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9th February 2007

To The Regional Transport Strategy Team

Regional Transport Strategy for the West of Scotland – Consultation response

Thank you for this opportunity to respond to the above consultation. Transport in Glasgow is a priority issue and the transport structure is in urgent need of modernisation.

My initial reaction to the consultation document is that it is quite unclear and difficult to understand. This makes the document very inaccessible, an issue that needs to be addressed if SPT are truly committed to the involvement of the public and other stakeholders in its planning.

I support the vision and objectives of this consultation and particularly the emphasis that is given to health and the environment. However, I am concerned that some of the priority projects actually undermine the stated objectives. There is a need to look for multiple winners in the chosen projects, not to have to justify a trade-off between economy, social inclusion and the environment, which in essence results in cosmetic measures used to address fundamental environmental concerns.

It is a concern that this document is also too project-heavy rather than addressing general service issues such as generally improving the quality of bus services or addressing air pollution and congestion holistically.

I will continue by addressing each of the ten priority projects (page 10) and then comment on the consultation questions relating to the “blended” strategy, additional powers, funding and other measures needed and the involvement of the public and stakeholders.

Regional Transport Strategy Priority Projects

In general there is very little information on how these priority projects fit with the objectives and sub-objectives. It is my concern that a number of them in fact contradict many of the stated objectives. I will address each of the projects in turn.

Improving sustainable access to airports 

I do support the Glasgow Airport Rail Link (GARL) and improved bus links as greener alternatives to accessing Glasgow Airport. However, road improvements, especially to the M8 around Paisley, are not sustainable alternatives and do not meet the objective to “improve health and protect the environment by minimising emissions” (point 3.4.1, page 29).

Improving Cross-City rail links 

I have been a public supporter of Crossrail as a vital, affordable and achievable project and I am personally committed to this project through the Cross-Party Group on Glasgow Crossrail.

What is important now is to agree a definition and purpose of the Crossrail project. I believe that in the short term, Crossrail should be local urban rail service part of the urban rail system rather than an inter-urban service. The sometimes suggested tunnel between Queen Street and Central stations is an inter-urban solution and may be an option in the long term. I believe that the Crossrail scheme needs to be given greater priority than it has been afforded by this consultation and there needs to be clarity about its purpose and design.

There is a separate need to upgrade the Ayrshire line for a better connection to Glasgow. However, a more robust strategy is needed than is offered in this consultation.

Revitalising the Subway 

There have been many good suggestions about immediate improvements to the Subway such as free travel for the over-60s and later running trains at weekends, both of which I support. There is also galvanising popular support for these measures through the Evening Times ‘Get Glasgow Moving’ campaign. However, real leadership is needed for the Subway to bring strategic direction to any revitalisation.

Another priority needs to be fully integrated transport ticketing in Glasgow which includes Subway tickets. I will refer to this again later.

Developing faster rail routes to Edinburgh and England 

I certainly support better rail routes between Glasgow and Edinburgh and Glasgow and London however, I would not support a Maglev as suggested by some. Faster journey times can be achieved through ironing out pinch points, platform extensions and other improvements to the existing infrastructure rather than the enormous costs and disruption of developing a new infrastructure. 

Completion of and access to the M74 (including M8 corridor) 

I have supported the opposition to the M74 extension by Glasgow residents and environmental justice organisations as the plans ride roughshod over people and the environment. Now the Scottish Executive is forcing the people of Glasgow to bear the environmental and social injustice that this road represents. We have had an independent Public Inquiry ruling that this project should not go ahead, and that the case for it was overblown and unjustifiable.
In terms of transport, this extension would not reduce road traffic congestion levels, would in fact generate more road traffic, would undermine public transport services and represents a fundamental misallocation of scarce public funds towards an environmentally and socially unsustainable project. The case for the project has been based upon a series of misleading claims regarding economic impacts and I would urge SPT to drop its support for this project.

This project alone undermines a number of the objectives put forward in this consultation document including the commitment to improve health and the environment; to increase the proportion of trips undertaken by walking, cycling and public transport; to enhance the transport network; to provide an effective and efficient transport infrastructure; and to support land-use planning strategies.

Land-use planning is vitally important and all developments should take into account impact of traffic and I will return to this point under regeneration areas.
Introducing new ticketing technologies (Smartcard) 

I believe that the most important principle to be introduced into ticketing is full integration so that every ticket would be valid on every bus, train and subway. The emphasis should be on this integration which exists in virtually every conurbation in continental Europe, rather than on a new ticketing technology. It is important that tickets should be integrated by default and should not simply be available as a premium rate daily ‘zonecard’ or marketed primarily at tourists.

The adoption of Smartcards must be done with caution as they will raise a number of financial and civil liberties issues. Firstly, the financial implications of the installation of the necessary technology must be justified against the relative cheapness of simply integrating the current ticketing system. Secondly, the criticisms made of the Oyster card in London regarding the collection and storage of individuals’ transport data must be avoided. I would be particularly concerned about any infringements on data protection or civil liberties that a Smartcard might represent.
Meeting transport needs of key regeneration areas

It is important that the environmental impact of regeneration and transport links to regeneration areas is fully considered. I do not support the East End Regeneration Route which will again contribute to rising traffic levels and air pollution.

It is again imperative to factor the impact of traffic into land-use planning. A report from the World Health Organisation linked transport-related pollution to cancer, heart disease and heart attacks, asthma and respiratory diseases. We need to address the root cause of air pollution rather than shifting the problem around.

Instead of defining regeneration simply in terms of local road schemes and similar “big ticket” developments, we would like to see ‘real regeneration’ based on improvements in quality of life and sustainable communities. There is a failure in the “top down” model of community development. Instead, the Government and organisations should look at how communities work now and design services that will enable them to promote sustainability in ways that have been decided by them.

Developing mass transit for the conurbation (Fastlink) 

Some thought should be given to the reintroduction of trams to Glasgow in place of some of the bus routes currently operating. However, the possibility of trams and the current and proposed bus routes are hampered by the regulatory framework. If new bus routes cannot compete against existing commercial routes there is a risk of inefficiency and gaps in provision.

I support the re-regulation of the bus service in Glasgow and believe that moves should be made to regulate this service as soon as possible. The current system has lead to inefficiency, increased traffic congestion and increased air pollution. I believe that a strategic approach to the transport system in the West of Scotland will be impossible without re-regulation.

Promoting sustainable transport initiatives

I agree that promoting sustainable transport initiatives needs to be a priority while still servicing isolated communities. I would encourage further funding into green travel alternatives such as walking and cycling, and that these alternatives are prioritised. I cannot see why with regards to walking and cycling, “national, particularly tourist routes” seem to be given priority (page 50) despite the fact that they are primarily modes of transport not recreation.
There is also quite a diversity of ambition and complexity in the aims and projects involved in reducing carbon emissions. Examples such as “Glasgow Low station improvements” would be straightforward and achievable, whereas “Tackling the School Run” and “Redressing the imbalance between public transport & motoring” (page 70) are massive and perplexing challenges which require far more analysis and an entire strategic approach of their own.

There is mention of the Road Traffic Reduction Act 1997 and how the proposed measures could feed into it, but no mention of targets despite the decision by the Executive to retain the national aspirational target to stabilise road traffic volumes. The Road Traffic Reduction Act places an obligation on local authorities to specify targets for reductions unless they consider it inappropriate and state their reasons. I find it strange that there is no mention of either targets, or reasons for not having targets, in the regional strategy.

More work is needed in terms of research and a strategy for demand management which needs to consider congestion charging, parking charging, and tolls. There should be an opportunity under the National Transport Strategy to work in partnership with the Executive on this and SPT could take the initiative to run a road pricing pilot for the Executive.

There is an urgent need to address parking restraints and any new proposals must include restrictions on private non-residential parking by companies and supermarkets.

Providing strategic Park and Ride 

In order to provide strategic Park and Ride schemes there must be integration of bus and rail as a priority. The schemes must not also undermine feeder bus services which will be boosted by integrated ticketing and bus regulation.

Other comments

I agree that a “blended” strategy is the best way forward but not if economic growth is prioritised above carbon emissions and social exclusion as they are presented in the consultation document. There is no need to prioritise one aspect of a blended strategy, as the aim should be combining the needs of each element to find a sustainable solution. As mentioned at the beginning, we need to look for multiple winners rather than make carbon emissions and social exclusion the poor and forgotten cousins to narrow economic considerations.

Additional powers and delivery structures are necessary to the success of this strategy including re-regulation of the buses and a single, fully integrated ticketing system. Currently, there is growing cross-party support for London-style regulation and I believe that this is the direction of travel in Glasgow.

SPT should renew its commitment to improving transport information which should be a strategic objective in its own right. For years SPT was the benchmark for quality in regards to public involvement and could probably learn from past performance and share this with stakeholders such as other transport authorities and the Scottish Executive.

I hope that this information is helpful and I look forward to continuing to work with SPT on transport issues in Glasgow. 

Yours sincerely,

Patrick Harvie MSP
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