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6. Appendices relating to TTP2570 

 

Evidence Index 

 

6.1 Dispute Item 1 

6.1.1 Network Rail Challenging CrossCountry on information about momentary stops for attachments. 

 

Attachment contained in the email above 
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6.1.2 Network Rail Decision Criteria for platforming this move onto Platform 9 vs Platform 7 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 

Decision Criteria Table 
 

 

Record of the application of Network Code Part D4.6 Decision Criteria in relation to: 

i)  Network Rail’s decision to platform (SX) 1G71 / 1M69 at Birmingham New Street Platform 9vice Platform 7. 

  

During the development of the May 2025 New Working Timetable.   

 

 

In making this decision, Network Rail has carefully considered its obligations under Part D of the Network Code, including the application of the Decision Criteria at 

Condition D4.6.2 of Part D of the Network Code. The following table sets out Network Rail’s application of the Decision Criteria. 

  

In applying the Decision Criteria Network Rail has weighted the considerations using the below weighting:  

 

N/A - Not applicable in this case  

Low: is relevant and of very low importance in this case 

Medium: is relevant and of medium importance in this case 

High: is of high relevance and high importance in this case 
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Decision Criteria 
 

Objective (4.6.1) 
To share capacity on the Network for the safe carriage of passengers and goods in the most efficient and economical manner in the overall 

interest of current and prospective users and providers of the railway services. 

 
Decision Criteria Considerations 
(4.6.2) 

Relevance 
(Yes or N/A) 

Weighting  Evidence Network Rail Opinion 

a 
Maintaining, developing, and improving 
the capability of the Network;  

N/A N/A  N/A N/A 

b 
That the spread of services reflects 
demand;  

Yes 
 

Low All services have been accommodated with 
TPR compliant Train Slots.  

Network Rail have been able to 
accommodate all requested services 
into the Timetable meeting demand.  

c 

Maintaining and improving train service 
performance;  

Yes High 1G71 / 1M69 / 5D69 using platform 7 
• 1M69 would follow 1G71 into 

platform 7, arriving at 20:37. 
• 9G40 London Euston – 

Wolverhampton departs platform 
6 towards Soho South Jn at 20:38. 

• This is TPR compliant, but 
completely dependent on a right 
time arrival for both 1G71 & 
1M69. 

• Right time performance data for a 
sample of 1Gxx services which 
operate within a 2½ hour window 
of 1G71 (1G85, 1G70, 1G91, 
1G92) demonstrates that there is 
a high likelihood of delay to 9G40. 

o 1G85 21.1% RT BHM 
o 1G70 35.9% RT BHM 
o 1G91 38.5% RT BHM 
o 1G92 47.4% RT BHM 

• T-3 performance data for the 
same sample of trains shows: 

o 1G85 50.0% T-3 BHM 
o 1G70 56.4% T-3 BHM 
o 1G91 48.7% T-3 BHM 
o 1G92 71.1% T-3 BHM 

 
• If the departure of 9G40 (20:38) 

is delayed, this will impact 2W58 
20:41 departure to 
Wolverhampton which is on 
minimum headway. 

 
• If the departure of 2W58 is 

delayed, then there is a risk to 
2H81 20:45 departure to Rugeley 
Trent Valley as it follows 2W58 to 
Soho South Jn. 

 
• If there is a delay in 1M69 arriving 

into platform 7 due to the limited 
space available for the full 13-car 
formation (such as 1G71 stopping 
too far back from the signal), then 
there is a risk to 2U62 20:43 
arrival from Five Ways. 

 
• If the arrival of 2U62 is delayed, 

then there is a risk that 1M84 
20:46 arrival from Cardiff Central 
would be delayed as these services 
are on minimum headway.   

 
• 1M84 has a 3 minute dwell at 

Birmingham New Street and 
departs at 20:49.  This is followed 
on minimum headway by 1K31 
20:52 departure to Leicester.   

 
• If the departure of 1K31 is 

delayed, then there is a risk that 
1G83 20:55 arrival from 
Nottingham would be delayed as 
these services reoccupy platform 
10 on minimum margins. 

 
 
1G71 / 1M69 / 5D69 using platform 9 

• 1G71 would arrive at 20:37 and 
1M69 would follow 1G71 into 
platform 9, arriving at 20:40. 

• The only conflicting move that 
this creates is between 1G71 and 
2W58 20:41 departure to 
Wolverhampton, which has a 4 
minute margin. 

  

Network Rail submits that the 
evidence strongly supports the 
decision to allocate Platform 9.  

d 
That journey times are as short as 
reasonably possible;  

Yes Medium 4 minutes pathing time has been added 
into the Cross Country Schedule.  

It is accepted that the Network Rail 

decision has added 4 minutes onto 
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6.2 Dispute Item 2 

6.2.1 Decision criteria for accommodation of both access proposals 

d 

That journey times are as short as 
reasonably possible;  

Yes Medium 4 minutes pathing time has been added 
into the Cross Country Schedule.  

It is accepted that the Network Rail 

decision has added 4 minutes onto 

the journey time of this Service for 

Cross Country.  

It is submitted that the performance 

risk to the WTT in utilising Platform 7 

outweighs the benefit of removing 

these 4 minutes.  

e 

Maintaining and improving an 
integrated system of transport for 
passengers and goods;  

Yes Medium  The addition of 4 minutes pathing 
into the Cross Country Schedule, 
maintains integration of all services 
into Birmingham New Street (such as 
connecting services).  

f 

The commercial interests of Network 
Rail (apart from the terms of any 
maintenance contract entered into or 
proposed by Network Rail) or any 
Timetable Participant of which Network 
Rail is aware;  

Yes Low All trains requested are accommodated 
into the Working Timetable with TPR 
compliant Train Slots.  

Commercial impact on the Timetable 

Participant is expected to be minimal 

and this considerations is weighted 

accordingly. 

Network Rail’s commercial interests 

are not applicable in this scenario.  

g 
Seeking consistency with any Long-Term 
Plan and any relevant Development 
Timetable produced by an ESG.   

N/A N/A  N/A N/A 

h 

That, as far as possible, International 
Paths included in the New Working 
Timetable at D-48 are not subsequently 
changed;  

N/A N/A  N/A N/A 

i 
Mitigating the effect on the 
environment;  

Yes Low The requested train is accommodated in 
the timetable.  

 

j 

Enabling operators of trains to utilise 
their assets efficiently;  

Yes Low The original Access Proposal submitted at 
PDNS was for two 5 car units to attach at 
Birmingham New Street and become one 
ECS back to a depot. Changes bid after D-
40 were to amend the number of carriages 
to become a 8-car double set and a 5-car 
(vice 5 car). This increased the number of 
cars from 10 to 13. 

Originally, two trains were coming 
into the platform, and one was 
leaving. The only ‘change’ that has 
been requested is the configuration 
(number) of carriages involved. It is 
submitted that there is no additional 
efficiency in terms of driver 
requirements – simply that some 
extra carriages are moved as part of 
the following ECS to a depot.  
 
In accommodating the change 
request, Cross Country can move 
more of their assets in one move (as 
they requested).  

k 

Avoiding changes, as far as possible, to a 
Strategic Train Slot other than changes 
which are consistent with the intended 
purpose of the Strategic Path to which 
the Strategic Train Slot relates; and  

N/A N/A  N/A N/A 

l 

No International Freight Train Slot 
included in section A of an International 
Freight Capacity Notice shall be 
changed. 

N/A N/A  N/A N/A 

Decision Taken: To platform (SX) 1G71 / 1M69 at Platform 9. 

 

Having considered all of the above and as detailed in Condition D4.6.2, Network Rail submits that the decision to allocation 1G71 / 1M69 / 5D69 to Platform 9 is 

justified by reference to the Network Code and supports the Objective as detailed within Condition D4.6.1 to assist in achieving the safe carriage of passengers and 

goods in the most efficient and economical manner in the overall interest of current and prospective users and providers of the railway service. 
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6.2.2 Freightliner support of our decision making on this issue 

 

6.2.3 Freightliner bid at D40 with 4L53 included 
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6.2.4 Severn Tunnel actual position 
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6.3 Dispute Item 3 

6.3.1 Network Rail challenging CrossCountry to show evidence of a refresh data being a final offer 
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No further response received from Cross Country 

6.3.2 Published Calendar of Milestones for 2024 showing D22 as Friday 13th December 2024 
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6.3.3 Continue dialogue between Network Rail and Operators to find agreed solutions. 
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6.3.4 Network Rail Decision Criteria for its decision to accommodate all access proposals. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Decision Criteria Table 

 

 

Record of the application of Network Code Part D4.6 Decision Criteria in relation to: 

i)  1N69 

  

During the development of May 25 timetable 

 

 

In making this decision, Network Rail has carefully considered its obligations under Part D of the Network Code, including the application of the Decision Criteria at 

Condition D4.6.2 of Part D of the Network Code. The following table sets out Network Rail’s application of the Decision Criteria. 

  

In applying the Decision Criteria Network Rail has weighted the considerations using the below weighting:  

 

N/A - Not applicable in this case  

Low: is relevant and of very low importance in this case 

Medium: is relevant and of medium importance in this case 

High: is of high relevance and high importance in this case 
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6.4 Dispute Item 4 

No evidence provided as this has been resolved prior to the submission of this defence document,  

 

Decision Criteria 
 

Objective (4.6.1) 
To share capacity on the Network for the safe carriage of passengers and goods in the most efficient and economical manner in the overall 

interest of current and prospective users and providers of the railway services. 

 
Decision Criteria Considerations 
(4.6.2) 

Relevance 
(Yes or N/A) 

Weighting  Evidence Network Rail Opinion 

a 

Maintaining, developing, and improving 
the capability of the Network;  

Yes High  Consulted with operators on the best 
approach and this was decided o least 
worst option. 

 In order to accommodate the bid 
service a proportion of the timetable 
would have had to have been 
reworked which would have a 
detrimental effect on the capability 
and performance of the Network.   

b 

That the spread of services reflects 
demand;  

Yes Low Decided to not cut a service short of bid 
destination 

We enabled a path to Stansted 
instead of terminating short at 
Cambridge therefore offering a 
service improvement that reflects 
demand. 

c 

Maintaining and improving train service 
performance;  

Yes High  A path was offered that gave all parties a 
service to their required destination and as 
close as possible to their required times. 

In order to accommodate the bid 
service a proportion of the timetable 
would have had to have been 
reworked which would have a 
detrimental effect on the capability 
and performance of the Network 

d 

That journey times are as short as 
reasonably possible;  

Yes Medium  Multiple services across various 

operators would have needed 

extensions to journey times to 

accommodate the requested new 

path. 

e 
Maintaining and improving an 
integrated system of transport for 
passengers and goods;  

N/A N/A N/A N/A 

f 

The commercial interests of Network 
Rail (apart from the terms of any 
maintenance contract entered into or 
proposed by Network Rail) or any 
Timetable Participant of which Network 
Rail is aware;  

N/A N/A N/A N/A 

g 
Seeking consistency with any Long-Term 
Plan and any relevant Development 
Timetable produced by an ESG.   

Yes Low Decisions were made to investigate pre-
pandemic paths to avoid extensive re-write 
prior to the upcoming DEC25 ESG. 

 

h 

That, as far as possible, International 
Paths included in the New Working 
Timetable at D-48 are not subsequently 
changed;  

N/A N/A N/A N/A 

i 
Mitigating the effect on the 
environment;  

N/A N/A N/A N/A 

j 

Enabling operators of trains to utilise 
their assets efficiently;  

Yes Medium Decided to not cut a service short of bid 
destination 

We enabled a path to Stansted 
instead of terminating short at 
Cambridge therefore offering a 
service improvement that reflects 
demand. 

k 

Avoiding changes, as far as possible, to a 
Strategic Train Slot other than changes 
which are consistent with the intended 
purpose of the Strategic Path to which 
the Strategic Train Slot relates; and  

N/A N/A N/A N/A 

l 

No International Freight Train Slot 
included in section A of an International 
Freight Capacity Notice shall be 
changed. 

N/A N/A N/A N/A 

Decision Taken:  Decision was taken to offer the path in an earlier time than bid so that a service to final destination could be offered.  This was re-looked at 
during Offer Response (D26-D22) but the proposed alternative required additional flexes to another operator.  This was declined by the affected operator. 
The re-visited times were then reverted back to the D-26 offer and affected parties informed via email. 

 

 

Having considered all of the above and as detailed in Condition D4.6.2, Network Rail submits that the decision to… is justified by reference to the Network Code and 

supports the Objective as detailed within Condition D4.6.1 to assist in achieving the safe carriage of passengers and goods in the most efficient and economical 

manner in the overall interest of current and prospective users and providers of the railway service. 


