
 
   
GENERAL PRINCIPLES 
 
Environmental 
1. Why can the realigned cycle path not be relocated south of the railway 
as opposed to the north and how much would it cost to build it to the south? 
 
The re-aligned cycle path is located to the south of the railway for approximately 
50% of the route. Where it has been possible to route the cycle way to the south it 
has been done. It is understood that the main area of concern for Sustrans is where 
the cycle path is located to the north of the railway on an embankment, as this may 
cast a shadow over the cycle path at certain times of the day in these areas. 
 
Were the cycle path to be constructed approximately 40m north of the railway 
embankment in these areas, as requested by Sustrans, this would result in the 
severance of large swathes of agricultural land from existing farm landholdings. It is 
likely that such a change to the cycle path proposals would meet with vehement 
opposition from affected land owners. 
 
The additional cost of locating the cycle path 40m from the railway would consist 
primarily of additional land requirements. The cost of land is sensitive information 
and considered confidential at this stage, although it would run into several hundred 
thousand pounds. Further costs would include additional bridges and ground works, 
and further considerations would include the environmental impact of additional 
bridge structures, extra time required to complete the engineering detail, referencing, 
maps, plans and sections, and public consultation. It is worth noting that several 
sections of the current cycle path route are subject to shadow from adjacent 
earthworks as they are located in railway cutting.  
 
2. What is the estimate usage for the realigned cycle path compared with 
the existing path? 
 
As Sustrans noted in its evidence, there are no estimated usage figures for the 
current cycle path. As such, the Promoter does not have any for the relocated cycle 
path. This information was requested from Sustrans but was unavailable. During the 
construction work sections of the path will be temporarily closed and, as such, it is 
likely there will be a reduction in levels of usage. However, the Promoter knows of no 
reason why this should not recover once the path is complete and does not 
anticipate any significant changes in the number of users of the new path in the 
longer term.   
 
3. What is your response to the specific concerns expressed by North 
Lanarkshire Council in its written evidence over the realigned cycle route? 
 
Cycle track through Caldercruix 
The proposal to route the cycle track passing the bowling green as an alternative to 
using Main Street does not appear feasible without acquiring land used currently as 
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access and car parking for the bowling green as well as the bowling green itself. The 
implication is that the Promoter would be required to relocate the bowling green and 
pavilion to accommodate the route proposed. In addition, such a route would require 
two new bridges to cross the North Calder Water and the B825 Eastfield Road 
respectively. Instead, the Promoter’s proposed route in this area makes substantial 
use of an existing track which is within open countryside. While the Promoter notes 
the concerns expressed by North Lanarkshire Council, this part of Main Street is 
primarily a residential street with a 30mph speed limit. Safety concerns are 
paramount and the Promoter will work closely with the local authority to ensure that a 
safe cycle route is provided, incorporating measures such as dedicated road 
markings and signage to delineate the cycle path. It may also be possible to 
introduce a 20mph speed limit along this section of Main Street. 
 
Crossing of B825 Eastfield Road 
North Lanarkshire Council is concerned about the crossing of the B825. A toucan 
crossing is provided at this location, which the Promoter considers provides a safe 
and appropriate crossing of this road. 
 
Additional cycle track around Plains and Caldercruix 
North Lanarkshire Council acknowledges that such a route would be outwith the 
limits of deviation of the Bill. Such a route would be far removed from the objective of 
relocating the existing facility as close to the existing route as possible and, as such, 
is outwith the remit of the Promoter.  
 
4. When will the promoter meet with the organisations represented on 
panel 1 of witnesses at the Committee meeting on 11 September and both local 
authorities to discuss cycle route issues? 
 
The Promoter is meeting with North Lanarkshire Council and West Lothian Council 
on Thursday 14 September 2006. Other organisations have been contacted with a 
view to arranging meetings at mutually convenient times and locations. 
  
5. With the provision of over 1,100 car parking spaces at the seven 
stations, can the local road network around each station cope during peak 
hour demand and will this not cause congestion? 
 
The Promoter has undertaken an assessment of the impact of the additional traffic 
generated by the provision of extra car parking. Each of the stations has been 
addressed in turn and, through discussions with the local authorities, we have 
identified the need, where appropriate, for relatively minor improvements to the local 
road, cycling and pedestrian infrastructure. These increases in traffic flows are well 
within the current capacity of these roads and should not give rise to any significant 
congestion. 
 
Reports will be submitted shortly to the respective local authorities and we anticipate 
further discussions with them as the level of impact and details of improvements are 
finalised. 
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6. How will you avoid the car traffic movement causing any adverse impact 
on pedestrian, cycle and bus access routes to stations? 
 
As part of the proposals for the scheme, localised infrastructure improvements have 
been considered. The objective of these improvements is to: 
• Encourage users of the rail network to access stations either on foot or by bicycle  
• Manage the operation of the local road network in an efficient manner. 
 
Discussions will continue with the local authorities over the detail of such 
improvements. 
 
7. When will the realigned cycle route open? 
 
It is our intention to retain as much access as is possible to parts of the cycle route 
for people to use throughout the construction work. However, we anticipate there will 
be long periods when the complete through route from end to end will not be 
available. It will not be possible to provide definite dates and times for the closure of 
different parts of the route until the construction programme has been prepared as 
this will be integrated with the construction of the railway. This will depend on the 
appointment of the main contractor in 2008 and the content of the contractor’s 
programme. 
 
The Promoter will continue to liaise with all interested parties over the detailed plans 
for reconstruction and is committed to minimising inconvenience to users as far as is 
reasonably practical. 
 
8. This scheme seems to be focused around car users. Where do cyclists, 
pedestrians and bus travellers sit in the promoter’s hierarchy of transport 
modes? 
 
The scheme is not focused around car users: it is designed to provide a reliable, 
punctual and fast alternative to the car. The Promoter is keen to attract as many 
people from their cars to the railway as possible. With this objective in mind, all 
aspects were considered and there will be facilities provided at all new stations for 
cyclists to secure their bicycles. In addition, the diversion of the existing cycle path 
links into the new stations and there will be safe walking routes within the environs of 
the new stations. There will be good access and room for buses to access the 
stations easily.   
 
9. Over what time period and for what specific purpose will the £1 million 
bus subsidy be available? 
 
The Business Case analysis of operating costs included a provisional sum of up to 
£1m per year (at 2002 prices) to support bus services in the rail corridor. This sum 
was not tied to any specific provision and a feeder bus network has not been 
designed in detail. The inclusion of the amount in the Business Case is to 
demonstrate the robustness of the case, not to indicate any particular source of the 
funding.  
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Bus services can be amended at short notice by the operator. It is not sensible to 
attempt to plan the bus network for the opening of the rail line until much closer to 
the operation date, as there may be significant differences between the underlying 
commercial network then and that which is currently provided. The Committee will 
appreciate that while the Promoter works with the local authorities and bus 
operators, it has no control over the planning of bus provision. 
 
10. Which passengers might transfer from the existing Edinburgh to 
Glasgow service to the Edinburgh to Glasgow service via Bathgate and 
Airdrie? 
 
The Promoter has answered this question in its response to the preliminary 
questions and written evidence provided following the hearing on 4 September 2006. 
The response is as follows:  
 
In particular, the route provides an alternative to the existing choice for passengers, 
including: 
• Journeys east and west through Queen Street Low Level which currently change 

at Queen Street High Level to access the Edinburgh-Glasgow main line service 
• Journeys from Bathgate, Livingston and surrounding areas to Glasgow which 

currently are made via park and ride at Linlithgow station 
• Journeys from Airdrie and the surrounding area to Edinburgh which currently are 

made via park and ride at Croy station. 
 
11. What tangible impact on road congestion will there be if the railway does 
proceed? 
 
The overall objectives of this scheme are not to reduce traffic congestion but to 
ensure that the gap between car and non-car accessibility is not exacerbated by the 
new road construction. This is part of a wider package of measures in the A8 corridor 
which is addressing this congestion problem.  
 
The rail link would reduce traffic levels on a number of roads, including a small 
reduction on the M8. In our response to Annex A Q21 and Q23 of the preliminary 
stage questions and further questions, the Promoter highlighted the reduction in 
traffic and emissions which would be seen on the M8. Because a number of roads 
affected are already busy, this drop in traffic has a disproportionate impact on 
congestion, measured as a loss of time compared with ‘free flow’ traffic conditions. 
 
The work done shows that congestion levels across each local authority area in the 
morning peak hour fall by:  
• 3% in North Lanarkshire 
• 5% in West Lothian. 
 
 
Route options and choice of stations 
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12. The Promoter stated that the figures (housing forecasts, employment 
etc) used in its modelling forecasting were received from both local authorities 
in 2005. What figures would the local authorities provide in 2006 particularly in 
relation to Plains and Blackridge? [please submit both sets of figures to aid 
comparison] 
 
The modelling in the Promoter's Memorandum used data provided by the local 
authorities in 2004 as contributions to the development of the TELMoS model for the 
Scottish Executive. In the case of North Lanarkshire, these inputs were supplied by 
the Glasgow & Clyde Valley Structure Plan team. West Lothian Council supplied 
updates to these inputs for the Airdrie-Bathgate Economic & Activity Location Impact 
(EALI) study in 2005. North Lanarkshire Council advised that it did not wish to 
update its inputs at that time. 
 
Information for the North Lanarkshire Council area was again requested from the 
Glasgow & Clyde Valley Structure Plan team in 2006, and no new information was 
supplied. 
 
The evidence given by North Lanarkshire Council to the Committee suggests that 
there are many possible housing developments close to the line of the Airdrie-
Bathgate railway but, as the Council officials noted in their evidence, it is far from 
certain. The officers also mentioned that there are environmental issues about some 
of these possible developments. Given these statements and the fact that the 
Promoter’s data has been supplied by the councils and has not been refined by the 
councils, the Promoter believes that these can only be described as speculative or 
aspirational, and as such not definite enough to be included as part of the analytical 
modelling. To include such data would undermine the validity of the modelling 
process. 
 
In light of the comments made on Monday, the Promoter has written to both councils 
asking them to provide firm numbers for future housing proposals. It is expected that 
these numbers would made public and included in future local and structure plans for 
the areas. The letter also asks them to confirm if they are confident about the 
housing to which they referred on Monday 11 September and if it is possible for them 
to confirm that they will secure developer contributions to the costs of the railway. 
 
13. Please provide figures for patronage on the Edinburgh to Glasgow via 
Shotts line. 
 
Station Estimated passenger boardings – 2006

Average day 
Slateford 20 
Kingsknowe 30 
Wester Hailes 30 
Curriehill 60 
Kirknewton 70 
Livingston South 340 
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West Calder 150 
Addiewell 20 
Breich 1 
Fauldhouse 70 
Shotts 230 
Hartwood 20 
Cleland 90 
Carfin 70 
Holytown 110 

 
The Committee may also be interested to see the table below. This shows the 
breakdown of daily boardings for the project as proposed, compared with the 
inclusion of Blackridge and Plains stations. 
 
Airdrie-Bathgate Line  
Daily Boardings   
   

Station 
 
 
 

AB5 
(proposed 
scheme) 
 
 

AB2 
(including 
Blackridge  
and Plains) 
 

Hyndland 4 -1 
Partick 22 13 
Charing Cross Glasgow 215 198 
Glasgow Queen Street -156 -162 
High Street Glasgow 149 137 
Bellgrove 169 130 
Carntyne 109 98 
Shettleston 112 100 
Garrowhill 126 102 
Easterhouse 124 113 
Blairhill 5 1 
Coatbridge Sunnyside 224 205 
Coatdyke 151 137 
Airdrie 673 603 
Drumgelloch 498 440 
Plains 0 43 
Caldercruix 262 240 
Blackridge 0 166 
Armadale 1770 1653 
Bathgate 794 769 
Livingston North 1566 1507 
Uphall 277 269 
Edinburgh Park 821 744 
Haymarket 2612 2400 
Edinburgh 2150 1957 
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Total 12678 11861 

 
 
14. Without the railway what are the travel choices for residents in Plains 
and Blackridge? 
 
Without a railway station at Plains or Blackridge, as has been noted in evidence from 
the Promoter and others, the choices for these areas would be very much as they 
are at present. The residents of Plains and Blackridge would rely on cars and a 
limited form of public transport by way of bus services. With the railway, the 
opportunity to improve the choice is extremely good. Through the provision of 
support to bus companies, the Promoter is confident that bus companies could be 
encouraged to provide link buses to marry with the train timetables. As has been 
made clear in the evidence to date, the railway will offer a permanent feature which 
the public could rely on as well as a solid basis to build a sustainable bus service. 
 
 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION 
 
Travel to work 
Figures on the detailed mode of travel to work (2001 Census) are as follows: 
 
Settlement Total 

TTW 
trips 

% car 
driver 

% car 
passenger

% 
train 

% bus % walk 
/ cycle 

% 
other 

Armadale 5,559 47 15 1 13 24 1 
Blackridge 914 44 12 1 27 15 1 
Caldercruix 1142 44 13 4 18 18 2 
Plains 1225 36 15 4 20 23 3 

 
Pattern of journeys across the new line 
The table below shows the main patterns of travel – from origin to destination – of 
passengers boarding on or travelling across the new section of line (at a point 
between Caldercruix and Armadale). 
 
Eastbound in the AM Peak 
 
FROM 
 
 
 
 
TO 

Midlothian 
(via 
Edinburgh) 

City of 
Edinburgh 
(Edinburgh 
Park, 
Haymarket, 
Waverley) 

West Lothian
(Armadale, 
Bathgate, 
Livingston 
North, Uphall) 

Fife 
(via 
Haymarket) 

Totals 
from 

South 
Lanarkshire 

 5% 2%  7% 

East   1%  1% 
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Renfrewshire 
City of Glasgow  20% 10%  32% 
North 
Lanarkshire 

 45% 9% 1% 55% 

Falkirk  1%   1% 
East 
Dunbartonshire 

  1%  1% 

Renfrewshire   1%  1% 
West 
Dunbartonshire 

  1%  1% 

Totals to 1% 71% 26% 1% 100% 
 
Westbound in the AM Peak 
FROM 
 
 
 
 
TO 

Midlothian 
(via 
Edinburgh) 

City of 
Edinburgh 
(Edinburgh 
Park, 
Haymarket, 
Waverley) 

West Lothian
(Armadale, 
Bathgate, 
Livingston 
North, Uphall) 

Fife 
(via 
Haymarket) 

Totals 
from 

South 
Lanarkshire 

 2% 1%  3% 

East 
Renfrewshire 

    1% 

City of Glasgow 2% 21% 33%  59% 
North 
Lanarkshire 

2% 15% 11% 1% 29% 

Falkirk      
East 
Dunbartonshire 

 1% 1%   

Renfrewshire   1%  2% 
West  
Dunbartonshire 

 2% 1%  3% 

Totals from 4% 43% 48% 1%  
 
 
 


