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To the MoRDjiratslete Comrporis of the liolted ^Clngctem cf Great BrSaln aftd Morthern \mland

SHBi«Mssfellows:1. A Biil (hereinafter referred to as "the Bill") has been introduced and is now pending in
your honourable House entitled "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 spurfrom Water Orton in Warwickshire to Curzon Street in Birmingham; and for
connected purposes"
2. The Sill is presented by Mr Secretary McLoughiin, supported by the Prime Minister, the
Deputy Prime Minister, Mr Chancellor of the Exchequer, Secretary Theresa May,
Secretary Vince Gable, Secretary lain Duncan Smith, Secretary Eric Pickles, Secretary
Owen Paterson, Secretary Edward Davey, and Mr Robert Goodwill
3. Clauses 1 to 36 set out the Bill's objectives in relation to the construction and operation
of the railway mentioned in paragraph 1 above. They include provision for the
construction of works, highways and road traffic matters, the compuisory acquisition of
land and other provisions relating to the use of land, planning permission, heritage
issues, trees 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,
building regulations and party wails, street works and the use of lorries.
4. Clauses 37 to 42 of the Bill deal vi/ith the regulatory regime for the railway.
5. Clauses 43 to 65 of the Bill set out a number of miscellaneous and general provisions,
including provision for the appointment of a nominated undertaker ("the Nominated
Undertaker") to exercise the powers under the Bill, transfer schemes, provisions
relating to statutory undertakers and the Crown, provision about the compuisory
acquisition of land for regeneration, reinstatement works and provision about further
high speed railway works. Provision is also made about the application of - _ - - Environmentai Impact Assessment Regulations.
6. The works proposed to be authorised by the Bill are specified in clauses 1 and 2 of and
Schedules 1 and 2 to the Bill. They consist of scheduled works, which are described in
Schedule 1 to the Bill and other works, which are described in clause 2 of and
Schedules 2 and 3 to the Bill.
7. Your Petitionens have iived at Four Winds, Dalebouse Lane, fKenilworth CVB 2JZ for 33
years. We are in our mid-sevenMes, and had taped io spend the rest of our lives in this
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8. Your Petitioners and their rights and property are injuriously affected by the Bill, to
which your JPeltioiseis pbpct im#!© reasons stated in seeisii ssvew sbove afid others,
ig.

9. Yoiarf^troneis appose iae ©ill in principle, ^ i l s t Yoar^^etrfoReiS-acknopte^e that
litaepriraGipiesifthe Bill is^^lfshed atsecsrad feadirag, pasr Estftiomeps' views oolhe
Siabject are so stroBg,toeymast be recoFdi^; m this petiion,
ID. Your Petl0nei2S ©piKsse tte ©tefce of roote. mo\M be much mmm sensible for the
Toute connecting London and Birmingham to follow the existtegtensportcorrfdor
alongside the Ml ai5d M6 motoma^s. ;lf aecessaFy the speed of iae trams should fee
jBduced as bas ateady been suggested by EAC. ilf this :option is lejeeteC then the
foitewrog detailed ©feJeEferas and sugge^ions beiow apply.
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12. Your Petitioners do not believe that all the likely significant effects On the environment
have been adequately described in the ES and are of the view that the mitigation
measures proposed have not been adequately described. In many instances, no
mitigation is offered or what little mitigation is referenced, is left to the draft Code of
Construction Practice ("COCP"). That is inadequate because the COCP is in draft form
and will remain as such until after the Bill has been enacted. The term, 'reasonably
practicable' has been used frequently throughout the COCP but it is not clear who will
decide what is 'reasonably practicable'. Your Petitioners are also concerned to ensure
that the Nominated Undertaker is required to adopt the very highest standards in
respect of the mitigation of the effects of noise, vibration, dirt and dust.
13. It is vital that the deficiencies in the ES identified by the Environmental Audit
Committee of your honourable House, amongst others, are remedied by the Promoter
of the Bill, whether by way of an addendum to the ES or otherwise. One reason this is

so important Is that the Environmental Minimum Requirements, which have been
produced by the promoter of the Bill ih draft, contain important obligations which will fall
on the Nominated Undertaker when constructing and operating the railway, and a
number of those obligations are specifically tied in to the ES and depend upon its
accuracy.
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15. HS2 will significantly impact on travel in and out of Kenilworth during the construction
phase. Out of the nine roads into Kenilworth, six will be impacted by around a decade
of construction. Addrlionally, the six-lane A46 :Kenilworth Bypass will be re-routed
during construction. Currently, Kenilworth Railway station is due to re-open in 2016,
before the construction of HS2 starts, as such construction of HS2 will impact on
services between Keniiworth and Coventry as soon as they open, Your Petitioners
believe that these travel constraints will have a significant effect on everyone trying to
get in and out of the town. While this will lead to Increased journeys to work, the
greater concern is for the viability of businesses in Kenilworth. Kenilworth has a high
proportion of pubs and restaurants, which rely on custom coming in from out of town.
Your Petitioners are concerned that years of disruption will affect the viability of these
businesses and the jobs of those employed within th^m. A few years ago, when
Severn Trent replaced sewers, a compensation scheme was available for businesses,
and your petitioners believe the Nominated Undertaker should be required to
implement a similar scheme to compensate for lost business.
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17. YowPetitiSBeFS objesttoiiie aditfeTsea^^
;injtaf?©yis across the area. Your Petitioners believe that HS2 Ltd have significantly
under-estimated the impact of noise generated by HS2 on Kenilworth, and note that
HS2 Ltd have rather conveniently projected that noise impacts end just where houses
start. Your Petitioners find this hard to accept, firstly because Kenilworth is a tranquil
area where any increase in noise will be felt, and secondly because HS2 is placed at
the base of a valley through the Crackley Gap, noise will transmit and be amplified.
Your Petitioners believe that the use of a sixteen hour day time LAeq masks the
significance of impacts generated by the project. There is a lack of detail on noise
mitigation in the COCP, and Your Petitioners are also concerned that clear
accountability and enforcement protocols are not defined In the COGP. Your
Petitioners ask your honourable House to require the Promoters to address these

issues. No proper information has been made available to your Petitioners about the
design of noise barriers. Your Petitioners have a particulaf concern about this, because
whilst barriers can be an effective way of mitigating noise, they can aiso be visually
intrusive.
18- Your Petitioners have signifieant concerns about the Crackley Gap, which is the 600
yard green belt separating Kenilworth and Coventry. This is One of the smallest green
belts in the country, and HS2 threatens the viability of Milbum Graige Farm, which
fnakes up the green belt on the eastern side of the A429. Your Petitioners are
concerned that this land WD,uid-:bejJsedJorjjevelopmentjf4t-^annot-eGsnQmiG8jly-befarmed in the future. Your Petitioners request that undertakings are made to prevent
further development in this area.
19. Your Petitioners believe that compensation must be fair and proportionate; and those
affected must be afforded a proper opportunity to influence the final determination.
Regrettably these principles have not been observed in the current HS2 proposals.
Your Petitioners hope that the Select Committee considers previous rulings by the
CTRL Select Committee, which ordered the Nominated Undertaker to buy properties
which had failed the hardship test, and the Croydon Tram Select Committee which
made a ruling around the issue of negative equity. Your Petitioners seek that
compensation should be paid on the sole criteria of suffering loss of value, irrespective
of personal circumstances.
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23. 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.
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