Mid Cheshire Against HS2

Newsletter – January 2014

Hello and a Happy New Year to everyone.

We hope that you will have seen or received our Christmas card that Mid Cheshire Against HS2 produced in conjunction with Bill Stott;
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On Friday 7th March we are holding a Quiz Night, to raise funds for our continuing  fight to stop HS2.  The event will be at Byley Village Hall, 7.30pm.  Tickets are £7.50 per head; this price will include a Fish and Chip supper.  Please contact Graham or Lisette  Dellow  to book your tickets – 01477 534932

We will also be holding a Spring Fair at Lach Dennis Village Hall in April,  date to be confirmed.

Important – please don’t forget:

Phase 2 route consultation documents are available; these can be completed online.  Please see pages 3,4,5 and 6 below this newsletter to read our guidelines.

Please note all responses must be in by 5 pm, Friday January 31st 2014.

There are 9 questions, you only have to answer 6, 3 are relevant to our area and 3 are general questions.

Lastly, can you help us?  We always need more help at our events in various ways, especially the younger ones amongst you.  If you would be prepared to offer a few hours now and then please contact Graham or via the website contact form.

Mid Cheshire Against HS2

Website:  mid-cheshire-against-hs2       Facebook:  Mid Cheshire Against HS2

Twitter:  https://twitter.com/mcahs2
The following pages  are intended as Guidelines provided to individual local residents and neighbours to assist them in completing the Phase 2 Route Consultation, which must be sent before the consultation closing date of 31 January 2014, 17:00.

A reminder that the consultation may be responded to in any one of the following ways:

· By completing the response form online at:

http://www.hs2.org.uk/phase-two/route-consultation/document-library?phase2_consultation=590  

Click on “online response form”

· Sending the response by email to HS2PhaseTwoRoute@Ipsos.com
· By freepost to the following address:  You do not need a stamp.

FREEPOST RTEL-YAZX-HAZT

Phase Two Route Consultation

PO Box 1152

Harrow

HA1 9LH

· You are not obliged to answer the specific questions. You may simply send an email expressing your concerns.

It is essential that the all your personal information shown in Part One – is included for every response sent in. via whichever means.  Failure to do this will result in your responses not being considered.

Each adult in any residence may send a response to the consultation – please ensure you send a response for each adult.  STOP HS2 advises us that under-18’s may also respond but cannot locate any precision on this point from HS2 Ltd.  If you have the time, please encourage the younger member of your family to respond – after all, they will be the most affected by HS2 should it go ahead!  

The Blue text below is the specific consultation question from Part 2.

The Black text shows a few guidelines for completing the consultation.

We offer these guidelines as thought-provokers and recommend using your own words, as we are unsure as to how similarly worded submittals will be treated by HS2 Ltd.

Thanks for helping us  STOP HS2.

Mid Cheshire Against HS2.

mid-cheshire-against-hs2.co.uk

QUESTION 1 – THE ROUTE AND SUPPORTING INFRASTRUCTURE

Do you agree with the Government’s proposed route between the West Midlands and Manchester as described in Chapter 7?

This includes the proposed route alignment, the location of tunnels, ventilation shaft, cuttings, viaducts and depots as well as how the high speed line will connect to the West Coast Main Line.

I fundamentally disagree with the proposed project in its entirety.  In the unfortunate case that Government should proceed with this wasteful project we offer the following:

I disagree with the route proposed, in particular that section of the route, between Wimboldsley and Wincham which is planned to run over an area of active subsidence which will either require extensive foundation work at great (and unknown) expense or be operationally dangerous to passengers and those affected neighbourhoods.

I believe it is irresponsible to construct and operate a high-speed train over ground and subsurface conditions the stability of which is affected by both historic and current commercial salt extraction.

For greater detail of the above I ask you to refer to the report By Mid Cheshire Against HS2: Phase 2 route consultation response.

The planned route through mid Cheshire will destroy many acres of prime dairy-farming land and thus reduce the productivity of farms reliant on the sale of milk.  The affected farms are unaware of how severance to farmland will be mitigated if the line is built. 

The line will cross two historic canals in Mid Cheshire – The Middlewich Branch of the Shropshire Union Canal near Coalpit Lane and the Trent and Mersey Canal South of Whatcroft.  The impact of these crossings will be visually and in terms of noise pollution unacceptable, offensive and detrimental to the local Canal Tourist Industry.

The blight to property values in the area resulting from the proposed route is already significant and many more properties are affected than acknowledged by the Government or HS2 Limited.  Only those whose properties will be demolished are partly aware of the compensation arrangements and at some unspecified time in the future.  Others suffering from blight as a direct result of HS2 are unaware of any compensation that might be offered.

During the construction period disruption to traffic will be immense, as the proposed line will cross 10 roads between Minshull Vernon, where the line branches to the East of the WCML, and Wincham:

A530, Clive Green Lane, A54, A533, A530 at King Street, Crowders Lane, Pennys Lane, Birches Lane at Lostock Green, A556, Linnards Lane and Pickmere Lane.  

I have seen no details as to how it is proposed to manage traffic while this extensive construction phase is in progress.

I have seen no evidence in HS2 Ltd.’s publications of how the impact on wildlife has been seriously considered and mitigated by the route selection.

QUESTION 2 – PROPOSALS FOR STATIONS

Do you agree or disagree with the Government’s proposals for:

a. A Manchester station at Manchester Piccadilly as described in Chapter 7 (sections 7.8.1 – 7.8.7)?

A station at Piccadilly will offer no benefits whatsoever for the residents of Mid Cheshire.

b. An additional station near Manchester Airport as described in Chapter 7 (sections 7.6.1 7.6.6)?

The proposal to have an HS2 station at Manchester airport appears to lack a clear rationale given the planned route of the HS2 line and the existence and development of other rail links to Manchester airport.  The airport already has a rail station, with over 3 million users per year, and this provides a direct link to Manchester Piccadilly station, the terminus of the proposed western branch of the HS2 line.  For this and other reasons it seems unlikely that passengers would be allowed to use the HS2 service to travel the short distance from the city centre to the airport.  Moreover the existing rail links - to a wide variety of destinations in the north of England - will soon be supplemented by an extension of the metro line to the airport, thus providing direct rail links to many locations in central Manchester and around the conurbation.

Excluding such usage of the airport HS2 station, its other intended role is presumably to provide direct fast links to Birmingham and London, both to the centres of these cities and to their airports, especially London Heathrow (even though that will not now be on the HS2 line).  The first of these rationales implies that international air passengers will start to fly into and out of Manchester even when their main point of destination or origin is Birmingham or London: however desirable some may consider such a travel pattern to be it seems unlikely to develop to any great extent.  The prime intention, and one of the claimed benefits of HS2, seems to be to reduce the extent of flying between Manchester airport and Heathrow for use of the latter for longer-haul flights out of or into the UK.  However it is not necessary for a station designed to attract Heathrow bound travellers from the Manchester suburbs to travel by rail to be located at the airport just because, prior to the existence of the station, they flew from that point.  Whilst there may be a case for having an 'out of town' HS2 station serving the Manchester suburbs it would seem desirable to locate it some distance from the airport so as to avoid unnecessary congestion from both rail and air passengers converging onto the same location.

QUESTION 3 – ADDITIONAL STATIONS

Do you think that there should be any additional stations on the western leg between the West Midlands and Manchester?

I do not want the line so do not want any additional stations.


QUESTION 7 – APPRAISAL OF SUSTAINABILITY

Please let us know your comments on the appraisal of sustainability (as reported in the Sustainability Statement) of the Government’s proposed Phase Two route, including the alternatives to the proposed route as described in chapter 9.

I find the appraisal to be biased and flawed.

It is unreasonable for the Government to acknowledge that areas of “Noticeable Noise Increase” will not automatically be provided with suitable measures to minimise the effect of this increase.

Areas shown on the Airborne Noise Maps in a Green coloured lozenge signify, according to the legend, “Preliminary Candidate Areas for Mitigation”.   The significance of this statement is not clear, but in the unfortunate event that HS2 goes ahead I will expect to see substantial measures taken to provide effective noise insulation at least in the areas shown. 

Damage to rural communities, bisection of numerous villages and blighting of a wide band each side of the proposed route would occur should the project proceed.

The statement by HS2 Ltd. that high speed rail is “particularly efficient it terms of Carbon Efficiency” is incorrect and also in contradiction with HS2 Ltd.’s lead barrister at the Supreme Court, Tim Mould QC who stated, “It is unarguable that high speed rail is environmentally damaging” and “it has never been disputed that upgrading the existing line is far less damaging environmentally.”  

The consistent and vocal opposition to the Project by the Green Party, Woodland Trust, Cheshire Wildlife Trust, and many other specialist environmental groups, reinforces my view.

The Government has failed to give the 51M Group’s alternative proposition serious consideration - nor have other alternates such as the utilisation of the route of the Grand Central line been explored in depth.

Derogatory statements made by Ministers and others that the current rail system North of London is ‘Victorian’ are simply untrue  - the routes were chosen and the initial track beds laid in that era, but there has been much development of the system over the intervening period to the point that the WCML and ECML are both considered as ‘High Speed’ according to the EC’s definition.  Using this as an argument for HS2 is analogous to proposing to build new roads just because some existing ones date from the Roman occupation of Britain.    Building a new line as opposed to improving an existing one CANNOT be considered as being sustainable.

QUESTION 8 – FREED CAPACITY

Please let us know your comments on how the capacity that would be freed up on the existing rail network by the introduction of the proposed Phase Two route could be used as described in Chapter 10.

The amount by which HS2 would augment rail freight capacity on the WCML is indicated in the October 2013 Strategic Case. In 2009 there were 13 passenger paths per hour departing Euston Station on the WCML. In 2033 there will be 12 passenger paths per hour.  So the freed capacity will be one passenger path per hour. Based on this, I have to ask whether the £50bn

expense of HS2 is a cost effective way of creating a very small increase rail cargo capacity.

By contrast, Network Rail announced 20 Jan 2014 that work had started on a debottlenecking project between Crewe and Stafford, involving a signalling upgrade and addition of a new freight loop which would provide an extra 2 trains per hour between London and the NW, 1 fast train per hour between Manchester and Birmingham and 1 extra freight train per hour through Stafford. Cost of this project is a modest £250m.  Attention to pinch points along the line in this way is an equally good and much more economical way of addressing capacity issues.

None of the examples cited by Network Rail, of additional passenger services that could be provided through capacity released by HS2 are commitments – without exception they are ‘coulds’ and ‘potentials’.

QUESTION 9 – UTILITIES

Please let us know your comments on the introduction of other utilities along the proposed Phase Two Route as described in Chapter 11.

I believe HS2 are creating specious ‘opportunities’ to try to justify flawed and unwanted proposals.

It is unlikely if HS2 were to proceed that the Utility companies and HS2 would be able to co-ordinate so as to give any serious benefits.  In any case it is almost certain that the even if there were some savings, the British taxpayer who is already subsidising this folly to the tune of £3000+ per would benefit in any way.
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