
IN PARLIAMENT 

HOUSE OF COMMONS 

SESSION 2013-14 

HIGH SPEED RAIL (LONDON - WEST MIDLANDS) BILL 

P E T I T I O N 

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 ofthe Camden Association of Stieet Properties. 

SHEWETH as follows:- ' 

1. A Bill (hereinafter referred to as "the bill") has been introduced 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 Bbtough of 

Hammersmith and Fulham to a junction with the Channel Tuimel Rail Link at York 

Way in the London Borough of Islington and a spur from Water Orton in 

Warwickshire to Curzon Street in Biriningham; and for connected purposes." 

2. 'The BiU is presented by Mr. Secretary McLoughUn, supported by the Prime 

Minister, the Deputy Prime Mimster, Mr. Chancellbr of the Exchequer, Secretary 

Theresa May, Secretary Vince Cable, Secretary Iain Duncan Smith, Secretary Eric 

Pickles, Secretary Owen Patersbn, Secretary Edward Davey, and Mr. Robert 

Gbodwill. 

3. Clauses I to 36 set out the BUl's objectives in relation to the constmction and 

operation ofthe railway mentioned in paragraph 1 above. They include provision for 



the constniction of works, highways and road traffic matters, the compulsory 

acquisition of land and other provisions relating to the use of land, plarming 

permission, heritage issues, trees and noise. They include clauses which would 

disapply and modify various enactments relating to special categories of land 

including burial grounds, consecrated land, commons and open spaces, and other 

matterSj including overhead lines, water, building regulations and party walls, street 

works and the use of lorries. 

4. Clauses 37 to 42 of the Bill deal with the regulatory regime for the railway. 

5. Clauses 43 to 65 of the Bill set out a number of misceUaneous and general provisions, 

including provision for the appointment of a nominated undertaker ("the Nominated 

Undertaker") to exercise the powers under the Bill, tiansfer schemes, provisions 

relating to statutory undertakers and the Crown, provision about the compulsory 

acquisition of land for regeneration, reinstatement works and provision about further 

high speed railway works. Provision is also made about the application of 

Environmental Impact Assessment Regulations. 

6. The works proposed to be authorised by the Bill are specified in clauses 1 and 2 of 

and Schedules 1 and 2 to the Bill. They consist of scheduled works, which are 

described in Schedule I to the Bill and other works, which are described in clause 2 

of and Schedules 2 and 3 to the Bill. 

7. Your Petitioners are a tenants and leaseholders organisation officially recognised by 

the London Borough of Camden set up to represent the interests of street property 

tenants and leaseholders of the London Borough of Camden since 2004; which 

represent their members within Camden, many of whom are directly affected by the 

proposals set out in the Bill. 

8. Your Petitioners have a constitution approved of by the London Borough of Camden 

and a democratically elected committee elected at your Petitioners' Annual General 

Meeting, which meets once a month, usually in one of the Committee rooms at 

Camden Town Hall. 



9. Your Petitioners have assisted many of its; members in relation to issues around 

housing in street properties within the borough and have been involved in previous 

campaigns, and was also involved in lobbying ParUament during the passage of the 

LocaUsm BiU, now the Localism Act 2012, in particular relating to the right of local 

authority tenants to take their cases in person to the Housing Onibudsnian, in respect 

of which. Baroness Hanham in the House of Lords conceded that the government' s 

original proposals for a filter via MPs, CouncUlors and Tenants Panels would not be 

implemented. 

10. Much of your Petitioners' work as an Association has also focused on identifying 

specific issues affecting councU owned street properties, including inadequate 

communication between tenants and leaseholders and different Caniden Council 

departments, identifying ways to improve housing services for council tenants and 

leaseholders, tackling the some times very complex issue of noise 

nuisance, coinmunity safety issues, property repairs and major works, housing 

allocations, challenging Camden Council investment decisions affecting street 

properties, increased support for vulnerable tenants, as well as raising awareness of 

issues such as the very damaging effects of pollution on bur members and their 

properties, and the advantages of promoting energy efficiency. 

11. For many years, there was clear evidence that the majority of the properties your 

Petitioners represent, approximately 6,500 and scattered throughout the London 

Borough of Camden had been left out of important consultation exercises. 

12. Following on this premise, it is natural to conclude that this may already have 

impacted on service delivery ui a number of key areas to Camden Council street 

properties. 

13. The threat of HS2 and the destniction it v^ll cause to many established Camden 

communities will also increase those challenges already faced by many of 

our members and their properties. 

14. Your Petitioners' Committee have at its last Committee meetings held at Camden 

Tovm Hall on 28 April 2014, authorised its Chair Ms Petia Dando to act as its agent, 

and for the Petition to be drafted by Committee member Terence Ewmg with uiput 



and suggestions by Ms Petia Dando, and Committee members Ms Karin Yiaimakou 

and Ms Yasmin Allen who form its HS2 Steering Committee. 

15. Your Petitioners and their rights, interests and property are injuriously affected by the 

Bill, to which your Petitioners object for reasons amongst others, hereinafter 

appearing. 

Introductory 

Standing of Petitioners 

16. Your Petitioners are concerned at the limited test for standing for the lodging of 

Petitions opposing the proposals for both the Euston Station proposed redevelopment 

and the HS2 scheme in general. 

17. Parliament seems to prima facie have imposed an overtly limited and restiictive test 

that the Petitioner must be "directly affected" by either the proposals for both the 

Euston Station proposed redevelopment and the HS2 scheme in general. 

18. However, this test may not be compliant with articles 2.5, 6 and 7 of the Aarhus 

Convention as incorporated into EU law under Directives 85/337/EEC, 96/61/EC and 

20Q3/35/EC. 

19. "The public" is defined in article 2.4 ofthe Aarhus Convention as: 

'4. "The public" means one or more natural or legal persons, and, in 
accordance with national legislation or practice, their associations, 
organizations or groups;" 

20. "The public concerned" is defined in article 2.5 of the Aarhus Convention as: 

'"5. The public concemed" means the public affected or likely to be 
affected by, or having an interest in, the environmental decision-making; for 
the purposes of this definition, non-governmental organizations promoting 
environmental protection and meeting any requirements under national law 
shall be deemed to have an interest." 

21. This test is applied fiirther in articles 6 and 7 of the Aarhus Convention relating to the 

requirements for "Public participation in environmental decisions on specific 

activities" as set out in article 6.1-11, and/or also "Public participation concerning 



'<f' 

plans, programs and policies relating to the environment" as set out in article 7, and 

again made applicable to this Bill under the European Communities Act 1972. 

22. Whilst your Petitioners accept that that the test of "direcfly affected" would satisfy the 

"public affected or likely to be affected" test in the first limb of article 2.5 of the 

Aarhus Convention, it would appear not to satisfy the test of "having an interest in, 

the environmental decision-making". 

23. It is contended that this latter test enables both individuals and organisations that 

although may not be "directly affected" by an environmental decision, may have a 

more general interest in the "environmental decision-making" of public bodies. 

24. Your Petitioners contend that they satisfy the definition of "The public" in article 2.4 

of the Aarhus Convention and "The public concemed" in article 2.5 of the Aarhus 

Convention as "having an interest in, the environmental decision-making" relating to 

this Bill, being a Borough wide tenants and residents organization, many of whose 

members will be "affected or Ukely to be affected" by the implementation of the HS2 

proposals in this Bill. 

25. "Public authority" is defined in article 2.2(a). (b) and (c) of the Aarhus Convention as: 

'2. "Public authority" means: 

(a) Government at natibnal, regional and other level; 

(b) Natural or legal persons perfonning public administrative functions 
under national law, including specific duties, activities or services in relation 
to the environment; 

(c) Any other natural or legal persons having pubUc responsibilities or 
functions, or providing pubUc services, in relation to the environment, under 
the control of a body or person falling within subparagraphs (a) or (b) above; 

(d) The institutions of any regional economic integration organization 
referred to in article 17 which is a Party to this Convention.' 

26. Your Petitioners contend that this definition clearly would cover both Government at 

a national level under article 2.2(a) of the Aarhus Convention and the present 

functions of this Honourable House under this Hybrid Bill when examining Petitions 

under article 2.2(b) and/or (c) of the Aarhus Convention. 
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27. For "Public participation in decisions on specific activities", see article 6.1-11 ofthe 

Aarhus Convention, which provides: 

"Article 6 

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION IN DECISIONS ON SPECIFIC 
ACTIVITIES 

1. Each Party: 

(a) Shall apply the provisions of this article with respect to decisions on 
whether to permit proposed activities listed in annex I ; 

(b) Shall, in accordance with its national law, also apply the provisions 
of this article to decisions on proposed activities not listed in annex I which 
may have a significant effect on the environment. To this end. Parties shall 
determine whether such a proposed activity is subject to these provisions; and 

(c) May decide, on a case-by-case basis i f so provided under national 
law, not to apply the provisions of this article to proposed activities serving 
national defence purposes, i f that Party deems that such application would 
have an adverse effect on these purposes. 

2. The public concemed shall be informed, either by public notice or 
individually as appropriate, early in an environmental decision-making 
procedure, and in an adequate, timely and effective maimer, inter alia, of: 

(a) The proposed activity and the application on which a decision will 
be taken; 

(b) The nature of possible decisions or the draft decision; 

(c) The public authority responsible for making the decision; 

(d) The envisaged procedure, including, as and when this information 
can be provided: 

(i) The commencement of the procedure; 

(ii) The opportunities for the public to participate; 

(iii) The time and venue of any envisaged public hearing; 

(iv) An indication of the public authority from which relevant 
information can be obtained and where the relevant information has 
been deposited for examination by the public; 



(v) An indication of the relevant public authority or any other official 
body to which comments or questions can be submitted and of the 
time schedule for transmittal of comments or questions; and 

(vi) An indication of what environmental information relevant to the 
proposed activity is available; and 

(e) The fact that the activity is subject to a national or transboundary 
environmental impact assessment procedure. 

3. The public participation procedures shall include reasonable time-frames 
for the different phases, allowing sufficient time for informing the public in 
accordance with paragraph 2 above and fbr the public to prepare and 
participate effectively during the environmental decision-making. 

4. Each Party shall provide for early public participation, when all options 
are open and effective public participation can take place. 

5. Each Party should, where appropriate, encourage prospective applicants 
to identify the public concemed, to enter into discussions, and to provide 
information regarding the objectives of their application before applying for a 
permit. 

6. Each Party shall require the competent public authorities to give the 
public concemed access for examination, upon request where so required 
under national law, free of charge and as soon as it becomes available, to all 
information relevant to the decision-making referred to ui this article that is 
available at the time of the public participation procedure, without prejudice 
to the right of Parties to refhse to disclose certain information in accordance 
with article 4, paragraphs 3 and 4. The relevant information shall include at 
least, and without prejudice to the provisions of article 4: 

(a) A description of the site and the physical and technical 
characteristics of the proposed activity, including an estimate of the expected 
residues and emissions; 

(b) A description of the significant effects of the proposed activity on 
the environment; 

(c) A description of the measures envisaged to prevent and/or reduce the 
effects, including emissions; 

(d) A non-technical summary of the above; 

(e) An outline of the main altematives studied by the appUcant; and 

(f) In accordance with national legislation, the main reports and advice 
issued to the public authority at the time when the public concemed shall be 
informed in accordance with paragraph 2 above. 



7. Procedures for public participation shall allow the public to submit, 
in writing or, as appropriate, at a public hearing or inquiry with the applicant, 
any comments, information, analyses or opinions that it considers relevant to 
the proposed activity. 

8. Each Party shall ensure that in the decision due account is taken of 
the outcome of the public participation. 

9. Each Party shall ensure that, when the decision has been taken by 
the public authority, the public is promptly informed of the decision in 
accordance with the appropriate procedures. Each Party shall make accessible 
to the public the text of the decision along with the reasons and 
considerations on which the decision is based. 

10. Each Party shall ensure that, when a public authority reconsiders or 
updates the operating, conditions for an activity referred to in paragraph I , the 
provisions of paragraphs 2 to 9 of this article are applied mutatis mutandis, 
and where appropriate. 

11. Each Party shall, within the framework of its national law, apply, to 
the extent feasible and appropriate, provisions of this article to decisions on 
whether to permit the deliberate release of genetically modified organisms 
into the environment. 

28. For "Public participation concerning plans, programs and policies relating to the 

environmenf, see article 6.1-11 of the Aarhus Convention, which provides: 

"Article 7 

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION CONCERNING PLANS, PROGRAMMES 
AND POLICIES RELATING TO THE ENVIRONMENT 

Each Party shall make appropriate practical and/or other provisions for 
the public to participate during the preparation of plans and programs relating 
to the environment, within a transparent and fair framework, having provided 
the necessary information to the pubUc. Within this framework, article 6, 
paragraphs 3, 4 and 8, shall be applied. The pubUc which may participate 
shall be identified by the relevant public authority, taking into account the 
objectives of this Convention. To the extent appropriate, each Party shall 
endeavour to provide opportunities for public participation in the preparation 
of policies relating to the environment." 

29. Your Petitioners submit that your Honourable House should therefore investigate 

whether the current standing test of "directly affected" needs to be amended and 

whether it currently would be compliant with the requirements of article 2.5 of the 

Aarhus Convention in order to ascertain whether it has been Aarhus Convention 

compliant, and if not how that may be remedied before your Honourable House. 
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30. In the event that your Honourable House were minded to reject ahy> Petitions, 

including that of your Petitioners on the narrow "directly affected" test, then this may 

open up a legal challenge by way of Judicial Review. 

31. It is accepted that there may be an argument as to whether or not such chaUenges may 

be barred by article 9 of the BiU of Rights 1689, but it would then have to be 

determined as to whether that was in conflict with the "access to justice" provisions of 

article 9.1-5 of the Aarhus Convention as also incorporated into EU'law under 

Directives 85/337/EEC, 96/61/EC and 2Q03/35/EC. 

32. An issue would therefore arise as to whether article 9.1-5 of the Aarhus Convention 

would override article 9 of the BiU of Rights 1689 under the European Commimities 

Act 1972 as applied in R. Secretary of State for Transport ex p. Factortanie Ltd. and 

ors. (No. 2) [19911 I A.C. 603. 

33. The issue of what may constitute "proceedings in Parliamenf for the purposes of 

article 9 of the BiU of Rights 1689 was extensively considered in R. v. Chaytor and 

ors. [20111 I A.C. 684. 

34. The issue was raised before the Aarhus Compliance Committee relating to the Cross 

Rail Bill by Mr. Ewing, in ACCC/C/2011/61 but the Committee left the matter open 

in their determination dated 23 October 2013, leaving it to be decided by the domestic 

court i f the matter later arose for determination., 

35. In the event of any doubts about the matter, the Administrative Court would have the 

option of referral to the Court of Justice of the European Union at Luxembourg under 

article 267 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union and CPR Part 

68.2(a)(b) for a preliminary rating on interpretation. 

General opposition and the case against HS2 

36. Your Petitioners as a local tenants and leaseholder organization within the London 

Borough of Camden is strongly opposed tb the decision to constract the HS2 railway 

line with a terminus station at Euston because of the devastating impact the 

constiuction and operation of the line will bring to parts of the Borough, which no 

amount of mitigation or compensation can address. 
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37. Across the Borough the proposals will include demolition of 223 homes (including 

136 units of social housing in the Euston area), and over 62 businesses will be forced 

to close or relocate due to demolition with 242 businesses located within the 

safeguarded area and many hundreds of additional homes and businesses put at risk 

due to their proximity to the proposed line, a negative impact on local schools, the 

loss of open spaces and community facilities, and demolition of listed buildings. 

38. Your Petitioners are therefore lodging objections in respect of all aspects of the 

implementation of this Bill and the proposals for the proposed redevelopment of 

Euston Station and the HS2 scheme generally. 

39. In addition to the impact around Euston, tunnelling is also proposed to go through 

parts of the Borough and as a result two ventilation shafts would need to be built 

within the Borough at Alexandra Place and Adelaide Road, in respect of which your 

Petitioners object in its entirety. 

40. Your Petitioners thereby consider that the HS2 proposals are a complete waste of 

public money that could be far better spent on upgrading the current rail system, 

which needs upgrading from the present stracture that in many cases hasn't changed 

since the building of the railways in the 19 Century in the United Kingdom. 

41. Examples have been highlighted recently with the damage to the line at Dawlish that 

was put out of action for over two months, leaving westem Devon and ComwaU 

completely cut off from rail links to the rest of the United Kingdom. 

42. The issue of an altemative route has therefore arisen as a live issue and in particular, 

the reopening of the former LSWR route to Plymouth from Exeter from Bere Alston 

to Tavistock that clearly should never have been closed in the first instance as a result 

of the disastrous and totally misconceived Beeching cuts of the I960's. 

43. Incidentally, it has subsequently emerged that much of the Beeching report was based 

on falsified figures and passenger studies deliberately carried out at times of the day 

when the lines proposed to be closed were in least usage from passengers. 

44. Other openings of former closed railways are currently actively been pursued, such as 

the Somerset and Dorset line, the line from Edinburgh to Carlisle and many other 
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routes that are now so desperately needed to avoid the overcrowding on our roads and 

the environmental damage caused as a result. 

45. In addition, fiirther improvenients are needed on the Paddington to West of England 

and South Wales main lines, such as have just occurred at Reading and the extension 

of electrification possibly from Cardiff Central to Swansea and from Bristol Temple 

Meads to Weston-super-Mare. 

46. At present, your Petifioners understand that it is proposed to only electrify these lines 

from Paddington to Cardiff Central and from Paddington to Bristol Temple Meads. 

47. Your Petitioners also contend that improvements could be made on the present West 

Coast main line to carry on with the improvements made to Rugby and Milton 

Keynes stations where additional platforms have been installed and extia lines have 

been laid to carry express through traffic. 

48. It would now seem that these improvements would have been totally wasted if money 

and labour were now squandered on this totally misconceived HS2 scheme. 

49. Your Petitioners submit that similar improvements could also be made at Stafford and 

Grew and other stations along the line. 

50. Regarding the stretches of line that go through the Lake District from Lancaster to 

CarUsle and from Lockerbie to Glasgow, as these run though extiemely tiUly terrain 

anyway, there would always be bartiers to really fast running, and your Petitioners 

cannot see how this would be improved by building a new line. 

51. In addition, the reduction in journey time from London to Birmingham, saving a mere 

45 minutes cannot in the Petitioners' submission possibly justify the building of this 

new line. 

52. Although there are indeed many bends on the present line, it is clear that with further 

improvements such as have been carried out at Milton Keynes and Rugby, further 

shortening of the joumey could be achieved. 

13 



53. In particular, one of the slowest part of the present joumey takes place on the present 

line from Rugby via Coventry to Birmingham, and this would easily be upgraded with 

much needed improvements. 

54. So far as improving joumey times to Manchester are concemed, this joumey already 

takes two hours and the slow part is clearly the spur from the junction on the west 

coast main line before Stoke on Trent to the Manchester stietch. Again faster track 

and much needed improvements could vastly increase journey times on this stretch of 

the line. 

55. So far as a fast running line is needed to Leeds, a far better candidate for upgrading 

would be more improvements and investment on the East Coast main line which 

could urgently do with upgrades as has occurred on the West Coast main line at 

Milton Keynes and Rugby. 

56. For instance, an additional tunnel is urgently needed to relieve congestion at Welwyn 

tunnel, as this has been a serious bottleneck for many years. 

57. Other improvements could be the constraction of loop lines around towns; such as 

already exists at Darlington. 

58. Loop lines such as already exist at Westbury on the main line to the south west 

illustrate how such lines speed up through traffic and cut joumey times enbrmously. 

59. It has also become clear that fast running lines in the Netherlands and other parts of 

Europe have become under used due to the high fares imposed, and that most 

passengers prefer to travel on the older lines accordingly. 

60. In any event, the fast running lines, particularly in Germany, France and Spain were 

mostly constructed over 30 years ago and before the present Intemet online era. 

61. As has been pointed out by various commentators, the demand for fast business travel 

to and from provincial centers has fast diminished with the use of email arid video 

conferencing facilities and Skype etc. so that the demand for early morning arrivals 

for meetings has fast diminished from what it would have been before the Intemet 

era. 
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62. The economic case for HS2 therefore simply hasn't been made but, unlike the case 

with HSl, which was needed to carry the trains from Brassels and Paris via the 

Channel tunnel link. 

63. In addition, in order to relieve overcrowding on Virgin train's Pehdelinos, more 

carriages on these trains are cleariy needed, and also the much more frequent opening 

up of the first class carriages to second class passengers. 

64. Indeed, as has been both commented on in the media and as can be observed by 

regular passenger users ofthe Euston to Birmingham service, the first class carriages 

are oh many joumeys only a quarter full, whilst the second class is Overcrowded and 

passengers are having to put up with standing for some or most of the joumey. 

65. This situation could be easify remedied by requiring rail franchise holders to put on 

more carriages and restiict those that are used by first class passengers. 

66. Rail franchises should also be far more regularly reviewed to ensure that franchise 

holders are providing the best possible services to passengers. 

67. In addition, it is also difficult to see how such an expensive scheme with costs 

spiralling out of all contibl can be justified at a time of economic recession when 

ordinary people including our members are suffering from economic hardship and 

cuts all along the board by both central and local government. 

68. Notwithstanding the objections to the principle of the Bill, your Petitioners recognise 

that Your Honourable House has decided to proceed with the HS2 railway by giving 

the BiU a second reading. 

69. There are very many matters arising from the proposals in the Bill that are of 

considerable concem to your Petitioners as with Camden Council whose Petition your 

Petitioners are fully supporting. 

70. Your Petitioners like Camden Council, believe the Borough and its environment will 

be unnecessarily injuriously affected by the Bill unless measures are implemented in 

an attempt to mitigate the impact of the proposed works. 
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Conduct ofthe Petitions regarding HS2 

71. Regarding pursuing objections to HS2, your Petitioners are mindful of mistakes and 

errors made during the passage of the Cross Rail Bill and wishes to see that all 

objectors are allowed to proceed with theti Petitions and that none are withdrawn. 

72. It may be that with the Cross Rail Bill, again a too narrow a test was imposed to allow 

Petitions to be heard, and your Petitioners therefore hope for the reasons already 

stated that this can be rectified. 

73. For instance, during the progress of the Cross Rail Committee of your Honourable 

House hearing Petitions, it appears that one or two were withdrawn, for instance 

regarding Tottenham Court Road. 

74. No explanation as to why this occurred has been given, but it is clear that legitimate 

objections to the demolition of the Astoria theatie and the adjoining terrace on the 

comer of Charing Cross Road and Tottenham Court Road weren't fully explored. 

75. Your Petitioners believe that this should have been thoroughly examined by your 

Honourable House to see whether those buildings could have been saved and 

incorporated into the designs for the new Tottenham Court Road station. 

76. Similarly at Paddington Station, grade I listed and designed by Isambard Kingdom 

Brunei, your Petitioners are concemed to see that your Honourable House didn't 

appear to have explored other options rather than approve the new scheme being 

constiucted next to Paddington Station at Eastbourne Terrace. 

77. Your Petitioners are certainly supporters of the Cross Rail scheme that unlike HS2, 

will bring much needed social and economic and tiansport benefits to the capital, but 

feels that there are a number of issues such as Tottenham Court Road and Paddington 

that could have been handled more thoroughly and far better. 

78. Your Petitioners are therefore keen to ensure that similar errors and mistakes don't 

take place during the passage ofthe current Bill i f the scheme is to proceed. 
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Subject matter of the Petition 

79. Your Petitioners have for the most part followed the subject headings and issues 

raised and highlighted by Camden Council's Petition, although adding its own 

comrherits and issues as they were felt to be relevant and not raised in detail or 

mentioned in that Petition. 

80. Your Petifioners feel that Camden Council's Petition has dealt with nearly all of the 

issues that yoiir Honourable House should consider in detail, and cannot improve on 

its professional drafting by its Parliamentary Agents, Sharpe Pritchard LLP. 

8 i . Your Petitioners however feel that as a local campaigning organisation within the 

London Borough of Camden that it has valuable contributions that it can bring to the 

debates and proceedings before your Honourable House, and can highlight issues that 

might be otherwise overlooked. 

82. Your Petitioners nevertheless fully support all of the objections and concems outlined 

in Camden Council's Petition and those of all of the Other campaigning groups who 

will have filed Petitions in response to this Bill, not only froni Camden, but also from 

Other local authorities and campaigning groups all along the line of the presently 

proposed route of HS2. 

83. Your Petitioners therefore hopes that your Honourable House will consider the merits 

and arguments and evidence presented by aU of the Petitioners opposing this Bill, so 

that if the scheme does proceed to fraition, the least amount of environmental damage 

is perpetrated as possible and its effects are alleviated as far as possible. 

Part 1: Site Specific Issues 

General route of HS2 

84. Your Petitioners object to the general current planned route for HS2 in the London 

Borough of Camden. 

85. Your Petitioners submit that there has been no proper assessment of the best route that 

wiU cause as little damage as possible within the London Borough of Camden. 
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86. This issue may also impinge on the alleged inadequacies of the Environmental Impact 

Assessment, which in this case is mandatory and required under EU law in the 

recently codified Directive 2011/92/EU of 13 December 2011 which is incorporated 

into domestic UK in the Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact 

Assessment) Regulations 2011. 

87. Your Petitioners would therefore urge this Honourable House to fully assess the 

viability of the chosen route and to explore whether there are any alternative routes 

that would mitigate the possible damage that has been highlighted in Camden 

Council's Petition and in this Petition filed in support and in the light of the alleged 

inadequacies of the Environmental Impact Assessment and its compliance with the 

Directive 2011/92/EU and the Tovm and Country Planning (Environmental Impact 

Assessment) Regulations 2011 in order to ensure fuU compliance with the UK's 

obligations to the European Union in environmental matters. 

Euston station: general design 

88. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about "Euston 

Station: general design" the proposals for Euston Station in Camden Council's 

Petition, particularly as it may impact on its members, and register their objections to 

the proposals in its entirety. 

89. Your Petitioners therefore repeat aU ofthe objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition. 

90. In particular, as the proposed new proposals haven't yet even been published, your 

Petitioners likewise object on the basis that it doesn't in fact even know what it is 

objecting to. 

91. Your Petitioners make the point that the closing date for the lodging of Petitions on 

23 May 2014 was far too early, and should have been delayed utitil after the new 

proposals for the redevelopment of Euston Station have been published. 

92. Your Petitioners therefore reserve their right to lodge further wqritten objections after 

the new proposals have been unveiled, and supported with evidence at the hearing of 

the Petition by fiirther live oral evidence and submissions. 
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93. Your Petitioners takes this opportunity of drawing to your Honourable House's 

attention the fact that the closing date for the lodging of Petitions was fixed for 23 

May 2014, when the new proposals hadn't even been unveiled. 

94. I f this was an attempt to avert the proper dissemination of environmental information 

and public engagement and participation, then your Petitioners draw to your 

Honourable House's attention the provisions of articles 4, 5, 6 and 7 of the Aarhus 

Convention as incorporated into EU law under Directives 85/337/EEC, 96/61/EC and 

2Q03/35/EC that requires "Access to environmental information as set out in article 

4.1-8, "The collection and dissemination of environmental information" as set out in 

article 5.1-10, "Public participation in environmental decisions on specific activities" 

as set out in article 6.1-11, and/or also "Public participation conceming plans, 

programs and policies relating to the environmenf' as set out in article 7, and made 

applicable to this Bill under the European Communities Act 1972. 

95. "Environmental information" is defined under in article 2.2(a), (b) and (c) of the 

Aarhus Convention as: 

'3. "Environmental information" means any information in written, visual, 
aural, electionic or any other material form on: 

(a) The state of elements of the environment, such as air and 
atmosphere, water, soil, land, landscape and natural sites, biological diversity 
and its components, including genetically modified organisms, and the 
interaction among these elements; 

(b) Factors, such as substances, energy, noise and radiation, and 
activities or measures, including administrative measures, environmental 
agreements, policies, legislation, plans and programmes, affecting or likely to 
affect the elements of the environment within the scope of subparagraph (a) 
above, and cost-benefit and other economic analyses and assumptions used in 
environmental decision-making; 

(c) The state of human health and safety, conditions of human life, 
cultural sites and built stractures, inasmuch as they are or may be affected by 
the state of the elements of the environment or,, through these elements, by 
the factors, activities or measures referred to in subparagraph (b) above;' 

96. Regarding "Access to environmental information" article 4 of the Aarhus Convention 

provides: 
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"Article 4 

ACCESS TO ENVIRONMENTAL INFORMATION 

1. Each Party shall ensure that, subject to the following paragraphs of this 
article, public authorities, in response to a request for environmental 
information, make such information available to the public, within the 
framework of national legislation, including, where requested and subject to 
subparagraph (b) below, copies of the actual documentation containing or 
comprising such information: 

(a) Without an interest having to be stated; 

(b) In the form requested unless: 

(i) It is reasonable for the public authority to make it available in 
another form, in which case reasons shall be given for making it 
available in that form; or 

(ii) The information is already publicly available in another form. 

2. The environmental information referred to in paragraph 1 above shall be 
made available as soon as possible and at the latest within one month after the 
request has been submitted, unless the volume and the complexity of the 
information justify an extension of this period up to two months after the 
request. The applicant shall be informed of any extension and of the reasons 
justifying it. 

3. A request for environmental information may be refused if: 

(a) The public authority to which the request is addressed does not hold 
the environmental information requested; 

(b) The request is manifestly unreasonable or formulated in too general 
a manner; or 

(c) The request concems material in the course of completion or 
concems internal communications of public authorities where such an 
exemption is provided for in national law or customary practice, taking into 
account the public interest served by disclosure. 

4. A request for environmental information may be refused if the disclosure 
would adversely affect: 

(a) The confidentiality of the proceedings of public authorities, where 
such confidentiality is provided for under national law; 

(b) International relations, national defence or public security; 
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(c) The course of justice, the ability of a person tb receive a fair trial or 
the ability bf a public authority to conduct an enquiry of a criminal or 
disciplinary nature; 

(d) The confidentiality of commercial and industrial information, where 
such confidentiality is protected by law in order to protect a legitimate 
economic interest. Within this framework, information on emissions which is 
relevant for the protection of the environment shall be disclosed; 

(e) Intellectual property rights; 

(f) The confidentiality of personal data and/or files relating to a natural 
person where that person has not consented to the disclosure of the 
information to the public, where such confidentiality is provided for in 
national law; 

(g) The interests of a third party which has supplied the information 
requested without that party being under or capable of betiig put under a legal 
obligation to do so, and where that party does not consent to the release of the 
material; or 

(h) The environment to which the information relates, such as the 
breeding sites of rare species. 

The aforementioned grounds for refusal shall be interpreted in a restiictive 
way, taking into account the public interest served by disclosure and taking 
into account whether the information requested relates to emissions into the 
environment. 

5. Where a public authority does not hold the environmental information 
requested, this public authority shall, as promptiy as possible, inform the 
applicant of the public authority to which it believes it is possible to apply for 
the information requested or transfer the request to that authority and inform 
the applicant accordingly . 
6. Each Party shall ensure that, i f information exempted from disclosure 
under paragraphs 3 (c) and 4 above can be separated out without prejudice to 
the confidentiality of the information exempted, public authorities make 
available the remainder of the environmental information that has been 
requested. 

7. A refusal of a request shall be in WT̂ iting i f the request was in writing or 
the applicant so requests. A refusal shall state the reasons for the refusal and 
give information on access to the review procedure provided for in 
accordance with article 9. The refusal shall be made as soon as possible and 
at the latest within one month, unless the complexity of the information 
justifies an extension of this period up to two months after the request. The 
applicant shall be informed of any extension and of the reasons justifying it. 

8. Each Party may allow its public authorities to make a charge for 
supplying information, but such charge shall not exceed a reasonable amount. 
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Public authorities intending to make such a charge for supplying information 
shall make available to applicants a schedule of charges which may be levied, 
indicating the circumstances in which they may be levied or waived and 
when the supply of information is conditional on the advance payment of 
such a charge. 

97. Regarding "Collection and dissemination of environmental information" article 5 of 

the Aarhus Convention provides: 

"Article 5 

COLLECTION AND DISSEMINATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL 
INFORMATION 

1. Each Party shall ensure that: 

(a) PubUc authorities possess and update environmental information 
which is relevant to their functions; 

(b) Mandatory systems are established so that there is an adequate 
flow of information to pubUc authorities about proposed and existing 
activities which may significantly affect the environment; 

(c) In the event of any imminent threat to human health or the 
environment, whether caused by human activities or due to natural causes, 
aU information which could enable the public to take measures to prevent or 
mitigate harm arising from the threat and is held by a public authority is 
disseminated immediately and without delay to members of the public who 
may be affected. 

2. Each Party shall ensure that, within the framework of national 
legislation, the way in which pubUc authorities make environmental 
information available to the public is transparent and that environmental 
information is effectively accessible, inter alia, by: 

(a) Providing sufficient information to the public about the type and 
scope of environmental information held by the relevant public authorities, 
the basic terms and conditions under which such information is made 
avaUable and accessible, and the process by which it can be obtained; 

(b) Establishing and maintaining practical arrangements, such as: 

(i) Publicly accessible lists, registers or files; 

(ii) Requiring officials to support the public in seeking access to 
information under this Convention; and 

(iii) The identification of points of contact; and 
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(c) Providing access to the environmental information contained in 
lists, registers or files as referred to in subparagraph (b) (i) above free of 
charge. 

3. Each Party shall ensure that environmental information progressively 
becomes available in electronic databases which are easily accessible to the 
public through public telecommunications networks. Infonnation accessible 
in this form should include: 

(a) Reports on the state of the environment, as referted to in paragraph 
4 below; 

(b) Texts of legislation On or relating to the environment; 

(c) As appropriate, policies, plans and programmes on or relating to 
the environment, and environinental agreements; and 

(d) Other information, to the extent that the availability of such 
infonnation in this form would facilitate the application of national law 
implementing this Convention, 

provided that such information is already available in electronic form. 

4. Each Party shall, at regular intervals nof exceeding three or four years, 
publish and disseminate a national, report on the state of the environment, 
including information on the quality of the environment and information on 
pressures on the environment. 

5. Each Party shall take measures within the framework of its legislation 
for the purpose of disseminating, inter alia: 

(a) Legislatibn and policy documents sueh as documents on strategies, 
policies, programmes and action plans relating to the environment, and 
progress reports on their implementation, prepared at various levels of 
gpvemnient; 

(b) International treaties, conventions and agreements on 
environmental issues; and 

(c) Other significant international documents on environmental issues, 
as appropriate, 

6. Each Party shaU encourage operators whose activities have a significant 
impact on the environment to inform the public regularly of the 
environmental impact of their activities and products, where appropriate 
within the frattiework bf voluntary ecb-labelling or eco-auditing schemes or 
by other means. 

7. Each Party shall: 
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(a) Publish the facts and analyses of facts which it considers relevant 
and important in framing major environmental policy proposals; 

(b) Publish, or otherwise make accessible, available explanatory 
material on its dealings with the public in matters falling within the scope of 
this Convention; and 

(c) Provide in an appropriate form information on the performance of 
public functions or the provision of public services relating to the 
environment by government at all levels. 

8. Each Party shall develop mechanisms with a view to ensuring that 
sufficient product information is made available to the public in a manner 
which enables consumers to make informed environmental choices. 

9. Each Party shall take steps to establish progressively, taking into 
account intemational processes where appropriate, a coherent, nationwide 
system of pollution inventories or registers on a structured, computerized 
and publicly accessible database compiled through standardized reporting. 
Such a system may include inputs, releases and tiansfers of a specified 
range of substances and products, including water, energy and resource use, 
from a specified range of activities to environmental media and to on-site 
and off- site treatment and disposal sites. 

10. Nothing in this article may prejudice the right of Parties to refuse to 
disclose certain environmental information in accordance with article 4, 
paragraphs 3 and 4." 

98. Your Petitioners submit that your Honourable House should therefore investigate the 

delayed unveiling of the plans for the redevelopment of Euston Station and its 

environs in order to ascertain and also more importantly to show whether it has been 

Aarhus Convention compliant or not, and i f not how that may be remedied before 

your Honourable House. 

99. Your Petitioners are also particularly concerned as to any lack of full responses and 

supplying of information under the Environmental Information Regulations 2004, 

which incorporated article 4 of the Aarhus Convention into domestic law. 

100. Your Petitioners also object to any demolition or alteration of the historic walls 

currently lining the Stephenson cuttings leading to Euston Station from Primrose Hill. 

101. Your Petitioners have of no objections whatsoever to the reinstatement of the Euston 

Arch and would welcome this as a constiuctive and long overdue improvement, and 
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would also suggest that recreating the (3reat HaU that was so infamously demoUshed 

in 1961 is an issue that should be considered. 

102. In hearing the Petitions by your Honourable House, attention is drawn tb the 

safeguards set out in sections 74-76 of the Planning (Listed Building and 

Conservation Areas) Act 1990 and also the National Planning PoUcy Framework and 

in particular Part 7 regarding "Requiring good design" and Part 12 regarding 

"Conserving and enhancing the historic environment coneeming preservation of 

"heritage assets". 

103. Your Honourable House is invited to apply the same tests as would be appHed by 

local authorities i f they had been dealing with HS2 issues as part of their planning 

procedures under sections 55-106C of the Tovm and Country Planning Act 1990 and 

Parts 7 and 12 of the National Planning Policy Framework accordingly. 

104. Therefore, as with Camden CouncU's Petition, aU that your Petitioners can 

legitimately do at the moment is lodge preliminary objections to the whole proposed 

scheme for the redevelopment of Euston Station and await further publication of 

details before responding in more detail later under article 6.1-.11 and 7 of the Aarhus 

Convention as incorporated into EU law under Directives 85/337/EEC, 96/61/EC and 

2003/35/EC. 

Euston station: general environmental impacts 

105. Your Petitioners fiilly agree with the statements and submissions made about "Euston 

station: general environmental impacts" regarding the proposals for the 

redeyelopnient of Euston Station in Camden Council's Petition, particularly as it may 

impact on its members, and register their objections to the proposals in its entirety. 

106. Your Petitibners therefbre repeat aU of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition. 

107. Again your Petitioners are unable to properly respond in detail at the moment due to 

the complete lack of information regarding the proposed redevelopment of Euston 

Station and again reserves its position on this issue. 
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108. Your Petitioners again repeat their arguments regarding the application of articles 4, 

5, 6(l)-( l l) and 7 of the Aarhus Convention as incorporated into EU law under 

Directives 85/337/EEC, 96/61/EC and 2003/35/EC. 

Euston: cumulative assessment of impacts on residents 

109. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about 

"Euston: cumulative assessment of impacts on residents" regarding the proposals for 

the redevelopment of Euston Station in Camden Council's Petition, particularly as it 

may impact on its members, and register their objections to the proposals in its 

entirety. 

110. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition. 

111. In hearing the Petitions by your Honourable House, attention is dravm to the 

safeguards set out in the National Planning Policy Framework and Part 8 regarding 

"Promoting Healthy Communities". 

112. Your Honourable House is invited to apply the same tests as would be applied by 

local authorities i f they had been dealing with HS2 issues as part of their planning 

procedures under sections 55-106C of the Tovm and Countiy Planning Act 1990 and 

Part 8 of the National Planning Policy Framework accordingly. 

113. Again your Petitioners are unable to properly respond in detail at the moment due to 

the complete lack of information regarding the proposed redevelopment of Euston 

Station and again reserves its position on this issue. 

114. Your Petitioners again repeat their arguments regarding the application of articles 4, 5 

and 6(l)-( l l) and 7 of the Aarhus Convention as incorporated into EU law under 

Directives 85/337/EEC, 96/61/EC and 2003/35/EC. 

Euston station: pedestrian access 

115. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about "Euston 

station: pedestrian access" in the proposals regarding the redevelopment of Euston 
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station in Camden Council's Petition, particularly as it may impact on its members, 

and register their obj ections tb the proposals in its entirety. 

116. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition. 

117. In hearing the Petitions by your Honourable House, attention is dravm tb the 

safeguards set out in the National Planning Policy Framework and Part 4 regarding 

"Promoting sustainable transport" and Part 5 regarding "Supporting high qualify 

communications infrastracture". 

118. Your Honourable House is invited to apply the same tests as would be applied by 

local authorities i f they had been dealing with HS2 issues as part Of their planning 

procedures under sections 55-106C ofthe Town and Country Planning Act 1990 and 

Parts 4 and 5 of the National Planning Policy Framework accordingly. 

119. Again your Petitioners are unable to properly respond in detail at the moment due to 

the complete lack of information regarding the proposed redevelopment of Euston 

Station and again reserves its position on this issue. 

120. Your Petitioners again repeat their arguments regarding the application of articles 4, 

5, 6(1)-(!!) and 7 of the Aarhus Convention as incorporated into EU law under 

Directives 85/337/EEC, 96/61/EC and2Q03/35/EC. 

Euston station; London Underground overcrowding 

121. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about "Euston 

station: London Underground overcrowding" regarding the proposals for the 

redevelopment of Euston Stafion in Camden Council's Petition, particularly as it may 

impact on its members, and register their objections to the proposals in its entirety. 

122. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition. 

123. In hearing the Petitions by your Honourable House, attention is dravm to the 

safeguards set out in the National Planning Policy Framework and Part 4 regarding 
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"Promoting sustainable transport" and Part 5 regarding "Supporting high quality 

communications infrastructure". 

124. Your Honourable House is invited to apply the same tests as would be applied by 

local authorities if they had been dealing with HS2 issues as part of their planning 

procedures under sections 55-106C of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 and 

Parts 4 and 5 of the National Planning Policy Framework accordingly. 

125. Again your Petitioners are unable to properly respond in detail at the moment due to 

the complete lack of information regarding the proposed redevelopment of Euston 

Station and again reserves its position on this issue. 

126. Your Petitioners again repeats their arguments regarding the appUcation of articles 4, 

5, 6(1)-(11) and 7 of the Aarhus Convention as incorporated into EU law under 

Directives 85/337/EEC, 96/61/EC and 2Q03/35/EC. 

Euston station: classic rail service capacity 

127. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about "Euston 

station: classic raU service capacity" regarding the proposals for the redevelopment of 

Euston Station in Camden Council's Petition, particularly as it may impact on its 

members, and register their objections to the proposals in its entirety. 

128. Your Petitioners therefore repeat aU of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition. 

129. In hearing the Petitions by your Honourable House, attention is drawn to the 

safeguards set out in the National Planning Policy Framework and Part 4 regarding 

"Promoting sustainable transport" and Part 5 regarding "Supporting high quality 

communications infrastructure". 

130. Your Honourable House is invited to apply the same tests as would be applied by 

local authorities if they had been dealing with HS2 issues as part of their planning 

procedures under sections 55-106C of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 and 

Parts 4 and 5 ofthe National Planning Policy Framework accordingly. 
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131. Again your Petitioners are unable to properly respond in detaU at the moment diie to 

the complete lack of information regarding the proposed redevelbpment of Euston 

Station and again reserves its position on this issue. 

132. Your Petitioners are repeats its arguments regarding the application of articles 4, 5, 

6(l)-( l l ) and 7 of the Aafhus Convention as incorporated into EU law under 

Directives 85/337/EEC, 96/61/EC and 2003/35/EC. 

Euston station: taxis 

133. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about "Euston 

station: taxis" regarding the proposals for the redevelopment of Euston Station in 

Camden Council's Petition, particularly as it may impact on its members, and register 

their objections to the proposals in its entirety. 

134. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden CouncU in its Petition. 

135. In hearing the Petitions by ybur Honourable House, attention is drawn to the 

safeguards set out in the National Planning Policy Framework and Part 4 regarding 

"Promoting sustainable transport" and Part 5 regarding "Supporting high quality 

communications infrastracture". 

136. Your Honourable House is invited, to apply the same tests as would be applied by 

local authorities i f they had been dealing with HS2 issues as part of their planning 

procedures under sections 55-106C of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 and 

Parts 4 and 5 of the National Planning Policy Framework accordingly. 

137. Again your Petitioners are unable to properly respond in detail at the moment due to 

the complete lack of information regarding the proposed redevelopment of Euston 

Station and again reserves its position on this issue. 

138. Your Petitioners again repeat their arguments regarding the application of article 4, 5, 

6( l ) - f l l ) and 7 of the Aarfaus Convention as incorporated into EU law under 

Directives 85/337/EEC, 96/61/EC and 2003/35/EC. 
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Euston station: cycling and walking 

139. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about "Euston 

station: cycling and walking" regarding the proposals for the redevelopment of 

Euston Station in Camden CouncU's Petition, particularly as it may impact on its 

members, and register their objections to the proposals in its entirety. 

140. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition. 

141. In hearing the Petitions by your Honourable House, attention is drawn to the 

safeguards set out in the National Planning Policy Framework and Part 4 regarding 

"Promoting sustainable transport" and Part 5 regarding "Supporting high quality 

communications infrastracture". 

142. Your Honourable House is invited to apply the same tests as would be applied by 

local authorities i f they had been dealing with HS2 issues as part of their planning 

procedures under sections 55-106C ofthe Tovm and Country Planning Act 1990 and 

Parts 4 and 5 of the National Planning Policy Framework accordingly. 

143. Again your Petitioners are unable to properly respond in detail at the moment due to 

the complete lack of information regarding the proposed redevelopment of Euston 

Station and again reserves its position on this issue. 

144. Your Petitioners again repeats their arguments regarding the application of article 4, 

5, 6(l)-(l l) and 7 of the Aarhus Convention as incorporated into EU law under 

Directives 85/337/EEC, 96/61/EC and 2003/35/EC. 

Euston station: servicing and freight 

145. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about "Euston 

station: servicing and freighf regarding the proposals for the redevelopment of 

Euston Station in Camden Council's Petition, particularly as it may impact on its 

members, and register their objections to the proposals in its entirety. 

146. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition. 
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147. In hearing the Petitions by your Honourable House, attention is drawn to the 

safeguards set out ui the National Planning Policy Framework and Part 4 regarding 

"Promoting sustainable transport" and Part 5 regarding "Supporting high quality 

communications infrastracture". 

148. Your Honourable House is invited to apply the same tests as would be applied by 

local authorities i f they had been dealing with HS2 issues as part of their planning 

procedures under sections 55-106C of the Tovm and Country Planning Act 1990 and 

Parts 4 and 5 of the National Planning Policy Framework accordingly. 

149. Again your Petitioners are unable to properly respond m detail at the moment due to 

the complete lack of information regarding the proposed redevelopment of Euston 

Station and again reserves its position on this issue. 

150. Your Petitioners again repeats their arguments regarding the application of article 4, 

5, 6(l)-( l l ) and 7 of the Aarhus Convention as incorporated into EU law under 

Directives 85/337/EEC, 96/61/EC and 2003/35/EC. 

Euston station: traffic, access aiid public realm 

151. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about "Euston 

station: traffic, access and public realm" regarding the proposals for the 

redevelopment of Euston Station in Camden Council's Petition, particularly as it may 

impact on its members, and registers their objections to the proposals in its entirety. 

152. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition. 

153. In hearing the Petitions by your Honourable House, attention is drawn to the 

safeguards set out in the National Planning Policy Framework and Part 4 regarding 

"Promoting sustatiiable transport" and Part 5 regarding "Supportuig high quality 

communications infrastracture". 

154. Your Honourable House is invited to apply the same tests as would be applied by 

local authorities i f they had been dealing with HS2 issues as part of their planning 
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procedures under sections 55-106C of the Town and Countiy Planning Act 1990 and 

Parts 4 and 5 of the National Planning Policy Framework accordingly. 

155. Again your Petitioners are unable to properly respond in detail at the moment due to 

the complete lack of information regarding the proposed redevelopment of Euston 

Station and again reserves its position on this issue. 

156. Your Petitioners again repeats their arguments regarding the application of article 4, 

5, 6(l)-(ll) and 7 of the Aarhus Convention as incorporated into EU law under 

Directives 85/337/EEC, 96/61/EC and 2003/35/EC. 

Euston station: buses 

157. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about "Euston 

station: buses" regarding the proposals for the redevelopment of Euston Station in 

Camden Council's Petition, particularly as it may impact on its members, and 

registers their objections to the proposals in its entirety. 

158. Your Petitioners therefore repeat aU of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition. 

159. In hearing the Petitions by your Honourable House, attention is dravm to the 

safeguards set out in the National Planning Policy Framework and Part 4 regarding 

"Promoting sustainable transport" and Part 5 regarding "Supporting high quality 

communications infrastructure". 

160. Your Honourable House is invited to apply the same tests as would be applied by 

local authorities if they had been dealing with HS2 issues as part of their planning 

procedures under sections 55-106C of the Town and Countiy Planning Act 1990 and 

Parts 4 and 5 of the National Planning Policy Framework accordingly. 

161. Again your Petitioners are unable to properly respond in detail at the moment due to 

the complete lack of information regarding the proposed redevelopment of Euston 

Station and again reserves its position on this issue. 
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162. Your Petitioners again repeat their arguments regarding the application of article 4, 5, 

6(1)-(11) and 7 of the Aarhus Convention as incorporated into EU law under 

Directives 85/337/EEC, 96/61/EC and 2003/35/EC. 

Euston station: Maria Fidelis School 

163. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about "Euston 

station: Maria Fidelis School" regarding the proposals for the redevelopment of 

Euston Station in Camden Council's Petition, particularly as it may impact on its 

members, and register their objections to the proposals in its entirety. 

164. Your Petitioners therefore repeats all of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition. 

165. In hearing the Petitions by your Honourable House, attention is drawn to the 

safeguards set out in the National Planning Policy Framework and Part 8 regarding 

"Promotuig healthy communities". 

166. Your Honourable House is invited to apply the same tests as would be applied by 

local authorities i f they had been dealing with HS2 issues as part of their planning 

procedures under sections 55-106C of the Tovm and Country Planning Act 1990 and 

Part 8 of the National Planning Policy Framework accordingly. 

167. Again your Petitioners are unable to properly respond in detail at the moment due to 

the complete lack of information regarding the proposed redevelopment of Euston 

Station and again reserves its position on this issue. 

168. Your Petitioners again repeat their arguments regarding the appUcation of articles 4, 

and 5 of the Aarhus Convention as incorporated into EU law tinder Directives 

85/337/EEC, 96/61/EC and 2003/35/EC. 

Euston station: Regents Park Estate and west of Euston Station 

169. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about "Euston 

station: Regents Park Estate and west of Euston Station" regarding the proposals for 

the redevelopment of Euston Station in Camden Council's Petition, although this may 

not directly impact on its members, and register their objections to the proposals in its 
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entirety as part of its environmental concems for the whole scheme and the London 

Borough of Camden. 

170. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition. 

171. In hearing the Petitions by your Honourable House, attention is drawn to the 

safeguards set out in the National Planning Policy Framework and Part 2 "Ensuring 

the vitality of town centers". Part 6 "Delivering a wide choice of high quality homes". 

Part 7 regarding "Promoting good design" and Part 8 regarding "Promoting healthy 

communities". 

172. Your Honourable House is invited to apply the same tests as would be applied by 

local authorities if they had been dealing with HS2 issues as part of their planning 

procedures under sections 55-1Q6C of the Town and Countiy Planning Act 1990 and 

Parts 2, 6, 7 and 8 of the National Planning PoUcy Framework accordingly. 

173. Again your Petitioners are unable to properly respond in detail at the moment due to 

the complete lack of information regarding the proposed redevelopment of Euston 

Station and again reserves its position on this issue. 

174. Your Petitioners again repeat their arguments regarding the application of articles 4 

and 5 of the Aarhus Convention as incorporated into EU law under Directives 

85/337/EEC, 96/61/EC and 2003/35/EC. 

Euston station: temporary terminus at Old Oak Common 

175. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about "Euston 

station: temporary terminus at Old Oak Common" regarding amending the Bill to 

enable a temporary terminus at Old Oak Common regarding the proposals for the 

redevelopment of Euston Station in Camden Council's Petition. 

176. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the submissions already made by Camden 

Council in its Petition. 

177. In hearing the Petitions by your Honourable House, attention is drawn to the 

safeguards set out in the National Planning Policy Framework and Part 4 regarding 

34 



"Promoting sustainable transport" and Part 5 regarding "Supporting high quality 

communications infrastructure". 

178. Your Honourable House is invited to apply the same tests as would be applied by 

local authorities i f they had been dealing with HS2 issues as part of their planning 

procedures under sections 55-106C of the Tovm and Country Planning Act 1990 and 

Parts 4 and 5 of the National Planning Policy Framework accordingly. 

179. Again your Petitioners are unable to properly respond in detail at the moment due to 

the complete lack of information regarding the proposed redevelopment of Euston 

Station and again reserves its position on this issue. 

180. Your Petitioners again repeats their arguments regarding the application of articles 4 

and 5 of the Aarhus Convention as incorporated into EU law under Directives 

85/337/EEC, 96/61/EC and 2003/35/EC. 

Businesses 

181. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about 

"businesses" regarding the proposals for the redevelopment of Euston Station in 

Camden Council's Petition, particularly as it may impact on its members, and register 

their objections to the proposals in its entirety. 

182. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition and in particular objects to the demolition and its 

impact that will affect the 62 businesses concemed. 

183. In hearing the Petitions by your Honourable House, attention is dravm to the 

safeguards set out in the National Planning Policy Framework and Part 1 regarding 

"Building a stiong, competitive economy", and Part 2 regarding "Ensuring the vitality 

of town centers". 

184. Your Honourable House is invited to apply the same tests as would be applied by 

local authorities i f they had been deaUng with HS2 issues as part of their planning 

procedures under sections 55-1Q6C of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 and 

Parts 1 and 2 of the National Planning Policy Framework accordingly. 
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185. Again your Petitioners are unable to properly respond in detail at the moment due to 

the complete lack of information regarding the proposed redevelopment of Euston 

Station and again reserves its position on this issue. 

186. Your Petitioners again repeats their arguments regarding the application of articles 4 

and 5 of the Aarhus Convention as incorporated into EU law under Directives 

85/337/EEC, 96/61/EC and 2003/35/EC. 

Link to HSl 

187. Your Petitioners welcome the statements that there will be no link to HSl and 

consequently has no objections. 

188. However, in the event that these proposals were to return, your Petitioners fully agree 

with the statements and submissions made about the link to HSl regarding the 

proposals for the redevelopment of Euston Station in Camden Council's Petition, 

particularly as it may unpact on its members, and register their objections to the 

proposals in its entirety. 

189. In hearing the Petitions by your Honourable House, attention is dravm to the 

safeguards set out in the National Planning Policy Framework and Part 4 regarding 

"Promoting sustainable transport" and Part 5 regarding "Supporting high quality 

communications infrastructure". 

190. Your Honourable House is invited to apply the same tests as would be applied by 

local authorities i f they had been dealing with HS2 issues as part of their planning 

procedures under sections 55-IQ6C of the Tovm and Countiy Planning Act 1990 and 

Parts 4 and 5 of the National Planning Policy Framework accordingly. 

Adelaide Road ventilation shaft 

191. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about 

"Adelaide Road ventilation shaft" regarding the proposals for HS2 in Camden 

Council's Petition, particularly as it may impact on its members, and register their 

objections to the proposals in its entirety. 
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192. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition. 

193. In particular, your Petitioners objects to any adverse effects on the Adelaide Road 

Local Nature Reserve and also the setting of the Eton and Primrose Hill Conservation 

Areas. 

194. Your Petitioners also have concems regarding possible devastating and adverse traffic 

and environmental impact this would also have on S wiss Cottage, one of North West 

London's major road junctions and intersections. 

195. In addition, your Petitioners also have similar concems regarding Finchley Road, 

Adelaide Road, King Henry's Road, Chalk Farm Road, Haverstock Hill, England's 

Lane, Fitzjohn's Avenue, Collage Crescent, Hillgrbve Road, Fairhazel Gardens, 

Belsize Road, Boundary Road, Abbey Road, West End Lane, including all of the 

surrounding roads and streets that connects to these major roads. 

196. Your Petitioners are concerned that the building of the Adelaide Road ventilation 

shaft will have a devastating impact on the whole infrastiucture of this area, which 

consist of residential housing where many of our members street properties are 

located, along With numerous business and commercial establishments, schools, 

leisure centies, open pubhc spaces, libraries including the grade II Usted Swiss 

Cottage library and NHS surgeries and local commimity centtes. 

197. This area is already suffering from tiaffic congestion and pollution, and your. 

Petitioners submit that it is therefore unacceptable and even dangerous to create even 

further traffic and environmental hazards. 

198. Your Petitioners also register their objection tb the ventilation shaft adversely 

affecting the setting of the grade 11"= listed Primrose Hill tunnel mouths in breach of 

section 66(1) .of the Planning (Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990. 

199. In hearing the Petitions by your Honourable House, attention is dravm to the 

safeguards set out in sections 61, 74-76 of the Plannuig (Listed Building and 

Conservation Areas) Act 1990 and also the National Planning PoUcy Framework and 

in particular Part 11 regarding "Conserving and enhancing the natural environment" 
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relating to nature conservation and Part 12 regarding "Conserving and enhancing the 

historic environment conceming preservation of "heritage assets". 

200. Your Honourable House is invited to apply the same tests as would be applied by 

local authorities i f they had been dealing with HS2 issues as part of their planning 

procedures under sections 55-106C of the Tovm and Countiy Planning Act 1990 and 

the Planning (Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 as applied in Parts 

11 and 12 of the National Planning Policy Framework accordingly. 

201. However, again your Petitioners are unable to properly respond in detail at the 

moment due to the complete lack of information regarding the possible properties 

concerned and again reserves its position on this issue. 

202. Your Petitioners again repeat their arguments regarding the application of articles 4 

and 5 of the Aarhus Convention as incorporated into EU law under Directives 

85/337/EEC, 96/61/EC and 2003/35/EC. 

Alexandra Place ventilation shaft 

203. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about 

"Alexandra Place ventilation shaft" regarding the proposals for HS2 in Camden 

Council's Petition, particularly as it may impact on its members, and register their 

objections to the proposals ki its entirety. 

204. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition. 

205. In particular, your Petitioners object to the demolition of the grade II listed curtilage 

structure concrete ramp and planning bed in Langtry Walk adverse effects on the 

Adelaide Road Local Nature Reserve and also the buildings to be demolished in the 

Alexander Road Conservation Area which as Camden Council rightly point out, 

provide a "positive contiibution" to the Conservation Area and its setting. 

206. Your Petitioners also have concems regarding possible devastating and adverse traffic 

and environmental impact this would also have on Swiss Cottage, one of North West 

London's major road junctions and intersections. 
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207. In addition^ your Petitioners also have simUar concerns regarding FincMey Road, 

Adelaide Road, King Henry's Road, Chalk Farm Road, Hayerstock Hillj England's 

Lane, Fitzjohn's Avenue, Collage Crescent, Hillgrove Road, Fairhazel Gardens, 

Belsize Road, Boundary Road, Abbey Road, West End Lane, including all of the 

surrounding roads and streets that connects to these major roads. 

208. Your Petitioners are concemed that the building of the Alexandra Place ventilation 

shaft wiU have a devastating impact on the whole infrastiucture of this 'area, which 

consist of residential housing where many of our members street properties are 

located, along with numerous business and commercial establishments, schools, 

leisure centies, open public spaces, libraries including the grade H listed Swiss 

Cottage library and NHS surgeries and local commimity centres. 

209. This area is already suffering .from traffic congestion and pollution, and your 

Petitibners submit that it is therefbre unacceptable and even dangerous to create even 

further traffic and environmental hazards. 

210. Your Petitioners also register their objections to the ventUation shaft adversely 

affecting the setting of the grade II listed Alexander and Aihsworth Estate in breach 

of section 66( I) of the Planning (Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990. 

211. In hearing the Petitions by your Honourable House, attention is drawn to the 

safeguards set out in sections 7-19 and 74-76 of the Planning (Listed Building and 

Conservation Areas) Act 1990 and also the National Planning PoUcy Framework and 

Part 12 regarding "Conserving and enhancing the historic environment conceming 

preservation of "heritage assets". 

212. Your Honourable House is invited to apply the same tests as would be applied by 

local authorities i f they had been dealing with HS2 issues as part of their planning 

procedures under sections 55-1Q6C ofthe Tovm and Country Planning Act 1990 and 

sections 7-19 and 74-76 of the Planning (Listed Building and Conservation Areas) 

Act 1990 as applied in Part 12 of the National Planning Policy Framework 

accordingly. 
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213. However, again your Petitioners are unable to properly respond in detail at the 

moment due to the complete lack of uiformation regarding the possible properties 

concerned and again reserves its position on this issue. 

214. Your Petitioners again repeats their arguments regarding the application of articles 4 

and 5 of the Aarhus Convention as incorporated into EU law under Directives 

85/337/EEC, 96/61/EC and 2003/35/EC. 

Ventilation shafts and other major structures 

215. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about 

"Ventilation shafts and other major stractures" regarding the proposals for HS2 in 

Camden Council's Petition, particularly as it may impact on its members, and register 

their objections to the proposals in its entirety. 

216. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition and in particular objects to the possible designs of 

these particular stiuctures concemed. 

217. In hearing the Petitions by your Honourable House, attention is drawn to the 

safeguards set out in the National Planning Policy Framework and Part 7 regarding 

"Requiring good design". 

218. Your Honourable House is invited to apply the same tests as would be applied by 

local authorities i f they had been dealing with HS2 issues as part of their planning 

procedures under sections 55-106C of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 and 

Part 7 of the National Planning Policy Framework accordingly. 

219. Again your Petitioners are unable to properly respond in detail at the moment due to 

the complete lack of information regarding HS2 and again reserves its position on this 

issue. 

220. Your Petitioners again repeats their arguments regarding the application of articles 4 

and 5 of the Aarhus Convention as incorporated into EU law under Directives 

85/337/EEC, 96/61/EC and 20Q3/35/EC. 
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Part 2; General Issues f 

Air quality 

221. Ybur Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made abbut "air 

quaUty" regarding the proposals for HS2 in Camden Council's Petition^ particularly 

as it may impact on its members. 

222. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition. 

223. In hearing the Petitions by your Honourable House, attention is drawn to the 

safeguards set out in the National Planning Policy Framework and Part 8 regarding 

"Promoting healthy communities", Part 10 "Meeting the challenge of climate change, 

flooding and coastal change" and Part: 11 "Conserving and enhancing the natural 

environment". 

224. Your Petitioners are particularly concemed with the issue of EU fines that might be 

imposed under the Localism Act 2011 as highlighted by Camden Council, which 

might be reflected in rises in the Council Tax in particular in respect of its .members 

and also throughout the borough as a result. 

225. Your Honourable House is invited to apply Parts 8, 10 and 11 of the. National 

Planning Policy Framework accordingly. 

Archaeology 

226. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about 

"archaeology" regarding the proposals for HS2 in Camden Council's Petition. 

227. Your Petitibners therefbre repeat all bf the: objections and submissions already made 

by Ca.mden Council in its Petition. 

228. In hearing the Petitions by your Honourable House, attention is dravm to the 

safeguards set out in the National Planning Policy Framework and Part 12 

"Conseiving and enhancing the historic environmenf'. 
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229. Your Honourable House is invited to apply Part 12 of the National Planning PoUcy 

Framework accordingly. 

Business and local employment: compensation 

230. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about 

"Business and local employment: compensation" regarding the proposals for HS2 in 

Camden Council's Petition. 

231. Your Petitioners therefore repeat aU of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition, particularly as it may impact on its members. 

232. Your Petitioners would submit that all matters regarding compensation, relocation 

and finding similar alternative accommodations must be transparent and exposed by 

full public consultation. 

233. In hearing the Petitions by your Honourable House, attention is dravm to the 

safeguards set out in the National Planning Policy Framework and Part I "Building a 

strong, competitive economy" and Part 2 "Ensuring the vitality of town centers". 

234. Your Honourable House is invited to apply Parts 1 and 2 of the National Planning 

Policy Framework accordingly. 

Business and local employment: Properties above tunnels 

235. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and Submissions made about 

"Business and local employment: Properties above tunnels" regarding the proposals 

for HS2 in Camden Council's Petition. 

236. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition, particularly as it may impact on its members. 

237. In hearing the Petitions by your Honourable House, attention is drawn to the 

safeguards set out in the National Planning Policy Framework and Part I "Building a 

strong, competitive economy" and Part 2 "Ensuring the vitality of town centers". 

238. Your Honourable House is invited to apply Parts 1 and 2 of the National Planning 

Policy Framework accordingly. 
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Business and local employment: local benefits 

239. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about 

"Business and local employment: local benefits" regarding the proposals for HS2 in 

Camden Council's Petition, particularly as it may impact on its members. 

240. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all ofthe objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition. 

241. In hearing the Petitions by your Honourable House, attention is drawn to the 

safeguards set out in the National Planning Policy Framework and Part 1 "Building a 

strong, competitive economy" and Part 2 "Ensuring the vitality of town centers". 

242. Your Hbnourable House is invited to apply Parts 1 and 2 of the National Planning 

Policy Framework accordingly. 

Children's services 

243. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about 

"Children's services" regarding the proposals for HS2 in Camden Council's Petition. 

244. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition, particularly as it may impact on its members. 

245. In hearmg the Petitions by your Honourable House, attention is drawn to the 

safeguards set out in the National Planning Policy Framework and Part 2 "Ensuring 

the vitality of town centers" and Part 8 "Promoting healthy communities". 

246. Your Honourable House is invited to apply Parts 1 and 8 of the National Planning 

Policy Framework accordingly. 

Community: Community fund 

247. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about 

"Community: Community fund" regarding the proposals for HS2 in: Camden 

Council's Petition, particularly as it may impact on its members. 
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248. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition. 

Community: open spaces - construction period 

249. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about 

"Community: open spaces - constraction period" regarding the proposals for HS2 in 

Camden Council's Petition, particularly as it may impact on its members. 

250. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all ofthe objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition. 

251. In particular, your Petitioners specifically object to any open spaces being lost during 

constiuction at Euston Square Gardens (a designated London Square and site of 

nature conservation), St James Gardens, Hampstead Road Open Space, Eskdale play 

area and Churchway Estate. 

252. Your Petitioners also specifically object to any open spaces being lost temporarily as 

a result of advanced utility works, including Ampthill open space and Harrington 

Square Gardens, where heritage lottery funding has recently been secured for 

improvements, which may now be jeopardised. 

253. In hearing the Petitions by your Honourable House, attention is dravm to the 

safeguards set out in sections 7-19 and 74-76 of the Planning (Listed Building and 

Conservation Areas) Act 1990 and also the National Planning Policy Framework and 

in particular Part 11 regarding "Conserving and enhancing the natural environment" 

relating to nature conservation and Part 12 regarding "Conserving and enhancing the 

historic environment conceming preservation of "heritage assets". 

254. Your Honourable House is invited to apply the same tests as would be applied by 

local authorities i f they had been dealing with HS2 issues as part of their planning 

procedures under sections 55-106C of the Tovm and Countiy Planning Act 1990 and 

the Planning (Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 as applied in Parts 

11 and 12 of the National Planning PoUcy Framework accordingly. 
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Community: open spaces - after construction ,f 

255. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about 

"Community: open spaces - after constiuction" regarding the proposals for HS2 in 

Camden Council's Petition, particularly as it may impact on its members. 

256. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition. 

257. In particular, your Petitioners specifically object to the loss of any open spaces at 

Euston Square Gardens and St. James' Gardens. 

258. Your Petitioners also specifically object to any demolition or alteration of the historic 

walls and the cuttings in general currently lining the Stephenson cuttings leading to 

Euston Station from Primrose Hill. 

259. In hearing the Petitions by your Honourable House, attention is drawn to the 

safeguards set out in sections 7-19 and 74-76 ofthe Planning (Listed BuUding and 

Conservation Areas) Act 1990 and also the National Planning PoUcy Framework and 

in particular Part I I regarding "Conserving and enhancing the natural environmenf' 

relating to nature conservation and Part 12 regarding "Conserving and enhancing the 

historic environment conceming preservation of "heritage assets". 

260. Your Honourable House is invited to apply the same tests as would be applied by 

local authorities i f they had been dealing with HS2 issues as part of their planning 

procedures under sections 55-106C of the Tovm and Country Planning Act 1990 and 

the Planning (Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 as applied ui Parts 

11 and 12 of the National Planning PoUcy Framework accordingly. 

Community: playgrounds and games areas 

261. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about 

"Community: playgrounds and games areas" regarding the proposals for HS2 in 

Camden CouncU's Petition, particularly as it may impact on its members. 

262. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all ofthe objectibns and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition, particularly as it may impact on its members. 
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263. In hearing the Petitions by your Honourable House, attention is dravm to the 

safeguards set out in the National Planning PoUcy Framework and Part 2 "Ensuring 

the vitality of tovm centers" and Part 8 "Promoting healthy communities". 

264. Your Honourable House is invited to apply Parts 1 and 8 of the National Planning 

Policy Framework accordingly. 

Community: buildings and facilities 

265. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about 

"Community: buildings and facilities" regarding the proposals for HS2 in Camden 

Council's Petition, particularly as it may impact on its members. 

266. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition, particularly as it may impact on its members. 

267. Your Petitioners in particular object to the demolition of the Silverdale Tenants Hall 

on the Regent's Park Estate, and the affects of the construction works on the Ampthill 

Tenants Hall and the South Camden Drags Services Centre and the other 20 or so 

Coinmunity facilities are located within 200 metres of construction sites. 

268. In hearing the Petitions by your Honourable House, attention is dravm to the 

safeguards set out in the National Planning Policy Framework and Part 2 "Ensuring 

the vitality of tovm centers" and Part 8 "Promoting healthy communities". 

269. Your Honourable House is invited to apply Parts I and 8 of the National Planning 

Policy Framework accordingly. 

Construction: contaminated land 

270. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about 

"Construction: contaminated land" regarding the proposals for HS2 in Camden 

Council's Petition, particularly as it may impact on its members. 

271. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition, particularly as it may impact on its members. 
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272. In hearing the Petitions by your Honourable House, attention is drawn to the 

safeguards set Out tii the National Planning Policy Framework and Part 8 "Promoting 

healthy communities". Part 11 "Conserving and enhancing the natural environmenf' 

and Part 13 "Facilitating the sustainable use of minerals". 

273. Your Honourable Hbuse is invited to apply Parts 1, 11 and 13 of the Natibnal 

Planning Policy Framework accordingly. 

Construction; crime, anti-social behaviour etc 

274. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about 

"Constraction: crime, anti-social behaviour etc", regarding the proposals for HS2 in 

Camden Council's Petition, particularly as it may impact on its members. 

275. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all ofthe objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition, particularly as it may impact on its members. 

Construction: dust assessnient and management 

276. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about 

"Constraction: dust assessment and managemenf' regarding the proposals for HS2 in 

Camden Council's Petition, particularly as it may impact on its members. 

277. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition, particularly as it may impact on its members. 

278. In hearing the Petitions by your Honourable House, attention is dravm to the 

safeguards set out in the National Planning Policy Framework and Part 8 "Promoting 

healthy communities" and Part 11 "Conserving and enhancing the natural 

• environmenf'. 

279. Your Honourable House is uivited to apply Parts 8 and 11 of the National Planning 

Policy Framework accordingly. 
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Construction; emergency services 

280. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about 

"Constraction: emergency services" regarding the proposals for HS2 in Camden 

Council's Petition, particularly as it may impact on its members. 

281. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition, particularly as it may impact on its members. 

Construction; unexploded ordnance 

282. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about 

"Construction: unexploded ordnance" regarding the proposals for HS2 in Camden 

Council's Petition, particularly as it may impact on its members. 

283. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden CouncU in its Petition, particularly as it may impact on its members. 

Construction; working hours and adequacy of COCP 

284. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about 

"Constraction: working hours and adequacy of COCP" regarding the proposals for 

HS2 in Camden Council's Petition, particularly as it may impact on its members. 

285. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all ofthe objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition, particularly as it may impact on its members. 

286. In hearing the Petitions by your Honourable House, attention is dravm to the 

safeguards set out in the National Planning Policy Framework and Part 8 "Promoting 

healthy communities". 

287. Your Honourable House is invited to apply Part 8 of the National Planning Policy 

Framework accordingly. 

Construction; mitigation generally and adequacy of Code of Construction Practice 

288. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about 

"Construction: mitigation generally and adequacy of Code of Construction Practice" 
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regarding the proposals for HS2 in Camden CouncU's Petition, particularly as it may 

impact on its members. 

289. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden CouncU in its Petitibn, particularly as it may impact on its members. 

290. Your Petitioners in particular concur with the proposed requirements for a nominated 

Undertaker. 

Construction; LEMPs 

291. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about 

"Constraction: LEMPs" regarding the proposals for HS2 in Camden Council's 

Petition, particularly as it may impact on its members. 

292. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all ofthe objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition. 

Production of a waste strategy 

293. YbUr Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissibns made about 

"Production of a waste stiategy" regarding the proposals for HS2 in Camden 

Council's Petition, particularly as it may impact on its members. 

294. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition, particularly as it may impact on its members. 

295. In hearing the Petitions by your Honourable House, attention is drawn to the 

safeguards set out in the National Planning PoUcy Framework and Part 11 

"Conserving and enhancing the natural environmenf' and Part 13 "FacUitating the 

sustaina.ble use of minerals". 

296. Your Honourable House is invited to apply Part 11 and Part 13 of the National 

Planning Policy Framework accordingly. 
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Ecology; Trees 

297. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about 

"Ecology: Trees" regarding the proposals for HS2 in Camden Council's Petition, 

particularly as it may impact on its members. 

298. Your Petitioners therefore repeat aU of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition, particularly as it may impact on its members. 

299. Your Petitioner in particular objects to the destruction of trees in Euston Square 

Gardens, St. James' Gardens, Hampstead Road open space and on some streets and at 

the Adelaide Road shaft site at the local nature reserve. 

300. Again Your Petitioners are unable to properly respond in detail at the moment due to 

the complete lack of information regarding the proposed HS2 scheme conceming loss 

of tiees and again reserves its position on this issue. 

301. Your Petitioner further concurs with Camden Council that the Promoter be required to 

conduct a proper assessment. 

302. Your Petitioner again draw to the attention of this Honourable House, the 

requirements under articles 4 and 5 of the Aarhus Convention as incorporated into EU 

law under Directives 85/337/EEC, 96/61/EC and 2003/35/EC that reqmres "Access to 

envkonmental information as set out in article 4.1-8 and "The collection and 

dissemination of environmental information" as set out in article 5.1-10, and made 

applicable to this Bill under the European Communities Act 1972. 

303. Your Petitioner again submits that your Honourable House should therefore 

investigate the withholding of any relevant information regarding the proposed HS2 

scheme in general in order to ascertain and also more importantly to show whether it 

has been Aarhus Convention compliant or not, and i f not how that may be remedied 

before your Honourable House. 

304. Your Petitioners are also particularly concemed as to any lack of full responses and 

supplying of information under the Environmental Information Regulations 2004, 

which incorporated article 5 of the Aarhus Convention partly into domestic law. 
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305i In hearing the Petitions by ybur Honourable House, attention is drawn to the 

Safeguards set but in the National Planning Policy Framework and Part 11 

"Conserving and enhancing the natural environmenf'. 

306. Your Honourable House is invited to apply Part I I of the National Planning Policy 

Framework accordingly. 

Environmental impiacts: cuniulative effect 

307. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about 

"Environmental impacts: cumulative effecf regarding the proposals for HS2 in 

Camden Council's Petition. 

308. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition, particularly as it may impact on its members; 

309. The requirement for a proper Environmental Impact Assessment is mandatory and 

required under EU law in the recently codified Directive 2011/92/EU of 13 December 

2011 which is incorporated into domestic UK in the Town and. Country Planning 

(Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2011. 

Environmental statement; adequacy and accuracy 

310. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about 

"Environmental impacts: adequacy and accuracy" regarding the proposals for HS2 in 

Camden CouncU's Petition. 

311. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition. 

312. The requirement for a proper Environmental Impact Assessment is mandatory and 

required under EU law in the recently codified Directive 2011/92/EU of 13 December 

2011 which is incorporated into domestic UK in the Town and Country Planning 

(Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2011. 
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313. Your Petitioners are therefore particularly concemed regarding Camden Council's 

submissions and contentions that the Environmental Impact Assessment is deficient 

and confusing and misleading. 

314. Your Petitioners are concerned that this could by itself lead to a legal challenge by 

way of Judicial Review in the courts and your Petitioners are considering referring the 

issue to the European Commission for investigation. 

315. Your Petitioners would therefore urge that your Honourable House fully investigates 

and considers the adequacies and competence of the Environmental Impact 

Assessment and its compliance with the Directive 2011/92/EU and the Tovm and 

Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2011 in order to 

ensure full compUance with the UK's obligations to the European Union in 

envkonmental matters. 

316. Your Petitioners therefore fully support Camden Council's recommendations 

concerning requiring the promoter to prepare a fully legally compUant Environmental 

Impact Assessment that complies with the legal requirements of the Directive 

2011/92/EU and the Tovm and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) 

Regulations 2011. 

Fees and costs 

317. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about "Fees 

and costs" regarding the proposals for HS2 in Camden Council's Petition. 

318. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden CouncU in its Petition. 

Flooding and drainage 

319. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about 

"Flooding and drainage" regarding the proposals for HS2 in Camden Council's 

Petition, particularly as it may impact on its members. 

320. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition, particularly as it may impact on its members. 
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321. In hearing the Petitions by your Honourable House, attention is drawn to the 

safeguards set out in the National Planning Policy Framework and Part 10 "Meeting 

the challenge of climate change, flooding and coastal change" and Part 11 

"Conserving and enhancing the natural environment". 

322. Your Honourable House is invited to apply Part 10 and Part 11 of the National 

Planning PoUcy Framework accordingly. 

Heritage 

323. YoUr Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions fnade about 

"Heritage'- regarding the proposals for HS2 in Camden Council's Petition, 

particulariy as it may impact on its members, and register their objectibns to any 

demolition or removal of "heritage assets" in its entirety. 

324. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition. 

325. In particular,, your Petitioner objects to the removal and/or demolitibn of the 

following: 

(a) St. James' Gardens: An important green open space of heritage value (on the 

draft Local List). The gardens are on the site bf the 18th and 19th St James's 

Burial Ground and former St James's Chapel, contain three Grade 11 listed 

monuments and may contain over 50,000 burials. The herUage assets that will be 

removed here should be stored in a secure, dry environment in or near the 

Borough and reinstated like-for-like within the remaining portion of St James's 

Gardens once constiuction is completed or, i f that is not achievable, in an 

appropriate location to be agreed with, Camden Council; 

(b) Total demolition of two grade II listed buildings at 14-15 Melton Street; 1-3 

Cobourg Stieet (on draft Local List) and a number of other properties on Camden 

Council's Petition draft local list, including the National Temperance Hospital, 

and the piers of Mbmington Street Bridge (grade I I listed); 

53 



(c) Alterations to Euston Square Gardens, protected Under the London Squares 

Preservation Act, 1931, which also contains Grade II listed stractures being 

boundary railings and the war memorial. 

(d) Other large number of heritage assets in the Borough that may also be indirectly 

affected by the construction of the works under the Bill. For example Park 

Village East contains 17 grade II* listed buildings which may be impacted by 

construction activities associated with the demolition of the Park Village East 

railway retaining wall, the associated underpinning works and the retaining wall 

replacement works. The ES contained no assessment in relation to these listed 

buildings. 

326. In hearing the Petitions by your Honourable House, attention is dravm to the 

safeguards set out in sections 7-19, 66(1) and 74-76 of the Planning (Listed Building 

and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 and also the National Planning Policy Framework 

and Part 12 regarding "Conserving and enhancing the historic environment 

concerning preservation of "heritage assets". 

327. Your Honourable House is invited to apply the same tests aS would be applied by 

local authorities if they had been dealing with HS2 issues as part of their planning 

procedures under sections 55-106C of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 and 

sections 7-19, 66(1) and 74-76 of the Planning (Listed Building and Conservation 

Areas) Act 1990 as applied in Part 12 of the National Planning Policy Framework 

accordingly. 

328. However, again Your Petitioners are unable to properly respond in detail at the 

moment due to the inadequate lack of information regarding the possible listed 

buildings concerned and the lack of a proper Environmental Impact Assessment 

accordingly and again reserves its position on this issue. 

329. Your Petitioner again repeats its arguments regarding the application of articles 4 and 

5 of the Aarhus Convention as incorporated into EU law under Directives 

85/337/EEC, 96/61/EC and 2003/35/EC. 
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Heritage; heritage deeds > 

330. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about 

"Heritage: heritage deeds" regarding the proposals for HS2 in Camden Council's 

Petition. 

331. Your Petitioners therefore repeat aU of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council ni its Petition. 

Highways and traffic; construction impacts 

332. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about 

"Highways and traffic: construction impacts" regarding the proposals for HS2 in 

Camden Council's Petition, particularly as it may nnpact on its members. 

333. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition. 

334. In hearing the Petitions by your Honourable House, attention is drawn to the 

safeguards set out in the National Planning Policy Framework and Part 1 "Building a 

strong, competitive economy". Part 2, "Ensuring the vitality of town centers". Part 4 

regarding "Promoting sustainable transport" and Part 5 regarding "Supporting high 

quality communications infrastiucture". 

335. Your Honourable House is invited to apply the same tests as would be appUed by 

local authorities i f they had been dealing with HS2 issues as part of their planning 

procedures under sections 55-106C of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 and 

Parts 1, 2, 4 and 5 ofthe National Planning PoUcy Framework accordingly. 

Traffic authorities and street works 

336. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about "Traffic 

authorities and street works" regarding the proposals for HS2 in Camden Council's 

Petition, particularly as it may impact on its members. 

337. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition. 
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338. Your Petitioners therefore fully support Camden Council in seeking an amendment to 

the Bill omitting or qualifying the disapplication of the New Roads and Street Works 

Act and other relevant highways and street works legislation. 

Land: Clause 47: Acquisition outside limits 

339. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about "Land: 

Clause 47: Acquisition outside limits" regarding the proposals for HS2 in Camden 

Council's Petition, particularly as it may impact on its members. 

340. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition. 

341. Your Petitioners therefore fully support Camden Council in seeking to have clause 47 

deleted from the Bill for the reasons stated in its Petition accordingly. 

Land; Acquisition of Council Land 

342. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about "Land: 

Acquisition of Council Land" regarding the proposals for HS2 in Camden Council's 

Petition, particularly as it may impact on its members. 

343. Your Petitioners therefore repeat aU of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition. 

344. Your Petitioners therefore fully support Camden Council in seeking to obtain the 

guarantees and compensatibn sought for the reasons stated in its Petition accordingly. 

Land; Compensation 

345. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about "Land: 

Compensation" for residents in Camden affected by the proposals for HS2 in Camden 

Council's Petition, particularly as it may impact on its members. 

346. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition. 
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347. Your Petitioners can see no objective justification for treating affected^ tesidents of 

Camden differently to affected residents in rural areas and would contend that this 

amounts to positive discrimination. 

348. Indeed, this may amount to breaches of article 14 of the ECHR as incorporated under 

schedule I of the Human Rights Act 1998 if such awards of compensation may 

amount to "determination" of the "civil rights and obligations" of the occupiers that 

wUl be affected accordingly, leading to legal challenges in the courts and eventually 

before the European Court of Human Rights at Strasbourg. 

349. Your Petitioners therefore fully support Camden Council in seeking to have the Bill 

amended for compensation to be brought into line in the same manner as that 

proposed to be awarded to those affected in rural areas for the reasons stated in its 

Petition accordingly. 

Noise; interpretation ofthe national planning policy framework noise guidance 

350. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about "Noise: 

interpretation of the national planning pblicy framework noise guidance" regarding 

the proposals for HS2 in Camden Council's Petition, particularly as it may impact on 

its members. 

351. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition. 

352. In hearing the Petitions by your Honourable House, attention is dravm to the 

safeguards set out in the National Planning Policy Framework and Part 11 regarding 

"Conserving and enhancing the natural environment". 

353. Your Honourable House is invited to apply the same tests as would be applied by 

local authorities i f they had been dealing with HS2 issues as part of their planning 

procedures under Parts 11 of the National Planning Policy Framework accordingly. 
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Noise; basis of LOAEL 

354. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about "Noise: 

basis of LOAEL" regarding the proposals for HS2 in Camden Council's Petition, 

particularly as it may impact on its members. 

355. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition. 

356. In hearing the Petitions by your Honourable House, attention is dravm to the 

safeguards set out in the National Planning Policy Framework and Part 11 regarding 

"Conserving and enhancing the natural environment". 

357. Your Honourable House is invited to apply the same tests as would be applied by 

local authorities i f they had been dealing with HS2 issues as part of their planning 

procedures under Parts 11 of the National Planning Policy Framework accordingly. 

Noise; dBALmax night time criteria 

358. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about "Noise: 

dBALmax night time criteria" regarding the proposals for HS2 in Camden CouncU's 

Petition, particularly as it may impact on its members. 

359. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition. 

360. In hearing the Petitions by your Honourable House, attention is drawn to the 

safeguards set out in the National Planning Policy Framework and Part 11 regarding 

"Conserving and enhancing the natural environmenf'. 

361. Your Honourable House is invited to apply the same tests as would be applied by 

local authorities i f they had been dealing with HS2 issues as part of their planning 

procedures under Parts 11 ofthe National Planning Policy Framework accordingly. 

Noise: methodology used for significance criteria in construction phase 

362. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about "Noise: 

methodology used for significance criteria in constraction phase" regarding the 
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proposals fbr HS2 in Camden Council's Petition, particularly as it may impact on its 

members. 

363. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition. 

364. In hearing the Petitions by your Honourable House, attention is dravm to the 

safeguards set out in the National Planning Policy Framework and Part. 11 regarding 

"Conserving and enhancing the natural environmenf'. 

365. Your Honourable House is invited to apply the same tests as would be applied by 

local authorities i f they had been dealing with HS2 issues as part of their planning 

procedures under Parts 11 of the National Planning PoUcy Framework accordingly. 

Noise: barrier design 

366. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about "Noise: 

barrier design" regarding the proposals for HS2 in Camden Council's Petition, 

particularly as it may impact on its members. 

367. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all ofthe objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition. 

368. Your Petitioners are therefore particularly concemed regarding Camden Council's 

submissions and contentions that there has been insufficient information regarding the 

designs of the noise barriers. 

369. In hearing the Petitions by your Honourable House, attention is dravm to the 

safeguards set out in the National Planning PoUcy Framework and Part 7 "Requiring 

good design" and Part 11 regarding "Conserving and enhancing the natural 

environmenf'. 

370. Your Honourable House is invited to apply the same tests as would be applied by 

local authorities i f they had been dealing with HS2 issues as part of their planning 

procedures under Parts 7 and 11 of the National Planning Policy Framework 

accordingly. 
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Noise; groundborne noise and vibration 

371. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about "Noise: 

groundbome noise and vibration" regarding the proposals for HS2 in Camden 

Council's Petition, particularly as it may impact on its members. 

372. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition. 

373. Your Petitioners are therefore particularly concerned regarding Camden Council's 

submissions and contentions that there have been insufficient safeguards regarding 

groundbome noise and vibration concerning buildings ki the borough near the 

proposed constraction site. 

374. In hearing the Petitions by your Honourable House, attention is drawn to the 

safeguards set out in the National Planning Policy Framework and Part 11 regarding 

"Conserving and enhancing the natural environmenf'. 

375. Your Honourable House is invited to apply the same tests as would be applied by 

local authorities i f they had been dealing with HS2 issues as part of their planning 

procedures under Part 11 of the National Planning Policy Framework accordingly. 

Noise; airborne operational 

376. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about "Noise: 

airbome operational" regarding the proposals for HS2 in Camden Council's Petition, 

particularly as it may impact on its members. 

377. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition. 

378. Your Petitioners are therefore particularly concemed regarding Camden Council's 

submissions and contentions that there have been insufficient safeguards regarding 

akbome operational noise and vibration conceming buildings in the borough near the 

proposed construction site. 
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379. In hearing the Petitions by your Honourable House, attention is; drawn to the 

safeguards set out in the National Planning Policy Framework and Part 11 regarding 

"Conserving and enhancing the natural environmenf . 

380. Your Honourable House is invited tb apply the same tests as Wbuld be applied by 

local authorities i f they had been dealing with HS2 issues as part of their planning 

procedures under Part 11 of the National Planning Policy Framework accordingly. 

Noise; airborne construction and operational; standards and compensation 

381. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about "Noise: 

airborne construction and operatibnal: standards and compensation" regarding the 

proposals for HS2 in Camden Council's Petition, particularly as it may impact on its 

members. 

3 82. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition. 

383. Your Petitioners therefore fully support Camden Council in seeking to have the BUl 

amended to provide that the Nominated Undertaker should put in place a 

comprehensive consultation and nbise monitoring scheme and be subjected to a 

compensation code where agreed noise standards are breached for the reasons stated 

in its Petition accordingly. 

Noise: operational; maintenance of track and rolling stock 

384. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about "Noise: 

operational: maintenance of track and rolling stock" regarding the proposals for HS2 

in Camden Council's Petition. 

385. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and Submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition. 

386. Ybur Petitibners therefore fully support Camden Council in seeking to ensure that, 

"Appropriate standards should be incorporated in the contracts between the 
Secretary of State and the Nominated Undertaker to ensure that the 
Nominated Undertaker meets those standards, that rail grinding activities will 
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be carried out at a minimum frequency consistent with ensuring that no 
significant deterioration in operational tiain noise will occur and the only 
'state of the art' equipment is used"; and "that the Promoter provides a long 
term lifecycle assessment of noise and vibration variation with time to enable 
an appreciation of the likely fluctuations either side of maintenance activity." 

Noise and vibration; impact on listed buildings 

387. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about "Noise 

and Vibration: impact on listed buildings" regarding the proposals for HS2 in Camden 

Council's Petition. 

388. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition. 

389. Your Petitioners therefore fully support Camden Council in seeking to ensure that: 

(a) "where listed buildings are exposed to noise levels requiring the installation of 

insulation measures that the solutions will need to be tailored to the buildings 

concemed and that compensation to property ovmers will need to be greater to 

reflect these non-standard costs; " 

(b) "where such works will require any element of the listed building to be removed 

or covered up, that full recording to the present building will be carried out 

before works take place;" 

(c) Camden Council's "conservation professionals will be consulted on any specific 

proposals, and the mitigation or alleviation of harm to listed buildings." 

Groundborne noise, airborne noise and vibration; construction 

390. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about 

"Groundborne noise, airbome noise and vibration: constraction" regarding the 

proposals for HS2 in Camden Council's Petition. 

391. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition. 
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392. Your Petitioners therefore fully suppbrt Camden Cbuncil in seeking to ensures that the 

prombter to delmeate its constractibn contract packages in a suitable manner from the 

outset. 

Groundbdrne noise, airborne noise and vibration; operational 

393. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about 

"Groundborne noise, airbome noise and vibration: operational" regardtiig the 

proposals fbr HS2 in Camden Council's Petition. 

394. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition. 

395. Your Petitioners therefore fully support Camden Council in seeking to "require 

further information on the mbdifications to the HS 1 groundbome sound and vibration 

model that have been applied to develop the HS2 model" and "the calibration or 

validation exercise undertaken for the HS2 groundbome sound and vibration model 

particularly using HSl measurement data". 

396. Your Petitioners share Camden Council's concems that "the assessment of significant 

groundbome sound and vibration effects does not apply the SOAEL and LOAEL at 

an appropriate point on the scale and that no provision for uncertainty in the 

prediction model has been applied in the EIA". 

Planning . 

397. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about 

"Plannmg" regarding the proposals in "Clauses 19 to 23 of and Schedule 16 to the 

Bill put in place an altemative regime for planning permission, overriding many of 

the contrbls ordinarily operated by your Petitioners as local planning authority" for 

HS2 in Camden Council's Petition. 

398. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and submissibns already made 

by Camden Cbuncil in its Petition. 
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399. Your Petitioners would also additionally submit that the proposals outiined in 

paragraph 2 of Schedule 16 of the BUl are completely undemocratic, autocratic and 

dictatorial and completely lack democratic accountability. 

400. Your Petitioners therefore fully support Camden Council in seeking to have the Bill 

amended including: 

(a) "concem that the Bill has the effect of deeming that planning permission is 

granted for all development authorised by the Bill, with some exceptions;" 

(b) "there is no time limit imposed on the implementation of planning permission that 

is deemed to be granted for works that are not Scheduled Works;" 

(c) Although Camden Council will have some control over development consisting 

of building works, in paragraph 2 of Schedule 16". However there is concern 

"that these controls do not apply in relation to "temporary buildings" (which may 

be in place for a number of years) or buildings ancillary to the disposal of waste"; 

(d) "in relation to class approvals under paragraph 5 of Schedule 16 to the Bill, 

"commitments" should be sought "from the Promoters, further than the 

consultation provision contained ki sub-paragraph 5(4), that the views of 

planning authorities will be properly taken into account in their formulation"; 

(e) "in paragraph 12 of Schedule 16," there is concem "that the Nominated 

Undertaker is given up to four months after discontinuing ancillary operations to 

submit a proposed restoration scheme to" the local authority" for its "approval". 

It is contended that "this period to be too long". 

Provision of information and consultation 

401. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about 

"Provision of information and consultation" regarding the proposals for HS2 in 

Camden Council's Petition. 

402. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition. 
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403. Your Petitioners have already expressed its concerns as to the lack of sufficient 

information conceming the proposals for HS2 and the inadequacies of the information 

already provided in order to make proper and constiuctive objections in the 

paragraphs relating to Euston station: general design. 

404. Your Petitioners again draw to the attention of this Honourable House, the 

requirements under articles 4 and 5 of the Aarhus Convention as incorporated into EU 

law under Directives 85/337/EEC, 96/61/EC and 2003/35/EC that requires "Access to 

environmental information as set out in article 4.1-8, and "The collection and 

dissemination of environmental information" as set out in article 5.1-10, and made 

applicable to this Bill under the European Communities Act 1972. 

405. "Environmental information" is defined under in article 2.2(a), (b) and (c) of the 

Aarhus Convention as: 

'3. "Environmental information" means any information in vwitten, visual, 
aural, electionic or any other material form on: 

(a) The state of elements of the environment, such as air and 
atmosphere, water, soil, land, landscape and natural sites, biological diversity 
and its components, including genetically modified organisms, and the 
interaction among these elements; 

(b) Factors, such as substances, energy, noise and radiation, and 
activities or measures, including administrative measures, environmental 
agreements, policies, legislation, plans and programmes, affecting or likely to 
affect the elements of the environment within the scope of subparagraph (a) 
above, and cost-benefit and other economic analyses and assumptions used in 
environmental decision-making; 

(c) The state of human health and safety, conditions bf human life, 
cultural sites and built stractures, inasmuch as they are or may be affected by 
the state of the elements of the environment or, through these elements, by 
the factors, activities or measures referred to in subparagraph (b) above;' 

406. Regarding "Access to environmental information" article 4 of the Aarhus Convention 

provides: 

"Article 4 

ACCESS TO ENVIRONMENTAL INFORMATION 

1. Each Party shall ensure that, subject to the following paragraphs of this 
article, public authorities, in response to a request for environmental 
information, make such information available to the public, within the 
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framework of national legislation, including, where requested and subject to 
subparagraph (b) below, copies of the actual documentation containing or 
comprising such information: 

(a) Without an interest having to be stated; 

(b) In the form requested unless: 

(ii) It is reasonable for the public authority to make it available in 
another form, in which case reasons shall be given for making it 
available in that form; or 

(ii) The information is already publicly available in another form. 

2. The environmental information referred to in paragraph 1 above shall be 
made available as soon as possible and at the latest within one month after the 
request has been submitted, unless the volume and the complexity of the 
information justify an extension of this period up to two months after the 
request. The applicant shall be informed of any extension and of the reasons 
justifying it. 

3. A request for environmental information may be refused i f 

(a) The public authority to which the request is addressed does not hold 
the environmental information requested; 

(b) The request is manifestly unreasonable or formulated in too general 
a manner; or 

(c) The request concems material in the course of completion or 
concems kitemal communications of public authorities where such an 
exemption is provided for in national law or customary practice, taking into 
account the public interest served by disclosure. 

4. A request for environmental information may be refused if the disclosure 
would adversely affect: 

(a) The confidentiality of the proceedings of public authorities, where 
such confidentiality is provided for under national law; 

(b) International relations, national defence or public security; 

(c) The course of justice, the ability of a person to receive a fair trial or 
the ability of a pubUc authority to conduct an enquiry of a criminal or 
disciplinaty nature; 

(d) The confidentiality of commercial and industrial information, where 
such confidentiality is protected by law in order to protect a legitimate 
economic interest. Within this framework, information on emissions which is 
relevant for the protection of the environment shall be disclosed; 
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(e) Intellectual property rights; 

(f) The confidentiality of personal data and/or files relating to a natural 
person where that person has not consented to the disclosure of the 
information to the public, where such confidentiality is provided fbr in 
national law; 

(g) The interests of a third party which has supplied the information 
requested without that party being under or capable of being put under a legal 
obligation to do so, and where that party does not consent to the release of the 
material; or 

(h) The environment to which the information relates, such as the 
breeding sites of rare species. 

The aforementioned grounds fbr refusal shall be interpreted in a restrictive 
way, taking into account the public interest served by disclosure and taking 
into account whether the information requested relates to emissions into the 
environment. 

5. Where a public authority does not hold the environmental information 
requested, this public authority shall, as promptly as possible, inform the 
applicant ofthe public authority to which it believes it is possible to apply for 
the information requested or transfer the request to that authority and inform 
the applicant accordingly. 

6. Each Party shall ensure that, i f information exempted from disclosure 
under paragraphs 3 (c) and 4 above can be separated out without prejudice to 
the confidentiality of the information exempted, public authorities make 
available the remainder of the environmental information that has been 
requested. 

7. A refusal of a request shall be in writing if the request was in writing or 
the applicant so requests. A refusal shall state the reasons for the refusal and 
give information on access to the review procedure provided for in 
accordance with article 9. The refusal shall be made as soon as possible and 
at the latest within one month, unless the complexity of the information 
justifies an extension of this period up to two months after the request. The 
applicant shall be informed of any extension and of the reasons justifying it. 

8. Each Party may allow its public authorities to make a charge for supplying 
information, but such charge shall not exceed a reasonable amount. Public 
authorities intending to make such a charge for supplying information shall 
make available to applicants a schedule of charges which may be levied, 
indicating the circumstances in which they may be levied or waived and 
when the supply of information is conditional on the advance payment of 
such a charge. 
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407. Regarding "Collection and dissemination of environmental information" article 5 of 

the Aarhus Convention provides: 

"Article 5 

COLLECTION AND DISSEMINATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL 
INFORMATION 

1. Each Party shall ensure that: 

(a) Public authorities possess and update envkonmental infoimation 
which is relevant to their functions; 

(b) Mandatory systems are established so that there is an adequate 
flow of information to public authorities about proposed and existing 
activities which may significantly affect the environment; 

(c) In the event of any imminent threat to human health or the 
environment, whether caused by human activities or due to natural causes, 
all information which could enable the public to take measures to prevent or 
mitigate harm arising from the threat and is held by a public authority is 
disseminated immediately and without delay to members of the public who 
may be affected. 

2. Each Party shall ensure that, within the framework of national 
legislation, the way in which pubUc authorities make environmental 
information available to the public is transparent and that environmental 
information is effectively accessible, inter alia, by: 

(a) Providing sufficient information to the public about the type and 
scope of environmental information held by the relevant public authorities, 
the basic terms and conditions under which such information is made 
available and accessible, and the process by which it can be obtained; 

(b) Establishing and maintaining practical arrangements, such as: 

(i) Publicly accessible Usts, registers or files; 

(ii) Requiring officials to support the public in seeking access to 
information under this Convention; and 

(iii) The identification of points of contact; and 

(c) Providing access to the environmental information contained in 
lists, registers or files as referred to in subparagraph (b) (i) above free of 
charge. 

3. Each Party shall ensure that environmental information progressively 
becomes available in electronic databases which are easily accessible to the 
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public through public telecommunications networks. Information accessible 
in this form should include: 

(a) Reports on the state of the environment, as referred to in paragraph 
4 below; 

(b) Texts of legislation on or relating to the environment; 

(c) As appropriate, policies, plans and programmes on or relating to 
the environment, and environmental agreements; and 

(d) Other information, to the extent that the availability of such 
information in this form would facilitate the application of national law 
implementing this Convention, 

prbvided that such information is already available in electronic form. 

4. Each Party shall, at regular intervals not exceeding three or four years, 
publish and disseminate a national report on the state of the environment, 
including niformation on the quality of the envkonment and information on 
pressures on the environment. 

5. Each Party shall take measures within the framework of its legislation 
for the purpose of disseminating, inter alia: 

(a) Legislation and policy documents such as documents on strategies, 
policies, programmes and action plans relating to the environment, and 
progress reports on their implementation, prepared at various levels of 
government; 

(b) International treaties, conventions and agreements on 
environmental issues; and 

(c) Other significant international documents on environmental issues, 
as appropriate. 

6. Each Party shall encourage operators whose activities have a significant 
impact on the environment to inform the public regularly of the 
environmental impact of their activities and products, where appropriate 
within the framework of voluntary eco-labelling br ecb-auditing schemes or 
by other means, 

7. Each Party shall: 

(a) Publish the facts and analyses of facts which it considers releVant 
and impbrtant in framing major environmental policy proposals; 

(b) Publish, or otherwise make accessible, available explanatory 
material bn its dealings With the public in matters falling within the scope of 
this Convention; and 
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(c) Provide m an appropriate form information on the performance of 
pubUc functions or the provision of public services relating to the 
environment by government at all levels. 

8. Each Party shall develop mechanisms with a view to ensuring that 
sufficient product information is made available to the public in a manner 
which enables consumers to make informed environmental choices. 

9. Each Party shaU take steps to establish progressively, taking into 
account intemational processes where appropriate, a coherent, nationwide 
system of pollution inventories or registers on a structured, computerized 
and publicly accessible database compiled through standardized reporting. 
Such a system may include inputs, releases and tiansfers of a specified 
range of substances and products, mcludkig water, energy and resource use, 
from a specified range of activities to environmental media and to on-site 
and off- .site treatment and disposal sitcis. 

10. Nothing in this article may prejudice the right of Parties to refuse to 
disclose certain envkonmental information in accordance with article 4, 
paragraphs 3 and 4." 

408. Your Petitioners again submit that your Honourable House should therefore 

investigate the withholding of any relevant information regarding the proposed HS2 

scheme in general in order to ascertain and also more importantly to show whether it 

has been Aarhus Convention compliant or not, and if not how that may be remedied 

before your Honourable House. 

409. Your Petitioners are also particularly concemed as to any lack of full responses and 

supplying of information under the Environmental Information Regulations 2004, 

which incorporated article 4 of the Aarhus Convention into domestic law. 

Ground settlement and flooding; subsurface works 

410. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about 

"Ground settlement and flooding: subsurface works" regarding the proposals for HS2 

in Camden Council's Petition. 

411. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition. 

412. Your Petitioners therefore fully support Camden Council in seeking to ensure that: 
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"The identification of properties of the type described in the pfeceding 
paragraph as properties at risk of settlement must be agreed with" Camden 
Council" and special consideration must be given for listed buildings. At all 
times the Promoter must ensure aU up-to-date technology is employed to 
ensure that tunnelling will not damage properties and must implement 
appropriate mitigation measures such as soil staibiHsation and incbrpofatibn 
bf appropriate tunnel lining methods to limit subsidence. Settlement must 
also be mbnitored at the identified properties before, during and after the 
construction of the tunnels and other underground Works and for no less than 
one year after tiains begin ranning, in order to ensure that, any settlement due 
to vibration caused by the tiains is identified. Any costs incurted by" Camden 
Council "in the process of monitoring settlement should be bome by the 
Prombter". 

413. Your Petitioners also consider that "it is essential that a sustainable drainage system 

should be introduced in the tunnels to ensure tiinnelling does not cause flooding". 

Ground settlement; general 

414. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made about 

"Ground settlement: general" regarding the proposals for HS2 in Camden Council's 

Petition. 

415. Ybur Petitioners therefore repeat aU of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in. its Petition. 

416. Your Petitibners therefore fully Support Camden Council in seeking to ensure that: 

•'the Promoter put in place formal mechanisms for engaging with property 
owners together with assurances that any stiuctural damage caused by the 
BiU Proposals be put right at the Promoter's expense. Any costs incurred 
by" Camden Council "in stractural assessment and monitoring should be 
bbfne by the Promoter." 

Transport: underground and railway services 

417. Your Petitioners fully agree with the statements and submissions made abbut 

"Transport: undcrgrbund and railway services" regarding the proposals for HS2 in 

Camden Council' s Petition. 

418. Your Petitioners therefore repeat all of the objections and submissions already made 

by Camden Council in its Petition. 
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419. Your Petitioners therefore fully support Camden Council in seeking to ensure that: 

"the Promoters" "ensure that a construction management plan is in place 
dealing with these issues before construction works commence and thaf' 
Camden Council "are properly consulted on the plan". 

420. For the foregoing and connected reasons your Petitioners respectfully submit that. 

Unless the Bill is amended as proposed above, clauses I and 2, clauses 37 to 42, 

Clauses 43 to 65 and Schedules I to 3 to the Bill, so far affecting your Petitioners, 

should not be allowed to pass into law. 

421. There are other clauses and provisions of the Bill, which, if passed into law as they 

now stand will prejudicially affect your Petitioners and their rights, interests and 

property and for which no adequate provision is made to protect your Petitioners. 

YOUR PETITIONERS 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 designated representatives and 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 Petitioners 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 PETITIONERS will ever pray, «&c. 

Signed -

Ms Petra Dando 
Chair of the Camden Association of Street Properties 
Agent for the Petitioner 
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