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                                                     CANNOCK CHASE COUNCIL                              

CABINET 

23 JUNE, 2011 

REPORT OF CORPORATE DIRECTOR  

RESPONSIBLE PORTFOLIO LEADER – ENVIRONMENT 

HIGH SPEED RAIL NETWORK (HS2)  

KEY DECISION – NO 

1. Purpose of Report 

1.1   To give consideration to the Department for Transport (DfT) consultation, ‘High Speed 
Rail: Investing in Britain’s Future’, February 2011, on the proposal to build a high speed rail 
network (HS2) from London to the West Midlands and ultimately the north-west and north-
east and to make a response by Friday 29 July 2011. 

 

2. Recommendation(s) 

2.1       That the Department for Transport be advised that Cannock Chase Council:- 
 
             i). Supports the proposals to construct HS2 (Phase 1) between London and the West 
                 Midlands, including the latest route plans detailed in the February 2011 consultation 
                 Documents and notes the Response in Annex 2 of this report. 
            ii). Recognises that the potential economic and regeneration benefits to the District from the 
                 proposal, are conditional on improved rail connectivity between Cannock Chase District 
                 and Birmingham through, the upgrade of the Chase Line, including increased linespeed, 
                 route electrification, reduced journey time, and improved frequency of four trains per 
                 hour, on the Chase Line service between Birmingham-Walsall-Cannock-Rugeley. 
           iii). Wish to be fully involved in future consultations on the proposed HS2 (Phase 2) route 
                 extension from the Lichfield area to the north-west/north-east.  
    
2.2      That Centro, Staffordshire County Council, Greater Birmingham and Solihull LEP, Stoke and 
            Staffordshire LEP, Greengauge21, Birmingham City Council, Chiltern Railways and other 
            organisations as appropriate, be informed of this Council’s support for HS2. 
 

 
3.      Summary (inc. brief overview of relevant background history) 

3.1    The Council was invited to the launch of the DfT High Speed 2 consultation documents at  
          Birmingham in late February, comments on which are now sought by 29 July 2011.  
 
3.2     The demand for transport has been growing over several decades however, it is now  
           recognised that it is no longer possible to build roads to meet demand. As a consequence  
           increasing demand for rail travel has now exceeded 1.3 billion journeys per annum, the  
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           highest since 1946 and the West Coast Main Line from London to the West Midlands and  
           North-West is predicted to reach capacity within 15 years.  
 
3.3      A key objective of the coalition Government’s policy is to deliver sustainable economic    
           growth while meeting climate change targets. Investment in infrastructure, and transport  
           infrastructure in particular, will be a key part of that approach. 
 
3.4      To deliver economic growth and carbon reduction, attractive alternatives to road travel and      
            short-haul aviation, need to be provided while addressing the issue of scarce rail capacity  
            between the city centres. Network Rail predict that by 2024 the West Coast Main Line from  
            London to the North West via Rugeley Trent Valley will effectively be full, with no further  
            enhancements that could reasonably be made to meet future demand. Demand from     
            London-Manchester is expected to have grown by 60% by the end of this period. 
 
3.5        The Government therefore considers that a long-term solution to these challenges would  
              be through the development of a national high-speed rail network. The proposed strategy 
              is for a ‘Y’-shaped network, to be delivered in two phases: the first a line from London to  
              the West Midlands and the second, the onward legs to Manchester and Leeds with  
              connections to points further north via the East and West Coast Mainlines.  
 
3.6        The latest detailed route plans for Phase 1 as amended, were published in December  
             2010. Annex 1 illustrates the proposed route through Staffordshire. It can be seen the this  
             would follow an alignment to the north-east of Lichfield and would rejoin the existing West  
             Coast Main Line to the south of Handsacre. Plans for later extensions of HS2 to the north- 
              west and north-east are expected to be published by the end of this year. 
 
3.7        The proposals would provide an increase in capacity on the key north-south routes out of  
             London, through a combination of new infrastructure and released capacity on existing     
             lines. 
              
3.8        Reliability would be improved and journey times reduced between major cities, with a 
             Birmingham-London journey time being 49 minutes, at speeds of 225 mph. Additional  
             capacity released on the West Coast Main Line would offer the possibility of additional 
             services serving Rugeley Trent Valley and Chase Line. At the current time, there is a 3 
             hour afternoon gap in the London-Rugeley-Crewe service due to lack of route capacity. 
 
3.9     The Government estimates that HS2 including the ‘Y’ shape route to the North-West and  
              North-East, links to HS1 and Heathrow would cost £32 billion and would generate benefits  
              of around £44 b as well as revenues totalling £27 b.  
  
3.10     It is estimated that 6 m air journeys and 9 m road journeys per year would be transferred to  
             rail. 
  
4. Key issues and Implications 

4.1       HS2 is forecast to bring much needed economic benefit to the West Midlands in terms of       
             new jobs and investment. The London-West Midlands line is expected to deliver benefits of  
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             £4 b. The proposals are welcomed by the District Council, provided they benefit residents, 
             and will result in service improvements to the existing rail network, such as the Chase Line,  
             which provides rail access between the District and Birmingham to provide good     
             connections with HS2. 
  
4.2        Although the District is not affected by the route published by HS2 Ltd, for phase 1, the  
             Council is a partner in the Greater Birmingham and Solihull LEP and would want to see 
             that any environmental impact to the LEP area is mitigated and is outweighed by the  
             economic benefit to the area.  
  
4.3        The new Birmingham HS2 station would be to be next to Birmingham Moor Street   

station, a 5 minute walk from New Street station and would allow residents using the 
Chase Line easy access to HS2 from New Street. With a Birmingham-London journey time 
of just 49 minutes and ultimately through services to mainland Europe, this will effectively 
bring the West Midlands closer to London and the South East.  This is forecast to make 
the area more attractive for inward investment.  

 
4.4       Centro also commissioned KPMG consultants, to carry out an analysis of the  
            economic benefits of HS2 to the West Midlands which are expected to generate; 
 

•   £1.5b increase in economic output by 2026; 
•   22,000 additional jobs in the Metropolitan area; 
•   An average wage increase of £300 per worker per annum; 
•   Tax revenue of £6.4 b on the basis of HS2 and local rail enhancements. 

 
4.5      The Centro study also identified the potential to introduce improvements to the Chase Line  
            through capacity released at Birmingham, including 4 trains per hour from Cannock to  
            Walsall and Birmingham, with a fastest Cannock-Birmingham time of 28 minutes; 2 trains  
            per hour to Birmingham International/NEC and Coventry and new services from   
            Birmingham to Liverpool via Cannock, Hednesford and Rugeley Town/Trent Valley.  
 
4.6      Members will be aware that this Council is now a member of the Greater Birmingham and  
           Solihull LEP in addition to the Staffordshire and Stoke LEP. The former agreed at the 
           Development Board meeting on 28 March, to consider the establishment of a Board sub- 
           group to identify a package of transport improvements to connect all parts of the LEP to  
           HS2. The Council should seek membership of this sub-group. The LEP is also seeking to  
           establish a Joint Investment Fund, in which local authority finance officers will be asked to  
           examine how any transport package proposed by the Board sub-group could be funded  
           through Tax Incremental Financing/Accelerated Development Zones, which the Government  
           is committed to introduce. 
 
4.7      Within the West Midlands, support for HS2 has so far come primarily from Birmingham City  
           Council, CENTRO, Birmingham Chamber of Commerce, Birmingham International Airport  
           and the National Exhibition Centre. These latter organisations have joined with Business  
           Birmingham and Solihull Borough Council to form a consortium titled ‘Go-HS2’. The Greater  
           Birmingham and Solihull LEP submission explicitly included support for HS2. The Stoke-on- 
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           Trent and Staffordshire LEP has yet to determine its position regarding HS2. 
 
4.8       Staffordshire County Council decided on 17 March to oppose the proposed High Speed  
            Rail Link on the grounds that; Its business case is flawed; It offers no economic or social  
            benefit to Staffordshire; It is potentially damaging to the economy and prosperity of  
            Staffordshire; It proposes significant and unacceptable environmental damage and  
            Disruption and that investment in infrastructure and transport should focus on improving 
            affordable rail and road transportation. They propose to consider a further report be in July  
            covering additional material produced during the consultation and recommending a formal  
            response by the County Council.   
 
4.9       The Council has also been approached by Buckinghamshire County Council, acting on  
             behalf of ‘51m’, a group of thirteen councils, who state that while they do not oppose HS2  
             rail proposals per se, consider there are better ways to invest £33b and wish to challenge 
             the evidence base about the HS2 project. 
 
5.         Conclusions and Reason(s) for the Recommendation(s) 

5.1       The High Speed 2 proposal presents an opportunity to provide long term and economic  
             growth to the District through attracting inward investment from the south-east as well as  
             freeing up capacity on the existing rail network to facilitate the introduction of additional  
             and new rail services serving Cannock, Hednesford and Rugeley. 
 
6.         Other Options Considered 

6.1       The Council could object to the Government’s proposals to construct HS2, as have other  
             shire local authorities along the route, including Staffordshire County Council. However, it  
             is considered to be in the District’s interests to support HS2 given the potential economic 
             and regenerative effects from construction of the new line. 
 
7. Report Author Details 

7.1        Mr J. Morgan, Principal Planning Officer, Planning Policy, x4308. 
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SCHEDULE OF ADDITIONAL INFORMATION 

INDEX 

Contribution to Council Priorities (i.e. CHASE, Corporate Priorities) Section 1 

Contribution to Promoting Community Engagement Section 2 

Financial Implications  Section 3 

Legal Implications  Section 4 

Human Resource Implications Section 5 

Section 17 (Crime Prevention)  Section 6 

Human Rights Act Implications  Section 7 

Data Protection Act Implications Section 8 

Risk Management Implications Section 9 

Equality and Diversity Implications Section 10 

List of Background Papers Section 11 

Report History Section 12 

Annexes to the Report i.e. copies of correspondence, plans etc. Annex 1, 2, 3 
etc 
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Section 1 

Contribution to Council Priorities (i.e. Corporate Plan) 

Securing improvements to the regional and local rail service, will accord with the priority outcomes 
with respect to promoting People - Active and Healthy Lifestyles; Place – Improved Living 
Environment through promoting a sustainable form of transport and Prosperity – Economic 
Resilience. 

Section 2 

Contribution to Promoting Community Engagement 

The Council has encouraged wider community involvement in the rail issues affecting the District. 

Section 3 

Financial Implications 

There are no direct financial implications for the Council as a result of this report; any future reports 
in respect of the High Speed Rail Network will be submitted for Member consideration and will 
include financial implications where appropriate. 

Section 4 

Legal Implications 

There are no direct legal implications for the Council arising from this report. 

Section 5 

Human Resource Implications 

There are no human resource implications in the report. 

Section 6 

Section 17 (Crime Prevention) 

The provision of enhanced rail services to and from Rugeley, Hednesford and Cannock would 
allow the younger population, to access a wider range of evening leisure, recreational and cultural 
facilities in Cannock, Walsall or Birmingham, as well as connecting into long distance services at 
Birmingham and Rugeley Trent Valley to London. 
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Section 7 

Human Rights Act Implications 

There are no identified implications in respect of the Human Rights Act 1998 arising from this 
report. 

Section 8 

Data Protection Act Implications 

There are no identified implications in respect of the Data Protection Act arising from this report. 

Section 9 

Risk Management Implications 

Any decision by the Council to support HS2, may win support from other local authorities within the 
conurbation, but may lead to criticism from other Shire local authorities and protest action groups. 
Some action groups have already suggested that the second leg of HS2 could run through 
Cannock Chase Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty. However, at this stage such suggestions are 
without foundation and purely speculative as the route plans are not expected to be published 
before the end of 2011. HS2 have verbally confirmed that such a route would not be acceptable. 

Section 10 

Equality and Diversity Implications 

There are no implications in the report. 

Section 11 

List of Background Papers 

High Speed Rail: Investing in Britain’s Future, Consultation Summary, DfT, February 2011.  
High Speed Rail: Investing in Britain’s Future, Consultation, DfT, February 2011.  
Centro, Integrated Transport Authority report, 25 October 2010: Benefits of High Speed 2 to the 
West Midlands. 
Centro: High Speed Rail and supporting investments in the West Midlands. Consequences for 
employment and economic growth, KPMG, June 2010. 
                                                                
                                                                                                                                           Section 12 

Report History 

Council Meeting Date 

                  n/a  n/a 
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Annexes to Report 
 
1. High Speed 2 in Staffordshire route plan. Staffordshire & Stoke-on-Trent Staffordshire  
    Planning Forum, HS2 report, January 2011. 
 
2. Response to DfT HS2 consultation Questionnaire. 
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                                                                                                                      Annex 2    
  
Responding to the Consultation 
 
1. This question is about the strategy and wider context: Do you agree that there is a strong case  
    for enhancing the capacity and performance of Britain’s inter-city rail network to support  
    economic growth over the coming decades? 
 
      Response: Yes. The existing rail network is carrying record levels of Passengers. As a  
      consequence increasing demand for rail travel has now exceeded 1.3 billion journeys per  
      annum, the highest since 1946 and the West Coast Main Line from London to the West  
      Midlands and North-West is predicted to reach capacity within 15 years. Existing capacity  
      restrictions on the WCML are already having an adverse impact on rail services serving the 
      District. The demand for transport has been growing over several decades however, it is now  
      recognised that it is no longer possible to build roads to meet demand. The Standing Advisory  
     Committee (SACTRA) Report, 1994, established that building new roads would not solve road 
     capacity problems and only encourage more journeys and increased congestion. 
 
2. This question is about the case for high speed rail: Do you agree that a national high speed rail  
    network from London to Birmingham, Leeds and Manchester (the Y network) would provide the  
     best value for money solution (best balance of costs and benefits) for enhancing rail capacity  
     and performance? 
 
     Response: Yes. The WCML has already received a major upgrade to increase capacity and 
    longer trains introduced. Further upgrades would not meet rising demand and would be  
    disruptive to existing services over a long period of time. 
 
3. This question is about how to deliver the Government’s proposed network: Do you agree with  
    the Government’s proposals for the phased roll-out of a national high speed rail network, and for 
    links to Heathrow Airport and to the High Speed 1 line to the Channel Tunnel?  
 
     Response: Yes .However, through trains from Birmingham to Europe and Heathrow Airport,  
    should be brought forward to follow on immediately after the opening of HS2 in 2026. 
    
4. This question is about the specification for the line between London and the West Midlands: Do  
     you agree with the principles and specification used by HS2 Ltd to underpin its proposals for  
     new high speed rail lines and the route selection process HS2 Ltd undertook? 
       
     Response: Yes although consultation with the District Council’s along the route would have  
     been appreciated. 
 
5. This question is about the route for the line between London and the West Midlands: Do you  
     agree that the Government’s proposed route, including the approach proposed for mitigating its  
     impacts, is the best option for a new high speed rail line between London and the West  
     Midlands? 
 



    

     Response: Yes. 
  
6. This question is about the Appraisal of Sustainability: Do you wish to comment on the Appraisal  
     of Sustainability of the Government’s proposed route between London and the West Midlands  
     that has been published to inform this consultation. 
 
   Response: The Council would wish to be consulted on the detailed proposal for Phase 2  
   extensions from the Lichfield area to Manchester, particularly in establishing any impact on  
   Cannock Chase Area of Outstanding Beauty together Cannock Chase Special Area of  
   Conservation (SAC) which is of European importance. The Council would also wish to ensure  
   that the preferred route makes provision for reinstatement of the Lichfield Canal, which together  
   with the Hatherton Canal, would create new economic and tourism benefits to the District.. 
 
7. This question is about blight and compensation: Do you agree with the options set out to assist  
    those whose properties lose a significant amount of value as a result of any new high speed  
    line?        
 
     Response: No properties within the District are directly affected.                                                                                     


