


HOUSE OF COMMONS
SESSION 2005-06

CROSSRAIL

PETIT ION

Against the Bill - 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
JOHN AND HELEN MCNESS

SHEWETH as follows :-

1. A Bill (hereinafter called "the Bill") has been introduced into and is now
pending in your honourable House intituled "A Bill to make provision for a
railway transport system running from Maidenhead, in the County of
Berkshire, and Heathrow Airport, in the London Borough of Hillingdon,
through central London to Shenfield, in the County of Essex, and Abbey
Wood, in the London Borough of Greenwich; and for connected
purposes".

2. Clauses 1 to 20 set out the Bill's objectives in relation to the construction
and operation of the railway transport system mentioned in paragraph 1
above. They include provision for compulsory acquisition, planning
permission, heritage issues, trees and noise. Clauses 21 to 44 of the Bill
establish a regulatory regime for the railway transport system and clause
45 to 59 of the Bill deal with miscellaneous and general provisions.



3. The works proposed to be authorised by the Bill are specified in Schedule
1 to the Bill and the scheduled works are defined in the Bill as the works
specified in Schedule 1 to the Bill which are works authorised to be
constructed by the nominated undertaker (defined in the Bill and
hereinafter referred to as "the nominated undertaker").

4. Your Petitioners are John and Helen McNess of Slewins, Herington
Grove, Mutton Mount, Brentwood, Essex, CM13 2NW. This is a four
bedroom detached house, situated on the Mutton Mount Estate, occupied
by two persons.

5. Your Petitioners' house faces onto the proposed works at Shenfield
Station. According to the Environmental Statement deposited with the
Bill, residents of Herington Grove will be significantly affected by noise or
visual impact, to the extent that some residents may be eligible for
insulation or even rehousing. Your Petitioners will be so affected. Also,
your Petitioners rely heavily on the use of Friar's Avenue car park when
shopping in Shenfield. That car park, according to the Environmental
Statement, will be occupied fully as a work site for a year. The only
alternative in the area for off street car parking is the Shenfield long stay
car park and that is proposed to be occupied as a work site at the same
time.

6. Your Petitioners and their rights interests and property will be injuriously
affected by the provisions of the Bill, to which your Petitioners object for
the reasons, amongst others, hereinafter appearing.

Introductory

7. Your Petitioners do not object in principle to the decision to construct
Crossrail, but there are, however, many matters which cause great
concern to your Petitioners arising from the proposals in the Bill. Some of
these points apply generally to the whole length of the Crossrail line and
some of the points are specific to particular sites, and whilst some of
these are not within the immediate proximity of your Petitioners property,
nonetheless your Petitioners aver that the very existence of these sites
have a considerable impact on the Promoters' proposals for works at or
close to Shenfield Station. Your Petitioners are hopeful that many of their
concerns can be met by agreement with the Promoters.



Work Sites - General

8. Your Petitioners note that there will be planned the construction of a new
Platform at Shenfield Station together with extensions to the lengths of
existing platforms, so as to accommodate the 10-car trains proposed by
the Promoters. The existing platforms accommodate 8-car trains
currently. The new platform requires the laying of new track.
Additionally, your Petitioners note that revised stabling sidings at the
immediate east of Shenfield Station will be constructed. The matters with
which your Petitioners are particularly concerned are the problems of
noise, vibration, dust and dirt, hours of working, visual impact and
disruption to the safety of road traffic and pedestrians. Your Petitioners
submit that the nominated undertaker should be made subject to suitable
standards in respect of each of these matters and that there should be a
provision for a noise insulation policy and for compensation to be paid
where these standards and policy are breached or other suitable
mitigation or remedy put in place.

9. Your Petitioners respectfully suggest that Brentwood Borough Council, as
your Petitioners local government authority, should be able to specify in
respect of any development authorised by the Bill, the hours and days of
the week in which work may be carried out. Those hours should be a
matter falling within the ambit of arrangements which are to be approved
by your Petitioners local government authority under clause 10 of, and
Schedule 7, to the Bill. The table set out in Paragraph 7 of Schedule 7 to
the Bill, should, in your Petitioners' respectful submission, be amended to
include inappropriate proposed hours of working as a ground on which
your Petitioners local government authority may refuse to approve those
arrangements. Hours of working are a crucial matter which your
Petitioners' Local Planning Authority needs to be able to agree in order to
preserve the local environment and local amenity.

10. Your Petitioners note that the Bill and the supporting documents adopt
similar regimes to those which were established for the construction of
the Channel Tunnel Rail Link. Your Petitioners are pleased to note that
this regime will include the agreement of codes of construction practice
consisting of general conditions relevant to all worksites, and site-specific
conditions for each individual site. Your Petitioners will wish to ensure



that the codes of construction practice are complied with properly, and in
that respect, your Petitioners could incur a great deal of expenditure.
Your Petitioners wish to ensure that all of their reasonable expenses in
monitoring construction sites at Shenfield Station and the stabling sidings
to its immediate east are met by the nominated undertaker. Your
Petitioners also request that all reinstatement as a result of the Crossrail
scheme should be to a standard agreed by Brentwood Borough Council
as the Local Planning Authority.

11. Your Petitioners would hope and expect that through the process
described in paragraph 8 above, uniform hours of operation for the
Shenfield worksites will be agreed with the Promoters. Your Petitioners
will be seeking to ensure that the Promoters agree to such requirements.
If they do not, your Petitioners submit that the Promoters should be
required to agree uniform hours. Your Petitioners are also concerned to
ensure that the nominated undertaker is required to adopt the very
highest standards in respect of mitigation of the effects of noise, dust and
vibration caused during the construction period and in particular that the
code of construction practice replicates the best practice requirements
imposed on other major construction projects in the Borough of
Brentwood. There should also be a guarantee that any future changes to
industry standards will also be complied with. The nominated undertaker
should be required to carry out noise sensitivity property surveys in
advance of any construction works and to notify your Petitioners and to
seek the agreement of Brentwood Borough Council to any proposed
changes to uniform hours of working. In particular, your Petitioners
request that measures are taken to ensure that all appropriate health and
safety safeguards are provided for workers on construction sites,
including measures to militate against the noise of audible alarms
warning of reversing vehicles.

12. Your Petitioners are concerned about the potential effects on road traffic,
pedestrians and property owners near to worksites. Your Petitioners are
keen to ensure that they are properly compensated for damage caused
by the construction and use of Crossrail and most importantly that they
are consulted fully as regards the construction programme at the
Shenfield worksites. Your Petitioners are concerned hereby and inter alia
that the proposed construction works might cause a loss of amenity to



your Petitioners if the related construction traffic and reduced car parking
availability cause any loss of business and thereby lead to some
businesses to close, particularly in the retail sector.

13. Your Petitioners submit that the nominated undertaker should provide to
your Petitioners' local government authority detailed plans, method
statements, work programmes and schedules of deliveries (particularly
abnormal deliveries) in relation to each working site, well in advance of
the commencement of operations. Your Petitioners in association with
their local government authority should be notified well in advance of any
alterations in methods of construction and construction operations,
particularly in relation to site servicing and set up arrangements.

14. Your Petitioners are concerned about the number of trees which may be
lost due to construction activity and submit that the number of trees to be
lost should be kept to a minimum and that a detailed mitigation strategy
as regards tree loss should be provided by the nominated undertaker.
Any trees lost should be replaced to the satisfaction of your Petitioners'
local government authority.

15. Your Petitioners seek undertakings and assurances from the Promoters
as regards the management of construction worksites so as to prevent
loss of amenity to your Petitioners, including loss of car parking space
during the construction period. The physical area of each proposed
worksite should be kept to a minimum with the safety of the public,
whether pedestrians or other road users, being of paramount importance.
This should also apply to potential impacts on residents and businesses,
as a means to maintain the amenities of your Petitioners.

16. Your Petitioners are concerned about the wider impact of construction
related activities, for example the impact that dust generated from
worksites would have on properties in the vicinity. Frequency of property
maintenance would need to be carried out on a more regular basis, and
thereby at increased cost to your Petitioners.

Construction Traffic

17. It is clear that the construction sites at or near to Shenfleld Station will be
centres to and from which large quantities of construction materials and



equipment will be transported, together with staff. There will also be the
problem of removal of spoil from the working sites. The matters which
your Petitioners submit should be subject to the control of Brentwood
Borough Council as your Petitioners' local government authority in this
respect are the routeing of lorries and other vehicles, access to work
sites, hours of operation, number of vehicle movements and size of
vehicles and miscellaneous related matters. Your Petitioners submit that
the nominated undertaker should be required to use every endeavour to
utilise rail for transport purposes. The nominated undertaker should also
be required to minimise the cumulative impact of lorry movements by
properly managing lorry movements, keeping the number of movements
to a minimum, using the strategic road network and confining movements
to normal worksite hours. Furthermore, it is not made clear how the Bill
will interact with the Traffic Management Act 2004, and your Petitioners
request clarification or consultation on that issue is undertaken with
Brentwood Borough Council.

18. Your Petitioners consider that the proposed use of Friars Avenue, Hunter
Avenue and Crossways for construction traffic to access the construction
sites will have an adverse impact upon Shenfield Broadway, the highway
network in general, and upon the environment. Your Petitioners request
that the Promoters should make every endeavour to use rail and to
minimise the use of road vehicles to access the construction sites, so as
to minimise the adverse impact on your Petitioners' amenities.

Highways

19. Your Petitioners are anxious about the consequences of possible road
closures and traffic diversions and changes to traffic flow that might be
routed via the roads on the Mutton Mount Estate. Your Petitioners submit
that the nominated undertaker should be required to carry out such
reasonable measures as may be specified by Brentwood Borough
Council following consultation with Hutton Mount Limited as owners of the
majority of the roads on Hutton Mount Estate to allay their anxieties.

20. The powers under the Bill to close highways temporarily are very wide.
The nominated undertaker would be able to close any street in the vicinity
of your Petitioners' area for the purpose of the works. The closure of
most highways would require the consent of the highway authority, but for



a number of highways only consultation with the highway authority is
required. Your Petitioners wish to secure that consultation is carried out
properly, with a minimum period agreed between Brentwood Borough
Council and the Promoters for notification of intended closures (with
exceptions for emergencies). Similar arrangements should be put in
place for proposed diversions, changes to traffic flow and physical
alterations to highways, and to consult firstly with Mutton Mount Limited if
any of these are proposed for the roads within Mutton Mount Estate.

21. Your Petitioners submit that the nominated undertaker should be required
to carry out and fund all necessary remedial and repair works to the
roads on Mutton Mount Estate if traffic is diverted onto the Estate, which
cost of works would otherwise have to be borne by your Petitioners and
other owners of property on Mutton Mount Estate.

22. A significant number of car-parking places, which your Petitioners enjoy
as an amenity, will be lost temporarily during the construction period. The
nominated undertaker should ensure that alternative spaces (including
reserved bays for residents, pay and display parking meters, taxis,
motorcycles and coaches) should be made available nearby to replace
lost spaces where this is practicable, in agreement with Brentwood
Borough Council. Also, the nominated undertaker should ensure
alternative spaces should be made available to replace the temporary
loss of parking spaces for long stay use by commuters using Shenfield
Station.

Removal of Excavated Material

23. Your Petitioners are concerned to ensure that the hours during which
construction of the railway lines, station platforms, and stabling sidings,
and the removal of spoil from the works take place are programmed and
minimised so as to prevent undue noise and vibration to residents and
businesses during sensitive times. Your Petitioners are also particularly
concerned about the effects of reradiated noise at those worksites where
spoil is to be removed and your Petitioners wish to ensure that the
nominated undertaker complies with the strictest standards as regards
minimising such noise and vibration.



Ground-borne Noise and Vibration/Track Design

24. There are a number of houses occupied by your Petitioners and their
neighbours which are at or nearby the proposed works at the railway line
and Shenfield Station, and which are likely to be sensitive to noise and
vibration during the construction period and when the railway comes into
operation. Also, there are commercial properties in the immediate vicinity
of the works which are used as an amenity by your Petitioners, including
shops. Your Petitioners respectfully submit that the Promoters should be
required to ensure that ground-borne noise and vibration during the
construction period is kept to an absolute minimum by the use of the
most advanced technology and machinery. Your Petitioners are
concerned that noise and vibration, while meeting design standards put
forward by the Promoters, may still be radiated into buildings to an
unacceptable extent. In your Petitioners' submission the nominated
undertaker should be subjected to stringent design standards and where
the railway passes near to noise sensitive buildings the nominated
undertaker should be required to install additional appropriate procedures
and design methods to inhibit the transmission of noise and vibration into
such buildings. In your Petitioners' submission, the Bill should also
provide that the nominated undertaker should put in place a
comprehensive consultation and noise monitoring scheme and be
subjected to a compensation code where agreed noise and vibration
standards are breached.

25. Your Petitioners have already mentioned in paragraph 24 that the
Promoters should be required to use the best possible methods and
equipment to minimise noise and vibration during operation of the
railway. Your Petitioners are also concerned to ensure that high
standards are met in terms of the lifespan and maintenance of the
running tracks. Appropriate standards should be incorporated in the
contracts between the Secretary of State and the nominated undertaker
to ensure that the nominated undertaker meets those standards.

Operational Railways

26. Your Petitioners are concerned about the impact of the construction of
the railway on existing rail services at Shenfield Station which is an
important mainline and "metro" station for commuters and other travellers
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into London, including your Petitioners. Your Petitioners seek
assurances and undertakings from the Promoters about the effect of
construction operations at or near to Shenfield Station, and in particular
wish to ensure that service patterns are guaranteed.

27. While your Petitioners living in close proximity to the current railway line
are already exposed to a noisy environment, and might not be
significantly affected by the increase in the operation of Crossrail trains,
your Petitioners are nevertheless concerned that there is little
assessment in the Environmental Statement of the potential noise impact
of any Tannoy or other announcement system at Shenfield Station, and
request that such an assessment is carried out prior to the
commencement of the works.

28. Your Petitioners wish better to understand the way in which Crossrail will
link with other railways, including those of Network Rail, particularly
where existing track layouts require alteration, and in relation to the use
of the stabling sidings especially at night when noise nuisance is less
tolerable.

29. Your Petitioners are concerned about the impact which the construction
works will have on railway services available to and from Shenfield
Station. Your Petitioners note that, understandably, there will be times
when the nominated undertaker will need to take possession of the
existing tracks. This will inevitably cause disruption to passengers,
including your Petitioners, coming in and out of Shenfield Station and
they therefore seek assurances and guarantees that such track
possessions will be kept to a minimum and suitable compensatory
measures employed for any disturbances thereby created to your
Petitioners.

30. Your Petitioners are concerned with the claim by the Promoters that
benefits will accrue to your Petitioners in easier and quicker travel into
Central London, and that the claim is not soundly based. Your
Petitioners are aware that other railways including those of Network Rail
provide fast through trains from Shenfield to Stratford and Liverpool
Street where at the latter station approximately 50% of passenger
journeys into Central London terminate, and passengers walk onward to
work. According to the supporting papers deposited with the Bill, all
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Crossrail trains will stop at each station thereby incurring longer journey
times for passengers to Stratford and Liverpool Street, compared to
existing "fast through services". The extra journey time from Shenfield to
Liverpool Street will be 23 minutes by Crossrail trains compared to fast
through trains operated by other railways serving Shenfield. Passenger
journey times by Crossrail trains travelling further into Central London,
say to Bond Street, will be longer than those of a combination of existing
fast through trains and Underground trains. Furthermore, passenger
journeys from Shenfield to Heathrow will not be "straight through
journeys" commencing at Shenfield as marketed by the Promoters, but
will require passengers to change to a different Crossrail train at
Whitechapel. The journey time by Crossrail from Shenfield to Heathrow
is scheduled to be approximately 2 hours and 20 minutes, whereas the
time taken for a similar journey by existing rail services to Stratford and
then onward to Heathrow using Underground trains can be completed in
1 hour and 38 minutes. The benefits of Crossrail, marketed by the
Promoters to your Petitioners in these respects, at least, are not soundly
based.

Hours of working

31. Your Petitioners are concerned about the proposed hours of working
envisaged by the Promoters. Your Petitioners request that the Bill as
currently drafted should be amended so as to include working hours as
among those matters falling within column 1 of the table in paragraph 7 of
Schedule 7 to the Bill.

32. Your Petitioners note that the Promoters propose to work between the
hours of 7.00 am and 7.00 pm Monday to Friday, and 9.00 am to 2.00 pm
on Saturday. Your Petitioners have noted as standard certain hours for
construction work in order for them to comply with the Control of Pollution
Act 1974. These hours are set at 8.00 am to 6.00 pm on Mondays to
Fridays, 9.00 am to 1.00 pm on Saturday, with no work to be earned out
at all at night or on Sundays, or public holidays. Under the hours of
working proposed by the Promoters, your Petitioners do not consider that
they would be able to comply with their obligations under the Control of
Pollution Act 1974. Your Petitioners note that these hours are longer
than those which have been adopted in other construction operations on
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this scale, such as the Channel Tunnel Rail Line scheme, and greater
than the hours applied to other construction works locally. Your
Petitioners therefore request that the Bill should be amended to limit the
nominated undertaker to work according to the standard hours proposed
above. Should construction activities be required to take place outside
the standard hours, your Petitioners request that all such work should be
agreed in advance with your Petitioners in association with Brentwood
Borough Council, so that as much notice can be given to your Petitioners
by the nominated undertaker, and the nominated undertaker can make
arrangements with your Petitioners in association with Brentwood
Borough Council to mitigate the impact of any such works.

33. Your Petitioners also note that the Promoters could arrange for deliveries
of material to be made to the worksites outside their suggested periods of
time for construction work, which could result in deliveries being made to
worksites up to 10.00 pm or later on weekdays. The movement of loads
along the highway up to 10.00 pm or later at night would, however, be an
increase well above normal construction hours, and could result in lorries
moving heavy loads well into the evening, causing danger to pedestrians
and other traffic, particularly in poor weather or during wintertime, and
noise and inconvenience to the residential and business areas through
which they would travel, and thereby adversely impact on the amenities
of your Petitioners. Your Petitioners therefore request that the delivery
times should be limited to the normal hours of construction work of 8.00
am to 6.00 pm. Should it be necessary for deliveries to take place
outside the normal hours of construction work, your Petitioners request
that all such deliveries should be agreed in advance with your Petitioners
in association with Brentwood Borough Council, so that as much notice

i
as possible can be given to residents and businesses within the vicinity of
Shenfield Station by the ijiominated undertaker, and the nominated
undertaker can make arrangements with your Petitioners in association
with Brentwood Borough Cbuncil to mitigate the impact of any such
deliveries.
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Site Specific Concerns and Associated Concerns for
Terminating the North East Route at Shenfield

34. Your Petitioners have specific concerns about the proposals suggested
by the Promoters relating to the station site at Shenfield Station, the
stabling sidings east of Shenfield Station and the construction of the
depot at Rbmford.

Romford Depot

General

35. Your Petitioners are seriously concerned about the proposed construction
of the Romford Depot, which whilst its construction is not in the vicinity of
your Petitioners, your Petitioners contend that its selection as a depot
site, and by implication the rejection of alternative sites, strengthens the
Promoters case for extending the North East Route to terminate at
Shenfield which would otherwise be weakened. Your Petitioners believe
that if the maintenance depot is located at an alternative site that is not
on the North East route, then the Promoter's case for extending the route
to Shenfield in undermined. Your Petitioners aver that the selection of
Shenfield as a terminus is strongly influenced by the selection of Romford
as a depot site. In this, your Petitioners believe that the cost/benefit
analysis only proves favourable to the Promoters if the current Metro
"slow train" service is merged into the Promoter's planned services. The
absence along the North East route of a maintenance depot would dilute
the cost/benefit requirements of the Promoters. Your Petitioners consider
that the proposition for merging the current Metro service into the
Promoter's Crossrail service is considerably weakened if the depot is not
constructed at Romford or elsewhere on the North East route.

36. Your Petitioners respectfully suggest that an alternative depot at
Northpole, near Paddington, and soon to be vacated by Eurostar, be
considered as a suitable alternative depot, or as a further option, that of
using the depot at Old Oak Common, currently used by the Heathrow
Express service, which, if that is to remain as a service to Heathrow,
could locate to Northpole. It is your Petitioner's respectful suggestion that
if the selection of the Romford depot was rejected in favour of either the
Northpole or Old Oak Common depots, then the approximate £500
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million proposed cost of constructing the Romford depot could be used
towards constructing a North East terminus at Stratford.

37. Your Petitioners respectfully suggest that deselecting the Romford depot
as part of the Bill's proposals in favour of an acceptable existing
alternative depot, such as at Northpole or Old Oak Common, would
cause sufficient revision of the cost/benefit analysis such that the NE
route terminating at Shenfield would become non-viable. Furthermore,
your Petitioners argue that that adds increased weight to a revised
assessment to terminate the North East route at Stratford and not at
Shenfield.

38. Your Petitioners believe that the criteria for the selection of the depot site
at Romford is unclear and they are concerned that there has not been
enough analysis by the Promoters as to whether other sites would more
fully meet the criteria which they need to meet for the location of the
depot. Your Petitioners are concerned that there has been insufficient
consideration given by the Promoters to the viability of constructing the
depot other than at Romford. Your Petitioners respectfully submit that
the Bill should not be allowed to pass in its current form until the
Promoters have satisfied your Petitioners in association with Brentwood
Borough Council that all other options as regards the site of the depot
have been fully investigated. Furthermore, if those investigations
demonstrate that there is a better site elsewhere, then the Bill should be
amended so as to make provision for the depot at that site, and to
remove all possibility of the depot being constructed at Romford.

Shenfield Station

39. Your Petitioners are concerned that the plans of the Promoters have not
adequately made the case for the construction of a new bay platform at
Shenfield Station. The nuisances and disturbance from those works in
the construction phase will be considerably injurious to your Petitioners.
The Promoters have stated that the North East route can accommodate
up to 12 trains per hour whereas currently the route accommodates 15
trains per hour by existing services. Your Petitioners are thereby not
assured that an additional platform is necessary, as by the plans of the
Promoters, the station's platforms are proposed to accommodate fewer
trains. Furthermore, your Petitioners contend that the extent of the
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considerable disturbance that they are to expect by the works occasioned
by the Promoters will be substantially reduced if the works omitted the
construction of a new platform. Your Petitioners request that the
Promoters provide to the Petitioners and to Brentwood Borough Council
their analysis and justifications as to the requirement for a new platform
at Shenfield Station.

Contaminated Land

40. The Promoters state in the Environmental Statement deposited with the
Bill that ground-breaking work being carried out for the construction of the
new bay platform at Shenfield station could result in a risk of pollution of
ground water and also that a water course will have to be diverted and
culverted. Some ground water already flows as a brook within the
gardens of properties close by to your Petitioners property, and if that
should become polluted by the construction works, that could be injurious
to them. Other sites, such as the current tracks at Shenfield which will
have to be realigned, the stabling sidings, and Shenfield Station itself, are
also areas where there could be a risk of contamination. Your Petitioners
require the nominated undertaker to carry out, at their own expense, full
and careful monitoring of the sites prior to, during, and after completion of
the construction works to ensure that no contamination occurs. The
nominated undertaker should take all appropriate precautionary
measures to ensure that any contaminated material is identified and
disposed of properly and is not allowed to contaminate the surrounding
area, and should clean and decontaminate the sites thoroughly prior to
the commencement of services at the sites.

41. As part of the authorisation process for the works, your Petitioner's local
government authority will be required to follow Government guidance on
contamination, such as that contained in the Environmental Protection
Act 1990. Your Petitioners note that there is no undertaking currently in
the Environmental Statement or any accompanying documents for the
Promoters to provide to your Petitioner's local government authority all
necessary information to enable your Petitioner's local government
authority property to check compliance with statutory reporting
requirements, statutory investigation, and remediation requirements, and
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request that the Promoters should be required to give such an
undertaking.

Noise and other impacts

42. Your Petitioners are concerned that noise, vibration, dust, and pollution
from construction of the new bay platform and works to extend the
existing platforms at Shenfield Station, and stabling sidings immediately
to the east of the Station, will have a very significant impact on your
Petitioners and on their amenity of the businesses in their vicinity. The
Promoters estimate that there will be some 35 residential properties
affected by noise from construction works at Shenfield to the extent that
the residents will be offered temporary rehousing and noise insulation,
with a further 109 properties requiring noise insulation. Your Petitioners
are included within this estimate. Your Petitioners are seriously
concerned that the criteria used by the Promoters in assessing noise
pollution are more relaxed than those applied by your Petitioners' local
government authority in respect of planning applications for commercial
and industrial activities in the Borough of Brentwood, and request that the
Promoters should carry out further assessments using the criteria
.employed by your Petitioners' local government authority.

43. Your Petitioners are also concerned about the impact of temporary site
lighting on a number of residential properties, as well as operational
lighting from Shenfield Station, tracks and stabling sidings, and request
that the Promoters should provide measures to ensure that the impact of
such lighting is kept to a minimum.

44. Your Petitioners request information from the Promoters as to when trains
will move to and from the stabling sidings. Your Petitioners are
concerned, should trains be moving to and from the stabling sidings in
early mornings and late at night, to ensure that there are adequate
systems in place to reduce noise to a minimum at these times when such
nuisance is less tolerable.

45. Your Petitioners are also concerned that there is no reference, in the
Environmental Statement, to security at the stabling sidings. With trains
left there during the night, your Petitioners are concerned that the stabling
sidings site should not become the focus for vandals and anti-social
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behaviour, or indeed for potential terrorist activity, which would impact
upon those living near to, or accessing pedestrian walkways near, the
area of Shenfield Station and the stabling sidings, or indeed upon rail
passengers including your Petitioners.

General

46. There are other clauses and provisions in the Bill which, if passed into
law as they now stand, will prejudicially affect the rights and interest of
your Petitioners and other clauses and provisions necessary for their
protection and benefit are omitted therefrom.

YOUR PETITIONERS THEREFORE

HUMBLY PRAY

your Honourable House that the
Bill may not pass into law as it
now stands and that they be
heard by themselves, their
counsel, agents and witnesses in
support of the allegations of this
petition, against so much of the
Bill as affects the property, rights,
and interests of your Petitioners
and in support of such other
clauses and amendments as
may be necessary and proper for
their protection and benefit.

AND YOUR PETITIONERS will ever pray,

John McNess and
Helen McNess
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