IN PARLIAMENT
HOUSE OF COMMONS
SESSION 2013-14

HIGH SPEED RAIL (LONDON - WEST MIDLANDS) BILL
Against - on Merits - Praying to be heard By Counsel. &G.
To the Honomable the Commons of fhe United Kingdom of Great Britain and Norfhem
freland in ParUament assembled.
THE HUMBLE PETITION of ROGER WARREN
SHEWETH as foUows:1

A BUI (hereinafter referred to as "the BiU") has been inttoduced and is now
pending in your honourable House intituled "A BUl to make provision for a
raUway between Euston in London and a junction Avith the West Coast Main
Line at Handsacre in Stafrordshfre, with a spur from Old Oak Common in fhe
London Borough of Hammersmith and Fulham to a junction with the
Channel Tunnel RaU Lfrik at York Way in the London Borough of IsUngton
and a spur from Water Orton in WarAvickshfre to Curzon Sfreet in
Bfrmingham; and for connected purposes."

2

The BiU is presented by Mr Secretary McLoughUn, supported by The Prime
Minister, The Deputy Prime Minister, Mr ChanceUor of the Exchequer,
Secretary Theresa May, Secretary Vince Cable, Secretary Iain Dimcan Smith,
Secretary Eric Pickles, Secretary Owen Paterson, Secretary Edward Davey,
and Mr Robert Good-will.
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Clauses 1 to 36 set out the BUl's objectives in relation to the construction and
operation of the raUway mentioned fri paragraph 1 above. They include
provision for the construction of works, highways and road frafflc matters,
the compulsory acquisition of land and other provisions relating to fhe use of
land, planning permission, heritage issues, frees 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 walls, sfreet works and the use of
lorries.
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Clauses 37 to 42 of fhe BUl deal with fhe regulatory regime for the raUway.

Clauses 43 to 65 of the BUI set out a number of misceUaneous and general
proAdsions, including provision for the appointment of a nominated
xmdertaker (''the Nominated Undertaker") to exercise the powers xmder fhe
BUl, ttansfer schemes, provisions relating to statutory xmdertakers and fhe
CroAvn, pro-vision about the compxdsory acqxiisition of land for regeneration,
reinstatement works and provision about fmther high speed raUway works.
Provision is also made about the appUcation of Envfronmental Impact
Assessment Regulations.
The works proposed to be authorised by the BiU ("fhe Authorised Works")
are specified in clauses 1 and 2 of and Schedxde 1 to fhe BUl. They consist of
schedxded works, which are described in SchedxUe 1 to the BUl and other
works, which are described in clause 2 of the BiU.
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Your petitioner is 71,, was born in Kenilworth;,aiid has
lived in tlie CracMey area for most of Ms life. He is the
freehold owner/occupier of 16 Crackley Crescent,
Keniiwortii, WarwicksMre, CV8 2FF ('Your Petitioners

accompany the Environmental Statement. It is adjacent to
the construction site proposed to be used under the BilL
Therefore your petitioner's residential property will be
subject to intolerable noise, dust, visual impact, and
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Your Petitioner's rights, interests and property are injuriously affected by the
BiU, to which yotu Petitioners object for reasons amongst others, hereinafter
appearing.
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Your petitioner's greatest concern is about environmental
damage^' , The proposed line cuts straight through, the
is pe

rich in wild life, especially very varied bird-life, which will
depart with the arrival of the noise from HS2. The only real
solution to the environmental problem is to re-route this
were to be reduced.

such re-rottting (for example, following existing transport
corridors) would presumably be possible. Failing that,
placing the line wholly in a deep tunnel with
accompanying landscaping might help a little. Also, HS2
proposes to divert CanleyCalso known as Crackley) Brook,'
At present, heavy rain results in complete flooding of the
adjacent fields, but in the 27 years that your petitioner has
lived at the address, the back-up from the flooded fields
diversion of the brook tO' the field behind the property will
most, certainly have that effect, because of the slope of the
land. Perhaps, a deep tunnelling for the brook might
alleviate the flooding risk. The obvious solution, of course,
is to leave the brook, and the Crackley area, as it is,
especially since none of the supposed advantages of the
line advanced by HS2 Ltd would benefit Kenilworth or the
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There are other clauses and provisions of the BUl which, fr passed into law as
they now stand wUl prejudiciaUy affect yoxu: Petitioners and thefr rights,
interests and property and for which no adequate provision is made to
protect yom Petitioners.

YOUR PETmONERS therefore hxnnbly pray yom Honomable House that the BUl
may not be aUowed to pass into law as it now stands and that they may be heard by fhefr
Coxmsel, Agents and Avitnesses in support of fhe aUegations of this Petition against so much
of fhe BUl as afreets the property, rights and interests of your Petitioners and in support of
such other clauses and provisions as may be necessary or expedient for fhefr protection, or
that such other reUef may be given to yoxxr Petitioner in the prerruses as yoxn: Honourable
House shaU deem meet.
AND yoxn: Petitioners AviU ever pray, &c.
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