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Dear Fergus, 
 
AIRDRIE-BATHGATE RAILWAY AND LINKED IMPROVEMENTS BILL 
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION ABOUT BLACKRIDGE STATION 
 
We are pleased to have the opportunity to respond to the additional information provided to the 
committee by Network Rail (letter form Ron McAulay dated 14 September).  We feel it is 
important that the information provided by Network Rail be placed in context. 
 
Network Rail has not refuted the evidence produced for Blackridge by the Community Council; 
PlatformBlackridge; Mary Mulligan, MSP; Fiona Hyslop, MSP; and West Lothian Council.   
 
There is a strong case for Blackridge based on economic inclusion, social inclusion, geographical 
realities and the need for sustainable transport and this has not been challenged. 
 
We believe the inclusion of a station at Blackridge completes and adds value to the line, allowing 
these important communities in West Lothian and North Lanarkshire to benefit. 
 
Decisions about new rail investments do, we appreciate, involve fine line judgments.   
 
We believe the pattern of expansion of the communities in the west of West Lothian and the 
pressing need to stabilise road traffic levels invites a positive assessment of the contribution a rail 
halt to the wider needs of Scotland and of the contribution the halt can make to Blackridge, 
Greenrigg and Harthill. 
 
 
 ISSUE COMMENT 
1 Possible delay if 

Blackridge is 
included 

 we accept that there have been very significant delays since 
the line was first publicly announced and that more than three 
years elapsed before the Bill was presented 

 we acknowledge the challenges the Promoter has faced in 
conducting the consultation, for example, twice arranging and 
twice cancelling meetings with Blackridge Community 
Council to discuss their objection 

 in adopting the imperative of building the line between 
Drumgelloch and Bathgate, we acknowledge that the 
Promoter may never have given as strong, active 
consideration to the case for Blackridge as to other issues and 
that additional information about Blackridge may have had a 
lower priority for Network Rail’s attention .  This might 
explain the fact that West Lothian Council offered new, 
updated population projections to Network Rail but these 



were not used by the Promoter in the Bill preparation or in 
evidence sessions 

 we acknowledge that other Bills may have caused workload 
difficulties for the Bills Unit, Network Rail and the Scottish 
Executive meaning that we are starting much later than 
envisaged  

 the Blackridge station site is owned by a willing developer 
and West Lothian Council is willing to use its planning 
powers to effect a transaction to bring the site into public 
ownership 

 the site of Blackridge station is included for that use in the 
Finalised Local Plan and has attracted no objections 

 the consultation on the Bill included the option of a station at 
Blackridge 

 we are aware that many of the processes described by 
Network Rail can run concurrently    

2 Loss of revenue  Network Rail have not contended our view that that the 
model used is generic and has not been amended to reflect the 
special circumstances of the line, two suburban/exurban lines 
being connected largely to serve the outer exurban 
communities in both travel-to-work areas 

 it hasn’t been made clear how the model accommodated the 
growth in rail passenger traffic in Scotland in recent years    

 the calculations may not have been able to address the 
emergent cluster of residential, industrial and leisure 
developments associated with Armadale, Heartlands, the new 
M8 junction and Blackridge 

 any asserted loss of passenger patronage caused by the 
existence of Blackridge station, if true, would equate to a loss 
of around three passengers per train movement per day along 
the whole line 

 if, for example, only one train in four stopped at Blackridge, 
the asserted loss is assumed to be lower yet 

 the BCR ration for the scheme with a Blackridge station 
is still very good 

 the awkward location of Armadale station may mean that the 
new service will have little impact on getting Blackridge cars 
off the road as compared with the existing station pattern 

 intending passengers on the new parts of the line have no 
comparator for the impact of Blackridge station.  It would not 
be a new or additional stop, simply part of a new opportunity 

 any asserted loss would be offset by a reduced need for bus 
subsidies and, in terms of general public expenditure, 
increased tax revenues and reduced social security transfers 

 any increase in rolling stock required to include Blackridge 
would be of marginal scale    

3 Additional capital 
costs 

 the Promoter does not seek to isolate a cost for Blackridge 
although acknowledging that it is the simpler and – 
presumably – less expensive of the additional proposed 
stations 

 there are no engineering difficulties to creating Blackridge 



station 
 there will be savings in constructing Blackridge in the same 

timeframe as the rest of the line 
 Blackridge station is readily achievable in engineering terms 
 we believe the capital investment in the community will have 

a short and generous pay back in terms of public and train 
revenues and wider policy objectives  

4 Environmental and 
property impacts at 
Plains 

 we acknowledge this information but there are no properties 
affected in Blackridge that might require CPO and  no 
properties directly affected by Blackridge station; which itself 
is on a readily-acquired, “green” site 

5 Timetable effects  we acknowledge that some recasting of the timetable will be 
required, indeed, may be desirable in order to provide a 
service differentiated to the needs of the communities it 
serves 

 Network Rail’s information about the regulatory process does 
not suggest that such a process may not be undertaken, 
including concurrently with the latter stages of consideration 
of the Bill 

 we understand the Bill committee can specify issues to be 
addressed in timetabling and Transport Scotland, which 
reports to the Minister, can be requested to discuss and agree 
timetable issues with the relevant rail compan(ies) 

 the timetable on the line has already been amended to 
accommodate the inclusion of an additional station – 
Edinburgh Park – without undue administrative 
complications 

  
We hope that this additional information is of interest to the committee. 
 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
Stuart Borrowman    E. Clark Steele 
Convener, PlatformBlackridge   Chair, Blackridge Community Council 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Stephen Webster    Walter Dickson 
Chair, Greenrigg Community Council  Chair, Harthill/Eastfield Community Council  


