
 

AIRDRIE-BATHGATE RAILWAY AND LINKED IMPROVEMENTS BILL 
 
COMMITTEE’S CONSIDERATION OF BILL’S GENERAL PRINCIPLES AND 
ADEQUACY OF ACCOMPANYING DOCUMENTS AT PRELIMINARY STAGE 
 
WRITTEN EVIDENCE FROM HISTORIC SCOTLAND 
 

1.  Historic Scotland (HS) is an Executive Agency within the Scottish Executive 
Education Department (SEED).  Its role and responsibilities, on behalf of Scottish 
Ministers, extends over the care, protection, enhancement and promotion of 
enjoyment of the historic environment.  Its mission statement is “to safeguard 
Scotland’s historic environment and to promote its understanding and enjoyment.  
The historic environment means those structures and places in Scotland of historical, 
archaeological or architectural interest or importance”.  

2.  Within this broad remit, HS exercises Scottish Ministers’ statutory powers in 
relation to the scheduling and protection of monuments of national importance 
(Scheduled Ancient Monuments) and the listing and protection of buildings of special 
architectural or historic interest (Listed Buildings).  HS also shares responsibility with 
Scottish Natural Heritage for the identification and protection of historic gardens and 
designed landscapes included in An Inventory of Gardens and Designed 
Landscapes of Scotland, 1988, and its subsequent supplementary volumes which 
extend its original coverage.  HS is also responsible for ensuring compliance with 
UNESCO’s World Heritage Convention in respect of the Edinburgh World Heritage 
Site.  The historic environment is also commonly understood to include other types 
of heritage asset, for example, designated conservation areas and unscheduled 
archaeological sites.  Advice on their appropriate protection and conservation is 
primarily the responsibility of the planning authority.  
 
3.  We have reviewed this Bill and its accompanying documents from our statutory 
historic environment perspective and can indicate that, for those interests, the 
information they contain is adequate.  We are also content that the scheme 
promoted through this Bill will not have any significant adverse impact on any 
nationally important  elements of the historic environment.  Mitigation proposed to 
address impacts on a small number of features of lesser importance is appropriate 
and acceptable to HS.  The following issues have particularly informed this view. 

Consultation 

4.  There has been appropriate and meaningful prior consultation with HS since 
November 2003 on the development of the scheme and its Environmental Impact 
Assessment.  This is accurately reflected in the Promoter’s Memorandum, paras 
174, 183,196, 203, 207, 210-213.  Appendix 1 (pages 61-63) detail the issues raised 
by us in February 2006 following consultation on a draft of the Environmental 
Statement and a subsequent meeting.  We are content that these issues have all 
been satisfactorily addressed in the Environmental Statement submitted with the Bill. 

The Environmental Statement 
 

 



 

5.  Our interests are specifically addressed in chapter 11 of the Environmental 
Statement which assesses impacts on the cultural heritage. We are content that the 
methodology used to determine and assess those impacts and their significance, 
described in section 11.2 and 11.8 is appropriate and that the baseline conditions 
summarised in paras 11.3.1 and 11.9.1 correctly reflect the nature of the cultural 
heritage resource within the site and setting of the works proposed.  Appendix 5 is  
comprehensive in identifying all those sites.  
 
6.  For the Airdrie to Bathgate section we agree with the statement in para 11.3.2  
that the vast majority of the sites recorded and listed in Appendix 5 are of low cultural 
heritage significance. For our statutory interests we are also content that, as reported  
in para 11.3.3:  
 

• there will be no adverse impacts on the site and setting of any scheduled 
ancient monuments; 

• no listed buildings are directly affected and we concur with the assessment 
made in para 11.4.3 that there will be no significant adverse impact on the 
setting of the 4 structures listed in table 4: 

• no designed landscapes and gardens are affected. 
 
The mitigation discussed in section 11.6 is appropriate for the impacts recorded on 
all other sites given their relatively low cultural heritage value. 
 
7.  In the case of the Bathgate to Edinburgh section the same comments generally 
apply.   
 

• We support the findings of sections 11.9.3 and 11.10.1.2 of the ES that works 
proposed along this section will not have any significant impact on the site or 
setting of any scheduled monuments or designed landscapes.    

• In the case of listed buildings we agree that the attachment of overhead wires 
to the category B listed Birdsmill viaduct will be a moderate adverse, and thus 
significant impact.   

• The reference in para 11.12 to impacts on a further listed structure, site 30, 
Ratho Railway Bridge is an error in the text of the ES.  This issue was 
discussed with the environmental consultants at a meeting on 23 June 2006.  
It was demonstrated and agreed that the category B listed bridge which 
carries the railway over the access to Norton House Hotel is not affected by 
any proposed works.  The impact is on a neighbouring bridge carrying the 
roadway to Norton Mains. That bridge is to be replaced, but it is not listed and 
its replacement is not of concern to HS.  We content that there will be  
significant impacts on either the site or setting of any other listed buildings.  

• There are no adverse impacts on designed landscapes and gardens. 
 
8.  As noted in para 11.9.2 the majority of sites along this section of the scheme are 
of low cultural heritage value and few if any impacts will occur. 
 
The Bill 
 
9.  We are aware that section 39 and schedule 8 of the Bill will disapply certain 
sections of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) (Scotland) Act 

 



 

1997. In particular that this will give authorisation of the attachment of overhead line 
equipment to the category B listed Birdsmill Viaduct.  This was brought to HS’s 
attention during consultation and we have indicated that we are content.  
 
Summary 
 
10.  HS are content that as a result of constructive consultation all significant impacts 
on the historic environment have been resolved to our satisfaction.  We believe that 
the Bill and its accompanying documents deal appropriately with historic 
environment issues. There are no outstanding matters which we wish to bring to the 
Bill Committee’s attention.   
 
 
 
Historic Scotland 
August 2006 
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