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TRANSPORT, INFRASTRUCTURE AND CLIMATE CHANGE COMMITTEE 
 

AGENDA 
 

21st Meeting, 2008 (Session 3) 
 

Tuesday 11 November 2008 
 
The Committee will meet at 1.30 pm in Committee Room 6. 
 
1. Climate change bill consultation - Scottish Government response: The 

Committee will take evidence from— 
 

Stewart Stevenson MSP, Minister for Transport, Infrastructure, and 
Climate Change, Philip Wright, Deputy Director Climate Change, Fiona 
Page, Head of Scottish Climate Change Bill Team, Andrew Henderson, 
Policy Officer Scottish Climate Change Bill Team, and Nuala Gormley, 
Principal Research Officer, Scottish Government. 
 

2. Inquiry into the potential benefits of high-speed rail services: The 
Committee will take evidence from— 

 
Garry Clark, Head of Policy and Public Affairs, Scottish Chambers of 
Commerce; 
 
Owen Kelly, Chief Executive, Scottish Financial Enterprise; 
 
Iain Duff, Chief Economist and Policy Manager, Scottish Council for 
Development and Industry; 
 

and then from— 
 

Anthony Hughes, Transport Policy and Planning Manager, Glasgow City 
Council; 
 
Chris Day, Transport, City Development, City of Edinburgh Council; 
 
Ron Culley, Chief Executive, Strathclyde Partnership for Transport; 
 
Trond Haugen, Rail Specialist, SEStran; 
 

and then from— 
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James King, Convener, Passengers' View Scotland; 
 
Robert Samson, Passenger Link Manager, Passenger Focus. 
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The papers for this meeting are as follows— 
 
Agenda item 1  

Briefing paper 
 

TIC/S3/08/21/1 (P) 

Agenda item 2  

Briefing paper 
 

TIC/S3/08/21/2 (P) 

Briefing paper 
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TRANSPORT, INFRASTRUCTURE AND CLIMATE CHANGE COMMITTEE 

 
High-Speed Rail 

 
Overview of Written Evidence 

 
 
Purpose 
 
This paper provides the Transport, Infrastructure and Climate Change Committee 
with an overview of the key themes raised in the 46 responses to the call for written 
evidence on high speed rail. 
 
This paper does not aim to provide a comprehensive overview of the evidence 
received but draw out broad themes which run through that evidence.  Members of 
the Committee have access to all the written submissions. 
 
 
 
 

Alan Rehfisch 
Senior Research Specialist 

Scottish Parliament Information Centre 
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Analysis of Written Submissions 
 
The following section provides an overview of key themes emerging from the 46 
written submissions received in response to the Committee’s call for written evidence 
issued on 4 September 2008.  Responses were received from a broad range of 
organisations with an interest in Scotland’s railways, including four train operating 
companies, Network Rail, nine campaign groups, two local authorities, four regional 
transport partnerships and seven individuals. 
 
The call for evidence posed the following five specific questions. 
 
1. What do you think could be the potential economic and environmental benefits 

from the development of a high-speed rail link network?   
2. What would be the costs of any new links and how would they be funded? 
3. What would be the likely timescale for delivering a new network?   
4. What would be the most appropriate technology and type of train required for use 

in the UK? 
5. How could the existing rail links with Scotland be improved to ensure that all rail 

users are able to take advantage of improved high-speed connections? 
 
Most of these questions, particularly numbers two, three and four, required a level of 
technical detail and understanding that has yet to be developed for a UK high speed 
rail network or was outside the area of expertise of some of the respondents.   
However, the following section outlines 14 key themes which have emerged from the 
written evidence, while Appendix 1 provides a summary of which of these key issues 
were raised by each respondent.  The issues are not listed in any particular order. 
 
It is important to remember that this analysis does not outline all the issues raised by 
each respondent.  Rather, it aims to identify key recurring issues of concern raised in 
written evidence.  Committee members have copies of every written submission. 
 
The 14 key themes emerging from the 46 responses are: 
 
Supports UK High Speed Rail Network: Further development of high speed rail in 
the UK was supported by 40 of the 46 respondents.  However, that does not mean 
there was complete unanimity among high speed rail supporters about the nature of 
that development.  Many respondents, e.g. CBI Scotland, simply expressed support 
for the development of an Anglo-Scottish high speed line without expressing any 
preference for a particular route.  Some respondents, e.g. Scottish Association for 
Public Transport, citing the detailed technical nature of such developments, did not 
express any particular route preference but referred to outline proposals developed 
by engineering experts at Greengauge21 or Atkins, who also responded to the 
consultation. However, several respondents supported the development of a specific 
route, e.g. Michael Bell proposed a single “backbone route”.   
 
Those who did not express support for high speed development fell into two groups.  
The first group raised concerns about the environmental impact of high speed rail 
development, e.g. David Spaven was concerned that any high speed rail network 
was likely to result in increased discretionary travel which would have negative 
environmental impacts while the Socialist Environment and Resources Campaign 
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(SERA Scotland), was concerned that “The highest maximum speed may not 
provide the best environmental results.  A design speed of 150 mph is considered 
more productive in meeting the objectives”.  The second group, including Network 
Rail and ACPOS, had still to take a view on high speed rail development. 
 
Supports Classic Rail Investment: 33 respondents support continued investment 
in the upgrade and expansion of the Scottish classic rail network alongside the 
development of a high speed rail network, with a particular emphasis on improving 
connectivity between existing lines and any new high speed rail development.  One 
suggestion for enhancement supported by several respondents was the 
electrification and upgrade of classic lines north of Edinburgh and Glasgow to allow 
through running of high speed trains to Perth, Dundee, Aberdeen and Inverness, e.g. 
TACTRAN highlights how “The French TGV system provides evidence of this mode 
of operation with extensive links between Paris and provincial centres combining 
operation on LGVs (French high speed lines) and the classic rail network”.  David 
Spaven supported the continued enhancement of the East and West Coast 
mainlines as an alternative to the development of a new high speed rail network. 
 
HSR Improves Scotland/UK/EU Connectivity: 20 respondents specifically mention  
that the construction of a high speed rail network will make it easier than at present 
to travel between Scotland’s major cities, UK Regional cities, London and onwards to 
nearby continental European cities such as Paris, Brussels and Amsterdam, e.g. The 
Scottish Council for Development and Industry considers “The introduction of high-
speed, high quality rail services in addition to the existing north-south transport 
connections will enhance Scotland’s connectivity with the rest of the UK, Europe 
and, with a direct link to London Heathrow, further afield.” 
 
HSR can Reduce Need to Fly: 33 respondents consider that the development of a 
high speed rail network will result in significant modal shift from domestic air services 
and possibly the car to rail, e.g. Scottish Chambers of Commerce consider that 
“Evidence from Continental Europe and the Eurostar link indicates that short haul air 
travel can be reduced by a High Speed Rail Link.  The number of scheduled flights in 
the London – Paris – Brussels triangle has fallen, as have domestic flights on routes 
such as Paris – Lyons”.  This point is closely related to the theme “HSR Journey 
Times More Attractive”, although some of the 33 respondents do not spell out why 
high speed rail would encourage modal shift. 
 
HSR can Reduce Transport Carbon Emissions: 35 respondents consider that the 
development of a high speed rail network will, through modal shift of travellers from 
the more polluting modes of air and car, reduce overall emissions from transport, 
e.g. research carried out for Eurostar by Watkiss/AEA based on actual load factors, 
exact distances of rail and air routes, actual aircraft and engine types in use on 
different routes, and the mix of electricity sources used by Eurostar trains shows that 
“…each passenger on a return flight between London Heathrow and Paris Charles 
de Gaulle generates 122 kilograms of CO2, compared with just 11 kilograms for a 
traveller on a London-Paris return journey by train. A round trip between London 
Heathrow and Brussels airport generates 160 kilograms of CO2 per passenger, 
against only 18 kilograms of CO2 for a return journey by rail.” 
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In addition, many of these respondents highlighted the fact that electrically powered 
high speed trains can take advantage of power generated from renewable sources, 
which can effectively reduce their operational emissions to near zero. 
 
HSR Journey Times More Attractive: 23 respondents clearly highlighted the fact 
that quicker journey times offered by high speed trains made rail a more attractive 
option than at present, something related to the point about encouraging modal shift.  
Current East Coast Main Line train operator National Express highlights this in its 
response, which states “Journey time improvements are dramatic. High speed line 
trains accelerate to their cruising speed and stay there until they need to brake for a 
station. The journey times possible would include Edinburgh to Newcastle in 45 
minutes, and Edinburgh to London in 2h15m. Such journey times would obviate the 
need for most city-to-city internal flights in the UK – which include over 24,000 flights 
per year between Edinburgh/Glasgow and Heathrow alone.“ 
 
HSR Means No Need to Expand Heathrow: Four respondents, i.e. HACAN, RMT, 
2M Group and the Campaign for Better Transport, argued that the development of a 
high speed rail network which included a station at Heathrow airport would reduce 
the demand for domestic flights from British cities by such an extent that there would 
be no need to build a third runway or additional terminal capacity at Heathrow 
airport. 
 
Integrated Connecting Public Transport: Nine respondents consider that the full 
benefits of a high speed rail network can only be achieved when it is fully integrated 
with the public transport systems at the stations it serves, thus reducing door-to-door 
journey times to a minimum, e.g. Klaus Foehl highlighted the importance of door-to-
door journey times to travellers as opposed to station-to-station times. 
 
Utilise Existing Rail Technologies: 24 respondents indicated support for the use of 
steel wheeled, high speed rail technologies. Conventional high speed rail technology 
requires 25kv overhead power supply, a loading gauge which allows double deck 
rolling stock, conventional ballasted track and a European Rail Traffic Management 
(level 2 or 3) compliant signalling system. The case for using conventional 
technology was most comprehensively made by the Railway Engineers Forum 
(REF), which highlighted the following advantages of this technology: 
 
“Proven, available technology  
Low energy supply losses  
Global market in trains and technology  
Compliant with current European interoperability regulations.  
Provides opportunity for regeneration of electricity and high energy efficiency  
Brings any improvements in green energy supply into the transport sector “ 
 
Only one respondent, UK Ultraspeed, was wholly in favour of the development of an 
intercity Maglev system, although several respondents, including SPT, were open 
minded as to the type of technology to be used for any high speed rail network. 
 
HSR GDP Benefits for Scotland: 29 respondents considered that, despite the high 
costs of such a developing a high speed rail network, the benefits of developing one 
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to Scotland’s economy would outweigh the costs, e.g. Scottish Enterprise 
considered: 
 
“The reduction in journey times allowing greater access to UK and European 
markets would be experienced by all Scottish business. In addition, some of our 
priority industries could experience specific benefits of a high-speed rail network.  
 
Financial Service…The importance of developing high-speed rail connections is 
recognised in Scotland’s Financial Services Strategy.  
 
Food and Drink…Should the development of a high-speed rail network increase the 
provision of rail freight services – either through provision of freight on high-speed 
services, or through the increase in capacity allowing additional quicker freight 
services on the existing network – this has the potential to bring benefits to the 
sector by allowing greater access to markets in England, as well as current and 
potential export markets in Europe.  
 
Tourism…High-speed rail links have the potential to support the targeted growth in 
the tourism sector. In addition, it should be considered that Scotland’s natural 
environment is the great draw for many visitors. In order to preserve this 
environment it is important that we encourage visitors to use sustainable transport 
wherever possible as Scotland aims to be Europe’s most sustainable tourism 
destination. It is possible that high-speed rail could encourage this and help in 
making it as easy as possible for visitors to use sustainable transport options.” 
 
Possible Negative Environmental Impact: Seven respondents highlighted the 
possible negative environmental impact arising from the development of a high 
speed rail network.  These concerns fell into two categories.  The first concerned the 
direct impact on the environment of constructing a high speed rail network, i.e. the 
impact on the natural environment and greenhouse gas emissions from the 
construction process.  The second issue concerned the fact that high speed trains 
consume greater energy than current intercity trains per passenger kilometre. 
 
Must Access City Centres: 12 respondents considered that the full potential of a 
high speed rail network could only be realised if it served city centre stations.  Some 
European high speed lines use stations on the edge of cities as the development of 
new urban rail corridors is normally very expensive, although conventional high 
speed trains can use classic rail lines to access city centres if there is sufficient 
capacity. 
 
Strathclyde Partnership for Transport supports city centre stations, stating that “The 
benefits of HSGT are only truly realised when their hubs are located in city centre 
locations. This then would appear to suit the existing ‘classic’ rail network in place in 
Scotland, and opportunities for co-locating new HSGT termini with existing rail, bus 
and subway stations should be examined.” 
 
ECML/WCML Freight and Local Rail Benefits: 25 respondents indicated that the 
extra rail capacity provided by the development of a high speed rail network would 
allow additional local, inter-regional and freight services to run on the paths no longer 
needed for classic intercity passenger services on the existing East and West Coast 
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main lines.  This would be of particular benefit to lines in the south of England and on 
the approaches to major cities, which are running at or very near their operational 
capacity. 
 
Road Network Benefits: Six respondents considered that the development of a 
high speed rail network, and associated increase in rail capacity for freight on the 
classic network from a reduction in intercity passenger traffic, would result in modal 
shift of freight and passengers to rail that would free up capacity on the UK road 
network. 
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Appendix 1: Key issues raised by respondents to the Transport, Infrastructure and Climate Change Committee’s call for 
written evidence on High Speed Rail 
 
It is important to note that this table does not list all the issues raised by each respondent.  Rather, it aims to highlight key recurring 
issues raised by more than one respondent. 
 
 

Who Role Support 
UK HSR 
network 

Supports 
classic rail 
investment 

HSR 
improves 
Scotland/UK
/EU 
connectivity 

HSR 
can 
reduce 
need 
to fly 

HSR can 
reduce 
transport 
carbon 
emissions 

HSR 
journey 
times 
more 
attractive 

HSR 
means no 
need to 
expand 
Heathrow  

Integrated 
connecting 
public 
transport 

Utilise 
existing rail 
technologies 

HSR GDP 
benefits 
for 
Scotland 

Possible 
negative 
Environmental 
impact 

Must 
access 
city 
centres 

ECML 
WCML 
freight 
and 
local rail 
benefits 

Road 
network 
benefits 

Campaign 
for Better 
Transport 

Campaign 
group 

X X  X X X X        

Klaus Foehl Individual X X X     X X      

Atkins Consultant X X  X X X   X X X X   

Brian Hayes Individual X X X X X X   X X  X X  

Friends of 
the Far 

North Line 

Railway 
campaign 

group 

X X  X X    X X     

Scottish 
Chambers of 

Commerce 

Business 
group 

X X X X X X    X   X X 

Railfuture 
Scotland 

Railway 
campaign 

group 

X X X X X    X X     

Graham 
Nalty 

Individual X  X X X    X X   X X 

Dornoch 
Rail Link 

Action 
Group 

Campaign 
group 

X X X X X X   X   X X X 
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Who Role Support 
UK HSR 
network 

Supports 
classic rail 
investment 

HSR 
improves 
Scotland/UK
/EU 
connectivity 

HSR 
can 
reduce 
need 
to fly 

HSR can 
reduce 
transport 
carbon 
emissions 

HSR 
journey 
times 
more 
attractive 

HSR 
means no 
need to 
expand 
Heathrow  

Integrated 
connecting 
public 
transport 

Utilise 
existing rail 
technologies 

HSR GDP 
benefits 
for 
Scotland 

Possible 
negative 
Environmental 
impact 

Must 
access 
city 
centres 

ECML 
WCML 
freight 
and 
local rail 
benefits 

Road 
network 
benefits 

City of 
Edinburgh 

Council 

Local 
authority 

X X X X X X    X X X X X 

ACPOS Police   X X X      X   X 

Glasgow 
City Council 

Local 
authority 

X  X X X X  X X X  X X  

Michael Bell Individual X        X   X   

TACTRAN RTP X X X X X     X     

SERA 
Scotland 

Socialist 
campaign 

group 

 X   X     X  X X X 

RMT Union X X  X X X X   X     

HITRANS RTP X X X X X   X X    X  

First 
ScotRail 

Rail 
operator 

X       X       

HACAN Campaign 
group 

X   X X X X X  X     

ASLEF Union X   X X X    X   X  

Scottish 
Enterprise 

Govt 
agency 

X  X X X X    X   X  

SPT RTP X X  X X   X  X  X X  

Greengauge 
21 

High 
speed rail 
campaign 

group 

X X X  X    X X   X  

Glasgow 
Edinburgh 

Collaboratio
n 

Local 
authority 

group 

X   X X X    X   X  
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Who Role Support 
UK HSR 
network 

Supports 
classic rail 
investment 

HSR 
improves 
Scotland/UK
/EU 
connectivity 

HSR 
can 
reduce 
need 
to fly 

HSR can 
reduce 
transport 
carbon 
emissions 

HSR 
journey 
times 
more 
attractive 

HSR 
means no 
need to 
expand 
Heathrow  

Integrated 
connecting 
public 
transport 

Utilise 
existing rail 
technologies 

HSR GDP 
benefits 
for 
Scotland 

Possible 
negative 
Environmental 
impact 

Must 
access 
city 
centres 

ECML 
WCML 
freight 
and 
local rail 
benefits 

Road 
network 
benefits 

SCDI Business 
group 

X X X X X X   X X X  X  

Railway 
Engineers 

Forum 

Prof  
group 

X X   X    X  X    

CILT Prof  
group 

X X  X X   X X    X  

SESTRAN RTP X X X X X X    X  X X  

SAPT Public 
transport 

campaign 
croup 

X X X X X    X X   X  

UK 
Ultraspeed 

Maglev 
campaign 

group 

X   X X X    X   X  

Colin 
Wakeling 

Individual  X             

CBI 
Scotland 

Business 
group 

X X X X X X   X X     

International 
Air Rail Org 

Industry 
group 

 X   X          

David 
Spaven 

Individual  X      X   X    

2M Group Local 
authority 

group 

X X X X X X X  X X  X X  

Transform 
Scotland 

Green 
transport 

campaign 
group 

X X  X X    X      
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Who Role Support 
UK HSR 
network 

Supports 
classic rail 
investment 

HSR 
improves 
Scotland/UK
/EU 
connectivity 

HSR 
can 
reduce 
need 
to fly 

HSR can 
reduce 
transport 
carbon 
emissions 

HSR 
journey 
times 
more 
attractive 

HSR 
means no 
need to 
expand 
Heathrow  

Integrated 
connecting 
public 
transport 

Utilise 
existing rail 
technologies 

HSR GDP 
benefits 
for 
Scotland 

Possible 
negative 
Environmental 
impact 

Must 
access 
city 
centres 

ECML 
WCML 
freight 
and 
local rail 
benefits 

Road 
network 
benefits 

National 
Express 

Rail 
operator 

X   X X X   X X   X  

Association 
of NE 

Councils 

Local 
Authority 

group 

X X             

Virgin Trains Rail 
operator 

X X  X    X X   X X  

Passenger 
Focus 

Passenger 
group 

X X  X  X   X  X  X  

Dr IA Glen Individual X  X       X     

Roderick 
McDougal 

Individual X X    X   X X     

Freight 
Transport 

Association 

Industry 
group 

X X           X  

PTUC Passenger 
group 

X X X X X X   X X  X X  

Eurostar Rail 
operator 

X   X X X   X X     

Network Rail Infrastruct. 
operator 

 X  X X X    X   X  
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