
ANNEX B 
 
ACCOMPANYING DOCUMENTS 
 
Promoter’s Memorandum: Consultation 
 
1. What guidance or remit was given to the promoter, and from whom, on how to 
consult, with whom, on what, and when? 
Q. Drawing on the ‘consultation’ experience from other Private Bills what did this 
promoter do differently to these promoters? 
 
Harrison Cowley, the promoter’s public consultation and public relations consultancy, was 
able to learn from previous consultation on projects such as the Waverley Railway project.  
 
As the consultation strategies were based on STAG, there were many similarities such as 
the setting up of a project website and project helpline and producing public information 
leaflets and exhibition boards. The consultation team for the Airdrie-Bathgate rail link also 
held many public meetings as the consultant and the Promoter agreed at an early stage 
that public meetings were an effective way to inform large numbers of people about a 
scheme. It also provided a public forum for discussion which enabled the Promoter to 
gauge public opinion on the project. 
 
The Airdrie-Bathgate rail link consultation strategy was also similar to the Stirling-Alloa-
Kincardine consultation in that they held multiple public meetings and exhibitions within the 
line-of-route communities (details within the Promoter’s Memorandum). The Airdrie-
Bathgate rail link consultation strategy also included additional methods by which the 
public could feed back to the Promoter and request information, such as leaflets with free-
post feedback forms. The Airdrie-Bathgate rail link website also incorporates interactive 
features such as the opportunity for browsers to add their details to the newsletter 
distribution list and to register their support for the project with just a simple click on the 
interactive button. 
 
Unlike the Waverley Railway project and the Stirling-Alloa-Kincardine consultation, the 
Airdrie-Bathgate rail link has provided a page on the project website dedicated to the Bill. 
Here viewers can download copies of the Airdrie-Bathgate rail link Bill and accompanying 
documents, the Promoter’s Memorandum and the Environmental Statement. They can 
view route maps of the railway and cycleway and can access documents such as the 
Network Rail Guide to Compensation and the Cycleway Roads Report. 
 
4. Did the promoter seek the views of local community groups as to the form and 
timing of its consultation and, if so, how and from which groups? 
Q. As requested, did the promoter seek the views of local community groups as to 
the form and timing of its consultation and, if so, how and from which groups? 
 
Prior to all public meetings and exhibitions, the Promoter sought the views of local MSPs, 
councils, councillors and community councillors as to the timing and nature of the 
consultation. Each group was advised by letter, email, telephone or at face-to-face 
meetings. There were no objections raised to the proposed timings of the meetings.  
 
8. Was the consultation on this project on a par with consultation for such 
infrastructure projects and with Scottish Transport Appraisal Guidance? 



Q. Was any independent evaluation carried out into the adequacy of the 
promoter’s consultation arrangements? 
 
No. STAG was closely adhered to but there was no independent evaluation. 
  
12. How many offers were made to the promoter to attend public meetings, how 
many were accepted and subsequently attended, where did these take place and 
what was the public attendance at each? 
Q. The question requests details of offers of meetings made to the promoter. 
Please provide. 
 
The Promoter was not invited to attend any public meetings. The Promoter was proactive 
in organising public meetings (see Promoter’s Memorandum for details of meeting dates, 
location and attendance) and was advised by its consultants on the most appropriate 
timing for the public meetings. 
 
The Promoter has offered its attendance at community council meetings and has been 
invited to community council meetings and interest group meetings – such as the West 
Lothian Access Committee – but there were no invitations to public meetings. 
 
18. What assurances have been given and agreements and safeguards are in place 
with respect to the protection of public utility apparatus? 
Q. What was the outcome of the consultation with public utility companies and 
what assurances to date have been, or will be, given? 
 
The following table summarises recent meetings held to date and details of meetings yet 
to be held with the utility providers. 
 
Utility Company Date Met Status 
BT Awaiting response  Following up initial contact 
Cable & Wireless Awaiting response Following up initial contact 
Gamma Telecom Not Affected Not Affected 

National Grid 23-Jun-06 Validating cost estimate 
received 

NTL Telewest Not Affected Not Affected 
O2 Objector management process Objector management process  
Orange Not Affected Not Affected 
Scottish Gas 
Networks 

30-Jun-06 
Objector management process 

Awaiting cost information 
Objector management process 

Scottish Power 03-Jul-06 Awaiting cost information 
Scottish Water 11-Jul-06 Awaiting cost information 

Shell 18-Jul-06 
No protective provisions 
required, work around existing 
provisions 

Three Not Affected Not Affected 
Thus 27-Jun-06 Awaiting cost information 
T-Mobile Awaiting response Following up initial contact 

Vodafone 02-Aug-06 Awaiting drawing information, 
likely not to be affected 

 



Meetings were held with utility providers in order to apprise them of the scheme, the 
parliamentary process and the likely timescales. The meetings also sought to confirm 
records of plant and equipment in the affected areas and for the utility providers to advise 
of likely costs associated with any necessary diversionary or protective measures works 
required in advance of the construction period. 
 
At the time of writing, information is awaited from the major utility providers for their cost 
estimate as to the likely level of cost for necessary work to make safe their apparatus. 
Following receipt of this information and agreement on the level of apparatus affected, the 
Promoter will then seek to enter into a protective provisions agreement with the respective 
utility company as necessary or agreement by side letter. This process is ongoing. 
 


