
RESPONSE FROM THE MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT ON OUTSTANDING 
ISSUES FROM THE ORAL EVIDENCE SESSION AT CONSIDERATION 
STAGE – PHASE 1 

Arrangements for Monitoring Noise and Vibration Associated with GARL 
- The Committee asked about the arrangements for monitoring noise 
and vibration in association with GARL and how often the monitoring 
will be undertaken. 
 
1. The Promoter and Network Rail have undertaken to ensure that the 

railway will be designed and maintained so as to minimise noise and 
vibration.  We are satisfied that the monitoring regime as set out in the 
Promoters Noise and Vibration Policy document represents good practice 
in respect of the introduction of new rail infrastructure to the railway 
network. 

 
2. The monitoring scheme includes initial surveys within 6 months of opening 

of the Railway, then further surveys every 6 months during the next 3 
years and annual surveys for the following 2 years.  The results of the 
monitoring will be published. 

 
3. Network Rail have advised that there is no standard period for monitoring 

noise and vibration impacts after completion of a project.  That said, 
Network Rail recognise their responsibilities as good neighbours and have 
internal policies to advise potentially affected parties in advance of any 
particular activities (eg renewal works) which might cause a temporary 
nuisance.  They would also take seriously any specific complaints 
regarding noise and vibration impacts arising from the operational railway 
and seek to mitigate where reasonably practicable. 

 
4. Any individual who has concerns about adverse noise levels is entitled to 

make representation to their Local Authorities Environmental Health 
Office, which has a duty to investigate all complaints. 

 
5. Once the new service comes into operation individuals who can 

demonstrate that the value of their property has been reduced by physical 
factors caused by the new railway being used may be entitled to 
compensation. Any claim would need to be based on one of seven specific 
physical factors: noise, vibration, smell, fumes, smoke, artificial lights and 
solid or liquid substances being released onto the land.  

 
 
Trans European Networks (TENs) Funding - Can you give us more 
details on the amounts that are involved and when we are likely to hear 
the outcome? 
 
6. SPT submitted a TENs application to the EU in April 2006 for the purposes 

of:  
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“The provision of design and technical support services for the Glasgow 
Airport Rail Link (GARL) project. The key aim is to achieve technical 
approval in principle for all project elements, provide further cost certainty 
on the project and provide a robust delivery programme.  

 
7. Requested support is for £4,500,000 (50% of eligible expenditure) which is 

as follows: 
 

£2,250,000 converted at Euro rate £1:€1.46 = €3,295,568.29 
 
8. We have been advised by DfT that the applications for TENs support are 

being considered by the Commission.  Proposal for projects to receive 
support will be discussed at a Financial Assistance Committee meeting on 
10 October 2006. Department for Transport (DfT) will represent the UK 
interest at this meeting. Once the Committee has met and agreed the non-
MIP (Multi-annual Indicative Programme) allocations for support DfT will 
be able to inform their Minister, Transport Scotland and in turn let 
applicants know. 

 
9. In developing the project it is expected that the Promoter will make 

subsequent applications as the Project moves to the 
implementation/construction phase, and the EU issues calls for TENs Non-
MIP Bids. 

 
 
Impact of EARL on GARL - The modelling work undertaken to confirm 
the Minister’s assumption that the impact of EARL on the business case 
for GARL would be minimal. 
 
10. The Scottish Executive commissioned PricewaterhouseCoopers LLP 

(PwC) in August 2005 to undertake an independent assessment of the 
likely impact of the Edinburgh and Glasgow Airport Rail Links on 
passenger growth at the related airports. 

 
11. This modelling work was commissioned to inform the Scottish Executive’s 

consideration of the airport projects and has not been shared with anyone 
outside of the Executive.  

 
Network Specifications Modelled 
 
12. To consider the likely distribution of passengers for four network 

specifications PwC appointed Scott Wilson to run the SPASM model for 
the following scenarios: 

 
• The base with no rail links at Edinburgh or Glasgow; 
• Including EARL only; 
• Including GARL only; and 
• Including both EARL and GARL  
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13. The modelling used for the Scottish Executive commissioned work was the 
DfT Air Passenger Forecasting Model (SPASM) as used for the 2003 Air 
Transport White Paper (ATWP).  The base air passenger forecasts for the 
White Paper were undertaken by Scott Wilson and did not include rail links 
to either airport in the base case.  

 
14. These runs were the same as those reported in the White Paper Additional 

Supporting Documentation “Review of Air Traffic Forecasts Central Belt Of 
Scotland” (December 2003).  

 
http://www.dft.gov.uk/stellent/groups/dft_aviation/documents/divisionhomepag
e/031822.hcsp  (Review of Air Traffic Forecasts for Airports Serving the 
Central Belt of Scotland, annex A, table 3) 
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