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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 WESTMINSTER CITY
COUNCIL

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 centraJ 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 clauses
45 to 59 of the Bill deal with miscellaneous and general provisions.
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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 the Westminster City Council. 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 all existing or proposed public highways in their
area, except for those which are the responsibility of Transport for
London. In addition, your petitioners are the traffic authority for most
roads in their City. They are also the local planning authority, and are
thus responsible for general planning and the preparation of development
plans and local development schemes. Your petitioners have a statutory
duty to investigate the existence of, and to control nuisances within their
City.

6. Your petitioners support the proposed Bill and welcome the decision to
construct Crossrail, so long as the works are carried out so as to ensure
that the burdens on your petitioners, and residents and businesses within
their City are justified by the provision of a high quality cross London rail
service. In particular, your petitioners are pleased to see that it is
intended for Crossraif to serve Heathrow Airport. There are, however,
very 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 line within your petitioners' City and some of the
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points are specific to particular sites. Your petitioners are hopeful that
many of their concerns can be met by agreement with the promoter.

7. Your petitioners have serious concerns over the provision of information
supplied by the promoter, both prior to the deposit of the Bill and up to the
date of the deposit of this petition. This has meant that thorough and
detailed assessments of the proposed project, its impacts and benefits
have been impossible to compile. Your petitioners are concerned that
requests for further information and responses to specific requests
remain outstanding. In particular, your petitioners are still to be satisfied
about the adequacy of the Environmental Statement and its Supplement.
Baseline assumptions made over a number of generic issues have still to
be substantiated. Ancillary documentation such as the proposed
Construction Code remains in a draft form which is neither acceptable in
principle, nor in its presumptions, proposals and extent of detaif.

8. Your petitioners remain to be convinced that the proposals set out in the
Bill for all engineering and construction activity have been designed to
take account fully of the needs of residents and businesses across your
petitioners' City, or that all options have been explored, or that all
available mitigation measures are incorporated.

9. Furthermore, your petitioners fear that the promoter is currently
proceeding on a flawed assumption regarding night time working. The
promoter appears to be assuming that it will be possible to continue with
night time working on the project in an already relatively noisy area of
your petitioners' City based on a criterion that limits the amount by which
the construction noise level can exceed the current baseline noise level.
Your petitioners are not convinced that this approach provides an
adequate level of protection for residents and businesses in the areas
likely to be affected by night time working.

Impact on the West End

10. Your petitioners are concerned that the promoter has failed to appreciate
the economic value of property which may be affected in your petitioners'
City, particularly in the West End. The West End is one of the Country's
major tourist destinations and the investment in it benefits the prosperity
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of the whole country. The buildings of the West End are a core attraction
of Westminster as a business and tourist destination. Any disruption to
trading patterns, including West End shopping, prejudices the Country's
economy. Your petitioners are concerned that given the high rental and
capital value of these buildings, compensation will be well beyond the
means of the nominated undertaker should these buildings be damaged
or businesses driven out.

11. As well as danger to the buildings from subsidence and deterioration,
your petitioners are not convinced that sufficient account has been taken
into the effect of the long period of construction which could create blight
throughout the heart of the West End's commercial area and in
residential districts across the City. This could have a serious impact on
Westminster and London's economy in general.

12. It is not clear to your petitioners whether the impact of a new major train
route, potentially moving tens of thousands of people in the day into the
heart of the West End has been correctly calculated. Given the narrow
nature of historic streets and your petitioners' responsibility to its visitors
and its citizens to ensure their safety and well-being, reassurance is
needed that these issues have been considered and will be dealt with.

Work Sites - General

13. Your petitioners note that there will be site preparation and construction
activities at some 18 work and construction sites within your petitioners'
City. 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 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. Accordingly, 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
provision for suitable mitigation measures (e.g. a noise and temporary
rehousing policy). Mitigation proposals have been proposed by the
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promoter but your petitioners are not confident that they are satisfactory.
Furthermore, as it is accepted in the Environmental Statement that such
mitigation measures are disruptive and inconvenient for the occupants of
affected buildings, and may not be wholly effective in eliminating the
relevant impacts, your petitioners respectfully submit that there should be
provision for compensation to be paid where the relevant standards and
policy are breached.

14. Your petitioners respectfully suggest that they 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 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.

15. 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 construction codes. Your
petitioners will wish to ensure that the construction codes are 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 codes and in enforcing them.

16. Your petitioners would hope and expect that through the process
described in paragraph 14 above, uniform hours of operation for the
different worksites will be agreed with the nominated undertaker. Your
petitioners will be seeking to ensure that the nominated undertaker agree
to such requirements. If they do not, your petitioners submit that the
nominated undertaker should be required to agree uniform hours. Your
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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 City. 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 sensitive
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.

17. Your petitioners are concerned about the potential effects on road traffic,
pedestrians and property owners, residents and businesses near and en
route to worksites. Your petitioners are concerned to ensure that all of
the residents, businesses and property owners in their City 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 worksites.

18. 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 work 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.

19. Your petitioners do not want to see the loss of any trees due to
construction activity. In the event of site works leaving no alternative but
to lose trees, 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 the your petitioners.

20. Your petitioners seek undertakings and assurances from the promoter as
regards the management of construction worksites so as to prevent loss
of amenity to your residents and businesses in your petitioners' City,
including loss of open space during the construction period. The physical
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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 who reside close to worksites.

21. Your petitioners are concerned about the interrelationship between the
implementation of the proposals and the congestion charge and, in
particular, its proposed extension. This will have an impact particularly in
the Paddington area, where Crossrail construction traffic will be using the
boundary roads of the proposed extended congestion charge zone. The
responsibilities that the Traffic Management Act 2004 places on Highway
Authorities will require much more detailed information to be provided by
the promoter about volumes of construction traffic and proposed routes to
and from site in order for your petitioners to be able to assess properly
their impact. The Environmental Statement and its Supplement are
severely lacking detail about base assumptions.

22. 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.
Property maintenance would need to be carried out on a more regular
basis. Your petitioners submit that the cost of this should be borne by the
project. This is particularly important for the buildings in conservation
areas.

23. Your Petitioners are concerned that the impacts of the project on
businesses have not been considered in sufficient depth or detail.
Furthermore, no mitigation measures have been proposed to deal with
these impacts. The adverse impact on businesses arise from the land
take associated with construction, which in some cases could extinguish
the business, the loss of the viability of businesses affected by
construction activities including traffic and other disturbances and by
environmental impact created by the proximity of businesses to
construction sites rendering them less attractive to customers or clients.
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Ventilation and escape shafts - General

24. It is proposed that there will be ventilation and escape shafts at
Westbourne Bridge, Eastbourne Terrace, Hyde Park, Park Lane, Davies
Street, Hanover Square and Dean Street in your petitioners' City. Your
petitioners fully accept that an underground railway of this nature requires
ventilation and escape shafts. However, the proposals for such shafts
need to be considered carefully in consultation with your petitioners and
in particular your petitioners should, in their respectful submission, be
entitled to prescribe requirements as to the design and appearance of the
shafts, their precise location and relationship to existing buildings, etc.
and the extent to which noise and vibration from the shafts should be
reduced to an acceptable level. Given these vent shafts are located in
very different areas of the City, it is important for the specific impact of the
proposal to be considered in that local context and not just a route-wide
standard.

Construction Traffic

25. It is clear that each of the construction sites in your petitioners' City 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 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. This includes details of how the extra
traffic and noise will impinge on trade in the world famous Oxford Street
and related West End shopping areas. Your petitioners submit that the
nominated undertaker should be required to use every endeavour to
utilise rail, river and canal for transport purposes. The promoter and
subsequently the nominated undertaker should confirm the numbers and
type of vehicles on specific routes and assess impacts accordingly,
particularly cumulative impacts. 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.
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Highways

26. 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, damage to the highway and
loss of parking. 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.

27. In particular, your petitioners as highway and traffic authority require that
they must be fulJy 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.

28. The powers under the BiH 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 minimum period agreed between your petitioners and the
nominated undertaker for notification of intended closures (with
exceptions for emergencies).

29. 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 City. All such measures should take proper
account of the safety of the public and ensuring adequate access and
egress to and from premises.

30. 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 any necessary bridge strengthening to a standard specified
by your petitioners in respect of all highways and bridges for which they
and others in the City are the responsible authority. Your petitioners
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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.

31. A significant number of on-street parking places, for which your
petitioners are responsible, will be lost temporarily during the construction
period and permanently, on completion of construction. The nominated
undertaker should ensure that alternative spaces (including 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, and to compensate your petitioners for lost revenue.

Acquisition of Council Land

32. A great deal of land m the ownership of your petitioners is liable to
compulsory acquisition under clause 6 of the Bill. Most, if not all of this
land is highway land. The limits of deviation and of land to be acquired
and used are drawn very 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, and are concerned to
note that by virtue of Schedule 3 to the Bill the subsoil of some of their
highway land can be taken and used by the Secretary of State without
the need for him to acquire it.

Tunnelling

33. The proposed excavation and tunnelling of main running tunnels and of
station tunnels is likely to have an adverse settlement impact which may
cause damage to buildings and structures. Your petitioners have general
concerns about those impacts on all buildings in their City, but have
particular concerns as regards certain categories. The areas in which
your petitioners are particularly concerned are first, listed buildings above
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the running tunnels and station tunnels, and secondly, properties in which
your petitioners have a legal interest. In your petitioners' respectful
submission, the nominated undertaker should be required to provide, in
advance of commencement of tunnelling, details of the expected impact
on each listed building and buildings in conservation areas, as well as
each property in which your petitioners have an interest. This information
should be supplied to your petitioners and, in the case of listed buildings,
to English Heritage, other land owners and other interested parties as
appropriate, and should be accompanied by a statement of the method
by which the impact is to be monitored before, during and after
construction. Furthermore, the nominated undertaker should be required
to carry out appropriate safeguarding works including full condition
surveys and monitoring and the proposals for these works should be
submitted to your petitioners and land owners and, in the ease of listed

buildings, also to English Heritage and implemented in an agreed form.

34. Your petitioners are also concerned to ensure that the hours during which
tunnelling and spoil removal from tunnelling takes 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.

Groundborne Noise and Vibration/Track Design

35. There are a number of buildings in your petitioners' City which are above
the proposed line of the railway or nearby 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, theatres and buildings with occupied basements.
Not only are there issues concerning the quality of life for residents, but
businesses could suffer significant financial loss, for example,, the
numerous recording studios and other noise sensitive media businesses
in Soho. Your petitioners respectfully submit that the nominated
undertaker should be required to ensure that groundborne noise and
vibration during the construction period is kept to an absolute minimum
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by the use of the most advanced tunnelling technology and machinery.
Your petitioners are concerned that noise and vibration, while meeting
design standards put forward by the promoter, 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. 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
exercise with regard to noise and vibration monitoring. Such a scheme
should be subjected to a compensation code where agreed noise and
vibration standards are breactied.

36. Your petitioners have already mentioned in paragraph 35 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. The use of floating track along the whole of the route
would help minimise groundborne vibration and your petitioners strongly
support its application. 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.

37. Your petitioners share the concerns of businesses likely to be adversely
affected by unacceptable levels of groundborne vibratiorr. Their principal
concern is the effect on the economy of Central London and in particular
their city, should groundborne vibration make businesses untenable.

Operational Railways

38. Your petitioners are particularly pleased to see that the Bill provides for
the construction of an additional direct link to Heathrow Airport. Your
petitioners believe that the Heathrow Airport link is a fundamental piece
of the scheme, and that Crossrail should not be brought into operation
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without it. The Heathrow link has been a strategic goal of your petitioners
since Crossrail was first mooted. Your petitioners seek an undertaking
that the Crossrail scheme should not be open to public traffic until the
Heathrow link is constructed and operational, and that the Heathrow link
will supplement and not replace the existing services.

39. Your petitioners are also concerned about the impact of the construction
of the railway on existing rail services at Paddington Station and the
operation of the station itself. Paddington is an important mainline station
and interchange with London Underground lines as well as the rail link to
Heathrow. Your petitioners seek assurances and undertakings from the
promoter about the effect of construction operations on Paddington
Station, and in particular wish to ensure that, at the least, existing service
patterns are guaranteed. Your petitioners are very disturbed to note that
the Bill makes no provision for direct interchanges between Crossrail and
the Hammersmith and City Line. Such interchanges are needed to
ensure an effective rail interchange. The proposed links to Bakerloo and
District and Circle Lines are welcome. Your petitioners seek guarantees
that all connections should be constructed and available for public use
before Crossrail is open for public use.

40. Your petitioners have more general concerns about the modelling and
capacity of alf new stations within their City. Your petitioners are
particularly concerned to ensure that the nominated undertaker takes 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 and would seek assurances that new
stations are served by two entrances / exits. 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. This must ensure safe transit without impinging on listed
buildings and the surrounding environs.

41. Your petitioners wish to understand better the way in which Crossrail will
link with other railways, including those of Network Rail, London
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Underground Limited and the Heathrow Express, particularly where
existing track layouts require alteration.

42. Your petitioners are concerned about the impact which the construction
works will have on railway services running out of Paddington Station,
and in particular mainline services, services to Heathrow and services on
the Hammersmith and City Line. 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 conning in and out of your petitioners' City 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 the City Council's relevant
responsibilities for traffic management and local environmental / amenity
impacts.

43. Your petitioners are keen to explore with the promoter the possibility of a
further new Crossrail station being constructed at Paddington New Yard
(Westbourne Park). Your petitioners accept that such a station could not
be constructed under the provisions of the Bill, as submitted in February
2005 and that a Transport and Works Act Order would be required at
some time in the future. Such a station would provide a valuable amenity
for residents and businesses in your petitioners' City, and would provide
a good interchange with the Hammersmith and City Line and local bus
services. Your petitioners would like to have some reassurances that the
promoter will continue discussions about the possibility of such a station.

Listed Buildings and buildings within conservation areas

44. 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. A number of listed
buildings within your petitioners' City are liable to be adversely affected
by the proposals under the Bill. These include important Grade I
buildings (for example Paddington Station and St Marks, North Audley
Street) and others all in either residential or business use. Your
petitioners are concerned to ensure that the impact on all listed buildings
is minimised and that demolition is carried out only as a last resort.
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45. It is important to emphasise the richness of the heritage in your
petitioners' City. There are many listed buildings that could suffer serious
negative impact. Demolition of any such building would only result in a
net loss to Westminster and the heritage of London as a world City.
Proper safeguarding measures should be carried out to all listed buildings
and buildings within conservation areas, having particular regard to their
special interest, and special interest should be paid to the desirability of
preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of conservation
areas in accordance with the said 1990 Act. Information only recently
made available to your petitioners about settlement impact is still being
assessed and does not allay your petitioners' concern on impacts and
mitigation. Your petitioners are also concerned about the impact of
construction works and permanent new buildings on the setting of
existing listed buildings and their environs. All such new buildings should
be designed sympathetically with special regard to their impact on the
surrounding areas. In particular, your petitioners are opposed to the
demolition of 94 Dean Street. A brief inspection has revealed a staircase
that should be safeguarded in the event of demolition and stored off-site
with a view to reinstatement elsewhere. A detailed survey of the building
is still required to ascertain whether there are any other features that
require any further consideration and to ensure its proper recording.

Archaeology

46. 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.
Your petitioners also submit that the funding of this should be borne by
the nominated undertaker.

Authorisation procedures

47. 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,
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including the listed buildings and conservation area controls in the
Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990, the Control
of Pollution Act 1974 and the London Lorry Ban. 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.

48. 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 the promoter to cover their costs of
dealing with all applications and taking enforcement action where
necessary.

Social. Economic and Community Impact

49. 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, its construction and operation. This should also be
extended to community facilities throughout the area such as medical
centres, churches, education centres, community centres and the
Territorial Army which will be affected and details should be provided of
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how the users of these facilities will be catered for during construction
and the character of the communities retained.

50. Your petitioners have been concerned that the consultation so far carried
out by the promoter 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, given the size of the project.

SITE SPECIFIC CONCERNS

51. Your petitioners have developed, over a long period, detailed planning
briefs in respect of each of the main construction sites in their City.
These planning briefs have been approved by the City Council's Planning
and City Development Committee as draft Supplementary Planning
Guidance and have been subject to public consultation. Your petitioners
seek to ensure that the recommendations contained in those planning
briefs are adopted by the promoter and eventually by the nominated
undertaker.

Paddington New Yard (Royal Oak Worksite)

52. Your petitioners have concerns about the use of Paddington New Yard as
a spoil handling area. The Environmental Statement says that excavated
material will be removed by road from the worksite until about one year
into the tunnelling programme, when it will be removed by rail (following
construction of temporary sidings). Your petitioners are concerned in
particular about the hours of operation at the worksite, particularly during
the period when spoil will be removed by road, and when the temporary
sidings are being constructed. Your petitioners wish to ensure that
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guarantees are given that the temporary sidings will be constructed
promptly and that spoil will be removed by rail, as mentioned in the
Environmental Statement. Your petitioners would also wish to ensure
that agreement is reached with the promoter and nominated undertaker
on lorry routes, avoiding sensitive residential areas near the worksite.

53. Paddington New Yard will also be used as a general work site, and the
Bill would authorise the construction of a reversing facility to enable
Crossrail trains terminating at Paddington to turn around. The works at
Paddington New Yard will require substantial demolition of buildings and
structural changes in the area. Your petitioners' detailed concerns
include the following -

(a) Your petitioners seek a greater level of control over the siting and
detailed design of the proposed replacement Tarmac Topmix
concrete batching plant, comparable with its normal planning and
highway powers. Your petitioners want assurances to ensure that
any proposals put forward for the relocation of the Tarmac Topmix
concrete batching plant must provide that the relocation be outside
the limits of the Bill and therefore be left to consideration by your
Petitioners under the normal planning application process. Your
petitioners seek to ensure that any replacement facility will be
operated with minimal conflicts of use and less impact on the
surrounding amenity and suitably controlled and conditioned by
your petitioners. The location of the new facility would be an
important consideration given the close proximity of the site to the
Brindley Estate to the east and the proposed Westminster Academy
which is currently under construction. Your petitioners would also
welcome the opportunity to negotiate more suitable lorry routes
where necessary and to control hours of operation. Your
petitioners do not accept the promoter's assertion that there would
be no significant adverse impacts arising from the reinstatement of
the replacement facility and would also expect a full Environmental
Impact Assessment to be submitted as part of any proposal.

(b) Construction traffic should be prohibited from Alfred Road, which
should only be used as directed by the emergency services. The
Environmental Statement does not make clear how the use of
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Alfred Road interacts with the works in general or with the traffic
impact along the Harrow Road.

(c) Murphy's Yard, which is an area subject to demolition under the Bill,
should be demolished early on in the construction process.
Consideration should be given to the method of demolition, hours of
working and potential adverse environmental impacts.

(d) Construction traffic impact on surrounding roads should be
minimised, in particular on the Great Western Road, Elgin Avenue,
Chippenham Road and Harrow Road. Improvements at the Prince
of Wales Junction should be carried out with full consultation with
your petitioners after full assessment of the safety and accessibility
issues at each location.

(e) The impact of construction on the amenity and setting of the Grand
Union Canal and its associated towpath should be minimised.

(f) Effective mitigation measures against noise, dust, dirt and light
pollution should be provided for residential premises located in the
vicinity. Your petitioners are especially concerned about the impact
on nearby residents of 24 hour and 7days per week operation of the
proposed conveyor carrying spoil from the proposed tunnel portal to
Paddington New Yard.

(g) Effective mitigation measures against noise and dust/dirt pollution
should be in place during construction of the cut and cover tunnel
and works to the east of the Royal Oak portal.

(h) Your petitioners remain very concerned about the impact of
construction on the operation of the proposed Westminster
Academy, which is currently under construction and is located in
the Westbourne Green Triangle site bounded by Alfred Road,
Torquay Street, Westway Flyover and Harrow Road. The Academy
is scheduled to open in April 2007. In particular your petitioners
have real concerns about the area of the Academy within the
safeguarding limits which is designated as playing fields. Any loss
of playing fields in this location would be strongly opposed. The
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development and operation of the Academy should not be
prejudiced by the promoter and nominated undertaker's powers.

(i) The promoter and the nominated undertaker should consult your
petitioners fully about the plans for the use of the reinstated land
which will come into place above the proposed cut and cover

section of the railway to the east of the Royal Oak portal. The

promoter should consider alternative uses for this site as set out in
the draft planning brief for Paddington New Yard and adjoining

land.

(j) Your petitioners have concerns about the loss of Great Western
Studios, which house approximately 140 businesses carrying on a

wide range of activities, many in the creative sector. The promoter

should provide alternative business premises for those businesses
which will be lost at the Studios. Your petitioners are particularly
concerned that businesses should be relocated in the local vicinity
and not be subject to unnecessary or prolonged blight and
uncertainty.

(k) Your petitioners are concerned that the interrelationship between

Crossrail and the existing Westbourne Bus Garage, and proposed

bus garage extension should be properly managed. The promoter
is already aware that your petitioners have real concerns over the
proposed Westbourne Bus Garage extension. In order to mitigate
against the impacts, your petitioners request environmental
improvements to an adjacent site in order to shield the new
structure and works from the adjacent canal and residences. The

proposal should also conform with the principles set out in the
relevant adopted planning brief for Westbourne Green and the draft
planning brief relating to Paddington New Yard.

(I) Your petitioners have real concerns about land contamination in the
Paddington New Yard area and wish to ensure that the nominated

undertaker takes 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.
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(m) During and after construction, there will be a complex mix of
different uses in the area, including a proposed replacement
concrete batching plant, the Westbourne Bus Garage and a
possible Crossrail station. Your petitioners are concerned about
the integration of such uses in terms of traffic management,
pedestrian movement and amenity, including the impact on Harrow
Road and Great Western Road.

(n) Your petitioners would wish to obtain assurances from the promoter
that a new footbridge will be constructed to replace the existing
footbridge over the mainline at Padd'mgton New Yard located
between Westbourne Park Villas and the site of the Westminster
Academy.

(o) Your petitioners are also concerned about the loss of the taxi depot
adjacent to the Royal Oak London Underground Station and believe
that the depot should be relocated in the vicinity if it is to be
acquired. The taxi depot also houses the only Liquid Petroleum
Gas station in your petitioner's city. Your petitioners seek
assurances that the promoter or nominated undertaker will assist in
its relocation within Westminster.

(p) Your petitioners are concerned about the impact of the operation of
the turn back facility at Westbourne Park on residents in the area,
particularly any noise disturbance arising from activities at night.

Paddington Station (Eastbourne Terrace)

54. The Bill would authorise the construction of a new Paddington Station
concourse located within a cut and cover box underneath Eastbourne
Terrace. The whole of Eastbourne Terrace will be used as a worksite at
sometime or other during the construction process, including the main
excavation of the station. It is likely to result in a great deal of disruption
for residents and businesses in the locality, and will inevitably create
traffic and transportation difficulties. Your petitioners' particular concerns
for this worksite or works at Eastbourne Terrace are as follows -
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(a) Your petitioners wish to secure that Eastbourne Terrace remains
open to traffic in both directions during the advanced enabling
works and the construction period, and in particular for buses and
taxis. They are also concerned in particular to ensure that no delay
is caused to ambulances and other emergency vehicles, given the
proximity of St Mary's hospital. Your petitioners also wish to ensure
that measures are implemented to mitigate the impact of the
restrictions in Eastbourne Terrace, the closure of Cleveland Terrace
and any other traffic proposals.

(b) Your petitioners are concerned about the impact of the construction
activities on Westbourne Terrace and other residential streets
nearby. In particular, there will be displacement of traffic and
removal of utilities' apparatus onto Westbourne Terrace and
possibly other streets during construction and loss of parking. In
addition, consideration should be given to construction impact, in
terms of hours of working but with particular regard to noise, dust
and vibration.

(c) Your petitioners are concerned about the adverse impact of cut and
cover construction of the link passage connecting the proposed
Crossrail station and the Circle and District Line station. Your
petitioners submit that an alternative "bottom-up" methodology of
construction could be less disruptive, and in any event, wish to
ensure that mitigation measures are implemented, whichever
construction method is chosen. However, if a cut and cover
method is chosen, the City Council is concerned about substantial
narrowing of the roadway and footway at this location, which will
inhibit the free movement of both vehicular traffic and pedestrians in
the westernmost section of Praed Street (including ambulances on
emergency calls), and the impact of diverted traffic on London
Street, Sussex Gardens and the Spring Street area is of particular
concern to your petitioners.

(d) Safe and secure pedestrian access to the station and other
properties should be maintained at all times during the construction
process.
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(e) There are concerns about the methodology for the removal of spoil
at this site, and in particular about the periods during which spoil
removal may take place. In particular, your petitioners are
concerned to ensure that spoil removal activities are co-ordinated
with similar activities at Paddington New Yard and that removal

from the site by road is kept to a minimum.

(f) Your petitioners are concerned that the construction of the new
station should interface fully with the existing proposals for the
Paddington Station Phase 2 "Span 4" development at Paddington
Station. These proposals involve the demolition of the existing
fourth span at Paddington Station, together with significant public
transport improvements and associated commercial development
above concourse level, including development of the triangle site
south of Bishops Bridge Road. The nominated undertaker should
consult the developers of the Span 4 scheme fully to ensure that
proper coordination is in place.

(g) Your petitioners are concerned that there is a continuing lack of
clarity of detail on proposals to demolish 4-18 Bishops Bridge Road
and would urge the promoter to provide full details at the earliest
opportunity.

(h) Your petitioners seek to ensure that proposals for the temporary
relocation of taxi access to the location of the existing Red Star
Parcels Deck, adjacent to Span 4, satisfy all stakeholders in terms
of potential impacts on the operation of Paddington Station, the
Long Term Vehicular Access, road layout and safety, pedestrian
access and the Grade I listed structure. Your petitioners urge the
promoter to consider requiring the implementation of the first phase
of the Paddington Station Phase 2 proposals which would include
the provision of a transport deck connected to Bishops Bridge Road
and would satisfy all stakeholder requirements for relocation of
taxis, private car set down and servicing of the station. This would
also ensure that the major public transport benefits proposed as
part of the Paddington Station Phase 2 proposals could be secured
in advance of the completion of Crossrail Line 1.
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(i) Paddington Station is an important Grade I listed building. In
accordance with your petitioners' policies, the promoter's proposals
should not adversely affect the immediate or wider setting of the
building or the spatial integrity or historic unity of the listed group of
buildings in the area. Furthermore, the Great Western Railway has
been recommended for UNESCO World Heritage designation.
Paddington Station is one of a number of sites proposed for
designation along the route between Paddington and Bristol on the
basis of the historical importance of this revolutionary railway
designed by Isambard Kingdom Brunei. World Heritage status
could be implemented by 2010 or 2011. It follows that the Crossrail
proposals should be designed with architecture and urban design of
world class quality, having regard to the design of existing and
proposed buildings and the public realm.

(j) There will be significant loss of on-street parking in Eastbourne
Terrace. Your petitioners submit that the nominated undertaker
should provide alternative parking in the area and mitigate the
Council from loss of revenue from parking charges. The loss of
public car parking at Paddington Station car park will place
additional pressure on on-street parking in the area.

(k) Your petitioners are concerned about the impact of advanced works
for utilities diversions on the operation of Eastbourne Terrace and
on station passenger set down and pick up and station deliveries.
The impact on bus operations and on car parking and motorcycle
bays along Eastbourne Terrace, including diversions to nearby
roads, is also of particular concern to your petitioners.

(I) Your petitioners wish to ensure that effective pedestrian links to
Crossrail both at grade and also through to all London Underground
lines are provided. In addition, the operation of Paddington Station
should not be prejudiced during and after construction of the
Eastbourne Terrace Station.

(m) Your petitioners are concerned over the impact of the proposed
works on the operation of St Mary's Hospital, particularly in respect
of the impact from noise and disturbance as well as access for
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emergency vehicles. Your petitioners wish to ensure that the
operation of the hospital is not prejudiced by the Crossrail
development and that safe and convenient access for emergency
vehicles and patients is maintained at all times.

(n) Your petitioners are concerned about the temporary closure of the
pedestrian access to Paddington Station from the Departures Road
via the Clock Arch and the Horse Arch. The major pedestrian
access to the station during Crossrail construction will be via the
ramp from Praed Street, which will also have significant traffic flows
including servicing traffic for Paddington Station and the Paddington
Hilton Hotel.

55. Your petitioners are particularly concerned about the impact of the
Crossrail station and associated infrastructure on the continued use of
the existing Departures Road which leads from the station onto
Eastbourne Terrace. It is used in particular for taxi access and station
servicing. Discussions have been taking place for a number of years
involving your petitioners, Network Rail and the British Airports Authority
about vehicular access to the station. During the passage of the
Heathrow Express Act 1991, your petitioners secured undertakings from
the promoters of the Bill for that Act and set out in paragraph 56 below,
about the long term vehicular access arrangements to Paddington
Station, designed to focus station traffic away from the residential area to
the south and west of the station and onto the strategic road network.
The agreed design for those arrangements is likely to be rendered
nugatory by the construction of the Crossrail station. Your petitioners are
concerned in particular to ensure that those arrangements are adequately
preserved in another form, and seek to be satisfied that the design of the
Crossrail station and its layout with Paddington Station adjacent to and
under Eastbourne Terrace is consistent with the implementation of
satisfactory long-term vehicular access arrangements in the Departures
Road at the earliest practical time. This is required immediately after
construction of Crossrail, given that there is at present no assurance that
the alternative long-term access, as part of the Paddington Station Phase
2 proposals, will be completed before construction of Crossrail starts (see
paragraph 54(h) above).
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56. The Parliamentary undertaking referred to above stated -

"That the Promoters will within two years of the opening of the Heathrow
Express Railway, or as soon thereafter as may be reasonably practicable
and provided the traffic works mentioned below can be effected at
reasonable cost use their best efforts to effect to the reasonable
satisfaction of Westminster City Council permanent, long-term
arrangements for the flow of traffic to and from Paddington Station which
focus station traffic onto the strategic road network (i. e. Harrow Road,
Westway, Marylebone Road and Edgware Road) and away from Praed
Street and roads through the residential areas, particularly those to the
south and west of the station, and that the costs of the traffic works
outside the station for implementing these long term arrangements will be
borne on a 50:50 basis by the Promoters and the Council.".

Hyde Park Shaft

57. The Bill would authorise the construction of a ventilation and escape shaft
in Hyde Park close to Victoria and Clarendon Gates. Your petitioners'
main concerns are as follows -

(a) North Carriage Drive, a road for which your petitioners are not the
highway authority, will be closed for a prospective period of four
years during the construction of the shaft which would result in
increased traffic flows on Bayswater Road and other local
residential roads. Your petitioners seek assurances from the
promoter that an alternative location for the worksite can be
provided so that the closure of North Carriage Drive will be avoided.
In addition your petitioners seek an undertaking that West Carriage
Drive will not be closed even temporarily during the construction
period.

(b) Your petitioners recognise that the ventilation shaft is required for
safety purposes, and that there will be some permanent structures
required above ground. Given the sensitive nature of the area, your
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petitioners wish to ensure that the proposed above ground structure
causes minimal visual impact on the open space.

(c) Your petitioners are concerned about the loss of trees which will be
required by the construction of the ventilation shaft and seek
assurances that the number of trees lost will be kept to a minimum
and any that are lost should be replaced.

(d) Your petitioners are concerned to ensure that the movement of
construction vehicles to and from the worksite has a minimal effect
on traffic flows at Marble Arch and the surrounding roads.

(e) The nominated undertaker should have regard to the operational
noise levels of the ventilation shafts.

Park Lane Shaft

58. The Bill would authorise the construction of a ventilation and emergency

shaft in the central reservation of Park Lane immediately south of Marble
Arch. Whilst recognising that the shaft will be constructed on an island
site in a busy main road, your petitioners are concerned to ensure that
the above ground permanent development is designed sensitively and
that the design is sympathetic to other buildings in the vicinity, including
Marble Arch. Proposals have been mooted for a number of schemes
that, if implemented, could radically change the use of the surrounding
highway. Although there is no formal agreed scheme, consideration on
the structural elements of the construction of the shaft should give due
consideration to future development. Your petitioners are also concerned
to ensure that the movement of construction vehicles to and from the
worksite has a minimal effect on traffic flows on Park Lane and the
surrounding roads and on the retail vitality and character of Oxford Street.
The nominated undertaker should have regard to the operational noise
levels of the ventilation shafts.
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Bond Street Station - Davies Street

59. Bond Street Station lies within your petitioners' City. The existing London
Underground Station provides an interchange between the Jubilee and
Central Lines. A new Crossrail station will be constructed at Bond Street,
and the western ticket entrance will be located at the site of No 65 Davies
Street. Your petitioners' concerns in relation to this site include the
following -

(a) A scheme should be put forward providing for the incorporation with
the Crossrail Station at the West One Shopping Centre, which is
located above the existing London Underground Station. This would
enable the provision of an interchange to serve jointly Crossrail and
the existing Central and Jubilee Underground Lines. It would
provide passengers with much simpler and more convenient
interchange between rail services and access to Crossrail directly
from Oxford Street. The promoter should be required to respond to
this request, set out in the current draft planning brief for the site,
and review this further with the City Council and relevant
landowners.

(b) Your petitioners are concerned that noise, vibration, dust and
pollution from construction of the station will have very significant
impact on residents of the area, many of whom live in multiple
occupancy housing blocks. Your petitioners are also concerned
that residents should not be impacted by noise and vibration from
the operating railway, as residents in the area already suffer
disturbance from existing Underground trains which are at a deeper
tevel than proposed for Crossrail. Your petitioners also wish to
ensure that the proposed ventilation shaft at this station will be
designed so that the above ground structure causes minimal visual
impact on this sensitive area and does not deprive inhabitants of
their rights to light or give them a sense of enclosure and loss of
amenity. It should be operated in such a way as to avoid noise
disturbance to residents. Your petitioners' aspirations are that the
vent shaft should be fully integrated with any subsequent over-site
development.
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(c) Your petitioners respectfully point out that the impact of the
proposed sewer diversion in Oxford Street and any other utilities
works should be given close attention, particularly with regard to
adverse effects on what is one of the country's main shopping
streets.

(d) Your petitioners are concerned about the proposed closure to
southbound traffic of Davies Street between St. Anselm's Place and
Oxford Street, adjoining the proposed worksite. Your petitioners
are as yet unsure of the proposals for the rerouting of the No. 8 bus
which will be required as consequence of this temporary closure
and are concerned that the rerouting should provide a direct and
convenient route and service. Your petitioners seek confirmation
from the promoter as to their proposals.

Bond Street Station - Hanover Square

60. Your petitioners observe that it is intended to use Hanover Square
Gardens as a worksite for the Bond Street Station tunnels, passages, etc.
In your petitioners' submission, this would cause unacceptable severe
environmental impact on the gardens, including the loss of mature trees,
complete disruption to the historic garden square for over 5 years with the
loss of a popular local public amenity, the threat to a listed statue, the
loss of parking spaces and disruption to traffic and pedestrian flows.
Your petitioners are pleased to see that the promoter is intending that 18-
19 Hanover Square will be used as a worksite for the station, but they
object strongly to the use of any part of the historic gardens as a
worksite, particularly as early purchase of 18-19 Hanover Square would
obviate the need of the use of the gardens for construction purposes.
Your petitioners ask that the nominated undertaker should be required to
adopt this, or any other option, to avoid any use of the gardens, even for
a temporary period. In addition, your petitioners have the following
particular points in relation to the proposals at Hanover Square -

(a) Under the proposals in the Bill there will be significant loss of trees
in Hanover Square Gardens. Your petitioners require that there
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should be no loss of these mature trees. However, if there is to be
tree loss, it should be kept to a minimum and replaced to the
satisfaction of your petitioners.

(b) There will be significant loss of on-street parking in and around
Hanover Square and your petitioners submit that the nominated
undertaker should provide alternative parking in the area and
mitigate your petitioners for loss of revenue from parking charges.

(c) The whole of the western side of Hanover Square will be closed to
traffic during the construction period and there will be a reduction in
the width of other roads surrounding the square. The nominated
undertaker should be required to ensure that in programming the
works and carrying them out, traffic and pedestrian flow is
maintained as much as possible.

(d) Your petitioners have concerns with regard to the proposed

reconfiguration of the traffic flows and seek assurances to enable
the City Council to continue to service the gardens.

(e) The gardens generate considerable revenue for your petitioners
through events held within the square. Your petitioners therefore
seek compensation for the loss of revenue.

(f) The nominated undertaker should pay the full costs for the off-site
storage of the sculptures currently located within the gardens.

(g) Your petitioners would seek full restoration to a high specification
should any part of the gardens be affected during construction
works.

Tottenham Court Road Station - Dean Street Site

61. The existing Tottenham Court Road Underground Station lies partly
within your petitioners' City. It currently serves as an interchange
between the Central Line and the Northern Line. It is proposed that a
new station for Crossrail will be constructed with station entrances at
Dean Street to the west and Charing Cross Road to the east. The
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promoter proposes that there will be alterations to the direction of traffic
flow in Newman Street, Great Chapel Street and Dean Street itself, in
order to accommodate lorry movements between a proposed holding
area and the proposed Fareham Street worksite. Your petitioners object
to these proposed alterations in traffic flow, and are particularly
concerned to ensure that there are safe pedestrian routes at all times, as
a result of any traffic flow changes.

62. As mentioned in paragraph 45 of this petition, your petitioners object to
the demolition of 94 Dean Street, particularly in the absence of detailed
justification for it. Your petitioners wish to discuss and agree a system
for recording the structure and preserving the 18th century staircase.

63. The Dean Street site would be served by a proposed lorry holding area
and the worksite in Newman Street. Your petitioners are concerned
about the effect of construction traffic servicing the site on pedestrians
and for businesses in Newman Street and th& Oxford Street area.

Tottenham Court Road Station - Eastern Ticket Hall

64. Your petitioners have the following detailed concerns in relation to the
proposed works at the Eastern Ticket Hall -

(a) A section of the Charing Cross Road at its northern end will be
closed during the construction period and there will inevitably be
major effects on vehicular and pedestrian flows in the area as it
forms part of one of the main routes in central London. Your
petitioners' preferred option would be for Charing Cross Road to
remain open during the construction period, but if it is necessary to
close it in order to accommodate the proposed worksite, then
access must be maintained to properties in the surrounding area
and alternative traffic arrangements must take account of public
safety.

(b) There will be a considerable number of lorry movements to and
from the worksites during the construction period and the
nominated undertaker must put in place sufficient provisions to
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ensure the safety of the general public, particularly pedestrians,
during this period.

(c) Your petitioners are yet to be convinced that the proposed station
entrances for the Crossrail station will be adequate for the demands
placed upon them and your petitioners consider that there may be a
need for additional station entrances to be provided and that
adjoining footways and carriageways are improved to meet the
demands of Crossrail.

(d) There are proposals for the construction of a second CrossraN line
which, if constructed, would also connect at Tottenham Court Road
Station. Your petitioners are concerned to ensure that the
construction of the proposed station does not prejudice future plans
for Crossrail Line 2.

(e) Your petitioners are aware of other development proposals in the
immediate vicinity of Tottenham Court Road Station and they are
particularly concerned about the cumulative impact of those
proposals with the Tottenham Court Road station proposals. Your
petitioners believe that the nominated undertaker should take
account of the impact of those other proposals when developing the
construction methodology so as to ensure that accumulative
impacts of all of the development schemes in the area are kept to a
minimum.

(f) Your petitioners are concerned about the impact that construction
traffic may have on the use of Soho Square gardens and the effect
this may have on the level of enjoyment currently afforded by the
environment.

(g) The Eastern Ticket Hall would be served by a proposed lorry
holding area and the worksite in Newman Street. Your petitioners
are concerned about the impact of construction traffic servicing the
site on pedestrians, businesses and residents.

(h) Your petitioners seek confirmation that in the event of substantial
delays to the construction of Crossrail, there should be no adverse
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impact on any London Underground proposals to upgrade

Tottenham Court Road station.

General

65. 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 Westminster City
Council
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