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Following the recent oral evidence session, the Promoter has taken a 
considered view that it is essential to highlight the implications and 
consequences for the inclusion of additional stations at Blackridge and/or 
Plains to enable the Committee to reach its recommendations on the Bill. 
 
 IMPLICATION REASON 
1. Adds a minimum period of six to 

eight months to processing the 
Parliamentary Bill, resulting in up 
to one year’s delay in the 
project being commissioned. 
This means that the first train 
would run in December 2011 
rather than December 2010, and 
the benefits to local communities 
along the route would be 
delayed. 
 
 

• Outline design of stations/land 
requirements 

• Revisions to Maps, Plans & 
Sections 

• Addendum to Environmental 
Statement 

• Land referencing * 
• Addendum to Book of Reference 
• Consultation with affected 

property owners and mandatory 
consultees * 

• Service of notice on affected 
parties * 

• 60 day objection period 
• Substantive changes to the 

timetable. 
2. Loss of revenue and increase in 

ongoing annual subsidy required 
by the railway. This is estimated 
to be in the region of £2-3million 
per annum additional costs if 
both stations are added. 

• Our analysis shows that the 
increase in journey times will 
result in a net loss of passengers 
using the railway of up to 800 
passengers per day if both 
stations are added. The number of 
new passengers joining the train 
at any additional stations will be 

 



 

outweighed by the numbers which 
will choose not to use the service 
as it will be less attractive in terms 
of overall journey times.  

• Additional rolling stock will be 
required due to the longer journey 
times. 

3. Additional costs in constructing 
the project. 

• The additional stations will add a 
capital cost in the region of 
£4.5million. This does not include 
costs associated with the 
purchase of land and impact on 
properties adjacent to the sites. 

• See below regarding funding 
issues. 

4. It is estimated that a station at 
Plains will result in excess of 18 
properties suffering serious 
environmental and property 
impacts. 

• The land take required, and the 
environmental impacts of building 
and operating a station with trains 
stopping and starting, will impact 
on more than 18 properties.  

5. Potential serious impact on the 
working train timetable. The 
additional time on the journey 
may affect the ability of the trains 
to marry in with the current 
services on the Edinburgh-
Glasgow shuttle service. It may 
also affect the ability to operate 
in and out of Edinburgh 
Waverley effectively. 

• The additional journey times of up 
to five minutes associated with 
two additional stations may 
require a recast of the timetable 
with particular reference to the 
east end where the line meets the 
existing Edinburgh-Glasgow 
shuttle service.  

• See below regarding potential 
regulatory issues. 

 
Notes 
The Promoter is unable to begin the process of identifying properties, 
assessing land ownership and consultation until it has an indication from the 
Committee on whether it is minded to introduce one or more of the additional 
stations. The reason for this is that to carry out the necessary work would 
publicise the fact that these properties might be at risk of compulsory 
purchase, and this could be expected to blight the properties prior to the 
Committee reaching a formal view on whether to recommend that the scheme 
should proceed, and whether the additional stations should be considered for 
inclusion. 
 
 
POINTS OF CLARIFICATION 
 
Stopping Pattern at Existing Stations 
During the session on Monday 11 September, issues such as amending the 
stopping pattern at other stations between Airdrie and Glasgow Queen Street 
were raised.  
 

 



 

As the Committee will be aware, the issue of timetabling and timetable 
modification is a regulatory matter and therefore is not a matter for the 
Promoter to determine unilaterally or indeed as part of the consideration of 
this Bill. Timetabling is subject to regulatory procedures involving the Office of 
Rail Regulation and the train operating companies, and is regulated via other 
primary legislation, such as the Railway Acts 1993 and 1995. As such, it is 
outwith the subject matter of this Bill. 
 
Closing Existing Stations 
As with the timetabling, the issue of closing other, less used stations is not 
one that can be progressed by the Promoter unilaterally. The issue of station 
closure is another matter which is subject to regulatory rules and is again 
outwith the scope of a Private Bill.  
 
It is important to emphasise that in proposing the Bill and the route as 
outlined, it was not and is not in the Promoter’s gift to close an existing station 
or change the stopping pattern to accommodate any additional stations.  
 
Funding for Additional Costs 
As the Committee heard stated on Monday 11 September, the Transport 
Minister is on record stating that Transport Scotland has only funded the 
Promoter with respect to the route alignment as proposed in the Bill. 
Accordingly, the Promoter is not funded by Transport Scotland for any capital 
or operating costs arising from any amended proposals, such as the 
additional stations at Plains or Blackridge. Neither has the Promoter any funds 
of its own to meet such costs. Any additional costs will require a commitment 
that they will be met by Transport Scotland. 
 
It is also worth commenting on the issue of developer contributions. As the 
Committee will be aware from previous evidence, the Promoter cannot 
compel either of the local councils to apply their developer contributions to 
cover the cost of the project. This is a matter for North Lanarkshire Council 
and West Lothian Council. Even were the councils minded to demand 
developer contributions, they could not guarantee that significant sums would 
be forthcoming because amounts available will be governed by private sector 
development proposals, property markets and the constraints on the 
contributions which can be demanded in compliance with Government 
planning guidance. In addition, it should be noted that meeting the costs of 
construction and land acquisition would not cover the operating subsidy issue 
which is a matter for Transport Scotland. 
 
Section 1(3) Waverley Railway (Scotland) Act 2006   
While it is fully understood by the Promoter that amendments to the Bill are a 
matter for the Committee and Parliament, it may be helpful to explain the 
Promoter’s special concern that the Committee might consider amending the 
Bill along the lines of section 1(3) of the above Act. Section 1(3) states: “If the 
authorised undertaker commences construction of the authorised works it 
shall construct the whole of the railway comprising the railway works 
(including all the stations) referred to in schedule 1 to this Act.” This provision 
in essence requires the authorised undertaker to build all the authorised 

 



 

works regardless of the consequences, including the financial costs. This 
would create regulatory implications for Network Rail in terms of the Railways 
Act.  
 
Apart from any other considerations, such an open-ended financial obligation 
would create regulatory implications for Network Rail in terms of the Railways 
Act 1993, which would be likely to prevent Network Rail proceeding with the 
scheme. 
 
 
Finally, the Committee will have noted that, although concerns were 
expressed by local residents during the consultation exercise, none of the 
residents of Plains has objected to the absence of a station at this location. 
 
For all the reasons highlighted in this Note, the Promoter urges the Committee 
not to seek to consider in detail provision for the inclusion of any additional 
stations. 
 
The Promoter trusts this additional clarification will be useful to the 
Committee. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
 
RON McAULAY 
DIRECTOR, SCOTLAND 
 

 


