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Six myths about HS2



 ‘The great enemy of the truth is very often not the lie - deliberate, contrived and dishonest - but the myth - persistent, persuasive, and unrealistic’      JFK 1962

Myth 1:   HS2 is ‘green’ – it’s part of the low carbon economy

Untrue: even HS2 Ltd say it doesn’t reduce CO2 emissions, but is ‘broadly neutral’ (and their sums flatter HS2). 360km/h trains use more than twice the power of 200km/h trains. HS2 causes new journeys (27% of total) which together with those switching from conventional rail (57%) will indisputably create more emissions. 

A showcase transport investment should contribute to our target to reduce emissions by 80%

Myth 2:   HS2 will deliver wider economic regional benefits

Untrue: DfT/HS2 Ltd say there are benefits (worth £3.6bn) but this is mainly from additional local transport using freed-up existing capacity not faster connectivity. 
The redistributive effects will benefit London (not the regions): London is dominant: it’s seven times bigger than the next biggest city, unlike other major West European capitals that are only twice as big. DfT assumptions imply that trips to London will grow at 3 times the rate of those from London to the regions – moving money from the regions and spending it in London
Myth 3:    HS2 is a sound investment – over £2 benefit for £1 cost (NBR = 2.7)

Untrue: commercially it loses money: it has £25.5bn of extra costs, but only £15bn of extra fares. The Net Benefit Ratio (NBR) depends on time-saving benefits that are greatly overestimated eg all time on trains is assumed to be wasted. The case is driven by huge (267%) projected increases in demand.  HS2 Ltd say if demand drops more than 20% below forecast, the NBR will not reach 2 (the minimum acceptable NBR).
The cost of damaging the environment and property blight on the route is excluded. 
Myth 4:    Only HS2, ie a new railway, can solve the rail capacity problem

Untrue: can get 65% extra capacity with just extra rolling stock on WCML and there is massive potential on Chiltern. These improvements come without disruption.
Also DfT’s own alternative to HS2 (Rail Package 2) de-bottlenecks WCML, delivering required capacity by running more and longer trains (for just £2bn) and gives a better (3.63) NBR than HS2. Everything can be done incrementally against need – not relying on long-term forecasts.  

Myth 5:    HS2 will eliminate domestic air
Untrue: to get enough modal shift from air (8% of HS2 journeys) HS2 Ltd assume a 178% increase in domestic air by 2033: but it assumes a third runway at Heathrow. They ignore the declining domestic air traffic for London, including with the NW and Scottish Lowlands. Opportunities to displace air by HS2 have been reducing, not increasing. 

Experts agree that for rail journeys longer than 3hrs, air is preferred. HS2 Ltd say that rail wins some air market at 4hrs.
Myth 6:   UK lacks a fast national railway network
Untrue: UK – unlike Europe – has had one for a long time. 
As Eddington said, the UK has extensive fast inter-city services. We have routes capable of 200km/h (125mph) – with quicker rail journey times between the capital and the five largest cities than in other major West European countries (averaging 145 mins in UK, 151 mins Spain, 184 mins Italy, 221mins France, and 244 mins Germany).
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