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SESSION 2015–16 
 
 

HIGH SPEED RAIL (LONDON – WEST MIDLANDS) BILL (ADDITIONAL 
PROVISION AP4, 12 OCTOBER 2015) 

 
PETITION 

 
Against the bill– On Merits – Praying to be heard by Counsel, &c. 
 
To the Honourable the Commons of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Northern Ireland in Parliament assembled. 
 
THE HUMBLE PETITION of Dr Simon and Mrs Judith Hook  
 
SHEWETH as follows: 
 
1. A Bill (hereinafter referred to as “the bill”) has been introduced and is now 

pending in your honourable House intituled “A bill to make provision for a 
railway between Euston in London and a junction with the West Coast Main Line 
at Handsacre in Staffordshire, with a spur from Old Oak Common in the London 
Borough of Hammersmith and Fulham to a junction with the Channel Tunnel 
Rail Link at York Way in the London Borough of Islington and a spur from Water 
Orton in Warwickshire to Curzon Street in Birmingham; and for connected 
purposes.” 

 
2. The Bill is presented by Mr Secretary McLoughlin.  
 
3. The Additional Provision AP4-009-001 (12 October 2015) Amendments relating to 

the extension of the Chiltern tunnel in the parishes of Amersham, Little 
Missenden and Great Missenden in the County of Buckinghamshire.  

 
Your petitioner 
 

4. Your petitioner is Dr Simon C W Hook the freehold owner (in common with his 

wife Mrs Judith P Hook) of 17 Kings Lane, South Heath, Great Missenden, 

Buckinghamshire, HP16 0QY.  This property will be directly and specially affected 

during the construction and fitting out phases of HS2. 

 

5. Your petitioner’s property is in close proximity to the construction of the northern 

Tunnel portal as defined in AP4 and SES3. Therefore your petitioner’s residential 

property will be subject to intolerable noise, dust and vibrations for a total of ~8 

years during the construction and fit out of the northern tunnel portal and cutting 

and the Chesham Road vent shaft. 

 

6. Your petitioner’s property is not eligible for the Homeowner Payment scheme 

compensation although it will be severely affected by the construction phase of 

the railway, rendered unsaleable or of greatly depressed sale value and will not be 
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entitled to any compensation.  

 

7. Your petitioner used the B485 and A413 to access local services including shops, 

health services, a bank and the post office and fears that construction traffic will 

have a huge impact of time taken to travel and safety. 
 
8. Your Petitioner will be directly, specially and injuriously affected by the 

provisions of the Bill, in relation to which your Petitioner has already petitioned 
(“the Existing Petition”). This Petition against the Additional Provision is without 
prejudice to your Petitioner’s Existing Petition. 

 
9. Your Petitioners and their rights, interests and property are injuriously affected 

by the Bill, to which your Petitioners object for reasons amongst others, 
hereinafter appearing. 

 
Your Petitioner’s concerns and objections to the Additional Provision and 
requested mitigation 

 
10. As explained by the Existing Petition, your Petitioner and your Petitioner’s area 

will suffer a range of severe and adverse effects by reason of the Bill, in respect of 
which your Petitioner has requested (and continues to request) that the presently 
proposed fully bored Chiltern Tunnel is extended throughout the entirety of the 
AONB, in accordance with proposals such as the Tunnel Bored One Way from 
the South and CRAG’s T3i already assessed by the Promoter. This will address 
most, if not all, of these adverse effects, the concerns of your Petitioner and will 
reduce the impact on the AONB. Failing which, the Petitioner requests further 
mitigation..   

 
11. In relation to the Additional Provision, the adverse effects with which your 

Petitioner is concerned and to which it objects, are caused by and associated with 
the works relating to the Additional Provision AP4-009-001 empowered by 
Clauses 1 and Schedules 1 of the Bill and associated powers in the Bill (including 
the power of compulsory purchase); Schedule 1 Work No. 2/14 (Railway) and 
2/18C (Access Road) as detailed on Deposited Plans, AP4 PLN 2.1.1, 
Replacement Sheets No. 2-24 to 26. 

 
12. Traffic, impact on access (duration.) Volume 5 Traffic Assessment TR-001-000 Table 

7-51 shows considerably increased queue lengths and capacity due to 
construction traffic on the B485 and A413 and this will have a negative impact on 
your petitioners’ access in and out of South Heath.  

Remedy:  A fully developed and approved Traffic Management Plan.  The plan to be 
approved by BCC before the Select Committee stops sitting.  All costs to be borne 
by HS2 Ltd. 

 
13. Continued blight.  South Heath remains blighted despite the extension of the 

Chilterns tunnel.  Your petitioner is very concerned about the ability to sell at an 
unblighted price and fears that we will have to sell at a substantially reduced 
price.  Due to the lengthy construction process (~8 years) and as we age staying in 
our present house will not be an option.  There is no compensation for the losses 
associated with blight and hence currently we feel trapped. 

Remedy:  Tunnel extension throughout the Chilterns AONB or at least as far as 
Leather Lane.  A compensation scheme that provides full unblighted house value 
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(based on 2007 prices with house price inflation) to all resident when they wish to 
sell. The scheme to be administered by an independent body (not HS2 ltd). 

 
14. Construction noise, dust. Your petitioner is very concerned about construction 

noise, dust and other air borne pollution especially as Mrs Hook is asthmatic. 
Construction will run for 8 years with a 1 year gap at the tunnel portal (2017- 
2023) and 6 years for the vent shaft construction (2019- 2023) and this places a 
undue burden on your petitioner and may have a detrimental impact on our 
health.   

Remedy:  Tunnel extension throughout the Chilterns AONB.  Local Environmental 
Management Plans (LEMP) to be monitored and enforced by Bucks County 
Council with all costs to be borne by HS2 Ltd. 

 
15. Operational noise.  Your petitioner is hugely concerned that operational peak noise 

every 100 seconds will destroy our current tranquility that allows us to enjoy the 
outdoors (garden) when weather permits.  Furthermore, due to the operation 
period (5:00 to 12:00 midnight) nighttime peak noise and light will disturb our 
sleep. SES3 gives your petitioner not reassurance from that HS2 Ltd has defined 
noise suppression to an adequate level. 

Remedy: Provide independently verified factually based evidence of noise reduction 
for the alternatives offered.  Undertake to implement the more effective 
alternative.  Undertake to provide additional remedial noise suppression if the 
barriers fail to comply with WHO standards once HS2 is operational. 

 
16. Temporary construction road.  Your petitioner fails to understand why the new 

temporary Chilterns tunnel north portal access road takes a dogleg route 
requiring extensive cutting onto the hillside rather than the straight line along 
footpath GM1/13.  This destroys more farmland than a direct route without 
having a significant impact on ancient woodland. 

Remedy:  Re-route the access road along the line of footpath GM1/13.  Alternatively 
place the access road along the line of GM1/12 hence reducing traffic congestion 
at the A413 Link road roundabout.  Move all spoil along the trace and not on the 
A413. 

 
17. Permanent access road to Frith Hill (SHL).  Your petitioner sees no logical reason to 

provide a permanent access road onto Frith Hill at a bend on narrow part of the 
roads.  As this will be required for safety and evacuation as well as maintenance 
the use of Frith Hill as a route to Stoke Mandeville Hospital E & A is illogical.  
The requirements of maintenance access and evacuation are far better served by a 
direct route to the A413. (see para 16 above) 

Remedy:  Retain access route (para 16) as permanent and reinstate GM1/13 alongside.  
Access to Frith Hill (SHL) will no longer be required. 

 
18. AONB–8.8km still unprotected.  Your petitioner values the Chilterns AONB very 

highly for its beauty and as a walker for as a recreational asset.  Once lost it can 
never be replaced. The current above ground construction from the north tunnel 
portal (close to Frith Hill) northward through the AONB will destroy the last 
8.8km not protected by a deep bored tunnel.  Additionally footpaths have been 
re-aligned and cross the line rendering some of them unusable. 

Remedy:  Tunnel extension throughout the Chilterns AONB, See also 19 below for 
alternative remedial measures. 
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19. Vent shaft and porous portal design. Although your petitioner has requested designs 
for vent shaft buildings and the porous portal from HGS2 Ltd none have been 
forthcoming. Hence your petitioner has no assurance that the design of these 
structures will be appropriate for the AONB.  Whilst planting is included to 
screen the vent shaft buildings none is provided for the 200m concrete porous 
portal which will be most unsightly and inappropriate. 

Remedy:   HS2 Ltd to provide design options for all structures.  The final design to be 
agreed with BCC and local residents.  Planting to be provided alongside the 
porous portal to screen it from view.  

 
Primary Mitigation 
20. Accordingly, your Petitioner objects to the Additional Provision October 2015  

(Schedule 1 Work No. 2/14 (Railway), 2/18C (Access Road) and associated 
works) and the clauses in the Bill that empower the additional works involved, 
and humbly requests your honourable House modify the Bill, and/or require 
undertakings of the Promoter, to remove these adverse effects, primarily through 
a fully bored tunnel throughout the AONB. 
 

21. In the alternative to the extension of the fully bored Chiltern Tunnel throughout 
the AONB, which is the primary alteration to the Bill your Petitioner seeks, your 
Petitioner requests that the fully bored Chiltern Tunnel is extended to Leather 
Lane, as it will address, most but not all, of the above concerns. 

 
Conclusion 
22. Your Petitioner supports the petitions for a longer fully bored Chiltern Tunnel that 

extends throughout the AONB, in accordance with proposals such as Tunnel 
Bored One Way from the South and CRAG T3i already assessed by the Promoter. 
In the alternative, your Petitioner supports the Residents’ Environmental 
Protection Association (REPA) petition for a short (1.5km) tunnel extension to 
Leather Lane. If your honourable House alters the Bill to provide for such an 
extended tunnel most of your Petitioner’s objections would be removed. 

 
23. For the foregoing and connected reasons your Petitioners respectfully submit 

that, unless the Bill is amended as proposed above, clauses 11-20, so far affecting 
your Petitioners, should not be allowed to pass into law. 

 
24. There are other clauses and provisions of the Bill which, if passed into law as they 

now stand will prejudicially affect your Petitioners and their rights, interests and 
property and for which no adequate provision is made to protect your 
Petitioners. 

 
 
YOUR PETITIONERS therefore humbly pray your Honourable House that the Bill 
may not be allowed to pass into law as it now stands and that they may be heard by 
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 provisions as may be necessary or 
expedient for their protection, or that such other relief may be given to your Petitioner 
in the premises as your Honourable House shall deem meet. 
 
AND your Petitioners will ever pray, &c. 
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Dr S C W Hook                                                            Mrs Judith Hook 
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