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1. Introduction 
 
1.1 TRANSform Scotland is the national sustainable transport alliance, 

campaigning for a more sustainable and more socially-just transport system. 
Our membership includes bus, rail and shipping operators, local authorities, 
national environment and conservation groups, consultancies and local 
transport campaigns. 

 
2. Summary of comments 
 
2.1 TRANSform Scotland supports the construction of the proposed Airdrie-

Bathgate Rail Link, and the reinstatement of passenger rail services on this 
corridor.  

 
2.2 However, we have concerns over the project relating to firstly, potential 

negative impacts on existing Glasgow suburban rail services; secondly, 
whether adequate provision has been made for rail freight access; and thirdly, 
whether adequate care has been taken to ensure that high-quality walking and 
cycling routes are put in place both for access to stations and on the 
replacement National Cycle Route. 

 
3.  Benefits of proposed scheme 
 
3.1 The scheme would provide public transport services along a corridor with 

currently very little provision. It would provide high-quality passenger rail 
services between Coatbridge/Airdrie and Edinburgh, and 
Livingston/Bathgate/Armadale and Glasgow. A particular benefit will be to link 
the Coatbridge/Airdrie area in to employment opportunities at Edinburgh Park. 
Depending on the rail services specified, the line could also provide for direct 
services from west of Glasgow (e.g. Balloch/Helensburgh) running direct 
through to Edinburgh. 

 
3.2 The scheme also provides for integration with local bus services and 

Park+Ride sites. It is important that these measures are delivered in high 
quality fashion and in tandem with the construction of the rail line. 

 
3.3 Finally, the route could be used to provide rail freight access to a number of 

important locations in the vicinity of the line – especially Regional Distribution 
Centres, opencast sites and waste disposal sites. 
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4. Lack of clarity over planned rail services 
 
4.1 The Promoter’s Memorandum is unclear in terms of (i) intended service 

patterns, and (ii) journey times.i In particular, there is limited information on 
how new rail services will fit into the existing Glasgow northern electrics 
suburban rail services. As a result we have concerns over potential negative 
impact on Glasgow suburban rail services, and look for assurances from the 
promoter that this will not be the case. 

 
4.2 Currently, suburban rail services run from Balloch/Helensburgh through 

Glasgow Queen Street Low Level (QSLL) eastwards to Airdrie/Drumgelloch. 
This represents an important cross-conurbation rail route, while the service 
pattern east of Glasgow provides a quarter-hour frequency rail service for 
Coatbridge/Airdrie. 

 
4.3 It is unclear whether it is proposed to extend the Airdrie services eastwards to 

Bathgate/Edinburgh. If so, we are not confident that a 75 minute end-to-end 
journey time Glasgow-Edinburgh can be provided without removing stops at 
Glasgow East End stations. This would be unwelcome.ii 

 
4.4 It may of course be possible to accommodate on top of the existing fifteen-

minute interval stopping service a fifteen-minute interval limited stop service 
(e.g. with no stops before Coatbridge). This would also provide the benefit of 
increasing the Glasgow-Coatbridge/Airdrie service to 8 trains per hour 
(although whether this level of service would be justified in patronage terms is 
moot).  

 
4.5 There are of course questions as to whether such a service pattern could be 

successfully timetabled. Firstly, the limited stop services would tend to catch 
up the stopping services. Secondly, there is local pressure for the suburban 
service to make further stops (e.g. at Parkhead) – which, although perhaps 
welcome in itself, would exacerbate this issue. Lastly, the Scottish Executive 
has made commitment to extending the Glasgow-Cumbernauld service 
through to Falkirk, and doubling the frequency to 4 trains per hour:iii this would 
further increase the volume of services using QSLL. 

 
4.6 Finally, we have concerns about the impact on sections of the rail network 

west of QSLL. In particular, we have concerns regarding whether additional 
services would worsen existing track capacity constraints in the 
Hyndland/Partick area. 

 
5. Rail freight access 
 
5.1 We are concerned that insufficient provision has been made for rail freight 

access – for example, to Regional Distribution Centres, opencast sites and 
waste disposal sites.iv  

 
5.2 The Bathgate / Livingston area is the second largest concentration of Regional 

Distribution Centres in Scotland (after North Lanarkshire) and a number of 
these are very close to the railway. Rail freight is increasingly penetrating the 
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retail market, and it would be short-sighted to exclude this possibility on the 
new rail corridor. 

 
5.3 The route also goes near landfill sites such as Shanks at Greengairs, and 

opencast coal such as GM Mining’s Drumshangie site. These could have rail 
potential if route capacity was available. 

 
5.4 In particular, we have concerns that rail freight access to the line may be 

constrained by the proposed service pattern. Our concern is not so much 
through freight movement on Airdrie-Bathgate (since non-stop modern freight 
trains should be able to find slots, dependent on signalling block section 
lengths, between stopping passenger trains), but more the issue of the track 
occupation time required for freights to shunt from the main line into any new 
private sidings and/or a small intermodal railhead in the Bathgate / Livingston 
area. 

 
6. Walking and cycle access to stations 
 
6.1 We endorse the concerns of CTC Scotland and Spokes, the Lothian Cycle 

Campaign, in their submission on the Bill. We too believe that it is important 
that high-quality cycle (and walking) access routes to stations are provided, 
and that the replacement National Cycle Route be of at least as high-quality as 
the route that it replaces. These interventions are generally of very low cost 
and it would be short-sighted not to ensure that these matters were addressed 
satisfactorily. 

 
7. Opportunity for early improvements in Edinburgh-Bathgate services 
 
7.1 On 9th February 2006, Transport Minister Tavish Scott MSP made 

commitment in the Parliament to start of work on double-tracking of the 
remainder of the line from Bathgate-Edinburgh before spring 2007.v  

 
7.2 This would be very welcome as firstly, it would be of great benefit for reliability 

of the present service and, secondly, it would allow an early increase in 
Edinburgh-Bathgate services to 4 trains per hour. The Scottish Executive 
could provide this as an important incremental investment, ahead of delivery of 
the whole Airdrie-Bathgate project. 
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8. Conclusions 
 
8.1 We support the proposal for re-opening of Airdrie-Bathgate to rail passenger 

services. 
 
8.2 It is welcome that this project has come about as a result of a thorough 

analysis of transport options, namely the Scottish Executive’s Central Scotland 
Transport Corridor Studies.vi 

 
8.3 However, we have some concerns over potential negative impacts on existing 

Glasgow suburban rail services, whether the scheme takes sufficient account 
of rail freight access, and whether adequate provisions have been made for 
walking and cycle access to stations and along the parallel replacement 
National Cycle Route. 

 
8.4 Finally, there is an early opportunity for improvement of rail services on this 

corridor following the early double-tracking of the line to Bathgate: this would 
increase reliability of existing services, and allow for the early provision of a 
quarter-hour interval service for Bathgate to Edinburgh. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
                                    
i  We now understand that the proposed end-to-end Glasgow-Edinburgh journey time is 74-76 

minutes rather than 62-67 minutes as originally suggested in promotional materials for the 
project. This is a more realistic assessment of likely journey times on the route. As current 
Edinburgh-Bathgate journey times are around 30 minutes, and QSLL-Airdrie are between 23 
minutes (limited stoppers) and 27 minutes (stopping services), under the initially quoted 
timings, this would have left a maximum of 14 minutes for the 18-mile journey between Airdrie 
and Bathgate (whilst incorporating two intermediate stops). 

ii  The provision of additional new stations at Plains and Blackridge would further increase 
journey times. 

iii  Scottish Executive (2003) Central Scotland Transport Corridor Studies – Decisions Report - 
http://www.scotland.gov.uk/Publications/2003/01/16198/16642  

iv  We do however welcome the relocation of STVA [major automotive logistics company who 
bring in new cars by rail from various locations in the south], whose premises lie on the path of 
the route, to a new rail-served location at Boghall. 

v  Tavish Scott MSP announced in the Parliament on 9th February 2006 that “we are aiming to 
start work on the doubling of the current single-track section east of Bathgate by spring 2007” - 
http://www.scottish.parliament.uk/business/officialReports/meetingsParliament/or-06/sor0209-
02.htm#Col23262  

vi  TRANSform Scotland was a member of the CSTCS Steering Group. 


