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HIGH SPEED RAIL (LONDON - WEST MIDLANDS) BILL 

Against - on Merits - Praying to be heard By Counsel. &c. 

To the Honourable the Commons of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern 
Ireland in Parliament assembled. 

THE HUMBLE PETITION of The Lee Parish CouncU 
SHEWETH as foUows:-

1 A BUI (hereinafter referred to as "the BUI") has been introduced and is now 
pending in your honourable House intituled "K BiU to make provision for a 
railway between Euston in London and a junction with the West Coast Main 
Line at Handsacre in Staffordshire, with a spur from Old Oak Common in the 
London Borough of Hammersmith and Fulham to a junction with the Channel 
Tuimel RaU Link at York Way in the London Borough of Islington and a spur 
from Water Orton in Warwickshire to Curzon Street in Birmingham; and for 
connected purposes." 

2 The BiU is presented by Mr Secretary McLoughlin, supported by The Prime 
Minister, The Deputy Prime Minister, Mr ChanceUor of the Exchequer, Secretary 
Theresa May, Secretary Vince Cable, Secretary Iain Duncan SmiUi, Secretary Eric 
Pickles, Secretary Owen Paterson, Secretary Edward Davey, and Mr Robert 
GoodwUl. 

3 Clauses 1 to 36 set out the BUl's objectives in relation to the consti'uction and 
operation of the raUway mentioned in paragraph 1 above. They include 
provision for the construction of works, highways and road traffic matters, the 
compulsory acquisition of land and otiier provisions relating to the use of land, 
planning permission, heritage issues, trees and noise. They include clauses 
which would disapply and modify various enactments relating to special 
categories of land including burial grounds, consecrated land, commons and 
open spaces, and other matters, including overhead lines, water, buUding 
regulations and party waUs, street works and the use of lorries. 

4 Clauses 37 to 42 of the BiU deal with the regulatory regime for the raUway. 

5 Clauses 43 to 65 of the BUI set out a number of misceUaneous and general 
provisions, including provision for the appointment of a nominated tmdertaker 
("the Nominated Undertaker") to exercise the powers imder the BUI, transfer 
schemes, provisions relating to statutory undertakers and the Crown, provision 
about the compulsory acquisition of land for regeneration^ reinstatement works 
and provision about further high speed railway works. Provision is also made 
about the appHcation of Environmental Impact Assessment Regulations. 



6 The works proposed to be authorised by the BUI ("the Authorised Works") are 
specified in clauses 1 and 2 of and Schedule 1 to the BUI. They consist of 
scheduled works, which are described in. Schedule 1 to the BiU and other works, 
which are described in clause 2 of th.e BUI. 

Your Petitioner 

7 Yom* petitioner is The Lee Parish CoimcU, a local authority situated to the east of 
the Misbourne vaUey representing approximately 700 residents aU of which 
(hereinafter caUed 'Petitioner's Residents') wUl be in some way directly and 
speciaUy affected, both during construction and after completion, by the 
proposed HS2 line. 

8 The Lee parish is located in the ChUtern Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty 
('AONB') which wUl itself be speciaUy and directly affected. The Lee Parish 
CouncU has regularly discussed the impact of the project on the vUlage and its 
residents at its bi monthly meetings. Its members have participated in the 
Community Forum process with representatives of HS2 Ltd since their inception 
in 2011. In addition The Lee Parish CouncU has submitted detaUed consultation 
responses to the 2011 national considtation on High Speed RaU, the 2013 Draft 
Environmental Consultation and the 2014 ES Consultation. 

9 The Lee Parish CouncU fuUy supports The ChUtern Ridges HS2 Action Group's 
(CRAG) proposals for a tunnel continuing from the cmrrentiy intended tunnel so 
as to secure a full tunnel throughout the Chiltems AONB and these proposals 
have been specificaUy considered and addressed by the DfT in Volxune 2 CFA 9 
of the ES referred to above 

10 Yom- Petitioner, The Lee Parish CouncU, and the rights interests and property of 
the Petitioners Residents who your Petitioner represents, are injuriously affected 
by the BUI, to which your Petitioner objects for reasons, amongst others, 
hereinafter appearing. 

Tunnel throughout the Chilterns AONB 

11 Given its location in the Chiltems AONB The Lee Parish CotmcU is very 
concerned about the serous and injmious effect of the currentiy intended 
proposals for HS2 regarding this part of the AONB. This is the only AONB that 
the proposed route of HS2 passes through between London and Birmingham, 
Your petitioner requests that it is given special consideration. 

12 In this respect, between Mantles Wood and Wendover, Buckinghamshire, the 
Proposed Route is on the surface and includes sections in shaUow cuttings, on 
two viaducts, on embankments and in two green tunnels. This area is designated 
as an Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty xmder Section 85 of the Counttyside 
and Rights of Way Act 2000 (CROW Act) and is further protected tmder the 
National Planning Policy Framework and the European Landscape Convention. 

13 Your Petitioner contends that buUding HS2 on the sturf ace in this section wiU 
permanentiy destroy the tranquUUty of the area and the beauty of its landscapes, 
quaUties that lead to the AONB being visited over 50 mUHon times a year by 



visitors from London and other areas, have severe adverse effects on the social, 
environmental and economic cohesion of the communities in the area during and 
for a period after its construction, and permanentiy and seriously reduce the 
ability of residents of the area and the ntunerous visitors to enjoy the natural 
benefits of the area, as weU as adversely impacting the visitor economy for this 
area. 

14 It has been estimated that the landscape value of this area is of the order of £500 
million to £750 million. The value of the damage to this national asset as a restUt 
of the construction of HS2 through it wUl therefore be enormous. 

15 Your Petitioner requests that AONB be protected from the effects of this grave 
planning error by amending the BiU to require the constmction of a tunnel 
through the whole of the AONB section of the proposed line, such as by 
extending the present tunnel proposals put forward by HS2 Ltd by adopting the 
ChUtem District CouncU "green tunnel" proposal, CRAG T2 proposals, or 
variations of the same, to ensure that the line passes through the whole of the 
AONB in a bored tunneL These CRAG T2 proposals have been referred to in the 
Environmental Statement (ES) and have been accepted by DfT and HS2 Ltd, in 
that Statement, as both feasible and environmentally preferable, and have been 
extensively discussed with local cotmcUs and action groups and within the local 
area forums over the last two years, and is supported by them. The adoption of 
these proposals would substantially remove the adverse effects complained of in 
the remainder of this petition and the need for the proposed remedies otherwise 
required. 

16 Yoxir Petitioner requests that if the proposal for a fuU tunnel throughout the 
AONB is rejected, then the foUowing mitigation measures should be adopted and 
implemented. 

Construction impacts 

17 Your petitioner is gravely concerned about the inadequacy of measm-es proposed 
to mitigate the effects of coristruction traffic and the intended diversions and 
road closures throughout the section of tiie proposed line which is in tiie AONB 
and in the Misbourne VaUey in partictUar. Your Petitioner's Residents regularly 
drive through the AONB across the proposed line to reach places of employment, 
to access shops and recreational and medical facUities, to access Great Missenden 
and Wendover and the raU stations located in these two viUages and to gain 
access by car or train to London and other areas outside tiie AONB; They wUl 
therefore be significantly and directiy impacted by ttaffic congestion throughout 
the area for the duration of the constraction works. 

18 Yotir Petitioner's Residents regularly use the network of narrow lanes in the 
AONB which wiU cross the proposed line or ran adjacent to it, including Leather 
Lane, Frith HUl (South Heatii leg) Potter Row, Kings Lane, Bowood Lane and 
Chesham (Rocky) Lane, for the above and for recreation and leisure purposes 
and regards these as a characteristic feature of the area which should be 
protected in accordance with the Coimtiyside and Rights of Way Act 2000. 



19 Your Petitioners is also concerned that ttaffic seeking to avoid congestion durkig 
the construction period wUl place a further bturden on the roads in this 
community, which are already under pressure. 

20 Yom* Petitioner therefore requests that the nominated undertaker be required to 
mitigate the remaining nuisances, by amending the Code of Consttuction 
Practice to enforce the foUowing measures. For the avoidance of doubt your 
petitioner would like to clarify that even if a tunnel proposal is accepted then 
certain road resttictions outlined below as appropriate wiU stiU need to apply:-

a. Restricting HGV movements to the period 09:30 -15:30 throughout this 
section of the AONB. 

b. Additionally prohibiting HGV movements along school routes between 08:00 
and 09:00 and 15:00 and 15:30 during school terms. 

c. Prohibiting any widening or enlargement of the narrow minor lanes. 
d. Constructing new roads for the contractors and vehicles to access the ttace 

directiy from the A413, and prohibiting the use of all existing narrow minor 
roads in the AONB by constraction traffic. 

e. That the Promoter and the conttactors should be required to construct the 
raUway to ensure that during consttuction and operation of the line noise, 
dust and vibration is rninimised to meet the highest standards appUcable and 
contioUed and that air quaUty is maintained 

f. Consttucting such faciHties as may be necessary to remove spoU from the 
AONB area, including by raU or by pipeline, to apply proper methods of 
dealing with spoU and avoiding the creation of the spoil dump at Htmts 
Green. 

g. That conttactors in the AONB wUl be required to restore the land and 
temporary access roads after use to acceptable AONB landscaping and that 
local authorities be given the power to inspect such works and if necessary 
sanction conttactors 

h. During constraction, the nominated undertaker must be responsible for 
maintaining the quaHty of aU roads used dm-ing and after consttuction, so 
that tihe roads must be returned to its original size and character, and aU 
damage repaired by tiie nominated xmdertaker. 

i . Operating a 'Park and Ride' scheme to ttansport consttuction workers along 
the ttace, and enforcing this by not providing parking for conttactors at the 
consttuction compotmds. 

j . Consttucting such facUities as may be necessary to remove spoU from the 
AONB by rail or by pipeline, so avoiding the creation of the spoU dump at 
Himts Green. 

k. During consttuction, the nominated undertaker must be responsible for 
maintaining the quality of aU roads used during and after constraction, so 
that the roads must be returned to its original size and character, and all 
damage repaired by the nominated undertaker. 

1. Constraction of a temporary road bridge over tbe constraction site on Frith 
HUl {South Heath) Leg. 

m. A hofiine shotUd be set up aUowing residents to raise any issues of concern 
arising during consttuction and in particular for road users to report any 
damage to the road, and the local and highway authorities should have 
access to aU reports, to ensure these is addressed and remedied in a 
reasonable length of time. 



Noise during construction and train operation 

21 Yom* Petitioner is concerned about the effects of noise arising from the 
constraction of the high speed raUway and associated development including 
heavy lorry ttaffic. 

22 Your Petitioner is also concerned that the operation of the high speed raUway 
wUl give rise to noise in this ttanquU area of the AONB. Noise woiUd severely 
impact upon the use and enjoyment of the properties of Petitioner's Residents as 
weU as on the neighbourhood's general amenity. 

23 Yom- Petitioner requests that the nominated undertaker shoiUd be compeUed to 
use best avaUable techniques in the consttuction and operation of the high speed 
raUway and its associated development to ensure that no noise can be felt in the 
properties and there are no other adverse effects. This shotUd include suitable 
sound barriers which ensure compUance with World Health Organisation's 
CWHO') acceptable peak sotmd levels, particularly along the open and raised 
sections of the Une, including viaducts and embankments. 

24 Your petitioner is concerned that HS2 Ltd have not set proper noise thresholds 
and ignored national poUcy in this area and the views of the World Health 
Organisation and that that the specific impacts of groimd-borne noise have not 
been properly considered or explained and that the limit for ground-bome noise 
does not reflect recent or practice or experience. Yotur Petitioner is also concerned 
that the effect of clause 35 and Schedule 25 of the BUI could provide a defence to 
statutory nuisance for the nominated undertaker 

25 Your petitioner therefore requests that HS2 Ltd be instracted to issue revised 
noise thresholds covering noise exposure, in rural and urban areas and during 
the day and at night-time which reflect World Health Organisation guidelines 
including on peak noise (60db max pass-by outside, giving 45db inside); that HS2 
Ltd be required to set noise limits for consttuction which are in line with World 
Health Organisation limits and local authorities be provided with enforcement 
powers to order the cessation of consttuction activities in the event such 
anticipated exposures are breached; that HS2 Ltd he obliged to commit to 
designing the high speed raUway to operate and operating the same in such 
manner that the revised noise exposures are not breached and, if necessary, with 
a requirement to permanently reduce speed sufficientiy to achieve this and that 
that Clause 35 and schedule 25 are deleted from the BUI. 

26 Your Petitioner requests that there should be binding mitigation measures, 
including an effective noise mitigation and monitoring system, in place before 
commencement and during consttuction and operation of the high speed raUway 
and associated development. 

27 The binding mitigation and monitoring measures shotUd be decided by a panel 
of independent experts on the basis of independent expert evidence. For example 
the House of Commons Environmental Audit Committee's report entitled "HS2 
and the Environment thirteentii Report of Session 2013-2014" dated 7 AprU 2014 
recommended an independent body to monitor and pubUcaUy report on aU 



aspects of environmental protection needed for 60 years. Binding mitigation 
measures should include but not be limited to fuU noise barriers and noise 
insulation for bttUdings and re-housing. The ttigger levels at which point noise 
mitigation becomes necessary shotUd be reduced. 

28 Your Petitioner is concerned that Clause 35 of the BUI and Schedule 25 pro\dde 
that appeals against notices or against faUure to give consent or the giving of 
qualified consent tmder the Conttol of PoUution Act 1974, section 60 (conttol of 
noise) and section 61 (prior consent for work on constraction sites) may be 
referred to the Secretary of State or arbiti'ation. Your Petitioner is also concerned 
that Schedule 25 would provide a defence to statutory nuisance for the 
nominated tmdertaker. 

29 Your Petitioner therefore requests that Clause 35 and schedule 25 are deleted 
from the BiU. 

Vibration during construction and train operation 

30 Your Petitioner is concerned about the effects of vibration arising from the 
consttuction of the high speed raUway and associated development including 
heavy consttuction ttaffic. Vibration wUl severely impact upon the use and 
enjoyment of the properties of your Petitioner's Residents as weU as on the 
neighbourhood's general amenity. 

31 Your Petitioner requests that the nominated tmdertaker should be compeUed to 
use best avaUable techniques and the highest level standards of in the 
constraction and operation of the high speed raUway and its associated 
development to ensure that no vibration can be felt isx the properties and there 
are no other adverse effects. 

32 Yoin* Petitioner requests that there should be binding mitigation measures, 
including a vibration and resultant damage monitoring system, in place before 
commencement and during constraction and operation. Binding mitigation 
meastures should include but not be limited to an express obligation to tindertake 
specific measures to limit sttuctural and other damage to the properties, 
instaUation of noise barriers which ensure compliance with WHO acceptable 
peak sound levels and the integration of f tUl barriers into the stractural design of 
viaducts with shaUower support stractures beneath ttack level. 

Dust and dirt during constraction and train operation 

33 Yotn Petitioner is concerned about dust and dirt produced during constraction 
and operation of the high speed raUway and associated development and the 
effects of this on the properties of your Petitioner's Residents and the 
environmental quality of the neighbourhood. 

34 Your Petitioner is concemed that there are no binding mitigation meastues in 
relation to emissions, especiaUy in light of the siting of the sustainable placement 
areas for spoU, prevaUing wind direction and the amount of earth to be moved. 

35 Your Petitioner submits that in relation to dust there shotUd be a precise. 



comprehensive and binding management plan, with a clearly defined authority 
for the monitoring of its implementation. 

36 Your Petitioner requests that the nominated tmdertaker provides forecasts 
showing the quantity and type of emissions that the constraction wUl create 
based on tiie guidance on the planning for mineral exttaction in plan making and 
the appUcation process issued 6 March 2014. 

37 Your Petitioner requests that there is a requirement to carry out additional 
mitigation if dust becomes a nuisance to the properties and the neighbourhood. 
Your Petitioner submits that provisions should be made to ensure that the 
nominated undertaker takes responsibiUty for the reimbursement of your 
Petitioner's Residents for additional expense caused by dust and dirt. 

38 Your petitioner requests the best means avaUable for minimising noise, dust 
and/or vibration both during constiniction and operation are utilised. 

39 Furthermore, your petitioner requests that noise, dust and vibration monitoring 
equipment is instaUed at the consttuction sites for the duration of consttuction, 
and a monitoring programme agreed with the Local or County Authority is 
tmdertaken with ability for the Local or County Authority to impose sanctions 
for breach and that finance be provided for this purpose. If monitoring shows 
that the noise, dust or vibration thresholds are exceeded, mitigation should be 
immediately tmdertaken with sanctions for breach. 

Air Quality 

40 Your Petitioner is concemed about the potential adverse impacts on air quality as 
a restUt of the constraction and operation of the high speed raUway line and 
associated development. Yotir petitioner is partictUarly concerned about the air 
quality impacts of the Sustainable Placement Area at Htmts Green Farm. 

41 Your Petitioner requests that before consttuction there shotUd be an air quality 
baseline monitoring study benchmarked against the Air Quality Standards 
Regulations 2010 and a copy of this report should be provided to the relevant 
local authority. 

Working hoturs 

42 Yotu- petitioner objects to the working hours set out in the draft Code of 
Constraction Practice. Your Petitioner's Residents live near to constraction sites 
and constraction ttaffic routes and wiU therefore be directiy affected by 
Gonsttuction works and ti'affic for many years. The draft Code of Consttuction 
Practice entities HS2 Ltd broad discretion to undertake constraction activities at 
tmsocial hours with no powers of oversight or enforcement. 

43 Yotu Petitioner requests that working hotrrs in the evening and weekend are 
curtaUed and that Environmental Health Officers from ChUtern Distiict CouncU 
be empowered to enforce such requirements. No work should be undertaken 
outside constraction core hours, otherwise than at the discretion of local 
authority witii justification being required. 



Code of Constraction Practice 

44 Your Petitioner is concerned that the nominated undertaker's ongoing 
accountability to is unspecified. The Code of Consttuction Practice does not 
identify how any lead conttactors wUl be made to comply and the redress and 
appropriate action that might be taken in the event that the conttactors do not 
comply with the Code of Consttuction Practice. Assessment in the environmental 
statement is made on the assumption that tiie Code of Constraction Practice and 
the sttategies wiU be fuUy effective. However, the Code of Consttuction Practice 
has no legal status. 

45 The standards set out in the environmental statement and the Code of 
Consttuction Practice is of "reasonableness" and "reasonable endeavours". Your 
Petitioner submits that this should be replaced by a higher standard, i.e. "best 
practical means" and the measures should be agreed with the relevant local 
authority and Community Forum Area. Measures should be subject to 
independent assessment verifiable and chaUengeable. This applies to noise as 
weU as other effects that are to be addressed in the Code of Consttuction Practice. 

46 Your Petitioner submits that the Code of Consttuction Practice shotUd be 
incorporated kito tiie BUI. Parliament and not the nominated undertaker shotUd 
be accountable for the project. Any monitoring required imder the Code of 
Constraction Practice should involve the relevant local authority as weU as 
independent experts. Your petitioner requests that measures be taken and 
changes be made in the BUI or the Code of Constixiction Practice or by obtaining 
binding tmdertakings from the Promoter to address the various concerns of your 
Petitioner as Hsted above. 

Emergency Services 

47 Yom- Petitioner is gravely concerned that the emergency services wiU be tmable 
to provide timely support to your Petitioner's Residents due to road congestion 
during the consttuction period, and would point out in particular that the A413 
and A404 carry ambtUances to the local A&E department at Stoke MandevUle, as 
weU as aU HS2 ttaffic to and from tiie AONB. 

48 Yotur Petitioner requests that the Promoter enter into discussiorts with the 
relevant highway authority, the South Centtal Ambulance Service, the 
Buckinghamshire Fire & Rescue Service and Thames VaUey Police on providing a 
comprehensive ttaffic management plan which wUl enable the continued 
operation of ttaffic including emergency services ttaffic and provide an air 
ambulance with crew on standby during working hours, to ensure that medical 
emergencies receive a prompt response. 

49 The Committee should also consider whether, with eleven consttuction sites 
operating in the area, it would be sensible to have such contingencies in place in 
the event of any industtial accidents. 

Finance for monitoring 



50 Your petitioner is concerned that there is no measurable independent method of 
monitoring compliance by the conttactors and other bodies in coimection with 
the above concerns relating to noise, vibration dust, air quality and other 
consttuction matters. 

51 Your Petitioner requests that a 'One stop shop' be established to be operated by 
appropriate Local authority in order to receive complaints and concerns of the 
residents both during and after consttuction. 

52 Yotor Petitioner requests that the local authority should be provided with funding 
to undertake this responsibUity and generaUy for compliance and enforcement 
for the monitoring of aU the foregoing matters. 

Long-term impacts 

Visual impact - tree planting 

53 Your petitioner is concemed about the visual impacts in the AONB of the 
constraction of works authorised by the BUI. 

54 Your petitioner requests that ttee planting is carried out prior to the 
commencement of any constt-uction to ensure that screening is effective to some 
extent prior to constraction, such planting to be designed in constUtation with the 
local community and in keeping with the stirrounding environment. 

Visual impact - electricity pylons 

55 Your Petitioner is gravely concemed that the buUding of the line coupled with, 
the existing electticity pylons and overhead lines alongside the line wiU create an 
unacceptable visual impact along the AONB section of the line from Mantles 
Wood to Wendover in particular and that these, when coupled with raised 
embaiUcments, viaducts, sustainable placement areas, raised bridges, the 
overhead line equipment that would supply power to the ttains, acoustic and 
other fencing, would lead to significant dettimental landscape impact and create 
a major eyesore within the AONB. Your petitioner is further concemed that the 
work required to move such pylons has not been fiUly assessed or subject to any 
public participation process. 

56 Yom' Petitioner requests ihtat, in the event that it is not accepted to nm the line 
through a continuous tunnel below the AONB, then, as a minimum, the 
Nominated Undertaker should be required to permanentiy remove the electticity 
pylons along this section of the line (some of which are to be removed 
temporaUty in any event) and that instead of the power supply for this section is 
instaUed and located below groimd. 

Level of the track - vertical alignment 

57 Your Petitioner is concemed that the original proposal for this section of the line 
from Manties Wood to Leather Lane, which formed the basis of the 2011HS2 
consultation, proposed that the line in tiie AONB be in deeper cuttings than was 



subsequently proposed ki route alignment annotmced in January 2012. Yom' 
petitioner submits the levels were raised as a cost saving exercise which had 
exttemely negative environmental consequences, including the proposed siting 
of a "Sustainable Placement Area" at Htmts Green Farm. Your Petitioner further 
notes that the powers in the BUI as currently drafted would enable the conttactor 
to raise the level of the line by up to three mettes beyond the present already 
raised levels. 

58 Your Petitioner requests that, in relation to the cuttings the levels are restored to 
the original 2011 levels with suitable sound-proofing and appropriate bunds and 
that tiie BiU is amended so that, for this section of the AONB area, the conttactors 
do not have any power to raise the level of the Kne and that the spoU issue is 
addressed by foUowing the requirements of the Waste Framework Dkective and 
provision being made in the BUI for the removal of spoU from the AONB 
including by raU or pipeUne. 

Cumulative effect of damage and disraption between Mantles Wood and Wendover 

59 , Your petitioner is concerned particularly about the cumulative long-term effect of 
environmental damage and disraption in the area between Manties Wood and 
Wendover. The desttuction of ancient woodlands, the loss of farmland and 
landscape, loss of visual amenity, noise impacts, the cuttings, embankments and 
viaducts together with the temporary diversion and permanent re-routing of 
ttaffic aU add up to an severe impact on this area of the ChUtems AONB. 

60 Your petitioner observes that severe disruption to ttaffic wUl also arise from the 
proposed works between the Manties Wood portal and South Heath, at 
Wendover in relation to the Cut and Cover tunnels and in connection with the 
consttuction of the embankments and viaducts. 

61 Your Petitioner sttongly objects to the diversions and closm'e of public rights of 
way in the area which are important facilities for both local residents and visitors 
to the area. 

62 In order to mitigate the impact in this area then in addition to the other specific 
remedies referred to in this petition, your Petitioner accordingly requests: 

a. That the South Heath ChUtems Ttmnel Extension (referred to as the REPA 
tunnel in Vol 2 2.6.18 CFA 9 of tiie ES) be adopted, partictUarly since this also 
has acknowledged environmental benefits 

b. That, if that is not accepted, then the line along this section of the line is 
housed within deeper cuttings to the levels originaUy proposed by the 2011 
consultation with sotmd barriers and bunds where appropriate to seek to 
reduce noise and to conceal the line and the gantties and that the power for 
the conttactor to raise the line by up to 3 mettes is excluded for the AONB 
section of the line 

c. That provision is made for consttucting bridges where there are estabUshed 
rights of way, including making these 'Green Bridges', bearing in mind not 
only the need to retain ttees and shrubs but for wUd life access, particularly 
given that this is part of the AONB. Your Petitioners request that weU 
designed Green Bridges, both of sufficient number and in appropriate 



locations, shotUd be included to mitigate habitat fragmentation and facUitate 
specie movement. 

d. That the speed of the ttains be reduced as per the recommendation of the 
House of Commons Environmental Audit Select Committee Report, in order 
to help reduce the environmental impact 

e. That the Wendover Dean and SmaU Dean viaducts and adjacent 
embankments be of high quality infrasttucture to be made as visuaUy 
pleasing as possible, with enclosures where possible and with the maximum 
use of noise barriers on both sides 

f. That the maximum amoimt of planting be used, at the earMest opportunity 
and with the use of mature ttees able to grow to at least forty feet high, in 
order to conceal the line from view at the earliest possible time. 

Balancing ponds 

Chalk stteams and drinking water 

63 Your Petitioner is concemed about the impact of the constraction works on the 
chalk sti'eam of the River Misbourne and the related aquifer and the damage to 
the quality of drinking water supply including to your Petitioner's Residents. 

64 Your Petitioner requests that provision be made in the BUI for the carrying out of: 

a. fuU baseline surveys of the River Misbourne and the aquifer prior to the 
commencement of construction to measure the water quality against accepted 
benchmarks used by DEFRA and the World Heath Organisation. 

b. a survey indicating the impacts on drinking water suppUes from the River 
Misbourne and the aquifer fi'om the proposed consti'uction activities. 

c. publication of the results of such surveys and a fuU mitigation plan including 
ininimum quality thresholds to demonsttate how the consti'uction process 
wUl not result in tmacceptable degradation in the quality of water suppUes 

d. continuing monitoring with actions undertaken throughout the constraction 
process, including oversight by ChUtem Disti'ict CotmcU, with the power to 
require cessation of consttuction in this area, if ininimum thresholds are 
breached. 

Spoil and sustainable placement at Hunts Green 

65 Your Petitioner has a number of concems about the predicted impact of the 
proposals for waste management and about the way in which volumes of waste 
have been calculated. 

66 A review of the waste management sttategy contained in the Environmental 
Statement has been prepared and submitted to HS2 Limited, by SLR Consulting 
on behalf of the HS2 Action AUiance (HS2AA). In particular this review doubts 
the calculation of the waste disposal amotmts at Hunts Green and suggests that 
either the landfUl site would have to be more extensive, or it woiUd have to be 
higher, or both. The review concludes that "given that it is proposed that this 
sustainable placement landfUl wotUd be developed in the ChUterns Area of 
Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB), this is considered to be a material issue 
which would affect the landscape assessment of the sustainable placement 



landfUl." 

67 The review also points out that the option of using the HS2 consttuction route to 
ttansport the surplus waste to a point where it could be used beneficiaUy in the 
restoration of a mineral working or of a partiaUy fuU landfiU does not appear to 
have been explored. Again the review concludes that: "Given the AONB setting 
of this landfiU feature, the ttue test for an altemative management sttategy for 
the surplus spoil should not have been based on an altemative of ti'ansport to the 
nearest suitable landfUl but on ttansport to a location where the spoU could be 
used beneficiaUy (i.e. recovered)." Your petitioner therefore submits that HS2 
Limited has not complied with the provisions of the Waste Framework Directive 
and in particular the requirements to foUow the "waste hierarchy" detaUed in 
that Directive. 

68 Your Petitioner regards the use of 'sustainable placement in the AONB (at Hunts 
Green) as a conttavention of the provisions protecting the AONB in the 
Countryside and Rights of Way Act 2000. This large scale redesign of the 
landscape is incompatible with its status as an Area of Outstanding Natm'al 
Beauty. A spoU heap, if created behind Htmts Green, wiU take years to settie and 
become established and wUl, in any event, create an unacceptable scar in the 
AONB. 

69 The creation of a sustainable placement area in this location would also mean 
significant adverse impacts on persons and property in the sm'rounding area as 
well as local biodiversity given the potential for dust to spread across a wide 
area. 

70 Your Petitioner accordingly requests that the plans for the Hunts Green SpoU 
Dump are removed and that HS2 Ltd be required to come up with an effective 
waste disposal sttategy which reflects relevant legislative requirements. Such 
arrangements could include for the spoU to be removed from the area by raU or 
pipeline. 

71 Your Petitioner also points out that, if the fuU tunnel proposals are adopted, then 
the amount of spoU involved for this section of the line wUl be substantiaUy 
reduced and that, as it would also aU be removed at the Wendover exit of the 
tunnel, arrangements can more easUy be made for aU this spoU to be moved to 
suitable destinations by raU or pipeline. 

Compensation Provisions 

72 Your Petitioner submits that the compensation provisions in relation to property 
that is not comptUsory acquired and other matters wotUd not be sufficient to 
compensate your Petitioner's Residents adequately for the loss and damage they 
incur as a result of the plan for Phase 2 of the high speed raUway and associated 
development, as supported by the rights of entry for survey purposes and the 
increased possibUity of these plans being realised if Phase 1 is approved. 

73 Your Petitioner requests that the BUI should be amended to ensure your 
Petitioner's Residents who are injuriously affected and adversely affected by loss 
of value shotUd be entitied to claim compensation for the fuU amount of loss 



incurred due to HS2. 

Restoration of land after use for constraction 

74 Your Petitioner is concemed that land which is occupied and utilised by 
conttactors during consttuction wiU not be cleared and restored eifter completion 
to a satisfactory standard for tiie AONB or in the worst case that it wiU simply be 
abandoned by the conttactors. 

75 Your Petitioner requests that the Code of Consttuction Practice be amended to 
the effect that conttactors in the AONB wUl be required to restore land after the 
conclusion of consttuction which has not been used to acceptable AONB 
landscaping and that local authorities be given the power to inspect such works 
and if necessary sanction conttactors who fail to meet an appropriate standard 
within an acceptable timescale. 

Conunimity funds 

76 Yom' Petitioner reminds the Committee that the communities bordering the 
proposed route of the line through the AONB between Amersham and 
Wendover gain nothing fiom the buUding of the raUway but are expected to bear 
the brunt of consttuction for many years and subsequentiy the inttusion of 
raUway operation. These commtmities wiU in particular be significantly affected 
during the raUway's constraction, with every aspect of community Hfe being 
disturbed. Such constraction and operation of HS2 wiU not only radicaUy change 
the nature of the area on a permanent basis, it wiU lead to a severe loss of 
biodiversity (including in hedgerows), adverse health effects on residents 
residing near the proposed route and a negative impact on the visitor economy. 

77 Your Petitioner therefore requests that the Committee instract the promoter to 
provide funding in the amount of £500,000 each to Lee Parish CouncU, Great 
Missenden Parish CouncU and Wendover Town CouncU to enable funding of 
specialised assistance in identifying key priorities for mitigating the commtmity 
impacts of HS2 and investing in commimity facilities for the area to reduce the 
adverse impacts identified above. 

Provision of information 

78 Your Petitioner wishes to express concem regarding the poor provision of 
information supplied by the promoter, both prior to the deposit of the BUI, and 
since the BUI has been deposited. HS2 Ltd has continuaUy faUed to provide 
necessary paperwork prior to meetings as requested, and information presented 
has often been inadequate and conflicting. Your petitioner attended the 
Commtmity Forums arranged by HS2 Ltd and found the process of engagement 
with HS2 Ltd difficult and unhelpful. Plan and Profile maps and GIS layers were 
requested by Buckinghamshire CotmcUs and others early on in constUtation, as it 
was felt that these were necessary tools to inform their response. HS2 Ltd 
responded that the GIS layers were likely to be available mid/late December. It 
was not tmtU the 24th January that these were made avaUable, ironicaUy, on the 
day that consultation was due to end. Plan and profUe maps remain tmavaUable, 



and furthermore, supplementary information such as the Code of Consttuction 
Practise has remained in draft form. 

79 The ongoing lack of information has made it particularly difficult to understand 
the fuE impacts of HS2, and therefore commenting on the project has been 
particularly difficult. It also raises the question as to why this information is 
being withheld when it has been produced. 

80 Your petitioner is concerned tiiat the ES does not comprehensively or accurately 
assess or explain the environmental impacts inherent in the cm-rent proposals for 
consti'ucting HS2 through the AONB and in particular is concemed that the ES 
does not accurately forecast the noise, waste and visual impacts of the current 
proposals through the AONB. 

81 Your petitioner expects to be able to consult on the final version of the CoCP and 
any other relevant documents that are produced, prior to consttuction taking 
place. We also request that in future, aU information is made avaUable in a timely 
manner. 

82 The ongoing lack of information has made it particularly difficult to understand 
the fuU impacts of HS2, and therefore not only has commenting on tiie project 
has been particularly difficult but, when the information is corrected or made 
available, as appropriate, that any new or revised issues wiU not have been 
specificaUy raised or referred to in your Petitioner's petition. Your petitioner 
requests therefore that, if such further matters regarding this do arise, yotir 
petitioner will be permitted to raise such matters with the Committee. 

83 Your Petitioner generaUy requests that measures be taken and changes be made 
in the BUI or the Code of Consttuction Practice or by obtaining binding 
tmdertakings form the Promoter to address and remedy the various concems of 
the Petitioner as listed hi this petition in the most appropriate manner. 

Full Tunnel proposal 

84 The Petitioner emphasises that the mitigation measures set out in paragraphs 17 
to 79 above would in large measure be unnecessary and the impacts wotUd be 
otherwise mitigated if the BUI were to be amended to include the provision of a 
fuU tunnel throughout the AONB as referred to in paragraphs 11 to 15 above. 

85 The Hst of grievances above is by no means exhaustive and, due to the 
inadequacy of the Environmental Statement prepared by HS2, it is inevitable that 
that the consttuction of HS2 wUl disrupt the Hves of the residents in the AONB, 
whose interests yotn Petitioner represents, in ways which have not yet been 
considered. 

86 For tiie foregoing and connected reasons your Petitioner respectfuUy submits 
that, unless the BiU is amended as proposed above, the relevant clauses so far 
affecting your Petitioner should not be aUowed to pass into law. 

87 There are other clauses and provisions of the BUI which, if passed into law as 



they now stand wiU prejudiciaUy affect your Petitioner, your Petitioner's 
Residents and their rights, interests and property and for which no adequate 
provision is made to protect your Petitioner and your Petitioner's Residents. 

YOUR PETITIONER tiierefore htunbly prays yotn: Honotnable House tiiat tiie BUI 
may not be aUowed to pass into law as it now stands and that they may be heard by fheh 
CounseL Agents and witnesses in support of the aUegations of this Petition against so much 
of tiie BiU as affects the property, rights and interests of your Petitioner and in support of 
such other clauses and provisions as may be necessary or expedient for their protection, or 
that such other reUef may be given to your Petitioner in the premises as your Honourable 
House shaU deem meet. 

AND your Petitioner wUl ever pray, &c. 

Signature of the Petitioner 
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