
HOUSE OF COMMONS
SESSION 2005-06

CROSSRAIL

P E T I T I O N

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 THE COUNCIL OF THE

LONDON BOROUGH OF HILLINGDON

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").
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4. Your Petitioners are the Council of the London Borough of Hillingdon. The Bill
would authorise the compulsory acquisition of land belonging to your
Petitioners, to which they object. Furthermore, part of the area for which your
Petitioners are the local authority will be injuriously affected by the provisions of
the Bill, and your Petitioners accordingly object thereto for the reasons,
amongst others, hereinafter appearing

Introductory

5. The London Government Act 1963, which established your Petitioners,
conferred important powers and duties upon your Petitioners. Numerous
enactments since that date have added to your Petitioners' statutory powers
and duties. Amongst other functions of your Petitioners is that of the highway
authority for most existing or proposed public highways in their area. In
addition, your Petitioners are the traffic authority for most roads in their
Borough. They are also the local planning authority, and are thus responsible
for general planning and the preparation of development plans and local
development schemes.

6. Your Petitioners support 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 within your Petitioners' Borough and some of

the points are specific to particular sites. Your Petitioners are hopeful that
many of their concerns can be met by agreement with the promoter.

GENERAL CONCERNS

Work Sites - General

7. Your Petitioners note that there will be site preparation and construction
activities at a number of construction sites within your Petitioners' Borough,
including, construction of works at West Drayton Sidings, West Drayton Station,
Old Stockley Bridge, Stockley Flyover and Hayes and Harlington Station. 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 policies for noise insulation
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and temporary rehousing and for compensation to be paid where these

standards and policies are breached or other suitable mitigation or remedy put
in place. Your Petitioners are anxious that the qualifying criteria to be applied in
such a policy should not be more relaxed than those applying to the Channel

Tunnel Rail Link.

8. 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 a Construction Code consisting of general conditions
relevant to all worksites. Your Petitioners will wish to ensure that the
Construction Code is complied with properly, and in that respect, your
Petitioners will incur a great deal of expenditure. Your Petitioners wish to
ensure that all of their reasonable expenses in monitoring construction sites are
met by the nominated undertaker, together with expenditure incurred by your
Petitioners in planning and programming activities related to the Construction
Code.

9. 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 Construction Code replicates your Petitioners' best practice
requirements imposed on other major construction projects in their Borough.
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 notify your Petitioners and seek their agreement to any
proposed changes to uniform hours of working. In particular, your Petitioners
request that measures are taken to mitigate the noise of audible alarms
warning of reversing vehicles by providing banksmen or alternative methods,
wherever practicable, in line with the approach adopted during the construction
of the Channel Tunnel Rail Link and used on other major developments in your
Petitioners' Borough.

10. 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 all of the residents, businesses and property owners in their
Borough are properly compensated for damage caused by the construction and
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use of Crossrail and that they are consulted fully as regards the construction

programme at worksites.

11. Your Petitioners submit that the nominated undertaker should provide 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 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.

12. 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. Similarly, your Petitioners submit that all worksites should be
screened to reduce the visual impact of the sites on those residents and
businesses nearby, and to reduce the impact of noise from the worksites. Your
Petitioners request that they should be consulted upon the design and structure
of the planned screens for each worksite, so as to ensure as far as possible
that the screens are as effective as possible and do not impact upon the local
amenity.

13. Your Petitioners are concerned about the wider impact of construction related
activities on the public realm, 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.

14. Your Petitioners are concerned about the quality of works to reinstate land after
construction activities have finished, where the land is required to be used for
construction purposes only. All such works of reinstatement should be carried
out so that they meet standards to be agreed by your Petitioners.

Construction Noise

15. Your Petitioners are concerned about noise from construction of the works. The
Environmental Statement makes the following predictions about the effect of
noise at particular locations -
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(a) At the proposed West Drayton Sidings and Station worksites, the
promoter estimates that there will be some 82 residential properties
affected by significant noise from construction, but none requiring

noise insulation.

(b) It is predicted that 103 properties will be affected by significant

construction noise impacts at the Old Stockley Bridge site, 42 are
predicted to qualify for noise insulation.

(c) It is predicted that the construction of the Stockley Flyover will result
in significant noise impacts upon some 170 properties, all of which
will qualify for noise insulation.

Your Petitioners request that the promoter and nominated undertaker
should do everything possible to reduce the levels, and the duration of,
noise impacts upon affected properties.

16. Your Petitioners note that paragraph 3.6.28 of chapter 3 of the Environmental
Statement gives a criterion for determining whether construction noise is
deemed to be significant. Thus, construction noise is to be considered
significant if the total noise (including construction and baseline noise) exceeds
the baseline noise level at sensitive receptors by 5 dB or more. This criterion is
re-iterated and amplified in paragraph 8.5.3 of chapter 8 of Appendix A2 of the
Environmental Statement. Here, the 5 dB criterion is supplemented by lower-
cut off values of 65, 55 and 45 dB L Aeq.period for daytime, evening and night
respectively. Your Petitioners are concerned that there does not seem to be
any technical justification or source quoted for these criteria. Furthermore, the
relevant noise index and time periods for the 5 dB increase are not given.

17. Paragraphs 3.1.11 to 3.1.14 of Appendix B1 of the Environmental statement
give criteria for determining eligibility for noise insulation and temporary re-
housing. Again, your Petitioners are concerned that there does not seem to be
any technical justification or source quoted for these criteria.

18. Despite the concerns mentioned above, your Petitioners are pleased to see
that the Environmental Statement states that contractors will be required to
seek prior consent from local authorities for construction work under Section 61
of the Control of Pollution Act 1974. Furthermore, the Bill does not seek to
disapply section 60. Your Petitioners seek assurances that they will be able, in
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all cases, to use the system of prior consent set out in Section 61 to mitigate
construction noise impacts, by imposing controls on hours of work, and by
requiring use of best practicable means for controlling the construction noise,
including the ability to require acoustic barriers.

Construction Traffic

19. It is clear that the construction sites in your Petitioners' Borough will be centres
to and from which large quantities of construction materials and equipment will
be transported, together with staff. The matters which your Petitioners submit
should be subject to their control 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 and alternative routes other than roads for
transport purposes. The nominated undertaker should also be required to
minimise the cumulative impact of lorry movements by properly managing lorry
movements, avoiding "stacking" of lorries queuing close to the worksites prior
to the commencement of works each day, 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 seek
clarification or consultation on that issue.

Highways

20. Your Petitioners are anxious about the consequences of surface road working
and temporary and permanent stopping up and alteration of highways. Your
Petitioners' anxieties relate to the impact on pedestrian and vehicular traffic
flows, safety aspects, and damage to the highway. Your Petitioners are
particularly concerned for the mobility impaired. Your Petitioners submit that
the nominated undertaker should be required to carry out such reasonable
measures as your Petitioners may specify, to allay their anxieties.

21. Your Petitioners as highway and traffic authority require in particular that they
should be fully consulted on all proposals to make temporary or permanent
road closures and traffic diversions and changes to traffic flow and about any
physical alterations to the highway. Your Petitioners must be able to recover
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from the promoter or the nominated undertaker their full costs of dealing with
applications for and making road traffic orders that may be required in
connection with the construction of the Crossrail works,

22. The powers under the Bill to close highways temporarily are very wide. The
nominated undertaker would be able to close any street in 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 period of 28 days for
notification of intended closures (with exceptions for emergencies).

23. Similar arrangements should be put in place for proposed diversions, changes
to traffic flow and physical alterations to highways. Overall, procedures should
be put in place to ensure proper highway management throughout the
Borough. All such measures should take proper account of the safety of the
public and ensuring adequate access and egress to and from premises.

24. Your Petitioners submit that the nominated undertaker should be required to
carry out and fund all necessary remedial and repair works to the highway and
bridge strengthening to a standard specified by your Petitioners in respect of all
highways and bridges for which they and others in the Borough are the
responsible authority. Your Petitioners submit that the nominated undertaker
should be required to carry out detailed condition surveys before and after the
construction period on land in their ownership which is to be and is affected by
the proposals, particularly on highways which are to be used as worksites or
which will be heavily used by construction traffic.

25. Your Petitioners are particularly concerned about the effect of the works on
bridges within their borough, and in particular the effect of frequent heavy
goods vehicle movements. These concerns are not restricted to bridges within
the limits of deviation and of land to be acquired, but apply to all bridges which
will form part of intended lorry routes. Your Petitioners are also concerned
about the fixing of overhead line equipment ("OLE") to bridges for which they
are responsible, and wish to ensure that agreements about the methodology for
fixing the OLE are put in place. Your Petitioners are also concerned about the
impact of additional rail traffic on bridges for which they are responsible and
seek assurances in this regard.
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Acquisition of Council Land

26. A great deal of land in the ownership of your Petitioners is liable to compulsory
acquisition under clause 6 of the Bill. Most of this land is either highway land or
land forming other open space. The limits of deviation and of land to be
acquired and used are drawn widely in certain cases and your Petitioners are
unsure in every case as to why that is. Your Petitioners may seek undertakings
from the promoter that the extent of compulsory purchase should be limited in
certain cases either geographically or so that acquisition and use of your
Petitioners' land is on a temporary basis only. Your Petitioners also wish to
ensure that they are properly compensated as respects the acquisition and use
of their land.

Operational Noise and Track Design

27. There are a number of buildings in your Petitioners' Borough which are nearby
the proposed works along the railway line and at the stations, and which are
likely to be sensitive to noise and vibration during the construction period and
when the railway comes into operation. These buildings include residential and
commercial properties. In particular, the Environmental Statement indicates
that there are, potentially, to be increases in vibration doses of 60% at 18
dwellings in Martin Court, as a result of the track realignment near Hayes and
Harlington Station. In your Petitioners' submission the nominated undertaker
should be subjected to stringent design standards and design methods to
inhibit the transmission of noise and vibration into such buildings. Those
standards should adopt your Petitioners' own best practice approach in relation
to these matters. In your Petitioners' submission, the Bill should also provide
that the nominated undertaker should put in place a comprehensive
consultation and noise and vibration monitoring scheme, be subjected to a
compensation code where agreed noise and vibration standards are breached
and should comply with the provisions of the noise insulation regulations.

28. Your Petitioners are concerned that the criteria used by the promoter in
assessing the noise impact from the operation of the West Drayton Sidings in
particular, are more relaxed than those applied by your Petitioners in respect of
planning applications for commercial and industrial activities in your Petitioners'
Borough, and request that the promoter should carry out further assessments
using your Petitioners' criteria.
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29. The Environmental Statement does not identify any significant noise impact
from the proposed railway vehicle stabling facility in West Drayton. Your
Petitioners are not satisfied with the form of noise assessment undertaken for
the stabling facility. The stabling facility is relatively close to residential areas
and is likely to be used at noise sensitive times such as late night and early
morning. Your Petitioners have concerns that there may be a significant
adverse noise impact from the stabling facility which has not been properly
assessed. Your Petitioners would therefore seek implementation of
appropriate noise mitigation including the provision of acoustic screening, to
protect local residents.

30. Your Petitioners are also concerned that the noise criteria proposed for the
design of mechanical and electrical plant are more relaxed than those applied
in respect of planning applications in your Petitioners' Borough. Your
Petitioners require the promoter and nominated undertaker to provide a design
for mechanical and electrical plant providing a noise rating level according to
884142:1997, at least 5dB below background level.

31. Your Petitioners have already mentioned in paragraph 27 that the nominated
undertaker 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 new 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.

32. According to the Environmental Statement, there will be no significant noise
impacts from railway vehicle noise in your Petitioners' Borough. Your
Petitioners do not accept the validity of the test of significance for railway
vehicle noise used in the Environmental Statement. Furthermore, many
residential areas in the borough adjacent to the existing railway line are already
exposed to high levels of railway noise. Your Petitioners believe that any
worsening of these high noise levels caused by operation of Crossrail should
be avoided. Your Petitioners request your Honourable House to require that
the nominated undertaker provide mitigation measures to control and mitigate
noise impact from operational railway noise in your Petitioners' Borough. Your
Petitioners should particularly welcome noise mitigation in the form of the
provision of acoustic barriers in the worst affected residential areas.
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Operational Railways

33. Your Petitioners are concerned about the impact of the construction of the

railway on existing rail services at stations within their Borough and the

operation of the stations. West Drayton and Hayes and Harlington are

important mainline stations for commuters into London. Your Petitioners seek

assurances and undertakings from the promoter about the effect of

construction operations on these stations, and in particular wish to ensure that

that at least the existing train service patterns are guaranteed.

34. Your Petitioners have more general concerns about the modelling and capacity
of the stations within their Borough. Your Petitioners are particularly concerned
to ensure that the nominated undertaker take the opportunity to make the best

possible provisions for interchange between Crossrail and other existing lines

and that the stations are designed to cater for projected passenger growth in

the future. They are also concerned about the impact of pedestrian
movements of passengers entering and exiting the stations. Your Petitioners

require that the station designs should ensure that sufficient provision is made

in relation to footway widths, pedestrian crossings and other pedestrian
amenities.

35. Your Petitioners wish better to understand the way in which Crossrail will Imk

with other railways, including those of Network Rail, and the Heathrow Express,
particularly where existing track layouts require alteration.

36. Your Petitioners are concerned about the impact which the construction works
will have on railway services in your Petitioners' Borough. 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 coming in and out of your Petitioners' Borough and

they therefore seek assurances and guarantees that such track possessions
will be kept to a minimum and suitable compensatory measures employed in
conjunction with your Petitioners' relevant responsibilities.

Buildings within conservation areas

37. Your Petitioners are responsible for a number of important functions and are

under certain duties as respects listed buildings under the Planning (Listed

Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990. Your petitioners are concerned
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to ensure that the impact on all listed buildings is minimised and that proper
safeguarding measures should be carried out to buildings within conservation
areas if the effect of construction activity is likely to result in structural damage,

having particular regard to their special attributes. Your Petitioners are also
concerned about the impact of construction works and permanent new
buildings on the setting of existing listed buildings and conservation areas, and
all such new buildings should be designed sympathetically with special regard
to their impact on the surrounding areas. Without prejudice to their general
concerns, your Petitioners have particular concerns about the effect on a
number of buildings and their settings in Hayes, and refer in particular to the
Thorn EMI Botwell Conservation area and the listed Enterprise House, the
Bull's Bridge Conservation Area and the listed Bull's Bridge, and two other
listed buildings identified in the Hayes area.

Archaeology

38. Your Petitioners have perceived a need for the nominated undertaker to
provide adequate opportunity and funding for archaeological investigation in
respect of each of the construction and work sites. In your Petitioners'
submission the appropriate authority should be required to agree a programme
of such work with your Petitioners, and English Heritage, to include any
archaeological investigations, and any consequent recording, storage, and
public display of archaeological artefacts. Your Petitioners also submit that the
funding of such recording, storage, and public display should also be borne by
the nominated undertaker. Your Petitioners note in particular that the route of
the Great Western Railway is a potential UNESCO World Heritage Site. Your
Petitioners are keen to ensure that as little damage as possible is done to
Brunei's original structures.

West London Tram

39. Your Petitioners are concerned that there is no discussion in the Environmental
Statement about the cumulative impact of Crossrail together with other
transport schemes proposed in your Petitioners' Borough. In particular, there is
no mention of the proposed West London Transit Scheme, a tram scheme
which could potentially run from Uxbridge in your Petitioners' Borough to
Shepherds Bush. Your Petitioners have been pressing for the proposed West
London Transit to run to Hayes and Harlington Station, and if that option were
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pursued by Transport for London when taking the scheme forward, then there
would be obvious environmental effects. Your Petitioners call for a multi-modal
assessment of the ways in which the two schemes could possibly interact,
particularly focusing on the potential increase in passenger demand at Hayes

and Harlington stations, should both be constructed.

Ecology

40. Your Petitioners have real concerns about the effect of the proposed works on

the Stockley Ponds. The Carp Ponds and Broad Docks, which form part of

Stockley Ponds, have been designated as a Site of Metropolitan Interest in the
London Plan. The Carp Ponds and Broad Dock are run as a coarse fishery and
thus public access is normally restricted. They host a wide range of flora and
fauna, some of it rare (particularly in Greater London). Flora includes water
plantain, kingcups, flowering rush, water parsnip, great yellow cress, hornwort,
water soldier and great and lesser reedmace, which is particularly uncommon.
Their presence is a valuable indicator of the absence of pollution, for example,
the water soldier and frog-bit will not flourish except in the cleanest waters. This
in turn is a sure sign of a rich invertebrate fauna, and several species of
dragonfly are known to breed here.

41. The presence of aquatic life is also important to the resident kingfishers of this
site, as they feed mainly on small fish. Their habitat requirements are very
specific and include the presence of exposed earthbanks, preferably
overhanging the water, as well as perching places from which to hunt. In
Greater London, the kingfisher is an uncommon sight. The sheltered
waterbodies of this site are also thought to be used as the flight pond by
migratory wildfowl en route between the reservoirs of the outskirts of London, to
the south-west, northwest and northeast. The attraction of this site must be due
in part to the scrub thickets which surround the ponds, which also provide food
and shelter for a number of passerines, including wrens and goldfinches.

42. The proposed Stockley Flyover and works access would fundamentally affect
this important site. Clear mitigation would need to be demonstrated for the site
including alternative provision. Your Petitioners humbly request your
Honourable House that that the nominated undertaker should be required to
fund a full survey of the flora and fauna which must be carried out before any
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works are commenced which affect the ponds. All necessary steps should be
taken to protect existing wildlife and quality of water habitat in the ponds. The
Environmental Statement suggests that mitigation for the damage and loss to
the ponds could be provided by using the Piggeries site to the north of the

Great Western Line, but some distance away. Your Petitioners respectfully

request your Honourable House to require that appropriate mitigation, agreed
by your Petitioners, is provided by way of relocation, and that it is constructed
before works begin at Stockley Ponds. Your Petitioners should be fully
involved in the design of any appropriate mitigation.

43. At the western end of the line, in your Petitioners' borough, and in particular
near to the West Drayton sidings, the works are located very close to the Colne
Valley Park. Your Petitioners do not believe that the Environmental Statement
has fully accessed the impact on the amenity provided by the park, and in
particular the visual effect of the works on the landscaping of the park, and the
effect of noise from the works on those using the park. Your Petitioners seek
further information from the Promoter about the impacts, and if your Petitioners
take the view that further mitigation is required, then the Promoter should be
required to provide it.

Authorisation procedures

44. In line with the Channel Tunnel Rail Link Act, the Bill contains provisions which
provide outline planning permission for the development authorised by the Bill
and disapply a number of other statutory regulation regimes which would
normally apply in relation to the construction of works, including the listed
buildings and conservation area controls in the Planning (Listed Buildings and
Conservation Areas) Act 1990, and the Control of Pollution Act 1974. Your
Petitioners wish to ensure that, if those controls are to be removed or
suspended, then in their place there is a robust alternative approval mechanism
in each case in which your Petitioners play a full part. Your Petitioners will, in
conjunction with other local authorities affected by the Bill, be seeking to ensure
that such arrangements are put in place, but if that is not achieved then your
Petitioners would respectfully request that the promoter be required to accept
satisfactory arrangements including realistic timescales for the consideration of
applications.
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45. As part of the alternative consent regimes mentioned above, your Petitioners
must be able to recover from the promoter or the nominated undertaker their
full costs of processing applications. Your Petitioners note that the Bill provides

the Secretary of State with the power to make an order relating to the payment
of fees to the local planning authority in respect of requests for detailed
planning consent. Your Petitioners are pleased to note this, but seek
assurances from the promoter about the level of those fees and the ability of
your Petitioners to cover their costs. In addition, your Petitioners seek
assurance that all fees for planning applications arising under the scheme will
be met by the nominated undertaker, and that the nominated undertaker will
further contribute to any additional costs incurred by your Petitioners, including,
amongst others, for planning, environmental health, and traffic engineering
matters.

Social. Economic and Community Impact

46. Your Petitioners recognise and warmly welcome the fact that the Crossrail
proposals will provide a large number of employment opportunities during both
the construction and operation phase. Your Petitioners are keen to ensure that
the nominated undertaker takes steps to seek to promote employment of local
residents both temporarily and permanently. They would also wish to advocate
and promote contact with local businesses to provide goods and services.
More information and assistance needs to be given to affected businesses to
help them understand the impact of constructing and operating Crossrail, both
through the process of obtaining consent, and its construction and operation.
More specifically, your Petitioners request that the nominated undertaker enter
into a training and employment charter with your Petitioners to maximise the
opportunities for employment within your Petitioners' Borough.

47. On the other hand, however, your Petitioners have concerns about the loss of
employment which may result from the construction of Crossrail. The works in
West Drayton and Hayes are likely to displace approximately 400 jobs. These
jobs which could be replaced are within a Strategic Employment Location and a
Regeneration Opportunity Area. Also, the area which is to be used for the
Stockley Close worksite has recently been redeveloped for commercial use.
No indication is given in the Bill supporting documents about where the local
businesses which are to be displaced will relocate, in an area where there are
already severe competitive pressures for land, driven by the expansion of
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Heathrow Airport and the growing population. More detailed study of these
impacts is required before your Petitioners can fully assess the economic
impact on local businesses, and your Petitioners request that the promoter or
nominated undertaker should identify and carry out mitigation measures to

assist businesses which will be adversely affected.

48. Your Petitioners have been concerned that the consultation so far carried out

by the promoter of the Bill with local residents and businesses has not met the
standards which your Petitioners would expect. They respectfully submit that
the promoter should be required to ensure that the nominated undertaker will

put in place a comprehensive public relations strategy ensuring that information
about the construction and operation of Crossrail is disseminated to those
residents and businesses who will be most affected. This should include the

setting up of local information centres during the construction period to be
staffed at reasonable and accessible hours.

49. Your Petitioners note that in the construction of the works of Hayes and
Harlington Station, three dental practices will need to be relocated. Your
Petitioners are concerned to note that there is the possibility that the Hayes

area may be left with little or no provision for dental services, because of the
removal of this cluster of practices. Your Petitioners propose that the Promoter

or nominated undertaker should be required to do all that they possibly can to
assist in the relocation of these dental practices within the Hayes town centre

area.

Hours of working

50. Your Petitioners respectfully suggest that they should be able to specify, in
respect of any development authorised by the Bilf, 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
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 may refuse to approve those arrangements. Hours of
working are a crucial matter which your Petitioners as Local Planning Authority

need to be able to modify in order to preserve the local environment and local
amenity.
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51. Your Petitioners note that the promoter proposes that the nominated
undertaker should be permitted to work between the hours of 7.00am and

7.00pm Monday to Friday, and 7.00am to 2.00pm on Saturday. Your

Petitioners have adopted as standard certain hours for construction work of

8.00am to 6.00pm on Mondays to Fridays, 9.00am to 1.00pm on Saturday, with

no work to be carried out at all on Sundays, or public holidays. Your Petitioners

note that these hours proposed by the promoter are longer than those which
have been adopted in other construction operations on this scale, such as the
Channel Tunnel Rail Line scheme, and greater than the hours applied to all
other construction works in your Petitioners' Borough or any other local

authority along the route of the railway. Your Petitioners therefore request that
the Code of Construction Practice should limit the nominated undertaker to

work according to the standard hours which your Petitioners have adopted.
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, so that as much notice can be given to residents and

businesses within your Petitioners' Borough by the nominated undertaker, and

the nominated undertaker can make arrangements with your Petitioners to
mitigate the impact of any such works.

52. Your Petitioners also note that the promoter is arranging 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 10.00pm on weekdays. Your Petitioners are always willing to consider

carefully the movement of abnormal loads along the highway outside normal
construction hours. The movement of loads along the highway up to 10.00pm
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. Your Petitioners therefore request that the
delivery times should be limited to the normal hours of construction work of
8.00am to 6.00pm Monday to Friday, and 8.00am to 1.00pm on Saturday

adopted by your Petitioners. The promoter should also put in place sufficient
provisions to ensure the safety of the public, particularly pedestrians, at all
times. Should it be necessary for deliveries to take place outside the normal
hours of construction work, your Petitioners request that all such deliveries
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should be agreed in advance with your Petitioners, so that as much notice as
possible can be given to residents and businesses within your Petitioners'
Borough by the nominated undertaker, and the nominated undertaker can
make arrangements with your Petitioners to mitigate the impact of any such
deliveries. The promoter should also put in place sufficient provisions to
ensure the safety of the public, particularly pedestrians, at all times.

Contaminated Land

53. The promoter states in the Environmental Statement that ground-breaking work
being carried out for the construction of the West Drayton Sidings, Stockley
Flyover and Hayes and Harlington, could result in a risk of contamination.
There 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, remediated 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.

54. As part of the authorisation process for the works, your Petitioners will be
required to follow Government guidance on contaminated land, such as that
contained in CLR1 and PPS23, as well as generally under Part IIA of the
Environmental Protection Act 1990. Other, local, requirements should also be
met such as your Petitioners' own supplementary planning guidance on
contaminated land. Your Petitioners note that there is nothing currently in the
Environmental Statement or any accompanying documents submitted by the
promoter to provide your Petitioners with all the information needed to enable
your Petitioners properly to check compliance with statutory reporting
requirements, statutory investigation, and remediation requirements, and they
request that the promoter should be required to undertake to comply with the
local requirements and provide all the information needed.
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General

55. 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,
&c.

SHARPE PRITCHARD

Agents for the Council of the
London Borough of HilUngdon
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