting to 
and from stations. 


