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	Your Ref:
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james.white@westofengland.org

Date:
14 July 2009


Dear Sir/Madam

West of England Response to Network RUS Electrification Strategy 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Network RUS Electrification Strategy.

This response is on behalf of the four councils of Bath and North East Somerset Council, Bristol City, North Somerset and South Gloucestershire.

Support for Great Western Mainline electrification

We welcome proposals to prioritise electrification for the Great Western Mainline to Bristol via Bath and Bristol Parkway (Options A13.1, A13.2 and A13.5) and the benefits for lower running costs, more seats, less CO2 emissions and noise and greater reliability.  We fully support the inclusion of the Great Western Mainline in the Core Strategy.

We make the case, however, for extension to Weston-super-Mare.  Direct train services to London are key to business confidence in investing in Weston-super-Mare and the delivery of 12,000 new households and jobs as part of the draft Regional Spatial Strategy.

We also support Options A13.5a and A13.5b for Bromsgrove to Westerleigh Junction (Bristol Parkway) and Option 4.7 to enable Bristol to Gloucester via Yate and Bristol to Weymouth services to be converted to electric traction and would wish to see these added to the Core Strategy.

We seek clarification that the line between Bristol Temple Meads and Bristol Parkway is included in the Great Western Mainline electrification.

With Bath a World Heritage Site we would welcome early engagement with Network Rail to ensure electrification proposals are sympathetic to the city’s historic environment.

Bristol is being considered as a venue in England’s World Cup 2018 bid.  Should England and Bristol be successful there would be substantial demand for rail travel strengthening the case for the early implementation of electrification during Control Period 5.

Avonmouth and Royal Portbury Docks

The Port of Bristol (Avonmouth and Royal Portbury) is ranked 10th by traffic in tonnes in the Government’s Delivering a Sustainable Transport Strategy (November 2008).  Avonmouth is served by the Severn Beach/Henbury line and Royal Portbury by the Portishead branch.  Both lines are classified as core trunk routes on Network Rail’s Strategic Freight Network (April 2008)

We are, therefore, surprised so see there is no mention of electrifying either line for freight.  Both already carry considerable quantities of freight by rail.  Plans for a new deep sea container terminal predict 150,000 containers a year being carried by rail.

This is an opportunity to reduce the number of diesel freight trains “running under the wires.”  The ‘infilling’ of the Portbury and Avonmouth lines would enable freight operators to lower operating costs and avoid the need to change locomotives.  As the RUS recognises, the ability of operators to do this increases as more of the network is electrified, as does the capability to haul greater trailing loads with fewer trains required and the consequent capital and train crew cost savings.  We believe the Portbury and Avonmouth lines should be included as a ‘gap’ Type B or Type D for electrification.

Electrifying the Severn Beach/Henbury line would have the added benefit of providing an electrified diversionary route option for main line trains, a role it currently serves for diesel powered trains having been upgraded by Network Rail.

Greater Bristol Metro

The West of England area has witnessed substantial growth in rail travel with passengers doubling over the last ten years.  Existing services have suffered from short formed trains leading to overcrowding and passengers left behind on stations.
To address these issues a £19.7m Greater Bristol Metro bid for half hourly cross Bristol services has been included in the South West Regional Assembly and South West Regional Development Agency list of schemes for the Regional Funding Allocation 2 review, February 2009.  Implementation, subject to funding, is programmed to start in 20017/18.
We are pleased that Network Rail is considering the Metro proposals as part of the Great Western Mainline RUS.   We draw them to the attention of the Electrification Strategy so that consideration can be given to extending electrification to cover the whole of the Greater Bristol Metro network.   

Delay to Improvements

We are concerned that electrification could delay much needed improvements to infrastructure and resignalling, particularly around Bristol Temple Meads.  This emphasises the need for early decisions on electrification and confidence over its implementation.  Equally the suggestion that CP4 funding could be used to ramp up resources for and/or implement schemes raises concerns that this would be at the cost of other planned improvements.

The case for electrification would appear to be reliant on the delivery of the new Inter City Express Programme (IEP) trains.  This highlights the need for the two schemes to progress hand in hand.  We are concerned over the implications of any delay to the IEP programme.  The potential cascade of former Thameslink rolling stock raises issues over the quality and reliability of new services.

Growth

We have previously argued, as part of our response to the Great Western Mainline RUS and the Network Scenarios and Long Distance Forecasts, that the rail industry in general does not sufficiently take account of the growth implications of the Regional Spatial Strategy and historic trends in passenger growth.  Over the period to 2026 the West of England sub-region is likely, under the Secretary of State’s Proposed Changes to the Regional Spatial Strategy, to be required to provide 138,000 new homes and an equivalent number of new jobs.  Meanwhile passenger numbers have doubled in the last ten years.  The Electrification Strategy makes only passing references to growth whilst the four ‘gaps’ Type A to D identified in section 5 make no acknowledgement of growth at all.  We remained concerned that the RUS process is seriously underestimating future growth.

Great Western Mainline RUS

It is unclear how the Electrification Strategy will input into the Great Western Mainline RUS.  Will the Electrification Strategy be finished in time or will the Great Western Mainline RUS be delayed or will it not include any reference to electrification?  Clarity is sought.

We hope you will find these comments of use.

Yours sincerely
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James White

Group Leader Transport Policy 
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