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[image: image1]West Coast Main Line Route Utilisation Strategy,
RUS Programme Manager,

Network Rail,

Kings Place,

90 York Way,

London, N1 9AG.

Thursday, March 10th, 2011

Dear Sir or Madam,

WEST COAST M. L. ROUTE UTILISATION STRATEGY CONSULTATION DRAFT 

The North West Transport Roundtable (NW TAR) is one of eight regional roundtables operating under the auspices of the Campaign for Better Transport which promotes sustainable transport.  We made submissions upon most of the first generation of RUSs that affected our region.   We also attended the West Coast RUS event in Preston on January 19th this year.
Our comments on the West Coast Mail Line RUS draft for consultation are:-
High Speed 2

The NW TAR have yet to be convinced that the answer to capacity issues is to build the High Speed 2 rail line.  This draft RUS leaps to the conclusion that HS2 “is the best way to free up capacity on the West Coast Main Line” rather than exploring in detail the cumulative benefits of a whole series of more modest alternatives which would have wider benefits - such as more loops and re-opening lines like the Buxton-Matlock link and the Woodhead Tunnel line, either of which would dramatically expand the strategic options for rail traffic to and from Manchester and the South East.  Our fear is that billions of pounds could be spent on an environmentally damaging piece of new infrastructure which is of no or little use to the average UK citizen - who may well not be able to afford it in any event – and that the existing railway,  which so desperately needs major investment, will suffer.  We have to question whether the perceived benefit in time savings (small in a country the size of the UK) is sufficient to justify the HS2 project.  But, quite apart from our concerns, which mirror those of many others, we believe it would be wrong for the West Coast RUS to be predicated on the assumption that HS2 will be delivered.  At the very least, this RUS should have three alternative visions – one for if HS2 progresses northwards beyond the West Midlands, one for if it is built only as far as Birmingham/ Lichfield and one for if it does not happen.     
continued …
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Options in the North West
JT1.2 and JT2.1:  NW TAR find it difficult to endorse the concept of additional and faster services to London, (almost for the sake of it), being only too well aware of the fall-out caused in the region by the increase from two to three trains an hour between London and Manchester.  Here again (as with HS2) the emphasis appears to be on speed and time savings on long strategic routes at the cost of local services and yet every time consultations are carried out with passengers, they say that their priority is reliability and not speed. Additionally, we would make the point that much of the increase in rail passenger demand has been in more local services.
JT3.1:  Is this another case of improvements on a strategic route which would inconvenience other passengers and cut their options?  
JT4.1:  This option appears to severely impact on passengers from the Potteries and be, once more, aimed only at increasing speed and not improving other aspects of service.

JT4.2:  Surely this option would only lead to a reduction in reliability – the one facet that passengers prize most?

RL2.1:  This proposed diversion is not supported and would be unnecessary if Pendolinos were used on the Birmingham - Scotland services.
RL8.1 and RL8.2: A re-introduced Liverpool-Glasgow and Edinburgh service would meet a large suppressed demand and could be combined with an improved service from Manchester Airport. 
Over-arching comments
The thrust of this strategy is about speed and time-saved.  These are not the issues that matter most to passengers.  Research has shown that small time savings are not even noticed.  Reliability is the most important issue.
There needs to be a greater tie in with the second generation Scottish RUS and the Northern RUS.  And, if our comments about the Buxton-Matlock link and the Woodhead Tunnel carry any weight at all, there needs to be a further tie in with the East Midlands and East Coast Main Line RUSs.
Also, as with the Northern RUS, we are of the opinion that local rail services have not been given sufficient consideration.  Local services, eg. Liverpool-Blackpool, Lancaster-Barrow and Morecambe-Leeds must be preserved.  We would also repeat the plea we made in response to the Northern RUS for station improvements.
We hope our comments are of some value.

Yours sincerely,

LILLIAN BURNS, Convenor
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