High Speed Rail Fact Sheet 30 July 2010 
· The current Comprehensive Spending Review must properly scrutinise the Business case; Costing in all the following….. Sensible demand forecast, Sensible evaluation of business travel, Fare prices, Fair compensation for Property blight, An allowance for interest charges, The loss of revenue on West Coast Main Line access fees,  The different time frames used for cost and benefit, The extra CO2 emissions generated and full consideration of the alternatives. 

The Facts below support this argument

· A Double Track 100 mile long 100+ yards wide High Speed Rail from Euston – Birmingham Costing £25bn ( £17bn for Construction alone) 
· 28 Trains per hour capable of 250 mph

·  Where Tunnelled apparently a 8m in diameter Ventilation / Service Shaft is required every mile 
· Building to start in 2017 and complete in 2026 
· The biggest single investment ever made by a British Government  
· Thereafter plan to link up with West Coast Main Line to Manchester, Leeds, Newcastle Edinburgh and Glasgow….but not High Speed

· Total Cost of Project £88bn - £100bn
· Time saved to Birmingham only 30 mins
· Cost over £540,000,000 for every minute saved or £16,000,000 per mile 
· Cost £3.4 bn now committed before building starts, only £15m budgeted for Property blight compensation 
· Cost 4.6x the European Average per mile and 8x the French Average 
· Travel between the Locations to be linked by HS2 represents less than 1% of all rail travel in the UK and 7% of all distance travelled

· Business case based on numbers travelling to Birmingham will multiply by over 3x by 2033. Since 1995 there has been no increase in long distance travel
· The Channel Tunnel Project to Folkestone made similar assumptions in 1996 estimating increases of over 4x by 2004. Actual increase was 50%. Continual over forecasting when restructuring  in 1998, 2001 and 2004
· The project is Carbon Neutral according to HS2’s own figures. High Speed Rail generates 2x emissions of a 125 train, 4x of Coach Travel and the same emissions as Car travel. It is only less Polluting than Air Travel. Assuming that technology does not improve these over the next 20 years.
· The Present Calculations take no account of the Carbon Generated during Construction
· Only 8% of Passengers using HSR will transfer from domestic flights, the other 92% would have travelled on less Polluting forms of transport. The benefit of any Air transfers would only be realised as long as those slots are not transferred to International Flights
· Business Travel has not grown over the last 10 years, nor is it likely to with the ever increasing power of the internet and Video Conferencing and downward business cost pressure
· The Channel Tunnel Rail link cost £5bn, the Government is now trying to lease it for £1.5bn
· The French Government subsidy to TGV is 1% of GDP
· Business case benefits calculated over 60 years, the normal for these projects is 30years
· Over half the benefit calculated, £17.6bn is as a result of saving time ‘lost’ to business men on trains, based on them accounting for 30% of travellers (Virgin actual 24%), earning an average of £70,000 p.a. and assuming all their travel time is non-productive.
· Only 18% of Business Travellers rank speed as a priority. 69% prioritise punctuality & reliability

· £2bn of Benefit calculated as a result of reduction in Road Traffic, but 56% of all Road journeys are short distances & commuter

· Regional regeneration benefit calculated at an unsubstantiated £3.6bn. Imperial College independently valued the benefits of agglomeration for HS2 Ltd at only £8m per annum  
· Fare income is calculated at RPI +1%, ticket prices doubling by 2030. Domestic Air fares estimated to reduce by 30%
· HS2, a government created body, consulting with Engineering companies who are bidding for construction, has ignored HM Treasury green book  “Identify the full range of Policy Instruments or Projects that may be used to meet the objectives”

· The UK Challenge, unlike France & Spain, is not to bring distant cities closer together; instead to deal with the density of urban Transport demand  

· Upgrading existing Rail & Road together would cost £4bn and generate a net benefit of £12.5bn, relieving commuter congestion & improving accessibility to existing rail routes

· Identified alternatives implemented would leave money for Regions for low emissions Public Transport & Regional Economic Growth schemes. It is not getting to London ½ hour faster that will regenerate our Regions. They need Industry & Jobs
· How many Hospitals could be saved or how many School building programmes completed for £25,000,000,000? (almost 30% of the annual Education Budget, over 20% of the Health Budget, as much as we spend on Housing and the Environment together)
· Only £15m has been Budgeted for compensation under  the Exceptional Hardship Scheme

· The business case attributes no costs  to  disbenefits eg Damage to AONB, Loss of property values, Loss of Natural Resources such as Chilterns Aquifer etc
