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HIGH SPEED RAIL (LONDON - WEST MIDLANDS) BILL 

Against - on Merits - By Counsel, &c. 

To the Honourable the Corhmons of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern 
Ireland in Parliament assembled. 

THE HUMBLE PETITION of: 

BERKSWELL PARISH COUNCIL 

SHEWETH as follows:-

1 A Bill (hereinafter referred to as "the Bill") has been introduced and is now pending in 
your Hohoui'able House intituled "A Bill to make provision for a railway between 
Euston in London and a junction with the West Coast Matin Line at HandsaGre in 
Staffordshire, with a spur from Old Oak Common in the London Borough of 
Hammersmith and Fulharh 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. 

Clauses of the Bill 

3 Glauses 1 to 3 of the BIH, together with Schedules 1 to 4, make provision for the 
Gonstruction and maintenance of the proposed works including the 'Scheduled 
Works' set out in Schedule 1. Provision is included to confer powers for various 
works and operations, including railway, highway and other building and engineering 
works and operations- Powers are also included to enable entry onto and 
interference with land and buildings for investigatory, protective and other purposes, 
together with powers to enable occupiers to be required to undertake works to trees, 
powers to use watercourses, public sewers and drains for drainage purposes and 
powers temporarily to interfere with and use waterways. 

4 Clauses 4 to 18 of the Bill, together with Schedules 5 to 15, make provision for the 
connpulsory acquisition and the temporary use of land and for the extinction or 
exclusion of certain rights in land. Provision is also included for the application or 
variation of compensation provisions. 

5 Clauses 19 to 36 of the Bill, together with Schedules 16 to 26, make provision for the 
grant of planning permission and other consents and for the disapplication or 



modifieition of yarigus isdntfpls, InG^udihl thosl relating tp :hefitae(ef Water, building 
control, party Walls, street Works^ lorries, noise and local legislation. 

6 Clauses 43 to 65 of the Bill, together with Schedules 29 to 31, contain general and 
miscellaneous provisions. These include provision for the designation of nominated 
undertakers, the making of transfer schemes, provision for statutory undertakers, 
provision for the compulsory acquisition of land for regeneration and for relocation 
purposes, and powers for the reinstatement of land. Provision is also included to 
apply powers of the Bill to further high speed works, to confer a power of entry for 
further high speed works, as to the application of the Environmental Impact 
Assessment Regulations and as respects the application of arbitration. 

Your Petitioner 

7 Your Petitioner is the Berkswell Parish Council, the relevant Council for the parish of 
Befkswell (the Parish) located within the Metropolitan Borough of Solihull (the 
Borough). 

8 The predominantly rural Parish has a population of just over 3,000 residents 
consisting of a part of the large settlement of Balsall Common, the village of 
BerksWell plus several small settlements and hamlets. The area is medieval 
landscape, formally being part of the Forest of Arden, and has a significant inventory 
of heritage assets, a vibrant cohnrtiunity and a demonstrable sense pf place. 

9 The Parish is the most easterly part of Solihull Borough sharing a boundary with the 
city of Coventry. It is located in the green belt and is situated in what is known as 'the 
Meriden Gap', which is an open green interval separating the Birmingham and 
Coventry. Local and regional planning policy has sought to preserve this gap over the 
past few decades to ensure that these major cities remain defined and separate. The 
Gap forms a corridor between Chelmsley Wood and Coleshill, between Bickenhill 
and Meriden, and (at its narrowest point) between Balsall Common and Tile Hill. 

10 The proposed route of Phase One of High Speed 2 extends through the Parish, 
overground by way of a series of viaducts. The length of the route of the proposed 
development that passes through the Parish constitutes approximately half of the 
total length of the route that passes through the Borough, and first crossing of the 
Rugby and Birmingham Railway occurs at Berkswell Station - close to the area of 
the parish with the highest concentration of housing. 

11! Your Petitioner's rights and interests are injuriously affected by the Bill, to vvhich your 
Petitioner objects for the reasons amongst others, hereinafter appearing. 

Your Petitioner's concerns 

12 Whilst your Petitioner accepts that the construction and operation of the proposed 
HS2 railway must necessarily interfere with and adversely affect the Parish, your 
Petitioner considers that the powers proposed and the extent of land acquisition go 



considerably further than is necessary and impose too great an impact on a small 
community that will inevitably be severely innpacted as a result of the development. 
Your Petitioner considers that inadequate provision is proposed to avoid where 
practicable adverse impacts upon the Parish and to mitigate these where they are 
unavoidable. 

13 Your Petitioner considers that the current alignment of the route of High Speed 2 will 
have severe negative impacts on the Parish as a whole as well as individual 
members of the community. As such, your Petitioner is unable to support the Bill in 
its current form and objects to the Bill for the reasons, amongst others, stated in this 
petition. 

14 Your Petitioner concerns in relation to the interests of the Parish include, amongst 
others: 

(a) The visual and landscape impacts of the proposed viaducts, upon which High 
Speed 2 will be constructed 

(b) The noise impacts of the proposed alignment 

(C) The ecological impacts of the current alignment which transects a number of 
designated sites 

(d) Environmental impacts affecting the wider community 

(e) Impact on heritage 

(f) Local roads that will be used for access to construction compounds or as 
haul roads 

(g) The design of viaducts and other structures 

(h) Rights of Way that are impacted 

(i) The impact on the community and sense of place 

Visual and Landscape impacts 

15 Your Petitioner is concerned that the current alignment of the route through the 
Parish is to take place overground and upon viaducts. In the majority of areas, the 
viaducts will pass through open, green belt land which will necessarily have a 
detrimental visual impact. 

16 The alignment of the scheme that passes through the Parish is to be constructed on 
viaducts some of which are to be 9.51 metres above the ground. However, on top of 
the viaduct will be overhead line cables as well as noise attenuating barriers. As 
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such;, the idtSl height wiji be cbhstdirabfe and"|he railway will 'have art invasive and 
unacceptable impact on the rural landscape. 

17 Your Petitioner considers that the majority of its concerns relating to visual, 
landscape, noise and ecology could be addressed by the construction of a tunnel. 
Your Petitioner considers that the significant detriment to the special nature of the 
land surrounding the Parish could be mitigated by way of undergrounding the 
proposed alignment comprising Work No. 2/146 and Work No. 3/1, from south of 
Burton Green, adjacent to the Berkswell Parish administrative area, to a point north 
of Balsall Common ('the Proposed Tunnel') 

18 The Proposed Tunnel would substantially mitigate the impacts of High Speed 2 on 
the small rural community of the Parish, as well as the green belt land that falls within 
the alignment of High Speed 2. Whilst your Petitioner appreciates that the Proposed 
Tunnel may impose an additional cost on the Promoter, it is the view of your 
Petitioner that any cost to the Promoter ought properly to be balanced against the 
cost to individuals, to the community and to regional and national economic interest. 

19 As part of this cost equation is the opportunity to make provision now for the best 
opportunity to maximise community and economic benefits. Protection of the green 
belt, particularly in this sensitive area, would provide far greater community, 
ecological and landscape benefits in the long term for future generations than the 
additional costs of providing the Proposed Tunnel now. Furthermore, prevention of a 
substantial visually intrusive development in; this sensitive landscape will prevent the 
'slippery slope' of development and the urbanisation of the Meriden Gap, an 
important rural area that protects community individuality and prevents urban sprawl. 

20 Your Petitioner also considers that when a change to the scheme in the Bill is 
justified on the merits, it is no answer for the Promoters to say that such a changes 
should be resisted because it goes beyond what is provided for in the Bill. It is the 
Promoters, not those affected, who have chosen what to put in the Bill and, if they 
have got that wrong, they should now accept the change. In addition, given that the 
Promoters have already indicated that changes to the scheme will be necessary, 
your Promoters consider that the Proposed Tunnel could also be put forward as a 
change. 

2,1 Your Petitioner therefore seeks: 

(a) a commitment that a full assessment of options for a tunnel extending from 
north of Balsall Common to south of Burton Green be undertaken, including a 
full cost benefit analysis and consideration of the environmental impacts; 

(b) a commitment that the results of the full assessment shall be made available 
to your Petitioner and that the Promoter will work with your Petitioner in so far 
as is reasonably practicable to undertake the construction of a tunnel if the 
assessment concludes that it would be beneficial; 
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(c) subject to the results of the assessment, that an appropriate tunnel option be 
implemented to reduce the environmental impacts of the scheme to an 
acceptable level; and 

(d) If the assessment does not show that the construction of a tunnel should be 
implemented, the Promoter shall work with your Petitioner to consider 
alternative means of mitigating the impacts of High Speed 2 on the Parish. 

22 The proposed scheme includes a provision to construct on Work No. 3/1 a Rail 
Underbridge over the Rugby and Birmingham Railway at Truggist Hill. The structure 
would have a span of 48 metres and an elevation of 9.69 metres, giving a clear 
height of 6,91 metres. The Section diagram provided by the Promoter shows that this 
structure would set the elevation of a long section of the proposed railway, and thus 
contributes greatly to the visual intrusion and noise radiation. It is apparent that the 
railway will be supported by a box structure beneath the tracks, and derive no 
structural strength from the noise barriers, which would be an essential part of the 
scheme because of the nearness of noise receptors. Your Petitioner contends that 
the visual mass of the bridge and its noise barriers and overhead line equipment 
could be reduced by integrating the barriers into the structure, and therefore seek a 
commitment from the Promoter that the elevation of the Rail Underbridge will be 
reduced to 8.2 metres with no permitted upward deviation. 

23 Your Petitioner considers that the height of the proposed Balsall Common Viaduct 
will cause major visual intrusion in the area around Truggist Lane. The elevation of 
the rails above Truggist Lane would be 9.51 m, to which must be added the height of 
the noise barriers and overhead line equipment. Your Petitioner seeks a commitment 
from the Prompter that the visual impact of the viaduct and noise barriers will be 
reduced by using an alternative design, such as a through-truss structural design 
with integral side walls above the tracks rather than a box structure beneath them, 
and that the height of the rails will be significantly reduced. 

Noise Impact 

24 Your Petitioner is also concerned at the potential noise impacts arising from the 
construction and operation of the works. Gonstruction noise and railway noise are 
particulariy nbticea:ble in rural areas and the impact on the community of the works 
should not be under-estimated. Your Petitioner urges that the Promoters be put to 
the strictest proof that their noise assessments are accurate, that they have adopted 
the best and most appropriate standards, that these have been applied correctly and 
that adequate provision has been made in all cases to avoid or, insofar as that is 
im.praCticable, to mitigate and compensate for the adverse effects. 

25 • Your Petitioner is concerned that the noise levels used by the Promoter to determine 
the need for mitigation are in excess of the baseline noise levels recorded for the 
rural areas within the Parish in the Environmental Statement. YdUr Petitioner is yet 
to be satisfied that the Promoter has carried out a full and sufficient assessment of 
noise impacts within the Borough. 



26 Your Petitioner does not consider that the Promoter has undertaken a sufficient noise 
assessment in relation to the impact the scheme will have on the Parish community. 
A significant number of residential and commercial properties are located within 200 
metres of the proposed alignment and due to the open nature of the land surrounding 
the Parish, there is little in the way of natural barriers to such noise. The noise 
impacts are likely to have a severe impact on the health and wellbeing of such local 
residents affected. 

27 YOur'Petitiper tli!etefore'^eeksa:eQmm!tment thatlhS Pi^Poteif ys/ill:" 

(a) urtiertake a full ass^sSmeiiif, usinf hdise levfels reflectiye of the ;pr^illii^i,g 
e©rtditi(3fi(g in the :Pa:fls|̂  and consider the need for additiorral noise #11 igation 
measures as a result of such assessment; 

(b) consider, during it's assessment of a tunnel in this area (please see 
paragraph 21 (a) above) whether, the tunnel would provide a suitable form of 
mitigation in relation to noise pollution and will consider the benefits of such 
mitigation when balancing the need for the tunnel against the cost; 

(c) consult with your Petitioner in relation to suitable and additional means of 
noise barriers to mitigate the noise impacts on the residents of the Parish 
and will seek to agree appropriate measures with ydUr Petitioner; and 

(d) further consider the noise impacts on livestock and local wildlife and how this 
can be mitigated and will seek to agree such mitigation measures with your 
Petitioner 

28 Your Petitioner is concerned that the proposed scheme does not include noise 
barriers are at all locations along proposed railway. Even where the railway would be 
in a cutting, it is critical that there are effective noise barriers, due to proximity to 
residential and commercial properties, for example in Waste Lane, Old Waste Lane, 
Hodgetts Lane, Truggist Lane and Station Road. Rights of way will also be 
significantly harmed by noise impacts of the proposed scheme. For example, the 
reinstated Kenilworth Greenway, is used as a vehicle-free route for walkers, cyclists, 
and equestrians between Berkswell Station and Kenilworth. Horses that become 
startled could be a serious safety risk. Your Petitioner seeks a commitment from the 
Promoter that noise barriers will be provided along the whole length of the proposed 
railway that falls within the Parish to ensure that the maximum noise level from the 
passage of a train will not exceed 60 dBA at a distance of 200 metres from the line, 
that properties exposed to a higher noise level will be provided with sound insulation 
and air-conditioning to reduce the interior maximum noise level from the passage of a 
train to no more than 45 dBA, and that the Promoter will certify that noise levels are 
safe for the riding and leading of horses. 

29 Your Petitioner considers that the Promoter has aillowed too little space for a noise 
barrier and the planting of foliage between the reinstated Kenilworth Greenway and 
the proposed scheme, in the section near Little Beanit Farm, south-east of Waste 
Lane. Your Petitioner seeks a commitment from the Promoter that in the section 
adjacent to Little Beanit Farm, the reinstated Kenilworth Greenway will be displaced 
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to the south-west as far as is necessary to provide adequate space for an effective 
noise barrier and for planted foliage to conceal the noise barrier. 

30 Noise caused by nocturnal maintenance is of significant concern to your Petitioner. 
Processes to maintain track alignment and quality will be required frequently, and are 
known to be noisy. There will also be vehicle movements and the handling of heavy 
loads. Your Petitioner seeks a commitment from the Promoter that the operators of 
the railway will be required to keep noise barriers in place during maintenance work, 
and that residential properties will not be exposed to a nocturnal maximum noise 
level greater than 60 dBA or a continuous-equivalent noise level greater than 40 
dBA. 

31 Your Petitioner is concerned that the Promoter has failed to offer any system to 
regulate operational noise and vibration levels from the trains. The deSire to operate 
the railway at up to 400 km/hour has dominated the choice of route and the design of 
the proposed works. Nonetheless, the Promoter has not taken any steps to 
demonstrate what disturbance this would cause to residents, visitors, businesses, 
and animals close to the proposed route, nor has the Promoter done any 
development work to reduce the noise generated by the trains to the lowest 
practicable level, and nor has the Prompter conducted any trials to prove the level of 
mitigation that might be afforded by various measures. Because train characteristics 
and noise mitigation measures will deteriorate over time, and will be influenced by 
environmental conditions, your Petitioner contends that actual measurement is the 
only way to control the noise nuisance. Having considered the recommendations of 
the World Health Organisation for acceptable noise levels in various situations, and 
having noted the Promoters' acceptance of the Channel Tunnel Rail Link method for 
the decline of noise level with distance, your Petitioner considers that maximum 
outdoor noise levels of 60 dBA at 200 metres from the line, and 76 dBA at 25 metres 
from the line, would meet current expectations. Your Petitioner seeks a commitment 
from the Promoter that a mandatory maximum noise limit from the passage of a 
single train under standardised conditions will be set, that fixed noise monitoring 
stations will be installed and operated at regular intervals along the route, that 
locations for fixed noise monitors at Barretts Lane Farm and at Mouldings Green 
Farm will be considered, that a system of spot-checks using portable noise monitors 
will be undertaken, and that a penalty charge will be exacted on the operator of any 
train that fails to comply with the noise limit. 

Design of viaducts and other major structures 

32 Your Petitioner is concerned that the viaducts and other infrastructure associated 
with High Speed 2 do not properiy respect the environmental character of the Parish 
and are designed to be purely functional rather than sympathetic to their 
surroundings or iconic, as their status as part of a route providing a gateway to the 
West Midlands warrants. 

33 Your Petitioners are concerned that the impact of the viaducts proposed under the 
scheme and the material impact and visual intrusion they will have, in some 
instances the viaduct proposals have been shortened but the increased length of the 
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embankment will also lead to increased severance and a different form of 
unacceptable visual impact and intrusion. This reflects the unacceptable overall 
impact of the railway on the community under the current proposals for it to be 
located at or above ground level on the currently proposed alignment. 

34 The Environmental Statement proposes that the most appropriate material from 
which viaducts and structures should be constructed is concrete. This is not an 
assessment with which your Petitioner agrees in all cases. The Environmental 
Statement notes that there is sensitivity in terms of visual impact and noise in the 
residential areas. Your Petitioner considers that viaducts in particular have major 
adverse effects in landscape terms in its Parish and that measures should be taken 
to ensure an appropriate quality of design in each case. 

35 Your Petitioner supports the petition of the Borough Council and agree that the 
Promoter should provide an assurance that a Design Manual will be agreed with 
each local planning authority, to contain design principles aimed at ensuring that the 
designs of viaducts and other major structures are of high quality, iconic where 
appropriate and sympathetic to their surroundings, and that all proposals for viaducts 
and other major structures shall accord with the Design Manual for the local authority 
area in which, they are situated. 

36 Ypur iPetition^r is concerned l iaitheprpppsedo^ that fsJl Within the :P:arish 
(for example. Waste Lane overbridge. Lavender Hall Lane overbridge and the 
Mgrcite •Hail Lahê  M^mmmM^on elvSlbtidgil are intrusive; riatute and 
dbllructiVe :struGtLlres; Y^ur P:etitidhef Gortsidefs that th:e desip shOUld be 
sympathefc to andiri î eep with thi local style of arehitetiufe arid ief!|n and use 
local materials. Therefore, your Petitioner seeks a commitment that the Promoter will 
seei^toagreethed 

37 The overbridge to be constructed on Lavender Hall Lane (work no. 3/5) would be a 
very large structure some 400 metres long and nearly 10 metres high, spanning both 
the proposed railway and Bayleys Brook. Your Petitioner therefore considers it 
essential that the architectural design of the Work be carefully detailed to suit the 
location and environment, with brickwork chosen to match the vernacular 
architecture. Your Petitioner seeks a commitment from the Promoter that the 
architectural design of Work No. 3/5 will sympathetic to its setting and will be subject 
to the approval of your Petitioner. 

38 Substantial noise barriers are anticipated on sections of the proposed scheme 
through the Parish. Including, for example, at the Beechwood Embankment, the 
Balsall Common Viaduct, and at Truggist Lane and Lavender Lane These barriers 
and overhead line equipment would exacerbate the visual intrusion of the high 
Beechwood Embankment. Your Petitioner seeks a commitment from the Promoter 
that the design of all the noise barriers and overhead line equipment that will be 
located within the Parish will be of a good standard, to be agreed with your Petitioner, 
with variations in finish to give visual interest and break up the linearity, that trees 
and shrubs will be planted along and around the embankment and viaduct columns. 



arranged irregularly and in depth to create a natural effect and that this planting will 
be done early in the construction phase following best practice guidance. 

39 The Promoter proposes to replace more than 1.5 kilometres of the Kenilworth 
Greenway with a substitute route. Whereas the existing bridle- and cycle-way runs in 
a cutting, the new route would run on higher ground above the cutting of the 
proposed railway. The new route would join the original cutting with ramps at Little 
Beanit Farm and at Burton Green, the height difference being some 5 metres and 10 
metres respectively. The Promoter proposes that the ramps would have a gradient of 
10%. This would be unsafe and unsuitable for the full range of users. There is a 
probability that cyclists would reach speeds that are unacceptable on a mixed-use 
recreational route, and in winter, there is the risk of ice formation on the slopes, 
which would cause accidents. The surface on the steep gradients will experience 
wear and erosion at a higher rate than the existing surface, and thereby require 
greater maintenance and repair. Your Petitioner seeks a commitment from the 
Promoter that the transition gradients will be reduced to no more than 5% and that 
future operators of the proposed railway will be obliged by contract to pay the owners 
of the Greenway any costs involved in keeping the ramps in good condition and ice-
free. 

Construction impacts - highways 

40 Your Petitioner submits that the Promoter should be required to use every endeavour 
to utilise rail, air, river and canal for transport purposes. The Promoter and 
subsequent nominated undertaker should confirm the numbers and type of vehicles 
on specific routes and assess impacts accordingly, particularly cumulative impacts. 
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 network and confining 
movements to normal worksite hours. Further, your Petitioner seeks an 
understanding from the Promoter that interested manufacturers will be awarded 
study contracts to recommend how the environmental impact of the transport of 
materials and equipment can be minimised, that financial assistance will be provided 
to facilitate the provision of aerial transport devices in time to service the 
requirements of the proposed railway scheme, and thatthe nominated undertaker will 
be directed to use aerial means for the transport of materials and equipment to 
reduce the impact on the community and environment. 

41 Your Petitioner is concerned that a number of construction routes identified in the 
Environmental Statement include roads considered by your Petitioner as 
inappropriate for haulage use, including: Hob Lane, Windmill Lane, the B41Q1 
(Waste Lane and Kelsey Lane), the A452, Station Road, Hallmeadow Road, Truggist 
Lane, Hodgett's Lane, Lavender Hall Lane, Park Lane and the car park at Berkswell 
Station. The character and construction standard of these roads is in your Petitioner's 
view inappropriate or insufficient to accommodate the levels of construction traffic 
associated with High Speed 2 and the use of these roads as construction routes 
would cause serious harm to the safety, health and convenience of the residents in 
the vicinity as well as the road users. Your Petitioner therefore seeks a commitment 
that the roads listed above will not be used as construction routes and that the 
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Promoter will seek to agree with, your Petitioner alternative construction routes 
wherever possible. Further, the Promoter should agree that local roads will only be 
used as construction haul routes if and to the extent that use of the HS2 track 
alignment for that purpose is not practicable. 

4 1 Waste Lane is the only route suitable for large vehicles between Balsall Common 
and Coventry. This road is used by buses that provide an essential service for 
shops, schools, work, and leisure. The proposed scheme includes traffic restrictions 
as well as road closures at off-peak times, and overnight, for a twelve-month period. 
This would impose unacceptable inconvenience, loss, and risk to residents and other 
travellers. The complete closures should be avoided if at all possible, and the 
programme of restrictions needs to be publicised and followed closely in order to 
minimise the impact on local residents. Your Petitioner seeks a commitment from the 
Promoter that the nominated undertaker will be required to give adequate advance 
publicity of closures and restrictions on Waste Lane, and that times and duration of 
all closures and restrictions shall first be approved by your Petitioner. 

43 Your Petitioner is concerned that the 12-month closure of Lavender Hall Lane 
proposed by the Promoter would cause major inconvenience and loss for residents 
and businesses. Lavender Hall Lane is a principal communication route between 
Berkswell and the A452 trunk road and Balsall Common. Your Petitioner seeks a 
commitment from the Promoter that closure of the Lane will be kept to the absolute 
minimum, and that disruption will be regulated. 

44 Your Petitioner objects to the Promoter's proposal for temporary closures of Truggist 
Lane during the construction period. This would cause major inconvenience and 
economic loss for residents and local businesses, and would divert traffic onto other 
local roads with further adverse affects. Your Petitioner seeks a commitment from the 
Promoter that closure of Truggist Lane will only be sanctioned in exceptional 
circumstances, and that alternative measures would be implemented wherever 
possible. 

45 The proposed scheme includes provision to replace the existing bridge carrying 
Waste Lane over the Kenilworth Greenway with an overbridge, spanning both the 
Greenway and the proposed railway. Because the new bridge will be more than 2 
metres higher than the existing one, and because it will have a more gentle profile, 
pedestrians will be less visible and more exposed to faster vehicles. Your Petitioner 
is concerned that, without a footway, pedestrians will have an increased risk of injury 
or death, and that users of Public Footpath M184 joining the carriageway from the 
south-east will be at special risk. Therefore, your Petitioner seeks a commitment from 
the Promoter that a footway to current design standards will be provided along Waste 
Lane over Work No. 2/186, on the south-east side of the carriageway. 

46 The Promoter does not propose to provide adequate access for agricultural purposes 
through the Footpath Ml 91 Underpass at Truggist Hill Farm. Your Petitioner seeks a 
commitment from the Promoter that the public footpath Ml 91 Underpass beneath 
Work No. 3/1 will be constructed with sufficient height and width to permit access for 
ag ricu Itu ral m ach i ne ry. 
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47 Your Petitioner considers that the proposed works in the area of Truggist Lane would 
prevent the access of large agricultural machinery to the land holding of Village 
Farm. Your Petitioner seeks a eonimitment from the Promoter that an alternative 
access route for agricultural machinery to the Village Farm holding will be created 
and kept open dunng the Construction period, and that the alternative access will be 
closed afterwards and restored fully to its original form and appearance. 

48 Under the Bill, Park Lane is due to be closed, and an overbridge is to be constructed 
on Lavender Hall Lane. Your Petitioner considers that these proposals will direct 
traffic through the constricted section of Lavender Hall Lane (past Lavender Hall and 
over the narrow bridge across the Rugby and Birmingham railway) and would cause 
severe intrusion on the residential properties there. It will therefore cause congestion 
and delays. The proposed overbridge, would damage the setting of the two listed 
buildings at Lavender Hall, in addition, the proposed scheme would compromise the 
long-term plans to provide a safe pedestrian route along Lavender Hall Lane 
between Berkswell and Balsall Common. Your Petitioner considers that the 
Promoter should be required to identify a less disruptive and safer solution, having 
regard to a comprehensive local consultation and following discussions with Your 
Petitioner and other representatives of the affected area. 

49 The proposed scheme does not include provision for a pedestrian footway on the 
proposed new overbridge. Work No. 3/5, across the proposed railway, despite the 
humped profile of the road and the increase in traffic due to the combined flows from 
Park Lane and Lavender Hall Lane. As this is the main pedestrian route between 
Berkswell and BalSall Common, it is essential that the overbridge is constructed to 
the highest standards of safety for all users. Your Petitioner seeks a commitment 
from the Promoter that a footway of adequate standard and width will be provided on 
the proposed overbridge, that Footpath Ml96 will have ajunction with Work No. 3/5 
that is convenient and safe for all path users. 

50 Your Petitioner notes the intention of the Promoter to remove the temporary 
roundabout at the junction of Park Lane and the A452 Kenilworth Road, when 
construction of the scheme is complete. Removal of the roundabout would alleviate 
the concerns of residents that it might encourage an increase in traffic flow in the 
narrow lanes leading to Berkswell, and would restore free flow of traffic on the main 
road. Your Petitioner seeks a commitment from the Promoter that, immediately 
following the completion of the construction works, the roundabout (Work No. 3/5B) 
will be removed, the road junction restored to its present form, and the adjacent 
hedgerows and f ieldis will be reinstated. 

51 Due to the large number of Heavy Goods Vehicles using the service road near Marsh 
Lane, your Petitioner considers it is essential that the Promoter identifies a solution 
which provides tor safe and efficient access to and from the service road to the A452. 
Your Petitioner considers that the Promoter should be required to identify a less 
disruptive and safer solution, having regard to a comprehensive local consultation 
and following discussions with your Petitioner and other representatives of the 
affected area. 
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52: Notwithstanding the improvements to the junction design requested by your 
Petitioner, it is apparent that the extended and more indirect access from the A452 to 
the Lincoln Farm cafe will be to the detriment of users and trade of the cafe. There 
will also be serious inconvenience and loss during the construction phase. Your 
Petitioner seeks a commitment from the Promoter that all practicable steps will be 
taken to provide adequate signage to the Lincoln Farm cafe from the A452, and that 
an agreement will be negotiated with the proprietors to provide compensation for the 
impairment of the business during both construction and the long-term. 

53 Your Petitioner is concerned that the temporary use of the Kenilworth Greenway by 
construction traffic during the construction phase could lead to the unnecessary 
felling of trees along the Greenway. Because of the length of time taken for trees to 
reach maturity, there would be significant loss of landscape amenity if trees are felled 
or damaged. Your Petitioner seeks a commitment from the Promoter that the felling 
of mature trees along the Kenilworth Greenway will only take place if essential for the 
passage of equipment, that the root systems of all the Greenway trees will be 
effectively protected throughout the construction operations, that damaged or felled 
trees will be replaced early in the construction phase following best practice 
guidance, and that the Promoter will make enduring agreements to provide on-going 
care and maintenance of replacement trees.. 

Other construction impacts 

54 Your Petitioner is also concerned that the Environmental Statement does not appear 
to consider the impact on residential properties of construction compounds, 
encampments for workers and, in particular, materials stockpiling. For example, the 
construction compounds/material stockpiles at: Waste Lane, Truggist Lane, between 
Ram Hall and Bayleys Brook, the Park Lane Cutting Main Compound, adjacent to the 
Bradnocks Marsh Lane Roundabout, Mercote Mill Farm, the proposed Beechwood 
Farm Accomodation Underpass Satellite Compound, the Rail Underbridge (North ) 
Satellite Compound and the proposed Waste Lane satellite compound will have a 
significant and detrimental impact on the residents of those properties situated in the 
close vicinity. These would be major dust sources downwind of and too close to 
agricultural operations and residential dwellings. They would cause considerable 
nuisance from dust dirt fumes, traffic, and noise for a number of years during the 
construction period. The area taken for the storage of materials and excavated spoil 
seems in excess of local requirements. Therefore your Petitioner seeks a 
commitment that construction compounds and stockpiles will be located as far away 
from residential properties as reasonably practicable and that the proposed 
construction compounds at Park Lane, Waste Lane and Truggist Lane will be 
relocated to minimise the impact of the compounds on the residents of the Parish. 

55 Your Petitioner notes that the Promoter is seeking powers to create a route through 
Berkswell Station car park and onto the Kenilworth Greenway for construction traffic, 
and to retain this route, after construction, for the use of maintenance traffic. In the 
past, the owner of the Rugby and Birmingham Railway infrastructure has given 
permission for the creation of access on this route for pedestrians, cyclists ahd 
equestrians to the Kenilworth Greenway, but practical considerations have prevented 
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implementation. Your Petitioner seeks a commitment from the Promoter that a Public 
Bridleway will be created on the maintenance access track for the proposed railway 
through Berkswell Station car park and the station yard. 

56 Your Petitioner understands that there is no requirement for an electrical supply to 
the Bradnock Auto-transformer Station, but due to the potential severe visual 
intrusion, your Petitioner seeks a commitment from the Promoter that there will be no 
above-ground wires or cables to the Auto-transformer Station, and that the future 
operator of the Auto-transformer Station will be required to place underground any 
future wires or cables to the Auto-transformer Station. Further, in view of the 
environmental sensitivity of the surrounding area and the potential escape of noxious 
materials from the equipment installed in the Bradnock Auto-transformer Station, 
your Petitioner seeks a commitment from the Promoter that a containment barrier will 
be provided around the perimeter of the Bradnock Auto-transformer Station to retain 
any spillage and pollution within the site. 

57 Your Petitioner welcomes the proposals to plant trees and shrubs for landscape 
mitigation around the intrusive A452 and Mercote Hall Lane Accommodation 
Overbridges. However, your Petitioner considers that the proposed screening would 
be incomplete, and therefore seeks a commitment from the Promoter that trees and 
shrubs of sufficient height will be planted all around the Works, arranged Irregularly 
and in depth to create a natural effect, that this planting will be done early in the 
construction phase following best practice guidance, and that the Promoter will make 
enduring agreements to provide ongoing care and maintenance. 

58 Your Petitioner is concerned that the Bill does not set out sufficient means for 
compensating those impacted by construction activities. These impacts, although 
temporary, will continue for a number of years and as such, will have a significant 
effect on the wellbeing of many people living in the vicinity of such activity. Your 
Petitioner supports the petitions of those local individuals who have raised such 
impacts in their petitions. 

Rights of Way 

59 In a number of instances, rights of way in the Parish are proposed to be diverted 
temporarily or permanently along routes that are unsatisfactory or in a manner which 
is unsatisfactory and which, in your Petitioner's view, can and should be improved 
upon. Some diversions are proposed parallel to the railway which will result in noise 
and associated aesthetic impacts, other diversions proposed involve considerable 
additional distances which will discourage their use and disadvantage those now 
relying upon them. There is also a need for guaranteed design features and greater 
mitigation in a number of instances. The rights of way affected which particularly 
concern your Petitioner include: 

59.1 Public Footpath M186: Work No. 2/184 will construct an overbridge across the 
railway for agricultural access and to carry public footpath M186. Your Petitioner is 
concerned that the surface may become inconvenient for walkers unless it has a 
cambered or arched profile which will encourage drainage and prevent the surface 
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becoming slippery or icy. Your Petitioner therefore seeks a commitment from the 
Promoters that the surface of the overbridge will be constructed to ensure a well 
drained and safe-surface for walkers. 

59.2 Public Footpath Ml 82: The proposed diversion of public footpath Ml 82 will result in it 
joining Hodgetts Lane just 60 metres from the entry to public footpath Ml 82. Users 
making the walking circuit around the west of Burton Green would need to walk a 
further 130 metres along Hodgetts Lane, which is used by large vehicles and has no 
footway, as such this would be unsafe and would result in a loss of amenity for these 
walkers. Your Petitioner therefore seeks a commitment that public footpath Ml 87 will 
not be diverted from its current route and that a bridge will be provided to take the 
path over the proposed scheme. Such bridge should be fitted with noise attenuation 
measures to ensure that the bridge is suitable for use by horses. 

59.3 Kenilworth Greenway: the temporary route of the Kenilworth Greenway would run for 
90 metres alongside Big Poors Wood. This would result in an increased risk of 
incursion into the wood and therefore possible damage, during the construction 
period. Your Petitioner seeks a commitment from the Promoter that Big Poors Wood 
will be securely fenced and properiy protected from incursion, that the nominated 
undertaker will monitor the security of the fencing and make repairs as needed, and 
that any complaints of intrusion will be investigated promptly. 

59.4 Public iFoQtpath :M1;&4: The start of pb l i c lodttsath; :M:1:84 includes a llight of stgps. 
This path will require diversion because the new bridge (work 2/186} would be 
considerably higher that the current bridge and therefore there will be a difference in 
height between the footpath and the carriageway. A larger flight of steps would not 
provide adequate access for all users. Your Petitioner therefore seeks a commitment 
that the Promoter will construct a ramp. With a gradient of no more than 5,%, to link 
public fbotpatb M184 to the realigned Waste Lane. 

59.5 Kenilworth Greenway and Ml 84: Your Petitioner considers that there is 
inadequate space for the reinstated Kenilworth Greenway to run between the 
proposed scheme and public footpath Ml 84. Your Petitioner seeks a commitment 
from the Promoter that the trees, currently separating Public Footpath Ml 84 near 
Waste Lane from the Kenilworth Greenway, will be replaced as required, that no 
further screening foliage will be planted, and that the footpath will be realigned to the 
south-west by the minimum necessary to accommodate the reinstated Greenway. 

59.6 Kenilworth Greenway and Ml 84: The height difference between the Kenilworth 
Greenway and public footpath Ml 84 is approximately two metres in some locations 
but there is no access between the two. Your Petitioner therefore seeks a 
commitment that an access ramp will be provided between the Kenilworth Greenway 
and public footpath M184 which is suitable for all footpath users. 

59.7 Kenilworth Greenway: The proposed scheme includes a signal controlled crossing of 
Cromwell Lane (Work No. 2/183). Your Petitioner believes this would cause nuisance 
and risk to residents, as the road is busy and it would cause traffic flow difficulties 
and potential grid-lock due to its proximity with the Hodgetts Lane junction. Your 
Petitioner seeks a commitment that an underpass beneath the road be provided, 
suitable in size and acoustics for horse-riders, cyclists, and pedestrians. 
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59.8 Public Footpath M198: The proposed diversion of public footpath Ml 98 would result 
in its prolongation by 575 metres (which constitutes neariy 50% Ofthe total length), a 
significant loss of visual amenity and walking pleasure, and exposure to traffic 
hazards. Your Petitioner seeks a commitment from the Promoter that Public Footpath 
Ml98 Will be diverted through the Beechwood Farm Accommodation Underpass, and 
that a right of way will be created around the working area of Beechwood Farm. 

59.9 Public Footpath Ml 91: The proposed scheme includes the provision of an underpass 
for public footpath M191. However, the proposed underpass does not follow the 
current alignment of the path which would introduce extra direction changes, cause 
inconvenience and loss of amenity to users and would result in unnecessary changes 
to the embankment of the Kenilworth Greenway. This footpath is part of important 
recreational circuits around Balsall Common. Your Petitioner therefore seeks a 
commitment from the Promoter that the underpass will be provided on the current 
alignment of public footpath M191 and that the path surface will be raised and 
consolidated above the level of the proposed floodplain storage area. 

59.10 Public Footpath M197: The Promoter intends to introduce a zig-zag into the route of 
public footpath Ml97 which would result in a loss of amenity to the users of the 
footpath. Part of the reinstated route of public footpath Ml 97 crosses a replacement 
floodplain storage area which would be susceptible to flooding. Your Petitioner 
therefore seeks a commitment from the Promoter that the underpass for public 
footpath Ml97 will be provided on an angle so that the current alignment is retained 
and that the path surface will be raised and consolidated above the level of the 
proposed floodplain storage area. 

59.11 Public Footpath Ml 96: The Promoter proposes to make a small diversion of Public 
Footpath Ml 96 in the work yard adjacent to Lavender Hall Lane, but this would 
introduce an unnecessary zig-zag into the path. Your Petitioner seeks a commitment 
from the Promoter that the proposed diversion of Footpath M196 will be made in a 
smooth continuous style to preserve the amenity Of the path. 

59.12 Public Footpath M214 ('the Heart of England Way'): The proposed scheme will sever 
Park Lane. As a result, walkers travelling south-west on Public Footpath M214, the 
Heart of England Way, would have to make a substantial detour to return to 
Berkswell village along Lavender Hall Lane. At present, walkers enjoy the 
convenience of using Park Lane, which enables a pleasant circular excursion from 
Berkswell. Your Petitioner seeks a commitment from the Promoter that a short 
additional length of footpath will be created to link Public Footpath M214 to Park 
Lane on the Berkswell side of the proposed railway. 

59.13 Public Footpath M215: the proposed scheme includes an overbridge (Work 3/7A) to 
carry public footpath M215 over the railway. The bridge does not follow the current 
alignment of public footpath M215 and as such would introduce unnecessary zig
zags into the route which your Petitioner considers would bring artificiality and detract 
from its amenity. Your Petitioner therefore seeks a commitment from the Promoter 
that Work No. 3/7A will be aligned and wide enough to allow Public Footpath M215 to 
follow its current route. 
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59.14 Public Footpath M216: The proposed scheme would sever public footpath M216 in 
the Sixteen-Acre Wood. The proposed new sections of the path would hae reduced 
convenience and amenity for users of this footpath. Your Petitioner seeks a 
commitment from the Promoter that the section of Public Footpath M216 running 
west-north-west in Sixteen-Acre Wood will be diverted as proposed to run for some 
300 metres alongside the railway, but only to the north edge of the Wood, that the 
path will then be diverted generally westwards across Bayleys Brook and beneath 
the proposed railway in an underpass tunnel at the north edge of the Wood, that the 
path will then resume a west-north-west heading to cross the open ffeld for some 100 
metres to rejoin its existing alignment, and that attention will be given to the levels 
and surfaces to ensure adequate drainage and convenient walking conditions. 

59.15 Public Footpath M216: Your Petitioner is concemed regarding the potential noise 
impacts on public footpath M216 from it commencement at its junction with public 
footpath M215, through the Sixteen-Acre Wood and beyond. The footpath would be 
exposed to high levels of noise due to its proximity to the proposed scheme, your 
Petitioner seeks a commitment from the Promoter that noise barriers will be provided 
to limit the maximum noise level on Public Footpath M216 due to the passage of a 
train to 68 dBA on its original alignment 80 metres from the line and to 75 dBA where 
it is close to the proposed railway, that the noise barriers will be designed to tone in 
with the natural environment, that trees will be planted in front of the barriers, 
arranged irregularly and in depth to create a natural effect, that this planting will be 
done early in the construction phase following best practice guidance, and that the 
Promoter will make enduring agreements to provide on-going care and maintenance. 

59.16 Public Footpath M217: Your Petitioner considers that the part of public footpath M217 
on the west side of the proposed scheme heading toward the A452 road and 
Bradnocks Marsh should do so as directly as possible to lessen exposure to the sight 
and sounds of the proposed railway on one side, and the A452 dual-carriageway on 
the other. The present termination of M217 on the A452 is not at a place where 
people reside, or where there is a continuation route, or where vehicles may be 
parked. Your Petitioner therefore seeks a commitment from the Promoter that Public 
Footpath M217 will separate from Public Footpath M216 and be diverted one field 
width to the south-east of its current route, to run in a south-westerly direction along 
the field edges, to join the A452 road about 80 metres north of the Bradnocks Marsh 
Lane roundabout, near where there is a vehicle lay-by. 

59,1:7 Public Footpath M217: The Promoter proposes to divert Public Footpath M217 east 
of Marsh Farm in a loop to the north so it can pass under the Marsh Farm Viaduct 
where the proposed railway. Work No. 3/1, would cross Bayleys Brook. Your 
Petitioner contends that the diversion would be inconvenient and destroy the amenity 
of the route. The diversion would add 300 metres to the route, all of it in close 
proximity to the proposed railway, and would take the path user in the opposite 
direction from where the path is heading. Your Petitioner proposes an alternative 
diversion, and seeks a commitment from the Promoter that Public Footpath M217 will 
be diverted in a south-easteriy direction from a point about 120 metres south of its 
crossing of Public Bridleway M218, following the edge of Coronation Spinney, and 
that M217 will then be diverted in a south-south-westerly direction for some 200 
metres to join the diverted Public Footpath M216 and cross Bayleys Brook, and that 
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the part of this latter section that traverses marshy ground will be constructed as a 
board-walk that connects to the bridge over the Brook. 

59.18 Public Bridleway M218: Your Petitioner considers that the proposed diversion of 
public bridleway M218 will be inconvenient and would significantly harm the amenity 
of bridleway. Your Petitioner seeks a commitment from the Promoter that Work No. 
3/9A will be revised so that, after crossing the proposed railway westwards, the track 
will descend as a spiral ramp to join the A452 close to the Current termination of the 
track, that the track will align with the underpass, and that convenient private 
vehicular and public bridle access will be maintained throughout the construction 
period. 

Ecological impacts 

60 Your Petitioner is concemed that the Ancient Woodland at Mariowes Wood has not 
been described or considered as ancient woodland in the Environmental Statement. 
As such, it has not been afforded sufficient protection. Your Petitioner seeks a 
commitment that this park of Mariowes Wood shall be safeguarded and that those 
areas of Mariowes Wood that will be felled, should have a habitat protection plan in 
place prior to any works being carried out which shall be agreed with your Petitioner 
and which will establish the creation of an equivalent habitat. Furthermore, your 
Petitioner seeks a commitment from the Promoter that there will be no disturbance 
whatsoever to the heronry located within Mariowes Wood until a substitute equivalent 
habitat has been established in a nearby location and that all necessary measures 
have been taken to protect the substitute habitat from disturbance. 

61 Your Petitioner is concerned that Sixteen-Acre wood will be Severely impacted by the 
proposed development due to the loss of nearly an acre of woodland. Your Petitioner 
seeks a commitment form the Promoter that a substitute woodland shall be created 
within the vicinity of the Sixteen-Acre wood, the location of Which shall be agree with 
your Petitioner. 

62 Your Petitioner is concerned that the Sixteen-Acre Wood Embankment would directly 
affect the Berkswell Bogs and the Berkswell Marsh Site of Special Scientific Interest. 
This raised embankment will increase the footprint and the volume of sub-surface 
material that will be compacted and rendered impermeable. This would have a 
serious effect on the hydrology of the area with impoundment of groundwater. 
Raising the water table would also increase the risk from pluvial flooding. Your 
Petitioner therefore seeks a commitment from the Promoter that the section of Work 
No. 3/1 from Sixteen-Acre Wood to Marsh Farm will be constructed on a viaduct. 

63 Your Petitioner is concerned that the proposed development will have a detrimental 
impact on the population of local resident species Such as muntjac and badger. The 
proposed tunnel at Burton Green will provide only a limited opportunity for animal 
migration as designed. Your Petitioner seeks a commitment form the Promoter that it 
will fully assess the impacts of the proposed development on all local species and 
that it will assess whether increasing the length of the tunnel at Burton Green 
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towards the substation (by a proposed 200 metres) will mitigate the impact of the 
proposed development on local wildlife. 

63,1 The proposed scheme includes the addition of a steeply-constructed section to the 
Lavender Hall Embankment. The embankment would run across the Bayleys Brook 
flood plain for 400 metres with an elevation of around 10 metres. The extended 
embankment would impound groundwater, reduce natural drainage of the 
surrounding areas, impede wildlife migration, obstruct Public Footpath M191, 
degrade the landscape amenity, and increasing the amount of prey animals on the 
tracks that will lead to trains hitting and killing barn owls. Your Petitioner therefore 
seeks a commitment from the Promoter that the Lavender Hall Embankment will be 
shortened by about 300 metres with a corresponding increase in length of the Balsall 
Common Viaduct 

64 Further your Petitioner seeks a commitment that the following proposals will be 
implemented by the undertaker in order to mitigate additional adyerSe effects of HS2 
on ecology and landscape in the Parish: 

64.1 Specialist advice will be sought regarding the conservation of bam owls and that 
mesh screens or other deterrent devices will be fitted above and beside the railway 
line to prevent barn owls and other birds of prey hunting on the railway line. 

64.2 At least two wildlife passageways will be provided in the Beachwood Embankment 
section of the proposed scheme, which could include the proposed accommodation 
underpasses if they are ungated. 

64.3 The drainage system fpr the proposed railway wijl be developed as substitute wildlife 
habitats With appropriate connectivity, and that the recommendations of wildlife 
groups with local knowledge will be followed, This would help to mitigate Significant 
habitat loss in the area of Beechwood Farm, including an existing pond and other 
wetland features hosting amphibian and avian Species. 

64.4 That any run-off from the railway tracks will be filtered to remove pollutants before it 
enters the natural drainage system. 

64.5 Following construction of the proposed scheme, the Spinney will be replanted with 
matching species to those currently located there and wil 1 leave the smallest possible 
gap in the tî ees. 

64.6 A suitable culvert will be provided beneath the proposed scheme where the Promoter 
intends to divert a watercourse that currently runs from Mariowes into the Berkswell 
Bogs Site of Special Scientific Interest (Work No. 3/1). A culvert shall be provided to 
carry the water in the watercourse and prevent the hydrology and cause 
environmental damage. Agreements will be made to ensure the watercourse and 
culvert are maintained in good order. 

'64.7 that trees and shrubs of sufficient height will be planted in front of Work No. 3/1 
between Sixteen-Acre Wood and Bayleys Brook, arranged irregularly and in depth to 
create a natural effect, that this planting will be done early in the construction phase 
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following best practice guidance, and that the Promoter will make enduring 
agreements to provide on-going care and maintenance. 

64.8 that trees and shrubs will be planted, in depth, along the west side of the Bradnock 
Auto-transformer Station, that there will be further tree planting to integrate Sixteen-
ACre Wood with the screening around the Auto-transformer Station, that these 
plantings will be done early in the construction phase following best practice 
guidance, and that the Promoter will make enduring agreements to provide ongoing 
care and maintenance. 

64.9 that the proportion of open viaduct structure in Work No. 3/9 will be significantly 
increased to reduce the solidity of the embankments which would be of a significant 
detriment to the landscape, would impound groundwater, and would sever wildlife 
migration routes. 

65 Your Petitioner considers that, while a wide range of measures for ecological 
compensation has been offered by the Promoter, there is a lack of clarity and 
standards as to the extent of ecological mitigation that will take place. Your Petitioner 
seeks a commitment from the Promoter that the implementation and monitoring of 
bio-system replacement will be carried out to a high uniform standard throughout the 
proposed scheme, that the Promoter will follow the guidance in the National Planning 
Policy Framework and seek to improve the natural environment, that there will be 
compliance with the European Environmental Impact Assessment criteria, the UK 
Chartered Institute of Ecology and Environmental Management standards, and 
British Standard BS 8545 "Trees: from nursery to independence in the landscape", 
and that the creation of altemative habitats and translocation of species will be 
commenced as soon as reasonably practicable. 

66 Trees are critical features in the landscape and need long-term planning and care 
due to their slow growth rate. Your Petitioner Seeks a commitment from the Promoter 
that where tree planting is to be used as an offset, a replacement ratio of 5-for-1 will 
be used in order to ensure satisfactbry replacement, and that advice from the 
relevant parish and town councils and local interest groups on Species and locations 
will be heeded. 

67 Your Petitioner notes that the proposed scheme will erttail damage or removal of 
hedgerows throughout the Parish, with Serious implications for the complete 
ecosystems to which they give shelter. Your Petitioner notes the intention to plant 
substitute lengths of hedging, but seeks a commitment from the Promoter that the 
replacement hedges will be planted and nurtured to maturity in appropriate locations, 
using species that are similar to those displaced, and that the overall scheme of 
planting will provide a quantity and quality of habitats equivalent to those that have 
been lost. 

68 Your Petitioner further seeks a commitment from the Promoter that a long-term 
ecological monitoring programme will be established, and that the monitoring 
programme will be open tofuH involvement by Solihull Metropolitan Borough Council, 
the local parish and town councils, and relevant special interest groups. Such 
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programme should require future operators of the proposed railway to be obliged by 
contract to provide funding for, and to take, restorative ecological measures, when 
adverse: affects; appear to be developing:. 

Community Fund Projects 

69 Your Petitioner is concerned that, without further protection, the proposed works will 
leave a negative legacy oh the landscape and communities in their area. Whilst the 
Environmental Statement contains mitigation for a number of identified adverse 
impacts, your Petitioner considers that the aggregation of a large number of adverse 
impacts not considered significant would result, when considered across the whole of 
your Petitioner's area, in signiffcant adverse affects on the environment and local 
communities. Your Petitioner requests that the promoters of the Bill should be 
required to establish a community fund, the form of which should be discussed and 
agreed with local authorities, and which should be made available for the use of your 
Petitioner, other public bodies, charities and other organisations as a means to offset 
the environmental and other damage that will be caused to the inhabitants of your 
Petitioner's area, in the absence of any gain. The fund should enable your Petitioner 
and others to provide for replacement and additional facilities, infrastructure or other 
mitigation. There is relevant and recent precedent for the establishment of such 
funds in respect of other major infrastructure projects, for example on High Speed 1 
and the Hinckley Point nuclear power station. 

70 Further, your Petitionar :see:ks a cammitmieni from^ the Promoter that future (gperators 
of the proposed railway will be required by contract to maintain a Community Fund to 
suppdrt 'cpmm unily ip r^pcts Ih; the argas # iiplihiull :BQroitilgh4hat: wou^^ be adyetsily^ 
afi^Gted; b | the isrOpdSici $W^B^ I . f la t th© f u i l i ^ 1 be: adntrtisfetedi 1% a :GprSmittee 
drawn from local parish and town councils and other relevant bodies, that the 
operator of the railway will be obliged by contract to contribute £100000 annually to 
the fund, and that the Fund will receive the proceeds from any penalty charges 
imposed for exceeding environmental limits. 

Cohnmunity Impacts 

l i The Lavender Hall Fishery falls within 100 metres of the proposed railway, and even 
with highly effective noise barriers, it seems improbable that the Fishery will cease to 
be a tranquil and attractive venue for recreational angling. The Fishery also provides 
refreshments for visitors and walkers, and if forced to close, its loss will affect both 
residents and those from further affeld. Your Petitioner seeks a commitment from the 
Promoter that a replacement facility for recreational fishing, comparable to the 
present one in utility and amenity, will be provided by the Promoter at a nearby 
location, without imposing any financial or administrative burden on the proprietors of 
the Fishery. 

72 Berkswell Clay Pigeon Club has been based off Lavender Hall Lane since 1964, and 
currently has over 40 members. Residents within the Parish would be impacted by 
the proposed loss of the Club facilities, and the Promoter has given no undertakings 
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as to the provision of a replacement site. Your Petitioner seeks a commitment from 
the Promoter that a replacement site, comparable to the current one in utility and 
amenity, will be provided: by the Promoter at a nearby location Without imposing any 
financial or administrative burden on the Club. 

73 Your Petitioner is greatly concerned about the Impact on the community as a result of 
severance caused by the proposed over ground route. In effect the unnatural, highly 
visible concrete barrier caused by the railway will cut the community in two, severing 
motor routes, paths, visual links and destroying a sense of place. 

74 Your Petitioner is concerned that the A452 Overbridge would be furnished with 
carriageway lighting, and that stray light could cause disturbance and detract from 
the local amenity. Your Petitioner seeks a commitment from the Promoter that any 
carriageway lighting provided on or near the A452 Overbridge during cDhstruction, or 
added later, will be designed to minimise light spillage beyond the carriageways, and 
will be subject to the approval of both Berkswell and Hampton-in-Arden Parish 
Councils, and of local amenity groups. 

75 Residents in the Parish would be impacted by the proposed loss of Burton Green 
Village Hall, and your Petitioner notes the intent of the Promoter to provide land and 
assistance to the Hall trustees to build a replacement facility. However there are no 
undertakings as to the provision of an interim facility, nor a clear statement as to the 
extent of what will be done. Your Petitioner seeks a commitment from the Promoter 
that there will be temporary provision of a community hall at a convenient location, 
and that a replacement Hall, comparable to the current one in utility and amenity, will 
be provided by the Promoter without imposing any financial or administrative burden 
on the trustees or tt^e community. 

76 Your Petitioner considers that reputational loss and damage to the area would arise 
from the naming of the proposed intermediate station at Middle Bickenhill "the 
Birmingham Interchange", even though it is 15 km from Birmingham, well outside the 
Birmingham administrative area, and has no apparent interchange function. Your 
Petitioner seeks an undertaking from the Promoter that the name will be changed to, 
Bickenhill, Stonebridge or something else with a local resonance, and that this name 
will be used in all future documentation, notices, and signs. This would help avoid 
confusion, as well as bringing a community benefit. 

Construction: mitigation generally and adequacy of Code of Construction Practice 

77 Your Petitioner does 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'. It is notable that In the 
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environmental minimum requirements and supporting documents, the requirements 
on the Prometer are'more strihgent, being framed iin teiitts of'^|est'endeavoufS?'j etc. 

7:8 Your Petitioner respectfully requests that there should be a proper local engagement 
process and that powers should be conferred on your Petitioner or on another 
responsible body to regulate such matters as hours of work, routes and construction 
activities in order to mitigate the effects of construction on the local community. Your 
Petitoner specifcally requests that those powers should include powers to employ 
specialists in the areas of environmental health, ecology, archaeology and heritage 
with authority to regulate and stop construction activities if necessary. 

79 Your Petitioner is 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 caused during the construction period and, in particular, that 
the COCP merely replicates the standard industry Code of Construction Practice as a 
minimum and the further best practice requirements imposed by your Petitioner on 
other major construction projects in the locality. There should also be a guarantee 
that any future changes to industry standards will be complied with. 

8iD Your Petitioner respectfully suggest that the Nominated Undertaker should provide 
detailed plans, method statements, work programmes, and schedules of deliveries 
(particulariy abnormal deliveries) in relation to each work site, well in advance of the 
commencement of operation in order to minimise their impact on residents and 
businesses. Your Petitioner should be notiffed well in advance of any alterations in 
methods of construction and construction operations, particularly in relation to site 
servicing and set up arrangements. 

81 Your Petitioner also alleges that there is a lack of detail on noise mitigation in the 
COCP, which in any event will remain in draft until after the select committee of your 
honourable House has considered this Petition. Your Petitioner is also concerned 
that clear accountability, enforcement protocols and financial penalties for non
compliance are not defined in the GOCP. Your Petitioner would ask your honourable 
House to require the Promoters to address these issues. 

82 Finally in this regard your Petitioner respectfully requests that there be independent, 
objective and comprehensive assessment process which encourages innovation and 
best practice throughout design, construction and operation of the works and that this 
should be reflected in the COCP. As this is a national strategic project your 
Petitioner requests that at each stage and for the management of the project the 
Promoter be required to achieve CEEQUAL excellence as a minimum. 

Business Rate Relief 

83 It is very likely that businesses will suffer a downturn in trade as a result of the 
construction of the works, particularly during the construction phase, Your Petitioner 
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considers that it would be fair for those businesses who are so affected to be 
provided with some relief from business rates, and your Petitioner requests your 
honourable House to require the Secretary of State to make such provision as is 
reasonably necessary in this regard to assist businesses who can demonstrate that 
they have been adversely affected by the construction of the Works. 

84 For the foregoing and connected reasons your Petitioner respectfully submit that, 
unless appropriate safeguards are provided to protect your Petitioner and the Bill is 
amended as proposed aboVe, so fat affecting your Petitioner, the Bill should not be 
allowed to pass into law. 

85 There are other clauses and provisions of the Bill which, if passed into law as they 
now stand will prejudicially affect your Petitioner and their rights, interests and 
property and for which no adequate provision is made to protect your Petitioner. 

YOUR PETITIONER 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 Petitioner 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 Petitioner will ever pray, &c. 

5 ! 6 

Bircham Dyson Bell LLP 

Pariiamentary Agents for Berkswell Parish Council 
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