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HIGH SPEED RAIL (LONDON - WEST MIDLANDS) BILL
Against - on Merits - Praying to be heard By Cotmsel. &c.
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SHEWETH as foUows:1.

A BiU (hereinafter referred to as "the BUI") has been intioduced and is now pending
in your honourable House intituled "A BiU to make provision for a raUway between
Euston in London and a junction vn&i tiie West Coast Main Line at Handsacre in
Staffordshire, with a spur from Old Oak Common in the London Borough of
Hammersmith and Fidham to a jtmction with the Channel Tunnel RaU l i n k at York
Way in the London Borough of Islington and a spur from Water Qrton in
Warwickshfre to Curzon Stieet in Bfrmingham; and for coimected purposes."

2.

The BUI is presented by Mr Secretary McLoughHn, supported by The Prime
Minister, The Deputy Prime Minister, Mr ChanceUor of the Exchequer, Secretary
Theresa May, Secretary Vince Cable, Secretary Iain Duncan Smith, Secretary Eric
Pickles, Secretary Owen Paterson, Secretary Edward Davey, and Mr Robert
GoodwiU.

3.

Qauses 1 to 36 set out the BUl's objectives fri relation to the constraction and
operation of the raUway mentioned in paragraph 1 above. They include provision
for the coristraction of works, highways and road tiaffic matters, the compulsory
acquisition of iand and other provisions relating to the use of land, planning
permission, heritage issues, tiees and noise. They include clauses which would
disapply and modify various enactments relating to special categories of land
including burial grounds, consecrated land, commons and open spaces, and other
matters, including overhead lines, water, buUding regulations and party waUs,
stieet works and the use of lorries,

4.

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

5.

Qauses 43 to 65 of the BUI set out a number of misceUaneous and general
provisions, including provision for the appointment of a nominated tmdertaker
("the Norhinated Undertaker") to exercise the powers under the BiU, tiansfer
schemes, provisions relating to statutory undertakers and the Crown, provision
about the compulsory acquisition of land for regeneration, reinstatement works and
provision about further high speed raUway works. Provision is also made about
the appHcation of Envfroiunental-Impact Assessment Regulations.

6

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

7

Your petitioner and her husband Michael David Barnard are thefreeholdowners of
Glebe Farm, Wills Pastures, Southam, CV47 2XR your petitioner's property.

8

Your petitioner's property Hes within the Zone of Hieoretical VisibiUty as shown in
the maps that accompany the Envfronmental Statement.

9

Your petitioner's property Hes within the area shown in the Envfronmental
Statement which vdU be impacted by noise from the constmction and operation of
HS2.

10

Your Petitioner and her rights, interests and property are injuriously affected by the
BUI, to which your Petitioners object for reasons amongst others, hereinafter
appearing.

11

Your Petitioner submits that the compensation provisions in relation to property
that is not compulsory acqufred and other matters are not sufficient to compensate
your Petitioner adequately for the loss and damage they may incur as a result of
constraction and operation of the high speed raUway and associated development.

12 . Yotu" Petitioner requests that the BUI should be amended to ensure your Petitioner
and other persons outside the safeguarded area who are injuriously affected and
adversely affected by loss of value shotUd be entitied to claim compensation.
13

Your Petitioner's husband is approaching the age of sixty and is no longer able to
rneet the physical demands of farming and therefore has for sOmetifrieplanned to
retire from farming and to seek a smaUer property.

14

As a result in Febraary 2014 the property was placed on the market with Fisher
German of Banbury, a specialist estate and land agent, at the unbEghted market
value.

15

Due tofinancialneeds tiie Petitioner is requfred to be in fiUi-time employment and
has since May 2014 taken up a semor position vriih a major UK pic based in the
Hampshfre area, restUting in a need to commute on a daUy basis a round-trip
distance of some 180 mUes and entailing up to 4 hours commuting.

16

Taking both of ihese factors into account the Petitioner has a compelling need to seU
the property.

17

To date it has proven impossible to seU the property, vn&. H52 being cited by
enqufrers and viewers afike as the principle reason not to consider the property.

18 ,3. Your Petitioner is in an invidious position. On one hand she and her husband are
compeUed to seU the property yet on the other the proxicnity of the HS2 Hne itself,
the proximity of the constraction tiaffic which passes dfrectly in front of the
property, and the duration of the construction period, combine to render the
property increasing unsalable for the foreseeable future. The period between the
present time and the date at which constraction is completed, and HS2 is
operational, and the visual and noise mitigations as sought in this Petition are
estabHshed and matured wiU be at least ten years, if not more. Over this period the
property wUl remain bHghted and has been judged by the land agent as unsalable.
19

Your Petitioner welcomes the need-to-seU scheme announced on 9 AprU 2014 which
wiU pay the £uU, unbHghted value to owner-occupiers who have a compeUing
reason (including job relocation, Ul health) to seU thefr house but are unable to do so
because of HS2.

20

Your Petitioner requests for her property to be purchased by the government under
the need-to-seU scheme and requests that the government confract to purchase the
property with immediate effect for the fuU unbHghted market value.

21

Notwithstanding the fact that your Petitioner has a need to seU, she is also
concemed about the destractive impact HS2 has on the area. Her concerns and
requested actions are Hsted below.

Noise & Dismption
22

Your Petitioner is concemed about the impact of tiie constraction and operation of a
high speed raUway and its associated development including but not limited to
Oxford Canal North Embankment main compoxmd (Map CT-05-081).

23

Your petitioner objects to the use of WiUs Pastures Lane for the purpose of intensive
Gonstraction ttaffic as outHned above and also the creation and siting of the Oxford
Canal Enibankment.

24

Your petitioner's property is located on WUls Pastures Lane (Plans Volume 2: DRG
C223-CSI-HY-DGA-C30-216302; Volume 2: area 16 page 26) which is proposed to be
used under the BiU as a route for constractioh fraffic to the Oxford Canal North
Embankrnent main compourid (Map CT-G5-081)

25

Your petitioner's property is in close proximity to the Oxford Canal North
Embankment main compotmd (Map CT-05-081 proposed to be used imder the BUI.
Therefore your petitioner's property wiU be subject to intolerable noise/dust/
visual impact/vibrations for a minimum of 5 years. The Envfronmental Statement
states that this compound wiU be operational for 5 years and at peaktimeswUl be a
base for 170 confractors. The proposed tiaffic density (see Volume 2 CFA 16 page
210) of 60 2-way lorry movements a day (i.e. one lorry every ISmin), 245 return
vehicle journeys and 30 on site Hving staff plus 120 daUy commuting staff wSk in
combination dramaticaUy degrade thefranquiUityof the neighbourhood.

26

Your Petitioner is concerned that tiie proximity of the main compoimd and the fuUtirne presence of the constraction team, fhefr equipment and materials may give rise
to increased levels ofraralcrime at the surrounding properties.

27

Your Petitioner requests that suitable security fencing wiU be erected along the
southern boundary of Glebe Farm and that tins fencing to be removed and the area
made good at the end of the constraction period.

28

Your Petitioner is concerned that post-constraction the presence Of the main
compound but without fuE-time staff presence wiU continue to attiact rural crime.
Your Petitioner requests that suitable anti-crime measures are installed and
operational at the compound for a period of twenty years from the date of
completion of the constraction phase, such measure to include but not be Hmited to
CCTV with Automatic Number Plate Recognition (ANPR) technology and periodic
security check at least weekly.

29

Your Petitioner requests that the nominated undertaker is subject to binding
mitigation measures to mitigate the impacts of the works at Oxford Canal North
Embankment main compotmd (Map CT-05-081). These binding mitigation
measures should include but not be limited to restrictions oh noise, dust, vibration
comtiuction hours, vehicle movements, operating hours, design of stractures,
Hghting, security, monitoring compEance with these restrictions and enforcement of
these restrictions. The nominated tmdertaker should also mitigate the impact of
noise, noise, dust, vibration and impacts on visual amenity through measures such
as noise insulation and barriers, sheeting of haulage vehicles, dust dampening,
hand pUing, and sympathetic design in keeping with the surrounding area.

30

In order to joninimise the impact of the proposal, your petitioner requests that prior
to constraction, yom petitioner and other local residents should be consulted
meaningfuUy on the detaUed dravwngs and plans for the viaduct. It must be
designed to fit in with the surrounding envfronment, and be maintained to a high
standard. Visual screening must be put in place, and this must also be maintained
to a high standard.

31

Your Petitioner is concemed about the use of tmsuitable highways by large vehicles
deHvering equipment and suppEes, and rerrioval of spoU during the constraction
works as weU as use of highways by other vehicles. The disraptive effect of these
vehicle movements wSl be compounded by loiig hours of operation. The use and
routing of large vehicles within the vicinity of the Property is also a matter of
concern to your Petitioner.

32

Your Petitioner requests that hours for the movement of constraction fraffic are
limited strictiy to 08:00 to 17:00 Monday to Friday, and there are Emits on the
number of vehicle movements, limits oil the size of Vehicles, and other
misceUaneous related matters.

33

Your Petitioner requests that large vehicles as weU as other constraction tiaffic
must be strictiy conttoUed, having regard to the particular sensitivities of the area.
Your Petitioner therefore requests that the nominated tmdertaker shoiUd be subject
to binding mitigation measures in relation to the contiol of aU constraction ttaffic,
assessment of suitabiEty of roads for constraction ttaffic, routeing of lorries and
other vehicles in accordance with a list of routes to be agreed with the nominated
undertaker and tiie relevant local authority.

34

Your Petitioner is concemed about the wear and tear, and degradation to the
highways as a result of constraction tiaffic.

35

Your Petitioner requests that binding mitigation measures should include fraffic
management plans to be agreed between the nominated undertaker, the relevant
local authority and ihe relevant highway aiutiiority to be monitored and enforced by
envfronmental health officers.

36

Your Petitioner is concemed about the risk to pubEc safety posed by the large,
heavy lorries and articulated vehicles, espedaUy in Eght of the fact that the roads
are neirrow. Your Petitioner is also concemed about the access leaving and entering
the constraction site(s).

37

Your Petitioner requests that risk assessments should be completed by the
noininated tmdertaker, relevant statutory undertakers and emergency services in
relation to the access and tiansport issues raised by constraction activity for each
Community Forum Area.

38

Yotur Petitioner requests that the results the risk assessment should be avaUable to
the pubEc.

39

Your Petitioner requests that appropriate funding should be provided by the
nominated undertaker to ffie highway authority for the maintenance, repafr and
re-instatement of highways requfred as a result of use by constraction fraffic

Visual
40

Your petitioner is concerned about the design of the viaduct which is shown in
sheet 2-92 of tiie Envfronmental Statement. This stracture and the associated
overhead line equipment wiU be clearly visible from your petitioner's home, and it
wiU not fit in with the surrounding envfronment. This wiU have a significant
negative impact on the landscape, and rain the aesthetics of the local envfronment

41

Your petitioner requests that the aUgnment of the raUway is lowered between
Wormieighton and Ladbroke in order to aUeviate noise impact on your Petitioner's
Property and the surrounding pubEc rights of way and that sound barriers of at
least 9 meties in height are erected.

42

Your petitioner is concemed that the Envfronmental Statement provides no confrol
over the visual amenity impact of the main compound, either during or after the
construction phase.

43

Your Petitioner request that the area for tiie compound wUl be re-instated as farm
land.

44

Yotir Petitioner requests that Eght poUution and security to adjacent properties is
mitigated to the highest possible standards.

Amenity
45

The enfrance to and first half of WUls Pastures Lane is surrounded by mature
hedges and tiees. Your Petitioner is requests that aU mature frees and hedges wiU
be protected.

46

Your petitioner is a regular user of Wills Pastures Lane (Plans Volume 2: DRG
C223-CSI-HY-DGA-C30-216302; Volume 2: area 16 page 26) for recreational
pturposes (horse riding). WUls Pastures Lane is an adopted road leading into a
Restticted Byway and both are proposed under the BUI to be developed into an
access road to the Oxford Canal North Embankment. Therefore your petitioner woU
lose a vital recreational faciEty which is used both for pleasure and as a sports
facUity.

47

Your Petitioner requests that during the constraction period a safe and separate
bridleway is provided on the other side of the hedge.

48

Yotur petitioner is concerned about the impact of noise on properties in Wills
Pastures as the tiains pass the parish. Your Petitioner's Property is in the parish and
your Petitioner also uses many of the pubEc rights of way in the area to enjoy the
peace and tianquilEty. Noise from passing tiains wUl dfrectiy impact on yotur
petitioner's property and when using the pubEcrightsof way.

49

There are other clauses and provisions of the BiU which, if passed into law as they
now stand wUl prejudiciaUy affect your Petitioners and thefr rights, interests and
property and for which no adequate provision is rhade to protect your Petitioners.

YOUR PETITIONERS therefore humbly pray your Honourable House that the BiU may not
be aUowed to pass into law as it now stands and that they may be heard by thefr Cotmsel,
Agents and witnesses in support of the aUegations of this Petition against so much of the BiU
as affects the property, rights and interests of your Petitioners and in support of such other
clauses and provisions as may be necessary or e>qpedient for thefr protection, or that such
other reUef may be given to your Petitioner in the premises as your Honourable House shaU
deem meet.
AND your Petitioners wUl ever pray, &c.

Claudia Bmiard
Petitioner in person
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