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Dear Alison 

Consideration of Petitions PE1273 & PE1302 
 
I understand that the Public Petitions Committee will give further consideration to the 
above petitions on 29th June 2010 and that written statements require to be 
submitted by 17th May 2010. I would be obliged if this letter was presented to the 
Committee. 
 
Comments made by Mr Tom Adam to the Committee have been brought to my 
attention. Whilst Mr Adam is perfectly entitled to express his concerns it is important 
that the committee has accurate information before it. Unfortunately some of Mr 
Adam’s comments are wholly inaccurate. Mr Adam also makes a number of 
allegations about the Council’s intentions during the Bill Committee stage of the rail 
project, in particular that the Council deliberately and knowingly misled the public on 
a number of matters.  I have no alternative but to refute these allegations as being 
wholly inaccurate and most unfair. 
 
As the promoter of the rail bill, Clackmannanshire Council was acting in the interests 
of the local community. The promotion of the project was aimed at improving the 
local economy and providing local residents with access to better transport links to 
Scotland’s main cities thereby improving opportunities for access to employment, 
leisure and cultural activities. The Council did not adopt an “at any cost” approach to 
the delivery of the project. It was acutely aware that projects of this nature have the 
potential to create an adverse impact on the amenity of persons living close to the 
rail route and, for that reason, the Council was at pains to ensure that adequate 
mitigation measures would be introduced where required and where they would be 
effective.  
 
The Council was also very keen to ensure that the information that was placed 
before the Bill Committee and in the public domain was accurate and that it was of a 
high standard. To that end, the Council employed a number of experts in the field 
and worked closely with the Transport Scotland, SAK project team. At no time did 
the Council seek to mislead the Bill Committee or the public. Indeed, it had no 
interest in doing so, as it was wholly convinced that the project would deliver great 
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things for Clackmannanshire without imposing any significant disadvantage on local 
residents occupying properties close to the line. 
 
Mr Adam accuses the Council of deliberately and knowingly misleading the public on 
four points. 
 
Comment 1 There was never any possibility that 30 train passes (15 each way) 
could be run on the line. 
 
Response The Stirling - Alloa - Kincardine line was designed to carry 34 freight 
passes (17 each way) between the hours of 0600 and 2400. It is perfectly possible to 
run this number of freight trains on the SAK line. It is accepted that current 
timetabling elsewhere on the rail network may make it difficult for this number of coal 
trains from Hunterston and Ayrshire to reach Stirling during these hours. 
Nonetheless, this information was and remains correct. Notably, the information was 
not challenged by Network Rail during the Bill process.  
 
Comment 2 The project would require 24 hour running of the freight trains to fit the 
scheduling timetables. 
 
Response During the design phase of the project in 2004, timetables were modelled 
which showed that it was possible to route 34 freight train passes between 
Hunterston and Longannet between 0600 and 2400. It may be that subsequent 
changes to the wider network timetable mean that this is no longer practical.  
 
Comment 3 The freight traffic was the prime reason for the establishment of the 
SAK line, contrary to the impression given by the promoters to the public that the 
passenger service was paramount. 
 
Response The establishment of a passenger service connecting Alloa to the rail 
network was of paramount importance to Clackmannanshire Council. The Council 
provided evidence of the importance of the project to Clackmannanshire in two 
written statements (including a supplementary memorandum which focussed solely 
on local need). The then Chief Executive  also gave oral  evidence to the Bill 
Committee on the importance of the project to Clackmannanshire. However, the 
Council did recognise the substantial benefits to the wider rail network of removing 
coal trains from the Glasgow to Edinburgh line and the Forth Rail Bridge. The 
Council also recognised that the reopening of the line for passenger services alone 
would not have met the criteria for Scottish Government funding. It is quite 
inconceivable that Clackmannanshire Council would have taken the lead on this 
project had it not been for the importance of the rail link to the Council area.  
 
Comment 4 That mitigation was never an option. 
 
Response By the time the Committee meets, a total of 64 properties which met the 
criteria will have received letters offering the installation of mitigation measures. 
Mitigation measures will be introduced where they are required and will be effective. 
Doubtless some local residents will be dissatisfied. However, it is fair and reasonable 
that the need for mitigation measures is assessed against a reasonable set of 
objective criteria, which is what has happened in the case of SAK.  
 
Mr Adam also made other statements which require response. 
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Comment The question of exactly how much coal Longannet requires to fuel its 3 - 4 
turbines on a daily basis has not been satisfactorily explored, simply because station 
management have not been asked. 
 
Response All discussions with Scottish Power regarding the amount of coal which 
would require to be shipped by rail to Longannet were carried out by representatives 
of Scottish Government (mainly Transport Scotland) and the Strategic Rail Authority 
(SRA). Clackmannanshire Council were specifically excluded from these 
discussions.  However, the evidence that was submitted to the Bill Committee was 
available to Scottish Power and was not challenged.  
 
The Council cannot direct Scottish Power on how it manages energy production at 
Longannet, however, the Council is aware of the concerns of a relatively small 
number of trackside residents between Stirling and Longannet and will continue to 
support any proposal to limit overnight freight traffic on the SAK line which would 
reduce disturbance to residents.  
 
Yours sincerely 

 
Angela Leitch 
Chief Executive 
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