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IN PARLIAMENT

HOUSE OF COMMONS

HIGH SPEED RAIL (LONDON –WEST MIDLANDS) BILL COMMITTEE

PETITION OF AMERSHAM TOWN COUNCIL (871)

SUMMARY OF ARGUMENT – FOR APPEARANCE 23 SEPTEMBER 2015

1. The Route passes through the town of Amersham in a bored tunnel, with a vent shaft at

Amersham hospital. Amersham is a vibrant settlement, home to a population of some

15,000 and many successful businesses. It thrives on, and is reliant upon, its transport

connectivity and its position in the AONB, which is a huge draw. However, it already

struggles with high levels of road usage, which brings with it congestion and pollution.

2. With the exception of the vent shaft, Amersham Town Council consider that the

Promoter has failed to acknowledge that the project will adversely affect the town, its

inhabitants and businesses, let alone address those adverse effects.

3. The Town Council’s concerns arise from two main features of the Promoter’s proposed

scheme:

(1) Above ground construction of the Route in the AONB.

(2) HS2 traffic, whether ‘construction’ HGVs or staff private cars, placed onto

the local highway network.

4. As to issue (1), the Town Council are conscious the Committee have already heard

from others about the impact of the AONB as a whole. They will not repeat what has

been said, but endorse it and repeat the points made in their Petition. The mere

possibility that Parliament might even consider giving consent to the construction of a

high speed line even partially above ground in the Chilterns AONB is truly shocking.

5. In terms of Amersham itself, the adverse impacts on above-ground construction in the

AONB will affect the town’s economy, through reduced visitor spending, and will

harm the amenity of the town’s residents, many or most of whom chose to live in

Amersham precisely because of the beauty of the surrounding countryside.

6. As to issue (2), the Town Council would not wish to hide their frustration that the

Promoter simply has not complied with the Department for Transport’s own guidance
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and developed a construction logistics strategy with a transport model that appraises the

range of possible alternatives. For example, this would deal with the spoil the project

will generate or the materials it will require and assesses the impacts of the alternatives

on Amersham and the other communities in the area. There is no obvious reason for

spoil and materials not to be transported by rail, whether by conventional rail or along

the Route itself, and no reason at all for that option not to have been fully assessed.

7. The Town Council’s concern here is not simply increased congestion, though that is

very important, but also air quality. Many of the key road links are already hovering

around the air quality limits prescribed by European and national law for nitrous oxides

and small particulate matter (PM10). Even if the Promoter could somehow solve all the

junction problems over the highway network and so maintain traffic flow despite the

additional vehicles the Project would put onto the roads, that would not address the air

quality impacts from the additional vehicles.

8. As regards congestion, if that increases as a result of the Project then many of the

features to make Amersham what it is will be harmed, from the ability of pupils to get

to and from school, to the effect on business to the impact on Amersham crematorium.

9. The Town Council are acutely aware that others are taking points in their Petitions that

are also repeated within the Town Council’s Petition. They will keep their presentation

focussed on Amersham, but do not abandon the other concerns/asks within their

Petitions. The Committee will hear from others regarding those concerns.

10. The Town Council respectfully ask the Committee recommend amendments/additional

provisions to the Bill/require undertakings/assurances from the Promoter to address

their concerns.

James Burton
39 Essex Chambers, WC2R 3AT
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Transport – guidance

Transport analysis guidance: WebTAG

From:
Department for Transport

First published:
29 October 2013

Last updated:
10 November 2014, see all updates

Part of:
Planning and infrastructure and Transport

WebTAG provides information on the role of transport modelling and appraisal.

Contents

1. Introduction
2. Overview
3. Guidance for the senior responsible officer (SRO)
4. Guidance for the technical project manager (TPM)
5. Guidance for the appraisal practitioner
6. Guidance for the modelling practitioner
7. WebTAG data book
8. Software tools
9. Supplementary guidance
10. Forthcoming changes
11. Register
12. Contact
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Introduction

This content contains guidance on the conduct of transport studies. The guidance includes or
provides links to advice on how to:

• set objectives and identify problems
• develop potential solutions
• create a transport model for the appraisal of the alternative solutions
• how to conduct an appraisal which meets the department’s requirements

Projects or studies that require government approval are expected to make use of this guidance in
a manner appropriate for that project or study. For projects or studies that do not require
government approval, TAG should serve as a best practice guide.

The department endeavours to keep the guidance up-to-date in light of new evidence and
developments in best practice modelling and appraisal methodologies. Changes are released
through an orderly release process, giving users early sight of changes and when they are to be
released definitively. Users working on longer-term business cases should refer to the
proportionate update process when considering incorporating these changes into their analyses.

For users wishing to understand how the new structure relates to previous version of WebTAG a
correspondence table (MS Excel Spreadsheet, 24.7KB) is available. An archived version of the
previous WebTAG site is also available.

Overview

This overview provides general introductory information on the role of transport modelling and
appraisal, and how the transport appraisal process supports the development of investment
decisions to support a business case.

• TAG overview

Guidance for the senior responsible officer (SRO)

This guidance is for project promoters and sponsors who manage and oversee those projects as a
whole.

It provides knowledge on how the evidence derived from the transport appraisal process can be
used to support the transport business case and inform the decision-making process. It introduces
the high-level concepts of transport appraisal and modelling, the important outcomes required
and the main risks to monitor and manage.

• TAG guidance for the senior responsible officer
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