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IN PARLIAMENT 

HOUSE OF COMMONS 

SESSION 2013-2014 

HIGH SPEED RAIL (LONDON - WEST MIDLANDS) BILL 

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 THE WOODLAND TRUST 

SHEWETH as follows:-

1. A Bill (hereinafter referred to as "the Bill") has been introduced into 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 WanA/ickshire to 

Curzon Street in Birmingham; and for connected purposes". 

2. The Bill is presented by Mr Secretary McLoughlin. 

3. Clauses 1 to 36 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 acquisifion, planning 
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permission, heritage issues, trees and noise. Clauses 37 to 56 of the Bill 

establish a regulatory regime for the railway transport: system and clauses 

59 to 65 of the Bill deal with miscellaneous and general provisions. 

4. Clause 1 of the Bill will authorise the nominated undertaker (as defined in 

the Bill) to construct and maintain the works specified in Schedule 1 to the 

Bill ("the scheduled works"), being works for the construction of Phase One 

of High Speed 2 (''HS2") and works consequent on, or incidental to, such 

works. The lines, situations and levels of the scheduled works and the 

limits of deviation within which the works may be carried out are shown on 

the deposited plans and sections referred to in and deposited with the Bill. 

5. Clause 2 of the Bill will authorise the nominated undertaker to carry out 

certain addifional works for the purposes of or in connecfion with the 

scheduled works or othen/vise for the purposes of Phase One of HS2. 

6. Under clause 4 of the Bill, the Secretary of State will have power to acquire 

compulsorily so much of the land within "the Act limits" as may be required 

for the purposes of or in connection with Phase One of HS2 or any high 

speed rail transport system of which it forms or is to form a part. 

7. Clause 14 of the Bill introduces Schedule 15 to the Bill which contains 

provision about temporary possession and use of land in connection with 

the works authorised by the Bill. 

8. Clause 19 of the Bill provides that Planning Permission is deemed to be 

granted under Pari: 3 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 for the 

carrying out of development authorised by the Bill. Schedule 16 sets out 

the condifions of deemed planning permission. 

9. Clause 29 of the Bill provides that orders under section 198(1) or 202(1) of 

the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 and regulations under secfion 



202A(1) of that Act and sections 211 (1) and (5) of that Act do not appty to 

ceri:aln tree works identified in clause 29(1). 

Your Petitioners 

10. Your Petitioners are the Woodland Trust, who were established in 1972 as 

the national charitable body for the protection, wellbeing and increase of 

the nafions' woods and trees. This conferred impori:ant duties upon your 

Petitioners, who have since that date grown tp beconne a highly respected 

national authority and charity, with 225,000 members nafionally. Your 

Petifioners own and manage more than 1,200 publically accessible 

woodland sites covering over 24,000 hectares (over 60,000 acres) across 

the United Kingdom. They have created over 32 km^ (12 sq. miles) of new 

woodland and are Working hard to restore 52,000 hectares of damaged 

ancient woodland. They are advisors to local authorities, government 

agencies and local communities, contribufing to many plans and strategies 

as well as planfing and maintenance regimes. Through many publicafions, 

volunteer days and other means, they inform and advise the wider public 

on many matters relating to the active use and development of woodlands 

across the country. Your Petitioners' members include those who enjoy 

and are concerned for the amenity of ancient woodlands which would be 

affected by HS2 works. 

11. Your Petitioners recognise the principle of the Bill insofar as its intention is 

to improve public transport: and accessibility in England. Your Petifioners 

however object to the works authorised by the Bill which will injuriously 

affect many areas of ancient and other woodland as well as ancient and 

veteran trees along the route. Your Petitioners are recognised to be a 

national authority on ancient woods and trees, and protectors of the 

benefits and values that they deliver for society. Your petitioners are 

currently fighting 445 threats to ancient woodland across the UK. The 

protection of ancient woodland is one of their primary charitable aims. 
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They also set up and manage the Ancient Tree Hunt which identifies and 

monitors ancient and veteran trees across the UK. The term 'ancient tree' 

encompasses: Trees of interest biologically, aesthetically or culturally 

because of their great age; Trees in the ancient or third and final stage of 

their life and trees that are old relative to others of the same species. 

12. Your Petifioners charitable aims and their funcfions, rights and interests 

and the interests they protect, and the rights and interests of their 

members whom they represent are therefore injuriously affected by the Bill 

and your Petitioners accordingly object thereto for the reasons, amongst 

others, hereinafter appearing. 

What is Ancient Woodland? 

13. Ancient woodland is land that has been confinuously wooded since 1600. 

England's ancient woodlands and trees represent a living cultural heritage, 

a natural equivalent to our great churches and castles. They are also our 

richest wildlife habitat and are highly valued by people as places of 

tranquillity and inspirafion. 

14. Where your Petifioners refer to ancient woodland they are making 

reference to woodland recorded on the Ancient Woodland Inventory as 

held by Natural England. The inventory is the most accurate database 

available for identifying ancient woodland. However the inventory is 

considered provisional as information and evidence may become available 

that shows that woods not currently on the inventory are likely to be 

ancient or vice versa. 



Bipdiversity Value ahd Heritage 

15. Ancient woodland is an irreplaceable resource of great importance for its 

wildlife, soils, recreation, cultural value, history and the contribufion it 

makes to our diverse landscapes. 

16.lt is a scarce resource, covering only 3% of England's land area. In 

addition ancient trees outside ancient woodland can be hundreds of years 

old, provide habitat for many different species and are a part of our 

landscape and cultural heritage. The ancient woodlands along the 

proposed HS2 railway line are all notable for their differing contributions to 

landscape, amenity, culture and biodiversity. For example, ancient 

woodlands provide homes for many of our rarest animals, such as the 

Bechsteins bat one of the UK's rarest mammals listed on Annex II of the 

EC Habitats and Species Directive and as near threatened on the 

Internafional Union for Conservation of Nature red list. 

17. Ancient woodland can have historical and archaeological significance 

because of low levels of disturbance and they can also be a source of 

inspirafion for local culture and folklore. 

Government Policy 

18. Government policy recognises the importance of the preservafion and 

enhancement of ancient woodland. The Government has made a firm 

commitment that the exisfing area of ancient woodland should be 

maintained and there should be a net increase in the area of native 

woodland. Furi:her clarificafion is given in the National Planning Policy 

Framework: 

planning permission should be refused for development resulting 

in the loss or deterioration of irreplaceable habitats, including 

ancient woodland and the loss of aged or veteran trees found 



outside ancient woodland, unless the heed for, and benefits of, 

the development in that location clearly outweigh the loss; 

19. Fundamental to Government policy is the recognifion of the irreplaceable 

nature of ancient woodland and veteran trees; thus, loss or damage 

cannot simply be rectified by mifigafion and compensafion measures. By 

definifion, the loss of an irreplaceable habitat cannot be mifigated. Nor can 

compensation result in its replacement. The loss of irreplaceable habitat 

has to be avoided altogether through scheme design. The Environmental 

Statement for the HS2 project ("ES") sets an objective that HS2 should 

cause no net loss to biodiversity. HS2 does not avoid harm to irreplaceable 

ancient woodland. HS2 results In the loss of irreplaceable ancient 

woodland. Thus, by definifion, HS2 does not and cannot deliver no net loss 

to biodiversity. 

20. In any event, your Petitioners believe that, as a Government backed 

project, HS2 should be a leading example of best practice. Best practice 

would not set an objective as low as no net biodiversity loss; it would aim 

to enhance biodiversity. Your Petitioner believes that the project should 

follow the aspirafions set out by the Environmental Audit Committee: 

Or? HS2 the Government should aim higher than simply striving 

for no net biodiversity loss. As it further develops its processes 

and metrics for biodiversity offsetting, it should seek to weight 

these to be more likely to produce biodiversity gains and take 

explicit account of local communities' well-being. 

HS2 Impact 

21. Under the current proposals the HS2 scheme will directly damage or 

destroy 27 ancient woodlands. In addifion 21 will suffer harm through 

indirect effects. 



22. Your Petifioner considers that the directly affected ancient woodlands (and 

the Phase One Community Forum Area ("CFA") in which they are located) 

are: 

Woods directly affected (27) 

Battlesford Wood CFA 7 

Pinnocks Wood CFA7 

Jenkins Wood GFA9 

No Man's Wood CFA 9 

Farthings Wood CFA 9 

Havenfield Wood CFA 9 

Mantles Wood CFA 9 

Sibley's Coppice CFA 9 

Jones' Hill wood CFA 10 

Decoypond Wood CFA 12 

Sheephouse Wood GFA 12 

Halse Copse CFA 15 

Long Itchington Wood CFA 16 

South Cubbington CFA 17 

Broadwells CFA 18 

Crackley CFA 18 

Roughknowles CFA 18 

North Wood CFA 20 

Sych Wood CFA 20 

Rookery CFA 21 

Roundhill GFA 21 

Weeford Park CFA 21 

John's Gorse GFA 22 

Ravenshaw CFA 22 

Slaish CFA 22 

Vicar's Coppice CFA 22 

Parkhall CFA 25 



Your Petitioner considers that the following woods will suffer harm through 

indirect effects: 

Woods indirectly affected (21) 

Great Halings Wood CFA 7 

Litfie Halings Wood CFA 7 

Northmoor Hill CFA 7 

Juniper Wood CFA 7 

Bow Wood CFA 8 

Weedon Hill Wood CFA 8 

Oaken Corner/Castle Wood CFA 9 

Rushmore CFA 10 

Greatsea CFA 12 

Finemere CFA 12 

Romer CFA 12 

Thorpe Rough CFA 16 

North Cubbington CFA 17 

Weston Wood CFA 17 

Blackwaste CFA 18 

Kingswood CFA 18 

Roger's Copice CFA 20 

Rough Leasow CFA 21 

Big Lyntus CFA 22 

Tomhay CFA 22 

Brookhay Wood CFA 22 

23. Your Petitioners also consider that 23 woodlands will be affected where 

these woodlands ought to be included as ancient woodland but are not yet 

on the relevant inventory. The evidence to establish this is currenfiy with 

Natural England. The woods referred to are: 
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Possible ancient woodland (23) 

Copthall Coverrt CFA6 

New Years Green Covert: CFA6 

Unnamed near Decoypond CFA12 

Fox Covert (Whitfield) CFA14 

Grassy plantafion CFA14 

Fox Covert (Glyn Davis Wood) CFA16 

Burnt Firs CFA17 

Birches (x2) CFA18 

Blackwaste CFA18 

Hare's parlour CFA18 

Litfie Poors CFA18 

Unnamed CFA18 

Unnamed (north of Stoneleigh) CFA 18 

The Belt CFA19 

Mill Plantafion CFA20 

Moor Covert CFA21 

Brokendown Wood CFA22 

Fradley CFA22 

Fulfen CFA22 

Walker's Spinney CFA23 

Siding Wood CFA24 

Langley Hill CFA25 

Parkhill CFA25 

24. Your Petitioners have submitted evidence to Natural England and are 

working with them to complete the process of confirming the status of 

these woods. Your Pefifioners submit that because possible ancient 

woodlands exhibit all the characteristics and value of designated ancient 

woodland, and merely await full designafion, they should be considered 

and treated as ancient woodland. There are currenfiy 21 of these 

woodlands directly impacted by the route and 2 indirectly affected. The 
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numbers quoted within this petifion are subject to change as your 

Petitioners receive clarification from Natural England and continue on

going discussions with HS2 Ltd. 

25. Your Petifioners submit that the works proposed under the Bill will have 

significant adverse Impacts on ancient woodlands and individual ancient 

and veteran trees along the route, some of which lie within a designated 

Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty ("AONB"). The Promoter's own ES 

identifies that the works will deleteriously and greatly impact on such 

areas. The works authorised by the Bill will result in the destruction Of at 

least 32 hectares of Ancient Woodland; an irreplaceable habitat the loss of 

which cannot be mifigated or compensated. 

26. Your Petifioners wish to ensure that the effect on ancient woodlands, and 

the species that depend on them, Is firstly avoided and, if that Is not 

possible, minimised so far as is possible. Your Pefitioners furiiher consider 

that this nafional, fiagship project should set the benchmark for future 

projects and development across the nation. It should provide a shining 

example of best pracfice in enhancing biodiversity. At present the HS2 

project falls a long way short: of this. Indeed, it proposes an approach to 

biodiversity that would not be permitted in other jurisdictions, for example 

development promoted via the planning system. 

27. Your Petitioners believe and will contend that the proposals have not 

sought to avoid adverse impacts upon ancient woodland, do not provide 

appropriate and effective measures to minimise harm nor appropriate 

compensafion nor effective controls relafing to implementafion. 

Amenity 

28. The development of a railway through areas of woodland will cause 

significant fragmentafibn. Once fragmented, woodlands have small area to 

perimeter ratios and lack core area. This makes them less appealing to 

specialist woodland species but it also undermines their value from an 

amenity point of view because the peaceful centre of the woodland is so 
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niuch smaller; the visitor does not feel so distanced from noise and 

physical disturbance. On-going construcfion activifies within and alongside 

the woodland can make it even less appealing for visitors. 

29. Your Petitioners respectfully request that the nominated undert:aker should 

be obliged to limit the disrupfion to the area by giving notice to, and 

reaching agreement with, your Petitioners when works are proposed to 

commence and limifing the fimes and working hours during the 

construction period. 

30. Your Petifioners seek an assurance that all publically accessible woodland 

damaged or destroyed by the scheme is replaced with new woodland with 

equal or higher public accessibility. 

31. It is your Petitioners' view that the construcfion of HS2 is likely to cause 

serious disruption for pedestrians, cyclists, horse riders and vehicle drivers 

in the affected areas. There will be numerous lorry movements during the 

construction phase and these need to be adequately controlled. Your 

Petitioners are particulariy concerned about the safe access to public 

woodlands, the potenfial loss of parking fOr walkers, part:icularly for those 

less mobile. Over all construction of the railway will make access not only 

increasingly difficult but also unappealing for visitors. Your Petifioners seek 

an assurance that safe access to the woodlands will be maintained. 

32. The matters, which your Petifioners submit should be subject to local 

planning authority control in this respect, are the roufing of lorries and 

other vehicles, access to work sites, hours of operation, number of vehicle 

movements and size of vehicles and miscellaneous related matters. Your 

Petifioners submit that the nominated undertaker should be required to uSe 

every endeavour to utilise rail, river and canal for transport: purposes. 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 
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network and confining movements to normal worksite hours. Your 

Petifioners seek assurances accordingly. 

33. Your Petifioners submit that the nominated undertaker should provide and 

make public 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 construcfion and construction operafions which will affect ancient 

woodland particularly in relation to site sen/icing and set up arrangements. 

Mitigation Hierarchy 

34. Government policy repeatedly sets out the need to follow the mitigation 

hierarchy as set out in the NPPF: 

If significant harm resulting from a development cannot be 

avoided (through locating on an alternative site with less harmful 

impacts), adequately mitigated, or, as a last resort, 

compensated for, then planning permission should be refused; 

35. It is important that there is proper consideration of the environmental 

impact of HS2 and that the likely significant effects are accurately 

assessed, so that appropriate mitigation can be designed to be integral to 

the project and adequate compensafion measures are appropriately 

secured. 

36. Your Petitioners are concerned that potential means of avoiding impact 

upon ancient woodland have not been explored or ufilised. Further, many 

of the mitigation and compensation measures proposed are insufficiently 

detailed and are only to be implemented "if reasonably practicable", with 

no explanation given as to what this actually means or any evidence of 

how this has been assessed. Furthermore, there is litfie or no informafion 
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on how the nominated undertaker and contractor will be obliged; to put 

mifigafion and compensafion measures in place as well as monitor and 

manage them in the decades to come. Given that mitigation and 

compensation planting is to mitigate/compensate in respect of woodland 

over 400 years old, the funding of and measures to ensure on-going 

monitoring and management are crucial. 

37. Your Petitioners seek the adopfion of best pracfical means throughout the 

design, construction and operation of the project; full compensation and 

mifigation as appropriate; effecfive control measures during construction 

and monitoring thereafter; and the full documentation of these measures 

and procedures in Pariiamentary Undertakings and the Environmental 

Minimum Requirements. Your Petifioners will provide the details of what is 

being sought in the remainder of this Petifion and in supplementary 

evidence. 

38. The need to monitor newly planted woodland is also recognised by the 

Environmental Audit Committee: 

Government should establish a process to monitor all aspects of 

the environmental protections needed for HS2 for the 60 years 

following the start of construction and operation of the railway, 

including biodiversity mitigations, compensations and offsets. 

This process must be managed by an independent body, which 

should be tasked with monitoring and publicly reporting progress 

against the 'no net biodiversity loss' objective. 

Compensation and Mitigation 

39. Central to your Petifioners' concerns over the proposed scheme are the 

proposals for mitigation of and compensafion for the effects on ancient 

woodland and how these two elements have become blurred vvithin the 

ES. Once the hierarchy of mitigafion measures has been followed, any 

loss of irreplaceable ancient woodland that is considered unavoidable 

cannot be mifigated, cannot be included in offsetfing and so must become 
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the subject of compensatory action. Your Pefitioners also seek assurances 

that secondary broadleaf woodland loss will be compensated as per the 

Defra 'Off setting Metrics'. 

40. Therefore, your Petitioners are keen to ensure that every possible step is 

taken to minimise the loss of irreplaceable ancient woodland rather than to 

have to compensate for its loss. Your Petitioners would humbly ask that 

opportunities to realign the track Should be taken to avoid the destruction 

and damage of irreplaceable habitats such as ancient woodland. Your 

Petitioners are concerned that many of the alternatives to the proposed 

scheme have been dismissed without being fully considered, even though 

they could significantly reduce the impact of the line on the environment. 

41. Your Petifioners have calculated that 33% of the ancient woodland to be 

lost to the line falls within the Ghilterns AONB. However, this loss is being 

caused by less than 4.5% of the line. Bored tunnelling throughout the 

Chilterns AONB could significantly reduce the environmental impact of the 

scheme. Your Petifioners ask that the Bill be amended to increase the 

tunnelling in the Chilterns, specifically to ensure: 

a) The Northern (or any other) tunnel portal would not be 

situated within ancient woodland 

b) No structures or boreholes are situated within ancient 

woodland 

c) 10.2ha of irreplaceable ancient woodland within the 

Chilterns AONB are retained 

42. Your Petifioners also seek amendment to the Bill to ensure that no 

structures associated with tunnels or construction works are erected within 

ancient woodland. 
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43. Your Petifioners are also supportive of any other tunnels along the line that 

would reduce the loss of ancient woodland and minimise any indirect 

impact on ancient woodland. 

44. The "offsetting metrics" provided by Defra for replacement planting do not 

extend to ancient woodland, which is presumed to be retained in normal 

circumstances. Consequently your Petifioners consider that the minimum 

ratio of planting proposed to compensate for the loss of irreplaceable 

ancient woodland must logically exceed the maximum rafio that can be 

calculated using the Defra offsetting metrics. 

The Lawton Review "Making Space for Nature: A Review of England's 

Wildlife Sites and Ecological Network" sets out five key approaches to 

rebuild nature — 

(i) Improve the quality pf current sites by better habitat management. 

(ii) Increase the size pf current wildlife sites. 

(iii) Enhance connecfions between, or jpin up, sites, either thrpugh 

physical cprridprs, or thrpugh 'stepping stpnes'. 

(iv) Create new sites. 

(v) Reduce the pressures pn wildlife by imprpving the wider envirPnment, 

including through buffering wildlife sites. 

45. Your Petitioners seek assurances that compensation planting at a ratio 

exceeding the maximum replacenient rafio set out in the DEFRA metrics 

will be delivered. The actual ratio may vary according to local 

circumstances, to mitigate the effects of the project and to ensure the 

creation of resilient landscapes In accordance with the Lawton Principles. 

46. Your Petifioners' views are shared by the Environmental Audit Committee 

which has stated 

If the offsetting metric is used to determine compensation for 

ancient woodlands on the HS2 route, these habitats should 
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receive the maxinium score possible on all criteria 

(distinctiveness, condition and position within ecological 

networks) to recognise their irreplaceability and to maximise the 

extent of the offsetting provided. But ancient woodlands should 

be treated separately from the overall biodiversity 'no net loss' 

calculation". 

47. All planting should be carried out at a landscape scale as per the 'Lawton 

Principles', an approach endorsed by the Natural Environment White 

Paper which champions the role that new woodland must play in 

supporting biodiversity, reversing fragmentafion and building better habitat 

networks to create landscape that are more resilient to change Your 

Petifioners humbly request that the nominated undertaker adopts a net 

gain approach to biodiversity on this flagship project rather than their 

current proposal of 'no net loss'. Where there is insufficient land within the 

Act limits your Petitioners would seek assurances that additional land is 

bought fonward to enable the appllcafion of appropriate compensation 

metrics. 

48. The provenance of trees is extremely important in any proposed scheme 

of compensation planfing, given the threat posed by tree diseases. All 

trees planted should be selected because they represent a minimal risk to 

biosecurity and also that they are resilient to future risks. New woods 

should have a broad genefic base to ensure they are more resilient to 

threats. Local seed collection and locally sourced trees should form a large 

element of the planfing mix but using a wider range of local UK 

provenance native species and including some planfing stock of non-local, 

but sfill UK provenance, may help this by increasing genefic diversity in 

new native woods. Your Petifioners would urge the nominated undertaker 

to support, existing nurseries and to procure trees at the eariiest 

opportunity. 

49. Your Petifioners seek an amendment to the Bill to require that appropriate 

buffering is designated where any works take place on land adjacent to 

ancient woodland and seek an assurance that any buffering required be 
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planted at the eariiest opportunity to maximise its effects on both local 

amenity and the viability of remaining ancient woodland and before any 

works commence in the vicinity of areas of ancient woodland 

Future-Proofing 

50. In line with the offsetfing principles set out above your Petifioners humbly 

request that steps are taken to not only manage and monitor new planfing 

but also to respond to failures in the mifigafion and compensafion planfing 

schemes. Currently there is no confingency scheme in place for the failure 

of any of the proposed compensafion and mitigation schemes. Clear 

remedial steps should be set up to enable any losses to be assessed and 

made good in the next appropriate planfing period. Such steps should be 

included within the environmental management plan to be implemented by 

the nominated undertaker; and in other documentation as appropriate. 

51. Your Petifioners see legally and financially binding conservafion covenants 

as being central to a system for securing the future of these 'offset' sites. 

New woodland planted on translocated ancient woodland soils and newly 

planted woodland would not enjoy any protecfion in the Nafional Planning 

Policy Framework and would therefore be vulnerable. Your Petifioners 

seek guarantees that these sites would not be lost to future development 

from the railway or other forms of development and would be secured to 

remain as woodland for years to come. Given the difficulties of ensuring 

local planning consistency along the whole route, an undertaking from the 

Secretary of State would seem the most appropriate in this regard. 

Authorisation Procedures 

52. Clause 19 of the Bill provides that planning permission is deemed to be 

granted for the works authorised by the Bill and consequently the statutory 

controls on development enacted by Pariiament in the Town and Country 

Planning Acts are disapplied. 

53. Your Petifioners accept that Clause 19, and Schedule 16, of the Bill will 

enable the local planning authority for the area to exert some influence on 
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the type of development for which powers are being sought by the 

Promoter. However, your Petitioners have grave concerns in relation to the 

extent of these powers, for example in respect of the Local Authority's 

ability to impose condifions about the conduct of works, the management 

of impacts, replanfing schemes and other measures for woodlands and 

biodiversity protection and mitigation, and they crave leave to comment in 

further detail on these concerns at the appropriate stage. 

54. Your Petitioners are concerned that, as many of the mechanisms for 

implemenfing mifigafion measures will fall to local planning authorifies to 

consider and determine, those authorities are able tO do so effectively in 

pursuit of the shared and reasonable desire to improve the local amenity of 

their areas and ensure that mifigafion works are of the highest quality both 

with regard to the biodiversity and amenity value of mitigafion and 

compensafion works, through appropriate tree planfing according to the 

Lawton Principles. Your Petitioners therefore ask that local planning 

authorities can, following consultation with your Petitioners and by means 

of agreed condition(s) on works approved, ensure that the detailed 

implementation of the proposals takes the necessary environmental care; 

and, where opportunity presents itself, enables environmental 

enhancements to add to mifigafion and protective measures. 

55. As indicated eariier, the Bill contains provisions which provide oufiine 

planning permission for the development authorised by the Bill and 

disapply a number of other statutory regulafion regimes which would 

normally apply in relation to the construcfion of works, including the normal 

provisions of the Town and Country Planning and related Acts, and the 

listed buildings and conservafion area controls in the Planning (Listed 

Buildings and Conservafion Areas) Act 1990, Natural Environment and 

Rural Communifies Act 2006, Countryside and Rights of Way Act 2000 

and the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981. Your Petifioners note that in 

many instances there are streamlined, replacement approval processes 

proposed in the Bill, which aim in particular to shorten the fime taken for 
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. decisions to be made and in some cases limit the number of factors that 

may be taken into considerafion. 

56. Your Petifioners have an important role as consultees and advisors on 

development affecfing woodlands and their wider environment, and seek 

to play a full part as obligatory consultees where the works are likely to 

affect such areas of woodland. Your Pefifioners wish to be among those 

who are required to be consulted in relation to the following: Code of 

Construction Practice, Local Environmental Management Plans, 

Environmental Minimum Requirements, Planning Applicafions, 

Groundworks, Ufilifies Proposals, Planfing Proposals and Public Realm 

Proposals relafing to ancient woodland. 

57. Your Petitioners will wish to ensure that the Code of Construction Practice 

is complied with properly and would wish to engage fully with the on-going 

implementation process. 

58. Your Petifioners 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 

and haul route, well in advance of the commencement of operafions which 

will affect ancient Woodland. Your Petitioners seek an assurance that they 

will be notified well in advance of any alterations in methods of 

construction and construction operations which will affect ancient 

woodland, particularly in relafion to site servicing and set up arrangements, 

and that any representations of your Pefitioners will be taken into account. 

59. Your Petifioners seek assurances that the nominated undertaker will carry 

out the compensafion for the impact on ancient woodland in accordance 

with the following requirements and the associated monitoring and 

maintenance and that these activities are carried out prior to work starting 

on the construcfion of the railway. This is critical to ensure that the lag time 

between the destruction of existing habitats and the creation of new 

habitats Is as Short as possible: 
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a. Procurement of trees from local and national nurseries. 

b. Tree planting should be carried out as soon as is practicable.. 

c. Agreement to methods of working, e.g. translocafion method 

statements. 

d. Agreement to long term management and monitoring unfil newly 

planted trees start to funcfion effectively as woodland habitat. 

e. Agreement on methods of protecting amenity woodland from the 

blight of long term works of uncertain timeframe. 

Cohstructloh Concerhs 

60. Your Petitioners would hope and expect that the nominated undertaker 

would agree reasonable hours of operation. Within and adjacent to 

sensitive habitats such as ancient woodland these would exclude working 

after dark. Your Pefifioners will be seeking to ensure that the nominated 

undertaker agrees to such requirements. If the nominated undertaker does 

not, your Petifioners submit that the promoter should be required to agree 

normal hours. YOur Petitioners are also concerned to ensure that the 

nominated undertaker is required to adopt the very highest standards in 

respect of mitigafion of the effects of noise, vibration and dust caused 

during the construcfion period and in particular that the construcfion code 

replicates your Petitioners' best practice requirements applicable to other 

major construcfion projects. Your Petifioners seek assurances that working 

practices will be agreed and implemented to minimise effects on ancient 

woodland during the construcfion period. 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 notify your 

Petitioners and seek their agreement to any proposed changes to normal 

hours of working. The local planning authority needs to be able to control 

the development proposals, in order to preserve the local environment or 

local amenity, including, for example, public access to woodland. 
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Workihg Standards 

61. Your Petifioners would like clarificafion that the although the Bill would 

disapply the planning regime and associated development procedures that 

the construcfion and working standards would sfill be applied to the 

proposed operations. Your Petitioners require an undertaking that BS 

5837:2012 "Trees in relafiori to design, demolifiOn and construcfion" Will be 

adhered to as a starting point, and augmented to meet specific site 

circumstances as appropriate. 

62. Due to the long time frames of the proposed works your Petitioners would 

also like a guarantee that all works will comply with all current standards 

as agreed at the inifial stage unless new standards and guidance impose 

higher requirements. 

Lighting 

63. Lighfing control is important because lighfing will have a significant impact 

on species within woodland in terms of disturbance. Of key concern to 

your Petifioners is the impact of artificial light required for working after the 

daylight fades as all of the activities proposed for the additional hours of 

working would require lighting to enable them to be carried out effectively 

and safely. 

64. Light pollufion, especially night working, interferes with interacfions 

between species, affecfing foraging and predation, reducing breeding 

success and thereby affecfing on-going populafion viability. Research has 

found that artificial night lighfing had a strong effect on the fiming of 

breeding and individual mafing behaviour In some songbirds. Female blue 

tits were found to begin egg laying eariier if nesfing close to artificial light 

sources. This could result In chicks hatching before enough food is 

available in the environment to support them. Artificial light also caused 

yeariing males to start singing eariier making them less attractive to 

females, in turn having a negative impact on breeding numbers. 
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65. The ability to permit certain works to only take place during daylight hours 

should also be enabled in relafion to ancient woodland sites. 

66. Noise and its impact on the natural environment has not been properly 

assessed. Your Petitioners ask that noise associated with construction 

must also be closely controlled and monitored by the Local Planning 

Authority and contractors with regard to sensitive and irreplaceable natural 

habitats such as ancient woodland. Natural England state that ancient 

woodland is excepfionally rich-in wildlife, and supports many rare and 

threatened species. Many of these species are particulariy vulnerable to 

changes in their environment. For example the industrial noise associated 

with construction can interfere with male bird song, such that females may 

not hear it at greater distances and/or it is less attractive to them due to 

distortion. 

67. Planfing woodland buffers can provide a physical barrier to many forms of 

disturbance, including noise and light pollufion both from the train itself and 

the construcfion process. It will attenuate noise pollufion limit light 

penetration, and reduce the negative effects of compaction and vibration in 

adjacent areas. These buffers would need to be bespoke to match the 

local needs and landscape. Your Petitioners ask that they are fully 

engaged In working up these schemes. 

68. Your Petifioners would like to have working pracfices agreed with the 

nominated undertaker to minimise the disturbance associated with 

tunnelling on sensitive habitats such as ancient woodland. The area of 

land take at tunnel portals should also be minimised and sited to avoid 

ancient woodland. Your Petitioners seek amendment to the Bill and the 

deposited plans and secfions accordingly. 

Pollution Associated with Construction 

69. Your Petitioners would like to See full and proper regard to the impact of 

pollutants associated with the construction works on the ancient woodland. 

Application of herbicides and spillage of hazardous substances may occur 
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during construcfion and these may have local impacts on adjacent ancient 

woodland. Harmful emissions will also be released by construcfion 

vehicles. Increasing nitrogen can alter the outcome of competitive 

interactions, changing the character of woodland vegetation in terms of 

species composifion. These impacts must be fully considered throughout 

the construction process and as the railway begins operation. Your 

Petifioners seek an assurance that the extra sensitivity of ancient 

woodland will be specifically considered when pollufion control measures 

are drawn up as part of the code of construction practice. 

Tunnelling Works 

70. It is proposed that tunnelling should take place 24 hours a day 7 days a 

week. Along with concerns over artificial lights associated with night 

working your Petifioners are also concerned about vibration under ancient 

woodland and other disturbances adjacent to ancient woodland. No 

information has been provided on the impact of vibrafion on the natural 

environment. For example a tunnel portal is located within Manfies Wood 

(CFA9) an ancient woodland within the Chilterns AONB. Not only does this 

represent the single biggest loss of ancient woodland along Phase 1, but it 

will also cause significant disturbance within this ancient woodland. There 

is also a tunnel portal adjacent to Long Itchington Wood (CFA16) a Site of 

Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) designated as it is one of the best 

examples of Oak coppice in the Midlands and is home to many species of 

birds including Tawny Owls who breed in the wood. 

71. The impacts of tunnelling under ancient woodland are relatively unknown. 

Your petitioners seek assurances that an effective scheme of monitoring 

and recording will be established before, during and after works and during 

the operating lifefime of the tunnels. Your petifioners also ask that protocol 

should be put into place to remedy any negative impacts as soon as they 

are detected. 
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Translocation of Ancient Woodland 

72. It is your Petitioner's view that ancient woodlands cannot be translocated. 

Translocafion of some component parts of ancient woodland, such as 

soils, coppice stools and deadwood are all proposed as forming part of the 

compensafion package for loss of ancient woodland. Your Petitioner 

considers such acfions to constitute a salvage operafion only which may 

add some value to potential receptor sites but cannot be considered 

equivalent in any way to the ancient woodland destroyed. However, a 

detailed methodology statement for any such translocafion is not Included 

within the ES. Translocafion of ancient woodland soils is a relatively new 

process and literature on the subject is scarce. There is no informafion 

currently available that proves that translocation of soils can Offer any 

measure of compensation for ancient woodland loss. Given the paucity of 

informafion relafing to the translocafion of ancient woodland soils your 

petitioners request that a detailed methodology statement is prepared for 

each donor and receptor site where translocation of soils is proposed and 

that this includes details of subsequent monitoring and maintenance that 

will be required at the receptor site. Furthermore, the methodology 

statements will need to identify what a successful translocation will look 

like and what will be done if the translocafion fails. 

Temporary Land Take 

73. There are currently proposals for temporary land take within the following 

ancient woodlands: 

Jones' Hill Wood (GFA 10) 

Halse Copse (CFA 15) 

North Wood (CFA 20) 

John's GorSe (CFA 22) 

Parkhall Wood (CFA 25) 

Fulfen Wood (CFA 22) (possible ancient woodland) 
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This list is not exhausfive because of omissions and uncertainties 

within the ES and On-going discussion with HS2 Ltd. 

74. Your Petitioners submit that destroying ancient woodland for temporary 

land uses Is enfirely unacceptable. Ancient woodland now makes up such 

a small part of our landscape that even small losses may have 

irredeemable impacts on the fiora and fauna found in an area. 

Furthermore, it is impossible to replicate because many of the species that 

make up ancient woodland are long-lived and slow growing. Your 

Petifioners humbly ask that the Bill be amended to disallow any temporary 

land take within ancient woodland. 

75. Temporary land take adjacent to ancient woodland will also have • 

significant impacts upon this irreplaceable habitat. For example, although 

the ES states that sensifive habitats will be avoided, a main construction 

compound which will be operational for six years has been placed directly 

on the boundary of Long Itchington Wood (CFA16). This would have 

significant impacts on the biodiversity of this ancient woodland as on-going 

noise, light and chemical pollufion will impact upon the woodland. Further, 

it is proposed that this site will Include accommodafion for up to 300 

railway workers, and there is a concern that additional problems could 

increase the risk of disturbance through unmanaged access. As workers 

would be on site 24 hours a day this could also include further nocturnal 

disturbance. Your Petifioners submit that the Promoters should be obliged 

to review the areas identified for temporary land take and relocate 

temporary works to areas which avoid these sensitive habitats where 

temporary works would have a permanent impact. It is not possible to 

temporarily take land from ancient woodland as the habitat is 

irreplaceable. 

76. Your Petifioners are particularly concerned about the movement of spoil 

from construction, and especially within woodland, where the land required 

to manage spoil can significantly extend the footprint of the actual works. 

The movement of spoil can have potential implications for soil borne plant 
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and animal diseases. Your Petifioners submit that the Code of 

Construcfion Pracfice and Environmental Minimum Requirements must 

contain agreed measures specifically to address spoil management and 

removal within and adjacent to wooded areas. These measures must 

address problems arising from the placement, stockpiling and transferring 

of spoil including loss of trees, seedlings and undergrowth, potenfial 

ground contaminafion, and dust coafing leaves and vegetafion. 

Operational Railway Issues 

77. Your Petifioners are concerned that operafional maintenance to keep 

railway lines clear may adversely affect nearby woodland unless carried 

out with proper care, and therefore submit that there be provision in a long 

term management strategy for an agreed set of maintenance standards to 

be used by contractors and enforced by the nominated undertaker. 

Fees and Costs 

78. The proposed scheme is one of the largest of a generation and covers a 

wider area than your Petifioners has ever faced previously. The demands 

on their limited charitable funds are excepfional and as such your 

Petifioners would humbly ask your Honourable House to consider 

imposing a requirement on the Promoter or nominated undertaker to go 

some way to reimburse to your Petifioners their extraordinary expenses. 

79. As part of the alternative consent regimes menfioned above, your 

Petifioners submit that the nominated undertaker must be required to 

reimburse your Petitioners' full costs of responding to and advising on 

applicafions. Your Petifioners 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 

nominated undertaker to cover their costs of dealing with all consents 

associated with the HS2 works. 
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80. 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 activifies related to the Code of Construction Practice. The 

nominated undertaker should also reimburse any costs that arise from the 

need to protect the public during the construction works, including loss of 

access to public woodland. 

81. Your Petifioners will incur expenditure to ensure that their expertise is 

readily available during the works and that the interests of ancient 

woodland are protected. Specifically your Petitioners therefore request that 

the nominated undertaker be required to make financial provision for a half 

post equivalent to enable them to be on call to effectively monitor the 

implementafion of the Code of Construction Practice. The petitioners see 

that this is particulariy important at this time where Local Planning 

Authorities often lack specialist Tree Officers. The provision of this 

expertise is vital as unauthorised damage to trees or unforeseen problems 

can occur in a very short fime span and will require capacity to respond 

equally quickly. 

Conclusion 

82. Whilst acknowledging the benefits of the scheme to build HS2, it is your 

Petitioners' view that the opportunity for the attainment of these benefits 

does not override the need for a proper environmental balance to be 

struck. Your Petifioners believe that a proper regard should be had for the 

environment and those living and enjoying the amenities of woodlands 

close to the works and the operation of the works. 

83. Phase 1 of HS2 will directly affect 27 ancient woodlands and indirectly 

affect 21 ancient woodlands along the route as well as an addifional 23 

potenfial ancient woodlands. At least 8 ancient trees would also be 

destroyed. This represents the loss of a great wealth of historic natural 
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resources that is of both local and national importance as ancient 

woodland is an irreplaceable habitat. Your Petitioners, as the body to 

whom many turn for guidance and acfion to safeguard, maintain and 

develop the nation's woodlands expects the highest standards of 

mitigafion measures to protect this Important part of the country's heritage 

and to create an exemplar project. 

84. Your Petitioner seeks amendments to the Bill and assurances from the 

Promoters and HS2 Ltd to meet its concerns outlined above, including to 

ensure that the extent of loss of ancient woodland is significantly reduced, 

that the highest standard of mitigation measures are implemented and that 

where some loss of ancient woodland is inevitable adequate compensation 

is appropriately secured. 

General 

85. There are other clauses and provisions in the Bill that, 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. 

86. YOUR PETITIONERS therefore humbty 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 themselves, their Counsel, Agents and witnesses in 

support of the allegafions of this Petifion, 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 or expedient 

for their protection or that such other relief may be given to your Petitioners 

in the premises as your Honourable House shall deem meet 

AND YOUR PETITIONERS will ever pray, &c. 

Berwin Leighton Paisner LLP 

Agents for the Woodland Trust 
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