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14 May 2010  

Dear Ms Wilson,  
 
PETITIONS PE1273 AND PE1302 
 
Thank you for inviting Network Rail to consider further comments on the latest 
deliberations of the Committee. I have not responded to the listed questions as they 
do not really fall directly into Network Rail’s responsibility. The comments I have 
offered below are more general and may in some instances merely repeat what we 
have said on previous occasions: 
 

• The Stirling – Alloa – Kincardine railway was a strategic priority for the 
Scottish Government. The business case for this railway was made through 
the volume of freight traffic and its transfer from the Forth Rail Bridge. This in 
turn freed up capacity for further service improvements for Fife/Edinburgh 
services. The Promoter of the project was Clackmannanshire Council and they 
were responsible for developing and explaining the business case. The 
funding for the project was provided by the Scottish Government through 
Transport Scotland.   

 
• The railway network in Britain is open access and access must be provided on 

request subject to network capacity and capability. This is a condition of the 
licence under which Network Rail operates.    

 
• Rolling stock must meet operational standards and are subject to operational 

monitoring. Any non-compliance is addressed with the train operating 
company.  It is not for Network Rail to dictate the type of bogie used on a 
train.  

 

 



• It is the statutory responsibility of local authorities in response to concerns 
raised by any resident(s) to consider measuring and monitoring of claims of 
noise and or vibration outwith levels of acceptable tolerance. It is my 
understanding that the results obtained by the Councils following such 
monitoring have generally shown a high degree of compliance with regulatory 
requirements. 

 
• The Act which allowed for the delivery of this railway includes a claims 

process which Network Rail is administering on behalf of the Promoter and 
funder of this railway. This allows people to claim against the impact that the 
railway may have caused on their environment/wellbeing.  

 
• The Promoters of the project identified various mitigation methods to 

manage/lessen any impact of the railway on residents.  I understand the main 
method was noise attenuation barriers. Other methods I believe were 
discounted during the projects development. However, for clarity and 
confirmation on mitigation management and options considered the 
Committee would need to seek the input of the Promoter - Clackmannanshire 
Council. 

 
• Finally, I understand that Clackmannanshire Council and Transport Scotland 

are carrying out further noise and vibration research/surveys in response to 
concerns raised by a number of residents along the railway.  

 
In previous responses to requests for information on this issue, I have suggested that 
it may be wise to call on the Promoter to provide comments on responses to some of 
these issues and questions.  I would be interested in knowing if the Committee has 
called on Clackmannanshire Council to do so. 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
 
Ron McAulay 
Director, Scotland 


