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1. PURPOSE OF REPORT 
 
1.1 This report sets out a draft response to the consultation launched on 7 October 

2020 by the Department for Transport on 4 proposed refinements to the design of 
the Western Leg of HS2 Phase 2b.   

 
1.2 A response is considered important given the significance of the HS2 and 

Northern Powerhouse Rail proposals to the Liverpool City Region’s transport, 
recovery and inclusive growth strategies. 

 
 

2. RECOMMENDATIONS 
 

It is recommended that the Transport Committee: 
 
(a) Considers and agrees the consultation response to the refinement of the 

High Speed 2 Western Leg design consultation as set out within the 
Appendix to this report. 

 
 
3. BACKGROUND 
 
3.1 On 7 October 2020, the Department for Transport (DfT) launched a consultation 

on revisions to the High Speed 2 Western Leg schemes, available at the link 
below:- 

 
 https://www.gov.uk/government/consultations/hs2-phase-2b-western-leg-design-

refinement-consultation 
  



 
3.2 The consultation forms part of the ongoing development of proposals for High 

Speed 2 rail network and its relationship to the west-east Northern Powerhouse 
Rail west-east rail link.   The proposed HS2 network is as follows, with the orange 
section forming Phase 2b:-  

 

 
 
3.3 This consultation is seeking views on 4 proposed refinements to the design of the 

Western Leg of HS2 Phase 2b. The proposed refinements are: 
 

 the addition of Crewe Northern Connection and changes to the design of 
Crewe North Rolling Stock Depot; 
 

 changes to the design of Manchester Airport High Speed station; 
 

 changes to the design around Manchester Piccadilly High Speed station; 
and 
 

 the introduction of a new train stabling facility at Annandale, in Dumfries 
and Galloway. 

 
 

 



3.4 These proposals are based on design development, ongoing engagement, and 
future integration with Northern Powerhouse Rail and other transport projects. 

 
3.5 Responses to the consultation will be independently analysed and reported, and 

then considered by the Secretary of State when making his decision on whether to 
adopt the proposed changes. 

 
3.6 The consultation closes on 11 December 2020. 
 
 
4. SUMMARY OF THE RESPONSE TO THE CONSULTATION 
 
4.1 The draft response is set out within the Appendix of this report for members’ 

consideration and endorsement. 
 
4.2 The response sets out to welcomes the opportunity to comment on the proposed 

changes to the Western Leg of High Speed 2, Phase 2B.  It is generally supportive 
of the changes proposed, but expresses some concerns with regards to the 
underlying assumptions supporting the specific changes at Manchester Piccadilly 
High Speed station and the potential to miss opportunities and diminish the true 
potential the rail network could provide in terms of transforming the North. 

 
4.3 The proposed changes at Crewe, Manchester Airport and Manchester Piccadilly 

will contribute towards improved rail connectivity for Liverpool City Region, but the 
city region’s ambition is much larger and much wider investment across the rail 
network is required to deliver the full potential of the Northern Powerhouse. These 
changes are viewed as another step towards realising this vision. 

 
4.4 Alongside improved passenger connectivity, Liverpool City Region needs to have 

capacity on the conventional rail network to support the growth of the Port of 
Liverpool, particularly through enhanced rail freight capacity.  This follows the 
recent £400 million private sector investment in the Liverpool 2 container terminal. 
Liverpool is currently the 4th largest port in the UK, and traffic is already increasing 
in response to this investment. 

 
4.5 In the coming years, trade routes will change in line with the UK’s emerging 

position internationally, with Liverpool strategically located to support significant 
growth in trans-Atlantic trade.  However, to unlock this growth, the City Region 
needs to be able to guarantee swift and efficient passage of goods through the 
City Region’s transport network and onwards to major distribution centres across 
the UK.  

 
4.6 Therefore, in addition to the changes outlined in this consultation exercise, it is 

recommended that the response welcomes the Minister of State’s decision to 
proceed with providing for Northern Powerhouse Rail (NPR) touchpoints on the 
High Speed 2 route in the High Legh area. The potential to reduce speed 
differentials on existing lines through the diversion of the fastest services to brand 
new NPR routes, linking with HS2, could unlock vital capacity for rail freight 
serving the Port of Liverpool.  

 
 

 



4.7 Further, the NPR options consisting of fully new lines can also ensure freight traffic 
can continue to grow in the South Liverpool/Halton area, where a number of freight 
terminals receive and despatch regular rail freight services. Additionally, the 
movement of goods by rail instead of road will contribute to reductions of carbon 
emissions and congestion, contributing to the City Region’s and the UK’s 
sustainability and environment policy objectives. 

 
4.8 The response concludes by reiterating support for HS2, Northern Powerhouse Rail 

and the proposed changes to HS2 at Crewe, Manchester Airport and Manchester 
Piccadilly.  It notes that the LCR is keen to ensure that the outcomes of the 
changes can contribute towards the achievement of our strategic goals, which in 
turn will enhance the City Region’s ability to play its part in growing the UK 
economy.  

 
 

5. RESOURCE IMPLICATIONS 
 
5.1 Financial 
 

There are no direct financial implications from the endorsement and submission of 
this consultation response.   

 
5.2 Human Resources 
 

There are no direct Human Resource implications from the endorsement and 
submission of this consultation response. 

 
5.3 Physical Assets 
 

There are no direct Physical Asset implications from the endorsement and 
submission of this consultation response. 

 
5.4 Information Technology 
 

There are no direct Information Technology implications from the endorsement 
and submission of this consultation response. 

 
 
6. RISKS AND MITIGATION 
 
 There are no specific risks associated with the endorsement of this consultation 

response.  
 
 
7. EQUALITY AND DIVERSITY IMPLICATIONS 
 
 There are no direct equality and diversity implications associated with the 

endorsement and submission of this consultation response. 
 
 
 
 



8. PRIVACY IMPLICATIONS 
 
8.1 These implications will be picked up as the consultation process progresses. 
 
8.2 It is expected that positive, proactive dialogue will be held with High Speed 2 Ltd 

and Government officials following the submission of the consultation response to 
ensure the aims and objectives of the Combined Authority with regards to rail 
connectivity and High Speed rail are achieved. 

 
 

9. CONCLUSION 
 
9.1 This report sets out a draft response to the consultation launched on 7 October 

2020 by the Department for Transport on 4 proposed refinements to the design of 
the Western Leg of HS2 Phase 2b.  The draft response is set out as an Appendix 
to this report. 

 
9.2 The response reiterates support for HS2, Northern Powerhouse Rail and the 

proposed changes to HS2 at Crewe, Manchester Airport and Manchester 
Piccadilly.  It notes that the LCR is keen to ensure that the outcomes of the 
changes can contribute towards the achievement of our strategic goals, which in 
turn will enhance the City Region’s ability to play its part in growing the UK 
economy 

 
9.3 Some concerns are expressed with regards to the underlying assumptions 

supporting the specific changes at Manchester Piccadilly High Speed station and 
the potential to miss opportunities and diminish the true potential the rail network 
could provide in terms of transforming the North 

 
9.4 The response is commended to members. 
 
 

SHANE FITZPATRICK 
Interim Director of Integrated Transport 
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Tom Carbery, Rail Development Advisor 
 
Background Papers 
None 
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