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HIGH SPEED RAIL {LONDON - WEST MIDLANDS) BILL 

Against - on Merits - Praying to be heard By Counsel. &c. 

To the Honourable the Commons ofthe United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland in 
Parilament assembled. 

THE HUMBLE PETITION of the Potter Row Neighbourhood Watch Scheme 

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 Borough of Hammersmith and Fulham to a junction with the 
Channel Tunnel Rail Link at York Way in the London Borough of Islington and a spur from 
Water Orton in Warwickshire to Curzon Street in Birmingham; and for connected purposes." 

2 The Bill is presented by Mr Secretary McLoughlin (supported by The Prime Minister, The 
Deputy Prime Minister, Mr Chancellor of the Exchequer, Secretary Theresa May, Secretary 
Vince Cable, Secretary lain Duncan Smith, Secretary Eric Pibkles, Secretary Owen Paterson, 
Secretary Edward Davey, and Mr Robert Goodwill). 

3 Clauses 1 to 3, along with Schedules 1 to 4, authorise and detail the works to be done in 
relation to the construction and the operation of the railway (also "HS2") mentioned in 
paragraph 1 above, including the associated stopping up and construction of highways. The 
railway works themselves are detailed In Schedule 1 and referred to as "the Scheduled 
Works". Clauses 4 to 18 ofthe Bill, along with Schedules 5 to 15, deal with compulsory 
acquisition of land, the extinction and exclusion of rights over land and the temporary 
possession and use of land. 

4 Clauses 19 to 36, along with Schedules 16 to 26, provide for deemed planning permission 
and deregulation, including in relation to listed buildings, ancient monuments, burial grounds, 
commons, water and noise. 

5 Clauses 37 to 44, along with Schedules 27 to 29, deal with the regulation of the railway and 
provide for the appointment of a nominated undertaker to exercise the powers in the Bill ("the 
Nominated Undertaker"). Clauses 45 and 46, along with Schedules 30 and 31, make 
provision for statutory undertakers. Clause 47 provides a power to compulsorily acquire land 
for regeneration or relocation, whilst clause 48 provides a power to carry out reinstatement 
works. Other clauses within the Bill make provision forthe Crown, for further high speed 
railway works and for the application of the Environmental Impact Assessment Regulations 
(defined as the Town and Country Planning (Environmental ImpactAssessment) Regulations 
2011 (S.I. 2011/1824) or any regulations replacing them). 



Your Petitioner - who we are 

6 Your Petitioner, the Potter Row Neighbourhood Watch Scheme (PRNWS), Is an association 
of local residents who live on Potter Row Immediately adjacent to South Heath in the 
Chilterns' Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty ("the AONB"). South Heath is a community of 
about 350 properties and lies about 1.6kms east ofthe A413 (the main road from Amersham 
to Wendover) and 2km east of Great Missenden (that requires crossing over A413 to reach). 

7 PRNWS is a longstanding local organisation, founded over 20 years ago, that broadened its 
scope to include environmental matters, as well as crime. Having done so it responded to the 
Draft Environmental Statement (ES) consultation In 2013 and the final ES in 2014. PRNWS 
has 60 members (residents and business owners) drawn from the Potter Row community of 
35 homes and farmsteads, who share resources and co-ordinate activities in response to 
local plans for HS2. A membership list is available from the Chair, at the Petitioner's address. 

8 PRNWS is also a founder member of the Residents' Environmental Protection Association 
(REPA), which was established In 2013. REPA Is an association of individuals and groups 
mainly in the South Heath area (including Potter Row) that has championed the local 
community in trying to secure more effective mitigation from HS2 Ltd. 

9 Potter Row is a narrow quiet and ancient lane, about 1.8km long that runs north west from 
South Heath to Leather Lane. For its entire length it is parallel to the HS2 line, between 250m 
to 350m away. Half the properties are on the west side of Potter Row and so lie between the 
laneand the open, increasingly shallow cutting In which HS2 will run at 360km/hr every 2 
minutes (see Map Sheet 2-25 and 2-27).The cutting was made shallower in January 2012. 

10 The PRNWS represents a community and a landscape forever blighted by HS2. Your 
petitioner's members, many of whom are'elderiy (their average age is about 65), are In close 
proximity to the line, and specially and directly affected: 

a. One home will be subject to compulsory purchase (Mulberry Park Hill) 
b. Six others will lose land (one "temporarily") 
c. Three-quarters (22 properties) are within 300 metres of the centre line of HS2 
d. Many properties will experience a significant Increase in noise when HS2 is operating 
e. The landscape to the west will be altered Irrecoverably for the length of Potter Row, 

with its historic heritage damaged (archaeological, grade 11 listed homes, hedgerows) 
f Light pollution, security fencing, gantries, new buildings etc will be visible 
g. Amenity will be lost, as footpaths are changed, including the one through Potter 

Row's "own" ancient woodland (Jenkins Wood) and will expose walkers to noise 
h. Despite being completely unsuited. Potter Row Is a construction traffic route with 3 

construction compounds nearby, bringing congestion and safety risks to Potter Row. 
I. Properties at the southern end of Potter Row are very near to the green tunnel portal 
j . Property blight is endemic and many suffer from stress and anxiety wishing to 

downsize due to their health or age, but feel themselves to be trapped, 
k. The road of Potter Row is used by local people with restricted mobility for exercise, as 

well as being a school bus route for the local Lee Common school 
1. Being inaccessible to emergency services is a serious worry for those in poor health 
m. Residents that run businesses from their homes rely on deliveries and collections 

being viable, and access to London being fast and reliable. 

11 Potter Row is therefore not only exposed to unacceptable levels of operational noise, and 
HS2 is thought to be visible from much of Potter Row - but it will suffer extensive disruption 



during the construction phase, with very real safety risks to the many vulnerable people. 
Potter Row is too narrow for construction traffic - lorries can't pass in places, there are no 
pavements or even verges in parts - and tractors, horses, walkers and cyclists are all 
commonplace. Further there Is the potential to lead to the collapse of some of the 18 century 
brick and flint cottages that are immediately adjacent to the road and lack the foundations 
capable of withstanding vibration. 

12 In Potter Row's wider context, swathes of the South Heath area (from Hyde Heath to Leather 
lane) will be taken, destroying parts of three ancient woodlands, a network of footpaths, 
hedgerows, wildlife, and a rich cultural heritage, together with demolishing 8 homes in the 
South Heath area, and blighting hundreds more, as the railway scythes its way through the 
area. The construction works alone will ruin the area as they last 7 % years. South Heath was 
singled out in the ES^ as the only place in Buckinghamshire to suffer significarit community-
wide adverse effects. 

13 Your Petitioner's members are also partlculariy affected by the damage to the general area. 
Many are retired and are keen and frequent walkers, who enjoy the tranquillity of the 
numerous footpaths and quiet lanes of the area. Including the immediately adjacent footpaths 
to Great Missenden, through the ancient woodlands of Jenkins Wood and Sibley's Coppice, 
that links to longer walks to Hyde End and Mantles Wood. The tranquillity and beauty of the 
area, which is best enjoyed through the network of public rights of way (PROW), is the reason 
that many residents chose to move here. Furthermore matters that make the area generally 
less attractive will severely impact on the property values of your Petitioner's members. 

14 Your Petitioner's members' rights, interests and property are injuriously affected by the Bill, to 
which your Petitioner objects for reasons amongst others, hereinafter appearing. 

Your Petitioner's concerns and priorities for solutions 

15 Despite the area's elevated location, the railway here will be on the surface; almost three 
quarters of the 4km section between Mantles Wood and Leather Lane will be in open cuttings. 
In the railway's direct path lie 3 ancient woodlands, footpaths, tranquil areas, and rural 
landscapes regulariy enjoyed by the local community and homes and farmsteads. 150 
properties lie within 300 metres of the line in this stretch, and three quarters of those on Potter 
Row do. HS2 will have extensive adverse environmental impacts when operational, and the 
construction impacts are also especially severe. As for Potter Row, property blight is 
widespread and affecting the health and well-being of the whole local community. . 

16 Your Petitioner is partlculariy concerned by the permanent Impacts that include: the 
consequences of ultra high speed; noise; spoil; loss of ancient woodland and other flora; loss 
of amenity for residents and visitors; landscape and heritage impacts; visual obtrusiveness of 
HS2 (including ancillary equipment, security fencing, water management of ponds, and light 
pollution); loss of farmland; Impacts on wildlife; air quality; property blight; road safety; and 
health and wellbeing. Major concerns apply to the construction phase, involving in total over 7 
years of work and rendering Potter Row hazardous and Injurious to health and wellbeing. 

17 Your Petitioner is also troubled that the CROW Act^, which places a duty on public authorities 
to preserve and enhance the natural beauty of the AONB, Is not applicable to the Promoter 
because the hybrid bill planning consent route is being used. Your Petitioner supports the 
view of the Environmental Audit Committee, who are concerned that Important environmental 

^ Non Technical Summary, Section 7.4 Community, page 44 
^ The Countryside and Rights of Way Act ,2000 



protections are avoided by using the hybrid bill process (eg not doing an Strategic 
Environmental Assessment). It believes that the disapplication of the CROW Act for the 
AONB is another example that requires correcting by Parilament, and this has clear 
implications for how HS2 should be mitigated. 

18 Accordingly, your petitioner objects to all the impacts of the surface works and operation of 
the railway within the Chilterns' AONB primarily caused by and associated with the works 
proposed from north of Mantle's Wood in the AONB (Plan Sheets 2-22 to 2-31 comprising 
Work Nos: 2/1, 2/14 and 2/28 (Railways) and 2/13 to 2/31 (Roads) and the electrification 
changes as empowered by Clauses 1 to 4 and Schedules 1,3 to 5 ofthe Bill. 

19 Most of the problems would be solved by HS2 traversing the entire AONB In a bored 
Chiltern Tunnel, which PRNWS and Its members have been advancing for many years. 

20 Your Petitioner requests 

a. HS2 run In a bored tunnel for the full extent of the AONB, either as proposed by 
Chiltern District Council, or as proposed by CRAG (and recognised in the ES as 
being technically feasible and environmentally superior to the present proposals). 

Your Petitioner believes that Parliament should require the Promoter to afford the 
Chilterns AONB all the considerations that the CROW Act would otherwise require, 
and that this requires a bored tunnel throughout its length. Currently HS2 bisects the 
AONB at its widest part with under half (9.4km) in a bored tunnel. A bored tunnel 
across the entire of the AONB would replace the 11.4km of surface works (in cuttings 
(6.2km), two viaducts (1km), embankments (1.8km) and two green tunnels (2.4km)), 
and preserve the whole of the AONB from the vast majority of the adverse 
environmental impacts. CDC and CRAG contend the extra cost is more than justified 
by the environmental benefits. 

b. If Parilament does not agree to either of these bored tunnelled solutions for the whole 
ofthe AONB, your Petitioner requests the 4 km South Heath Chilterns Tunnel 
Extension (SHCTE) proposed by REPA between Mantles Wood and Leather 
Lane, and as referred to In the ES^, but extended to Leather Lane'*. 

This proposal would replace the 1.2km South Heath green tunnel and two cuttings, 
and Is recognised by HS2 Ltd as being technically feasible and environmentally 
preferable. It would preserve a further 4km of the AONB for current and future 
generations, preventing permanent severe detriment to the residents in this area. 
HS2 Ltd acknowledges that SHTCE would provide reduced landscape and visual 
effects for the South Heath area, benefits for ecology and biodiversity, saves 3 
ancient woodlands, reduces operational noise impacts, reduces construction impacts 
and agricultural land take, and has community benefits. In particular your Petitioner 
advises it would protect Potter Row from the worst impacts of HS2 

Your Petitioner believes (and REPA has provided justification to HS2 Ltd) that such a 
short extension of the bored tunnel to Leather Lane costs no more than the current 
scheme proposed by HS2 Ltd, and this is before taking into account the extensive 
environmental benefits. It would also not extend HS2's overall period of construction. 

Volume 2 CPA 9 para 2.6.18, page 41/42, ES, November 2013 
" Also in the ES Volume 2 CPA 9 para 2.6.5, page 39, option (d). In April 2014 REPA obtained further material 
from HS2 Ltd allowing them to modify their proposal to go a further 400m to Leather Lane. 



c. If the Bill is not altered to provide at least this minimum bored tunnel extension to 
Leather Lane, numerous mitigations will be required to ameliorate the worst 
effects of the Proposer's present scheme, thatwould be costly of both time and 
money. The costs of these mitigations to the proposed surface construction route 
mean that even the minimum 4km extension your Petitioner proposes would achieve 
both a substantial saving and far superior environmental mitigation. 

Breakdown of Petitioner's concerns and mitigations - If tunnel solutions not adopted 

21 The ES provides some detail regarding the numerous and significant permanent and 
construction-related impacts on the area (albeit your Petitioner considers the ES Is hard to 
understand and understates the Impacts). 

22 As well as the permanent effects of the railway the construction impacts from many years of 
works will see all the homes on Potter Row exposed to Increased noise; and extensive 
disruption from using local roads for construction traffic to link the 6 construction compounds. 

23 Your Petitioner separates Its concerns regarding the permanent adverse impacts from its 
concerns regarding the construction adverse impacts. Alongside the adverse impacts, your 
Petitioner lists the mitigation that will be required if none of its preferred solutions is adopted. 
Where appropriate it is tabulated for ease of reference. 

(1) Permanent issues when HS2 is operational 

24 The following reviews issues and their remedy that would be features of the operational 
railway, and hence of permanent environmental detriment, if neither PRNWS's first 
preference of a fully bored tunnel throughout the AONB nor REPA's proposed minimum 
extension ofthe bored tunnel to Leather Lane are adopted. 

Speed: 
25 A fundamental issue with the detailed route set out in the Bill is that the Promoter not only 

seeks the highest speed achievable, but sets out to 'future proof the design so that the 
maximum line speed is 400km/hr outside cities. HS2 trains are not planned to be capable of 
exploiting this maximum speed (being capable of only 360km/hr), but It imposes serious 
restrictions on the exact routes possible. To achieve these speeds, the curvature of the line 
of route is very limited, making it impossible to follow existing transport corridors (such as the 
M40) or avoid sensitive locations (such as South Heath and other ancient woodlands). 

26 HSl, while a high speed railway, operates at a maximum of 300km/hr, and extensively follows 
the line of route of the M2 and M20 motorways. The Draft ES assessed the additional travel 
time from London to Birmingham were speeds limited to those of HSl to be 4.5 minutes^. 

27 The Promoter justifies the highest achievable speed is the claim that journey time savings are 
very valuable. Despite admitting that business travellers can and do now work productively on 
trains, business time savings are valued as if the time savings were additional productive 
time. Your Petitioner (in the company of many others) contends that the Promoter has 
mistaken the balance between the value of journey time savings and environmental damage. 

28 {Additional) mitigation sought: Your Petitioner requests that Pariiament direct the Promoter to 
adopt a maximum design speed of 300km/hr, and to amend the detailed route to exploit the 
ability this gives to locate HS2 next to existing major transport infrastructure - eg the M40. 
The reduction In speed in Itself would have major carbon and other environmental benefits 
(eg noise reduction), as recognised by Pariiament's Environmental Audit Committee. 

® ES Volume 1, section 7.4.4 



Noise: 

29 Noise will be emitted from the open sections In the AONB: eg in the cuttings between Mantles 

Wood and the south portal ofthe South Heath Green Tunnel (SHGT), and from the north 

portal of the SHGT towards the Wendover Dean viaduct (alongside Potter Row), where it runs 

in an increasingly shallow cutting. Noise will also be emitted from the bored and SHGT 

portals, although the ES does not indicate how much. The ES records only 15 properties 

suffering significant residual noise (In Potter Row and Hyde Lane) - but it underestimates the 

extent severity and the areas affected as the ES is not based on meeting the Worid Health . 

Organisation (WHO) noise standards, nor does it recognise the need to preserve tranquillity. 

The track height has been raised twice in this area from the original 2011 consultation 

proposals to save costs, and In particular the cutting alongside Potter Row. 

30 HS2 Ltd regards the AONB as being of medium tranquillity®, having a landscape character of 

"national value" and sensitive to change. But the Bill makes no provision in recognition of this. 

31 Potter Row will be particularly adversely affected with 10 properties identified as suffering 

"significant" adverse effects from HS2's operations - even against HS2 Ltd's lax criteria. 

Issue (Additional) mitigation (if tunnel solutions not adopted) 

South Heath green tunnel is too short to give 
acoustic protection to South Heath and Potter 
Row (southern end) 

• Ignores noise exposure thresholds for peak 
noise 

• No information on tunnel boom (there are c. 
50 properties within 400m of tunnel portals) 

Extend green tunnel to at minimum Leather Lane to the north 
and to Mantles Wood in the south 

If Parliament does not agree this: 

• Install full height (5m) high specification trackslde noise 
barriers. Maintain barriers to retain optimum performance 

• Lower the alignment of the track 

Potter Row properties exposed to excessive 
noise - in addition to the 10 recorded in the ES 
{Vol 2 CPA 9, Table 17, page 185) 

Extend green tunnel to Leather Lane 

If Parliament does not agree this: 

• Install full height (5m) high specification continuous noise 
barriers, maintained to retain optimum performance 

• Increase cutting depth 

Hyde Lane exposed to excessive noise Extend green tunnel to Mantles Wood 

If Parliament does not agree this: 

• Install full height (5m) high specification noise barriers 

• Reduce track height (including on embankment) 

Isolated properties exposed to excessive noise: 

• Frith Hill South Heath Leg (SHL) 

• Potter Row 

• Hyde Lane 

Implement all reasonable measures: 

• Full height (5m) high specification noise barriers on both 
sides of track for extent of trace outside a tunnel 

• Lower alignment of the track 

Inadequate consideration of vulnerable persons, 
especially important for Potter Row (with 
average age of 65 yrs) 

Specify and observe noise exposure requirements, including 
appropriate periods for averaging noise levels and peak levels 
that ensure no interference with children's sleep, or elderly 

Footpaths expose residents and visitors to 
excessive noise when running alongside and 
crossing the line - including one of the two 
footpaths from Great Missenden to Potter Row 

Provide effective acoustic protection for PROW in the 
proximity of HS2. Maintain all existing routes so (except for 
LM1/21) do not run alongside the railway 

Acoustic environment degraded: 

• Tranquil areas 

• Gardens 

Set standards below health and wellbeing threshold to reflect 
relative tranquillity of area (so environment remains pleasant 
not just non-injurious). 

Allow enjoyment of amenities by reducing noise below the 
level that impacts upon speech incl. for vulnerable persons. 

HS2 Ltd recognise that the AONB is tranquil, in Volume 3: Route Wide Effects: para 2.3.20 and 2.3.22 



Lack of proposals to manage maintenance 
noise at night 

Specify maximum peak and average noise exposure including 
night time maintenance for all receptors. Require works to be 
suspended or restricted to remain within specification. 

Noise mitigations (Potter Row/Hyde End): 

• Insufficient use of noise barriers 

• Inadequate specification of noise barriers 

• Reliance on bunds instead of trackslde 
noise barriers 

Use continuous noise barriers on both sides of the track 
wherever it is not in a tunnel to protect walkers and residents. 

5m noise barriers (not 3m) to address aerodynamic noiSe. 

Bunds should be used for visual screening not noise 
containment (forwhlch they are Ineffective). 

Lack of enforceable noise standards or body to 
enforce standards when set 

Enforceable noise exposure standards to be set, with Local 
Authority funded in perpetuity to monitor and enforce. 

All necessary measures taken to meet standards including 
reduction of train speeds, if other measures insufficient. 

Equestrian activities rendered unsafe (Potter 
Row has several stables) 

Peak noise set at a level that will not result in startle response 

Spoil: 
32 The cuttings and SHGT produce extensive surplus spoil (neariy 2m tonnes) that cannot be 

used for local mitigation. The Promoter is creating a new permanent 40ha (twice the size of 
Green Park) land fill site at Hunts Green which is on Kings Lane (the northern extension of 
Potter Row (within the AONB)) to which the material is moved after temporary local storage. It 
Ignores alternative beneficial uses, transportation options eg rail or pipeline, and falls to avoid 
producing the surplus (by at minimum extending the bored tunnel to Leather Lane). HS2 Ltd 
chose to misrepresent local concerns about traffic on roads. Waste from the bored tunnel is 
extracted at the southern (M25) end, and Is not an AONB Issue. If an SEA had been done, 
the inability to remove spoil from the AONB might have carried weight 

33 HS2 Ltd stated^ that 11.6Mt of spoil will be created in the AONB, of which 90% will be reused. 
1.9Mt goes to Hunts Green, the rest is used for embankments, environmental mitigation 
earthworks (visual, acoustic, and bridge structures), land restoration including above green 
tunnels, and ecological soils reuse. 1.4Mt is used for restoring land to agriculture, but there is 
little clarity as to where and how the remaining 8.3Mt is used. This is a major gap In the ES, 
as it affects the landscape, and when filled your Petitioner may have objections. 

34 HS2 Ltd reject^ the use of fully retained cuttings to reduce spoil (and landtake) on grounds of 
cost complexity and delay. Your Petitioner is concerned that this is getting the wrong balance 
between permanent environmental damage, cost and speed of construction. 

Issue (Additional) mitigation (if tunnel solutions not adopted) 

New landfill site in AONB is in contravention of 
Waste Hierarchy and HS2 Ltd's own policy on 
site selection® 

Have no landfill sites within AONB. Remove any surplus spoil 
from AONB along the trace-to an exit point for removal by rail 
on the Chiltern line (that is parallel to the works) 

Large volume of spoil and area of land-take 
created by inward sloped cuttings 

Use retained cuttings throughout area to minimise spoil 
creation 

Ancient woodland loss 
35 The works involve the loss and fragmentation of ancient woodland In the section between 

Mantles Wood and Leather Lane. The 9.3ha loss represents over 1/4 of the total loss from 
phase 1 of HS2. It takes 30% (6.2 ha) of Mantles Wood for the Chilterns Tunnel Portal and 

Email exchange between Mark Bailey (HS2 Ltd) and Steve Rodrick (CCB), 15-20 May 2014 
^ ES, Volume 2, 0FA9 para 2.6.34, page 44. 
®'Management of Surplus Excavated Materials: Deliverable Approach Statement' HS2-HS2-GL-DAS-000-
000005 P03 [Surplus Excavated Materials | 03 December 2013, paragraph 4.6.9, clause d 



access; 0.5ha of Farthings Wood (on top of 3.5ha that Is not ancient); and bisects Sibley's 
Coppice taking 2.6ha. Temporary waste storage is detrimentally close to Jenkins Wood, 
which is accessible from a footpath crossing Potter Row. The ES Concedes that ancient 
woodland is "nationally significant" and an "irreplaceable resource", but the Non Technical 
Summary concludes that new planting avoids adverse effects on the AONB by year 60 - the 
Woodland Trust say this misleads and is incorrect, and your Petitioner's respectfully agree. 

Issue (Additional) mitigation (if tunnel solutions not adopted) 

The bored Ghiltern Tunnel access facilities will 
occupy land currently ancient woodland 

Move tunnel access and facilities out of ancient woodland, to 
minimise ancient woodland land take (but need to screen). 

Deep un-retained cuttings have considerable 
land-take of ancient woodland 

Use retained cuttings to minimise take of ancient woodlands 

Movement ofthe railway and its support 
facilities within the limits of deviation could lead 
to an even greater loss at Mantles Wood 

Amend limits of deviation to preclude a greater land take from 
any ancient woodland 

40 ha of compensatory planning are proposed 
(foraround 10ha loss), but without 
arrangements for their permanent maintenance 

The Woodland Trust consider the compensatory planning is 
grossly inadequate, and should be based on a ratio of 30:1. 

Provision needs to be made for the permanent maintenance 
of compensatory woodland, as this is missing frorh the Bill 

Other woodland and hedgerows lost 
36 Approximately 4.5ha of other woodland and 16km of hedgerows will be lost including 2.1 km 

of "important" hedgerows, 7 of which are "historically important" (including from Potter Row), 
fragmenting the landscape and destroying wildlife habitats and bridges. One cause of losses 
being so large, is that the proposed open cuttings take a large surface area compared to 
using retained cuttings (which have vertical sides). 

37 (Additional) mitigation sought: Losses should be reduced by using retained cuttings. 

Amenity and community impacts for residents and visitors 
38 16 footpaths that access ancient woodlands and surrounding countryside are affected in this 

4km stretch. Of the 11 that currently cross the trace (LMI/17/2,21/1, GMl/27/1, 33/3,33/4,28//2, 
79/1/2, 80/1,13/3,12/1, 2/1) only 7 footpath crossings will remain, with some combined, lost or 
put onto a public road. They will cause a loss of their rural character and tranquillity affecting 
use by residents and visitors. Other facilities in South Heath are either lost or threatened and 
those of Great Missenden, on which Potter Row depends, will also be adversely affected. 

39 There are significant community impacts on South Heath and Hyde End, with the demolition 
of properties and many outbuildings, together with the loss of residential amenity in many 
roads, but in particular In Potter Row (due to train noise and views). 

Issue (Additional) mitigation (if tunnel solutions not adopted) 

Footpath LMI/21/1 is closed, removing access 
between Little Missenden and Hyde End 

Replace LMI/21 near to its existing alignment with a green 
bridge (with acoustic protection) so it joins up GMl/27 (Hyde 
End) with the path between Hyde Heath and Little Missenden: 

Footpaths - including the two from Great 
Missenden to Potter Row which are combined 
for a single over-bridge crossing (and important 
for visitors) lose rural character and: 

• Remove a recreational resource, 
particularly for Londoners 

• Reduces viability of Grt Missenden retailers 

Preserve all existing PROWs on existing alignments 

Use green bridges where they cross the trace, with acoustic 
protection. 

Loss of rural character of 3 footpaths through 
Sibley's Coppice when re-instated over SHGT 

Plant mature trees to emulate previous character 



Weights & Measures Gym (with post box) and 
Annie Baileys to be demolished; viability of 
garden centre threatened (from sustained loss 
of trade and access in long construction period) 

Community fund to pay for recreating local facilities 

Loss of Grt Missenden facilities from sustained 
loss of access in long construction period 

Financial support to maintain/re-establlsh retailing 

Cultural heritage: 

40 There is a rich cultural heritage inthe area that will be permanently affected by HS2. in 
addition to the ancient woodland, historically important hedgerows and landscape effects 
discussed elsewhere, there are archeologlcally significant sites that will be permanently 
damaged by the works; scheduled monuments and the settings of a range of historic (and 
important but non designated assets) that are affected. The ES records impacts (Volume 2 
CFA 9, para 6.5.2) but your petitioner believes they underestimate the extent and severity -
particulariy as the setting of many assets contributes enormously to their value. 

Issue (Additional) mitigation (if tunnel solutions not adopted) 

Visual impacts and loss of rural settings to 9 listed 
buildings in Hyde Lane, Kings Lane, Potter Row; 
3 other non designated properties in Frith Hill 
SHL, Hyde Lane; others not shown in the ES. 

Lower the level of track in the cuttings both sides ofthe 
SHGT, provide further screening ofthe railway. The 
screening in itself may detract from the setting 

Damage to archaeological assets at 6 sites 
(Mantle's Wood, north of Rowan Farm, Cudsden's 
Farm, Sibleys, Bury Farm, edge of Potter Row) 

Reduce the speed of the line and re-route HS2 to follow an 
existing transport corridor 

41 

42 

43 

Visual obtrusiveness of HS2: 
The ES shows an extensive Zone of Theoretical Visibility (ZTV) for HS2. But it artificially 
confines the area by restricting it to within 2km either side of the line irrespective of whether 
HS2 can be seen from further away (it had been 3 in the Draft ES) and by excluding the 
highest components - the gantries, wires and masts. Even 'trimmed' In this way, the ZTV 
covers 2,150ha ofthe AONB. The ZTV not only includes Potter Row and South Heath area, 
but stretches 2kms across the Misbourne valley in which Great Missenden sits to the west 
The extent of visibility increased when cutting depths were raised 10 

The bunds used to hide the railway and provide some noise mitigation are themselves 
unnatural features in the AONB. As para 33 above discusses, no data Is yet available about 
the changes in surface levels in the AONB, so it is not known how obtrusive the 8.3Mt of spoil 
will be. The volumes are very large - sufficient to cover Green Park (London) in a layer 29 
metre deep (ie the height of just under seven double decker buses on top of each other). 

The ES assesses the Impact of HS2 on the landscape^V This accepts that HS2 at the start of 
operations has a "major" or "moderate adverse impact for a large range of viewpoints 
affecting your Petitioners. But it claims that the screening from newly planted trees removes 
these impacts, so that it is not significant "by year 15 and beyond to year 60". Year 15 Is 
2041, and year 60 is 2086. This sanguine view is not accepted by the Chilterns Conservation 
Board (CCB). The use of 'not significant' by HS2 Ltd involves judgements that your Petitioner 
respectfully asks to be treated with caution. 

HS2 Ltd justified raising the track height as being in response to local concerns about spoil movement on 
roads. No one sought this outcome locally (eg at the Community Forum). It resolved a concern about 
construction with a less acceptable long term outcome 
" ES, Volume 2: CFA9, section 9 



44 Culverts, balancing ponds and other water collection areas are planned, but they are out of 
character with chalk upland and so damage the landscape character. They are artificially 
lined, may not even contain water and are fenced, covering over 11 ha in the AONB. 

45 HS2 will create light pollution from the 2.8kms of surface route between Mantles Wood and 
Leather Lane, all alongside Potter Row, as well as from night-time works. This is out of 
character and damages the nightscape (the local community has no street lights). 

46 HS2 involves moving the national grid power lines at South Heath twice - as a temporary 
diversion and then back to their original alignment west of Potter Row. This is a waste of an 
opportunity to move the lines once, put them under ground, and reduce their visual impact. 

Issue (Additional) mitigation (if tunnel solutions not adopted) 

Overhead wires, gantries and associated 
furniture are visible very widely (including for 
some Potter Row homes) 

Lower the level of track throughout area and increase height 
of bunds, so that trains and all railway furniture (including 
gantries) are not visible either locally or from across the valley 

Portal buildings, and auto-transformer station at 
South Heath GT north portal end exposed 

Tall screening required to west. 
Sympathetic design and exterior of buildings required for the 
area; maximum elevations to be specified. Promoter must 
agree design with District Council following, public consultation 

Access to the railway is prevented by security 
fencing, shown in photoniontages as of bright 
steel sometimes sited on the crest of bunds. 
No account is given as to their visibility 

Security fencing should be screened from view (eg sited on 
the inside slope of bunds) 
Where visibility is unavoidable It should be made or painted to 
'blend In'. 

Balancing and other ponds will occupy 11.2ha 
and are out of character 

Find alternative means of addressing polluted run-off, storing 
on trace and removing for sustainable disposal If necessary. 
If remain, landscape and ensure support water/ vegetation. 

Arcing damages nightscape. Screen railway including pantographs and gantries with 
deeper cuttings and eliminate residual sight lines using bunds 

Night-time maintenance damages nightscape Screen maintenance works to prevent light pollution 

Lighting on new roundabout at Kings Lane/B485 
Chesham Road damages nightscape 

Redesign junction (to a T-junction) so extra traffic and safety 
is not reliant on lighting 

Loss of farmland: 
47 Farmland is permanently lost in the CFA9 area. The ES^^ records 7 farm holdings as suffering 

"moderate/major" permanent impacts (4 involve demolition) with 78ha of best agriculture land 
permanently lost (from 98ha in total). Your Potter Row Petitioners are amongst those affected 

Issue (Additional) mitigation (if tunnel solutions not adopted) 

Excessive farmland take Use retained cuttings to minimise land take 

40 ha of farmland are lost for compensatory 
planting forthe loss of ancient woodland, which 
would be more if The Woodland Trust's 
recommendations are addressed 

If ancient woodland is not lost, compensatory planting is 
unnecessary, so loss of ancient woodland should be 
minimised (eg by fully retained cuttings) 

Wildlife: 
48 HS2 will impact ori habitats and species in 4 local wildlife sites in ancient woodlands, with 

permanent loss of habitats arid severance of several hedgerows. There should be no net loss 
In habitats and a net gain in biodiversity. 

12 Volume 2 CFA 9 para 3.4.25 
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Issue (Additional) mitigation (if tunnel solutions not adopted) 

Habitat severance as railway constitutes a 
barrier when on the surface or in open cutting 

Create green bridges 

Noise, dust, and lighting will effect breeding 
habitats 

Create compensatory habitats, funded by Promoter in 
perpetuity, well in advance 

Adverse effects on owls and bats Create compensatory habitats, funded by Promoter in 
perpetuity, well In advance 

Property blight 
49 Properties in close proximity to HS2 will suffer permanent loss in value compared to their un-

bllghted price, as the premium qualities related to relative tranquillity, an ANOB setting and a 
network of rural footpaths etc are lost Owners suffer this loss as the Land Compensation Act 
(LCA) 1973 Part 1 provides compensation after 1 year of operation but only for physical 
nuisance, not loss of amenity, and not the true drop in property market value. 150 properties 
in the South Heath area are very near ie within 300m, and 22 of them are In Potter Row. 

50 (Additional) Mitigation sought: Your Petitioner requests that the Promoter be required to 
implement such measures as minimise the physical Impacts and obtrusiveness of HS2. Your 
Petitioner also requests that the Bill make provision to amend the LCA in Its application to 
HS2, so that compensation Is paid for the full loss in market value, or by some other means 
so that no one suffers a loss in property value by reason of HS2 and is not fully compensated. 

Limits of deviation 
51 The Bill authorises the movement of the track by. up to 3 metres vertically or horizontally 

without consultation. The planned track level in this area has been raised twice, with both 
Hyde Lane and Potter Row now exposed to significant adverse effects from operational noise 
- on HS2 Ltd's own admission. Increasing the track height reduces cost at the expense of 
permanent adverse environmental effects on your Petitioner's members. 

52 (Additional) Mitigation sought: Your Petitioner requests that the limits of deviation be 
amended so that no increase in the elevation of HS2 be permitted in the AONB. 

Health and wellbeing 
53 The ES does not consider health and wellbeing effects. A separate document^^ was Issued at 

the same time on health effects - but not as part of the consultation. Much of this separate 
document is questionable (eg the materials on noise), and your Petitioner is concerned about 
the notable omissions - such as in relation to anxiety and other stress issues. 

54 Exposure to noise in excess of WHO guidelines is likely to have long term health effects. 

Issue (Additional) mitigation (if tunnel solutions not adopted) 

Loss of relative tranquillity affecting the 
wellbeing of those who would otherwise have 
visited the area, and for residents 

Limits set for noise In AONB that ensure relative tranquillity is 
maintained, with Local Authority funded to monitor and 
enforce in perpetuity 

Health imperilled by dust from passage of trains, 
and pollutants from maintenance 

Limits set for airbourne pollutant exposure in AONB to ensure 
clean air maintained. LA funded to monitor and enforce. 

Long term health effects 

• Sleep disturbance leading to medical 
conditions such as hypertension. 

• Child development, from sleep 
disturbance or disrupting studies -
leading to academic underperformance 

Impacts to be studied and reported on 

Lower noise limits to be set (in accordance with WHO 
guidelines), with Local Authority funded to monitor and 
enforce in perpetuity 

'High Speed Rail (London to West Midlands): Health ImpactAssessment, November 2013 

11 



Acquisition of land that is unrequired 
55 Clause 47 ofthe Bill gives the Promoter the right to acquire property for development even 

though this is not required for the construction or operation of HS2. 

56 (Additional) Mitigation sought: Your Petitioner requests that Clause 47 be removed. 

(2) Issues during construction ofHS2 

57 Construction activities in various forms take place in the area over a period of 7.75 years. 
This period is longer than that of secondary education, or the average period for people to live 
in a single place. Peak periods for specific activities are often themselves of considerable 
duration: the peak traffic levels on the B road and Its junction with A413 on which many 
depend (B485) are sustained for 3.5 years. There are compounds at the southern end of 
Potter Row for over 5 years. Construction therefore will severely adversely affect residents in 
the area, with material effects on your Petitioner's quality arid way of life. 

58 The South Heath area, and especially Potter Row, suffers multiple adverse construction 
effects as a result of the works to build the green tunnel and adjacent cuttings literally through 
the South Heath community, severing roads and connections, blighting the landscape, and 
causing extensive noise for several years. As cited above, the ES identifies South Heath as 
the only place in Buckinghamshire to suffer significant community wide adverse effects. 
There are six construction compounds within the 4kms between Mantles Wood and Leather 
Lane, linked by using the South Heath public road network for construction traffic, even Potter 
Row that is wholly unsuited. Three new access roads are created to reach the new 
permanent railway facilities. 

59 The following lists issues that arise with the construction of HS2 that have what the ES terms 
a "temporary", albeit extensive, adverse effect on the environment. They also identify the 
mitigation your Petitioner requests to contain the adverse environmental and social harm. 

Noise 
60 The ES^'' identifies over 100 homes to be subjected to significant construction noise from the 

construction of the green tunnel and cuttings (Sibleys Rise, Baileys Hatch, Frith Hill (SHL), 
Kings Lane, and Hyde Lane) or from construction traffic (Kings Lane). In reality very many 
more homes will suffer excessive noise that will be more intrusive and last for longer than the 
ES admits, especially when benchmarked against WHO standards. 

61 Potter Row is partlculariy badly affected by construction and construction traffic, but It has no 
properties identified as subjected to significant noise, despite the fact that structural Integrity 
of homes immediately adjacent to the road may be compromised by the vibration of passing 
HGVs, and that the area Is recognised in the ES^^ to currently be quiet. 

Issue (Additional) mitigation sought 

Excessive noise from demolition and • 
construction works and also from construction 
traffic on (a) the designated roads and (b) the 
trace (particulariy for transporting the 2Mt of 
excess spoil): 

The noise will 

• disturb sleep, with stated "averages" 
disguising periods of excessive noise 

The extensive construction period means higher noise 
thresholds should not be accepted, as the work is not 
"temporary" and averaging reference periods should ensure 
that peak noise is required to be contained. 

Periods for assessing noise levels should reflect the needs of 
vulnerable people (eg children, elderiy). 

Levels should be specified so as to allow the quiet enjoyment 
of outside spaces, with evening and weekend work precluded. 

WHO guidelines should be observed. 

CFA 9 Volume 2 section 11 and supporting appendices 
CFA 9, Volume 2, section 11 para 11.2.2, page 176 
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prevent enjoyment of gardens, outside 
spaces and PROW 

prevent concentration for working from 
home or doing school work 

Local Authority funding to monitor compliance with standards 
set; and powers to suspend works if limits are exceeded. 
Freephone hotline for making complaints with specified 
response times for addressing issues. 
Infringement of levels or permitted hours to carry punitive 
compensation to residents. 

Construction traffic causing hazards and congestion using unsuitable roads 
62 While HS2 Ltd have said that the trace will be used for moving spoil, all the South Heath area 

roads in the immediate vicinity of HS2 are to be construction routes (Potter Row, Kings Lane, 
Hyde Lane, Hyde Heath Road, Frith Hill (SHL), B485) as is the A413, despite their lack of 
suitability eg too narrow (especially Potter Row), too steep, lack of pavement or even verges 
for Potter Row, and already suffering congestion issues at peak times. A 3.5yrpeak In traffic 
use for the main roads is anticipated. Dally life will be challenging, especially for the elderly. 

63 South Heath has no facilities of Its own (shops, PO, doctors etc) and depends on Great 
Missenden and surrounding villages for Its everyday needs. The ES suggests additional 
traffic of 1,000 vehicles a day on key roads, but provides conflicting data as to whether this 
results in congestion. Your Petitioner believes the junction and capacity analysis to be flawed. 
In addition, traffic on the trace will bisect the public roads (that are themselves construction 
roads). South Heath has a higherthan average proportion of elderiy, who will find coping with 
congestion and sharing narrow roads with heavy vehicles difficult. The average age of those 
on Potter Row Is about 65 (retirement age). 

64 The closure of Frith Hill (SHL) which has 1900 vehiclesa day is of great concern. Itwill Isolate 
South'Heath and Potter Row from Great Missenden facilities. The alternative route (Kings 
Lane) is already a construction traffic route. Frith Hill (SHL) is a national cycle route and 
Potter Row Is a designated cycle route. Hyde Lane has 120 vehicles a day and a 6km long 
diversion route is proposed. 

65 HS2 Ltd contends that there is no history of the roads in South Heath being hazardous and no 
history of serious accidents. While the safety record is good, there has been a recent case of 
a motorcyclist killed in collision with a tractor on Potter Row. This Illustrates the sad 
consequences of mixing vulnerable users with heavy traffic. Your petitioner contends that 
minor roads of the AONB are unsuitable for the projected traffic volumes. 

Issue (Additional) mitigation sought 

Road safety, risk to vulnerable users 
(pedestrians, children, cyclists, equestrians, 
elderiy). 

Require all construction traffic (for materials and workers) to 
use the trace and not public roads (with dedicated access 
roads from A413 to be built) 

Earth moving equipment and heavy haulage will 
emit pollutants to the detriment of residents 

Local Authority to be funded to monitor and enforce high 
standards that limit emissions 

Damage to structure of vulnerable buildings (eg 
Potter Row) 

All construction traffic must be banned from using Potter Row 
for any reason. 

Use of local roads for construction traffic and 
loss of local gym discouraging dally exercise t 

Prevent local roads from use by construction traffic 

Fund creation of local amenities eg sports/community centre 

At-gfade crossing (with lights) on the public 
roads that are bisected by the trace (with 
construction & spoil removal traffic on them): 

• Crossing the B485, which will cause 
serious congestion on the main B485 road 

• Crossing other local public roads 

o Hyde Lane 

Build new or temporary junctions with a bridge or underpass 
before using the trace, so that there is no interference by the 
construction traffic using the trace with public road users 
(given the public road is also a construction traffic route) 
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o 

o 

Frith Hill SHL 

Leather Lane 

Addltibnal construction traffic renders access to 
B485 and A413, Great Missenden, Chesham, 
etc subject to significant delays, affecting: 

• Emergency service response times. A 
single couple on Potter Row have had three 
emergency medical call outs in the last year 

• School buses (Kings L, Potter Row) 

• Access to station & coaches in Great 
Missenden for commuting and college 

• Damage to viability of South Heath home 
based businesses 

• Damage to viability of retailers in Great 
Missenden (due to access) 

• Damage to viability of South Heath garden 
centre 

• Social isolation (visiting and being visited) 

Construction traffic uses trace not local public roads 
Park and ride for construction workers 

Air ambulance for residents and workers 

Absolute ban of deliveries etc at peak times 

Absolute ban of deliveries etc at specified times 

Financial support for loss of productive time/business 

Rate reduction/financial support 

Financial support 

Construction traffic to only uses trace. Community fund 

Consequential congestion, as local traffic use 
different routes 

Prevent 'construction routes' being used by construction 
traffic at peak times 

Isolation: 

• Closure of Frith Hill SHL for 18 month 
to.2 years 

• Closure of Hyde Lane for up to a year 

Install temporary bridge to maintain a highway and footpath. 
Ensure does not coincide with B485 realignment works. 

Install temporary bridge to maintain a highway and footpath 

Road maintenance and changes 
66 Even if construction traffic is confined to the trace for most movements, the large increase in 

heavy vehicles will have adverse effects on the condition and character of local roads. 

Issue (Additional) mitigation sought 

Heavy construction traffic will cause rapid 
deterioration of the condition of local roads 

The Promoter needs to be responsible for keeping the roads 
in good order and not allowing deterioration 

Changes will be made to the roads to allow 
construction traffic to use them (eg widening and 
straightening) 

The Promoter needs to be responsible for returning alHocal 
roads to their former size and character on completion 

Ancient woodland 
67 Besides occupying land previously covered In ancient woodland in operation, the method of 

construction results in more destruction of ancient woodland than Is necessary. 

Issue (Additional) mitigation sought 

Temporary spoil heaps abut Jenkins Wood Maintain 200m buffer between ancient woodland and 
temporary spoil heaps 

Extraction of TBMs requires access to portal 
through ancient woodland 

Bury rather than extract TBMs or move along trace 
beyond ancient woodland before extraction 

SHGT construction uses a partially retained cutting 
taking more ancient woodland than necessary 

Construct green tunnel using fully retained cuttings 

Use ofthe trace for transporting surplus spoil to 
Hunts Green could Involve avoidable land take in 
Sibley's Coppice 

Ensure trace only wide enough for green tunnel 
construction. Other works timed so as not to require more 
land take in woodland 

14 



Spoil 
68 Besides unsuitable permanent storage of surplus spoil within the AONB, this spoil is first 

stored in temporary heaps by the railway, priorto transporting it along the trace. Spoil heaps 
will interact unfavourably with the south-westeriy winds affecting the South Heath area. The 
piles straddling the B485 are over 500m x200m and 250x 100m and 5 m high. 

Issue (Additional) mitigation sought 

Dust, dirt and run-off from the temporary spoil 
heaps constitute a nuisance and health hazard. 

Dust potentially dramatically affects the quality 
of life, limiting the usability of exterior spaces, 
and depositing detritus on the exterior of 
properties, on washing etc. 

Temporary spoil heaps to be covered. 

Maximum dust exposure limits to be specified, monitored and 
enforced by the Local Authority - paid for by the Promoter. 

The Promoter should be responsible for the costs of cleaning 
the exterior of properties and paying punitive compensation 
for contravention of limits 

Temporary spoil storage is sited to be adjacent 
to ancient woodland and residential properties 
(especially in the B485 and Frith Hill SHL areas) 
which would adversely affect them 

Temporary spoil storage should not be within 200m of the 
curtilage of residential properties or ancient woodlands 

Deposit on local roads of spoil from transporting 
it will make road services dangerous 

All haulage vehicles to be cleaned off before joining a public 
road 

No provision to restore temporary spoil sites or 
construction sites to their previous condition 

: Full restoration should be required by the bill 

Visual blight 
69 The ES recognises that the extensive construction works (SHGT, cuttings, new buildings, 

roads, 6 compounds, demolition works, and removal of field boundaries etc) will create visual 
blight for numerous places. Your Petitioner is concerned that it is neither sympathetic to a 
landscape that is recognised to be sensitive, nor Is effective screening planned. Construction 
will dominate the area for years, and have enduring effects on existing businesses. 

70 All your Petitioner's members' properties in Potter Row and much ofthe adjacent South 
Heath area are within the ZTV, as set out in the ES maps''®, despite the fact that the highest 
elements (eg cranes) are excluded. The selected viewpoints in the ES all Indicate 'moderate' 
to 'major' adverse effects, and 'significant' effects on views from properties in Potter Row, 
Sibleys Rise and Frith Hill (SHL). In reality your Petitioners expect it to be horrendous. 

Issue (Additional) mitigation sought 

Construction works widely visible Sympathetic screening eg construction compounds 

Lighting will damage night-scape Strict imposition of limits on working time. Screening. 

Tourist business will falter Council rates reduction/financial support 

Walkers and cyclists will not come Funding for promotion, free transport beyond the worst eyesores 
/hazardous roads from Great Missenden station (eg to Balllnger) 

Property blight: 
71 Property values are already depressed by HS2 and will be during construction, with a duration 

of 16 years from HS2's announcement to its first operation. The whole community of South 
Heath, including Potter Row, suffers blight arid when construction begins both values and 
sales volumes will worsen. This Is a cause of very great anxiety and stress to residents, 
especially the elderiy, and those who wish to get on with their lives, but are trapped. 

16 Volume 5 Map Book Landscape and Visual Country South (LV-07-33 and LV-07-34) 
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Issue (Additional) mitigation sought 

• Property owners suffer uncompensated 
losses, with only a tiny minority 
adequately covered by HS2 Ltd 
compensation schemes. 

• Elderly owners unable to sell to move 
closer to facilities required on a dally 
basis, or family. 

• Property degradation affecting area if 
become empty eg as Annie Baileys has. 

Improve compensation arrangements for planning and 
construction period: 

• Extend the Voluntary Purchase Zone to all those 
affected, or 

• Amend the "Need to Sell" scheme to acknowledge 
community blight and remove the requirement to 
demonstrate financial hardship to qualify,- or 

• Introduce a Property Bond for people near to the line 
where there is no hope of sales except at large 
discount for years. 

Health and wellbeing 
72 As discussed, above health and wellbeing effects were not covered by the ES, but are a 

material issue to your Petitioner both priorto and during construction. 

Issue (Additional) mitigation sought 

Anxiety about property value, access to 
emergency health services, amenities 

Substantive solutions to concerns and counselling and 
facilitation services paid for by Promoter 

Adverse health effects from sleep disturbance, 
hypertension etc 

Limitations on timing and noise levels 

Take less exercise due to loss of facility of local 
road network and footpaths for walking, jogging, 
cycling, horse-riding, running, and loss of gym 

Construction traffic to only use the trace and not public roads. 

Community fund 

Underperformance in education from delays to 
reaching school, sleep interference, noise 
disturbing study 

Limits on times of construction activities, observance of WHO 
exposure guidelines 

Dust and pollution affecting health - especially 
vulnerable with asthma etc 

Tight air pollution standards policed by District Council (paid 
for by promoter) with powers to suspend works 

Amenity 
73 Footpaths are extensively used for recreation by residents and visitors. 11 currently cross the 

line in this area and all will be stopped up temporarily (some for 2 years in the Sibley's 
Coppice area). During the works some are diverted, others require the use of roads, or cease 
to be a means of making the previously available journey. Three affected footpaths (GMl/13/3, 
12/1 2/1) connect Potter Row itself to Great Missenden. 

74 HS2's construction will effectively sever the footpath access from the Misbourne valley to the 
ridge to the north east between Mantles Wood and the Wendover Dene viaduct, to the 
detriment of residents and the likely avoidance by visitors. 

75 (Additional) Mitigation sought: Your Petitioner requests that temporary footbridges be installed 
to prevent the severance of footpaths bisected by the trace. 

Crime: 
76 Construction will bring a peripatetic workforce into the area (some actually living at the 

Wendover construction site), who will require additional policing. Your Petitioner will cease to 
be effective in containing local crime, due to the large numbers of non-residents who will have 
legitimate business in the vicinity. 

77 (Additional) Mitigation sought Your Petitioner requests that the Promoter be required to fund 
additional policing for the duration of the construction works. 
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Rateable value 
78 Construction will reduce the viability of many local businesses. Both residents and local 

businesses should be allowed to treat the construction as a "material change In 
circumstances" for the purposes of establishing the rateable value, and secure a change In 
rates before HS2 is operational. 

79 (Additional) Mitigation sought Your Petitioner requests that the Bill make provision for the 
special treatment of HS2's construction and that the Promoter fund an official to help secure 
property re-valuation and assess HS2's impact on local ecoriomy. The Bill should include 
provision for central government financial support during constructiori period for local 
businesses. 

Reservation of right to jsetition 

80 The points made above are in relation to the Bill as published for 2nd Reading and are 
without prejudice to the Petitioner's right to petition further and separately in relation to any 
additional provisions introduced to that Bill In future. Further your Petitioner has had great 
difficulty understanding the Bill, including its Schedules, alongside the Deposited Plans and 
Sections and the ES, which is deficient and in error in material ways. Your Petitioner is 
concerned that it may have missed a material point that it would wish to address the Select 
Committee on. Your Petitioner also wishes the ES to be corrected and then be permitted to 
raise further issues of concern on those matters, or on which additional information is 
provided. These matters may in particular include transportation issues (eg road congestion), 
visual intrusiveness, waste management arid noise. The points made above are without 
prejudice to any such further points. 

81 There are other clauses and provisions of the Bill which. If passed Into law as they now stand 
will prejudicially affect your Petitioner's members and their rights, interests and property, and 
for which no adequate provision Is made to protect your Petitioner's members. 

Conclusion 

82 For the foregoing and connected reasons your Petitioner respectfully submits that unless the 
Bill is amended as proposed above, clauses 1-36, and 47, along with accompanying 
Schedules, so far affecting your Petitioner's members, should not be allowed to pass into law. 

YOUR PETITIONER therefore humbly prays your Honourable House that the'Bill may not be allowed 
to pass into law as it now stands and that it may be heard by its Counsel, Agents and witnesses in 
support of the allegations of this Petition against so much of the Bill as affects the property, rights and 
interests of your Petitioner's members 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. 

Signature of Petitioner in person, or Agent for the Petitioner 
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