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In response, AWC stated that it has always intended to call at Liverpool South 
Parkway since its successful franchise bid in 2019, and that passive provision for 
these calls has been included within the timetable since December 2022’s 
implementation. As a result, any power supply modelling which Network Rail has 
undertaken since October 2022 has been based on AWC’s proposed timetable, 
which has included all these services stopping at Liverpool South Parkway, and 
none of this has identified any issues arising from the introduction of the stop. 

It further stated that the issue driving current concerns about traction electricity is the 
inability to safely transmit power to the overhead lines between Crewe North and 
Weaver Junction, which does not affect Liverpool South Parkway. 

Virgin’s second point was that Network Rail had cited the poor performance on the 
West Coast Main Line south of Rugby as part of its reason for rejecting any further 
access requests on this section of the network. It believed that adding any time for 
stops into the service would worsen the current performance situation and should 
therefore not be allowed by Network Rail. 

AWC contested Virgin’s assumption that additional station calls at Liverpool South 
Parkway would be detrimental to performance, stating that the data it was using was 
incomplete and provided no indication on performance of the wider system. AWC 
provided evidence that performance on the Liverpool service group is generally good 
compared to some of the other long-distance services. It also stated that AWC works 
collaboratively with the wider industry to improve systemic performance and has a 
Joint Performance Strategy and robust governance in place. 

ORR review 

ORR agrees with AWC’s position on traction power supply and notes its assurance 
that Network Rail’s modelling has accounted for these calls without identifying any 
issues. We also agree with AWC’s assessment on operational performance that the 
additional stop at Liverpool South Parkway should not materially impact overall 
performance, given the passive provision in existing timetables and the improvement 
plans in place. 

Our review of the application raised no other operational, performance or economic 
concerns. We identified some minor drafting issues and these were resolved when 
the agreement was formally submitted.  

Our duties under section 4 of the Act and our decision 

We have concluded that approval of this supplemental agreement strikes the 
appropriate balance in discharging our statutory duties under section 4 of the Act; in 
particular, those relating to protecting the interests of users of railway services 
(section 4(1)(a)), promoting the use of the railway network for the carriage of 
passengers (section 4(1)(b)) and enabling persons providing railway services to plan 
their businesses with a reasonable degree of assurance (section 4(1)(g)). 






