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Rt Hon Mr Patrick McLoughlin
Secretary of State for Transport
House of Commons

London

SW1A 0AA

15" January 2014

Dear Patrick,

* A new station and track layout for Crewe to be delivered by Network Rail by 2020
to accommodate an HS2 stop. This investment would deliver over £1.5bn of
transport benefits and £1bn GVA uplift for the South Cheshire economy including
20,000 additional jobs.

* HS2 deliver the full HS2 Hub Interchange Station at Crewe by connecting into the
new station. The Hub would offer access to dedicated and classic compatible
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HS2 services, capturing the vast connectivity opportunity and boosting the
Borough and the UK economy by up to £3bn GVA and 40,000 to 60,000 jobs.

» The section from Lichfield to Crewe be implemented to coincide with the delivery
of Phase One delivering £2bn of additional transport benefits for the case for
Phase One.

» Plans for future train services with HS2 need to maintain and enhance the
connectivity to our other key stations at Wilmslow, Macclesfield and Congleton.

» The highest standard of compensation is offered to blighted homes through the
Exceptional Hardship Scheme now and the eventual statutory provisions,
including the consideration of a Property Bond Scheme. This should be supported
by engineering solutions that maximise the mitigation against the impacts of HS2
on residents, businesses, farms and the local envirogment.
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Cheshire East Council’s HS2 Phase 2 Consultation Response

I.

Do you agree or disagree with the Government’s proposed route between the West
Midlands and Manchester as described in Chapter 7 [of the consultation
document]? This includes the proposed route alignment, the location of tunnels,
ventilation shafts, cuttings, viaducts and depots as well as how the high speed line
will connect to the West Coast Main Line.

As the HS2 route passes directly through the Borough it will inevitably impact on
residents, businesses, farms and the local environment. At the August meeting,
Cabinet reaffirmed its commitment to HS2 and to securing maximum economic
benefit for Cheshire East whilst minimising harm tgQur residents, land and
property.

htinue to do so.
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Meetings have already taken place with H32, and will ¢
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The M6 crossing.
* The delta junction in thé M6 / M56 / A556 triangle and the link Wigan.
» The crossing of theMid-Cheshire Rail Line south of Ashley.

Line of Route Assessment
Compensation

Compensation to local businesses, residents and farms requires greater clarity as
currently there is confusion over who would be eligible for compensation, what
the extent of the compensation would be and when it becomes available. The
Council believes the area covered by any compensation scheme needs to be
extended to cover a wider corridor either side of the Phase Two proposals. The



Council hopes that the outcome of the consultation process on Phase One will
deliver these improvements and that these are then adopted on Phase Two.

The Council also believes that the highest standard of compensation should be
offered to blighted homes through the Exceptional Hardship Scheme now and the
eventual statutory provisions, including the consideration of a Property Bond
Scheme. This should be supported by engineering solutions that maximise the
mitigation against the impacts of HS2 on residents, businesses, farms and the
local environment.

Impact on Farms

The quality of our Borough both as a place to liveg’and\farm demands the highest
standards of design, environmental protectioprand mitigation and compensation
and this needs to be given greater recognjion in the HSZ work going forward. To
ensure that the severance impact on faprt ised and that as much
land as possible remains viable localised cragsingpQints would be required for
livestock and farming equipment.
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Basford strategic investxpent sites.

To mitigate these impacts very significant bunds would be required to both sides
of the rail corridor, including the West Coast Main Line, and the level of the
railway lines would need to be dropped. The removal of the need for the freight
connection and connections between the existing line and the HS2 line would
equally reduce the severity of the impact.

One of the knock-on benefits of our proposition for Crewe would be the removal
of the need for the ‘fly-over’ junction south of Crewe and the realignment of the
A500. It would also increase the developable land at the Basford sites.



Long Viaduct

Over the last few months the Council has worked extremely hard to assess ways
to protect the north of the Borough. The emerging view is that the section close
the Cheshire West and Chester border near Tabley and Pickmere will have a
significant impact on Smoker Brook. It appears that straightening the alignment
by moving the route slightly east could also result in a lower vertical alignment,
and therefore reduce the impact here and potentially enable a less intrusive
solution for the crossing of the A556. This should be complemented by further
additional mitigation measures.

M6 and Mid-Cheshire Rail Line Crossings

Where the HS2 plan cross both the M6 and th€é Mid-Cheshire Line south of
Ashley that these should be under rather than over the e isting motorway and

south route N
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The Council has issues’'with cxossing over the Manchester Ship Canal and its
associated infrastructure. The jmpact of going under the Manchester Ship Canal
should be considereq by HS2/and further dialogue is planned with HS2 on this
matter.

Wider Environmental Impacts

An initial desktop review on archaeology, heritage, nature conservation,
landscape, noise and air quality identifying key issues along the line of route in
Cheshire East has been undertaken and is attached in Annex A. This work
should be referenced as part of any detailed design work.

Connection between Crewe and Lichfield

The Council is also developing a case for the early completion of the section of
HS2 from Lichfield to Crewe as part of the second Hybrid Bill. This would bring



the benefits of HS2 further north sooner, reducing concerns over the macro
economic impacts the North West, including Cheshire and Warrington, from not
having the same connectivity gains as the Midlands and South East from Phase
1 investment.

Given Crewe’s unique connectivity to the entire North West, North Wales and the
North Midlands, delivering the connection to Crewe to coincide with the planned
opening of Phase One would spread the benefits over a wider area. In addition, it
would free up the West Coast Main Line south of Crewe where significant
capacity constraints exist.

An initial estimate of the benefits suggests that the

early delivery of the

of which £0.8bn will be derived in the North
50% increase on the benefits to the North ¥

ii. Do you 'sagh the
gl Stakip

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

Q

The Council is working with the railway industry to develop a compelling case for
a new station at Crewe. The proposition aims to address all the issues that arise
at the existing station, from future rail passenger and freight growth and the
delivery of HS2.

A separate detailed report has been prepared for the Secretary of State which
supplements this consultation response. This report should be read in the context
of our response to this question, a summary of which is set out below.



In the HS2 Command Paper the Secretary of State stated that Government is
keen to explore how a connection at Crewe between the existing rail network and
HS2 could effectively serve the wider Cheshire and Staffordshire areas. The
proposition for Crewe is the Council’s initial response to this opportunity and
would form the basis for future dialogue:

directly to the Secr
consultation period.

A new station and track layout for Crewe to be delivered by Network Rail by
2020, capable of accommodating an HS2 stop.

A full HS2 Hub Interchange Station delivered by HS2 at Crewe, offering
access to dedicated and classic compatible HS2 services, which would
capture the vast connectivity opportunity.
A station environment fit for the 21st Centu
gateway and improve the image of Crewe
A station capable of handling significantpassengergrowth with high quality
road and local public transport connettions and igaproved parking facilities.

xhich will provide a major

regionally.
Maximise the econo
sites at Basford Eas
brownfield land deve
Maintenance Depot.

ary of State ahead of the end of the HS2 Phase Two

vii. 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 [of the
consultation document].

To be addressed in supporting report.



viii. 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 [of the consultation document]?

The opening of HS2 Phases One and Two will add new capacity from London to
the Midlands and the North and consequently release capacity on existing lines
and create room for improving the passenger and freight services on these. The
development of complementary rail services will ensure that the benefits of HS2
are maximised and that existing connectivity between key locations not served by
HS2 is maintained or enhanced.

Crewe is located at a strategic point on the rail network, acting as a hub between
regional and local services and the WC — 40% of'trips\at Crewe are interchange

economic transformation that HS
sectorally and geographically.

HS2, with services on
quent and reliable



The current timetabling proposals show that Crewe will lose its West Coast Main
Line service to Scotland and destinations north of Preston, whilst Wilmslow will
lose all its current services to London on the West Coast Main Line. Macclesfield
and Congleton are expected to gain additional services towards Manchester and
Birmingham.

The Council will be seeking to ensure that future timetabling with HS2 maintains
and enhances the connectivity to our key stations at Crewe, Wilmslow,
Macclesfield and Congleton, with today’s service levels maintained as a minimum
Example of ‘Hub and Spoke’
approach - Crewe
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proposed Phae > degcribed in Chapter 11 [of the consultation
document]?

would be support the development of options for utilities where it will support
economic growth and reduce the environmental impact.



Annex A

Initial Archaeology, Heritage, Nature Conservation and Landscape
Assessment

These comments cover Archaeology, Built Heritage, Nature Conservation and
Landscape and are an initial response to the consultation route. They are made
from a desk based assessment of recorded assets and should be treated as an
initial draft response. They do not cover the impact of ancillary works such as
road realignments, compounds and service areas.

Archaeology

The route will affect a large number of
cannot be quantified at this time, but s

Registered
however, b

In order to consider the’potentjal impact on built heritage the route has been
divided into a numker of sectigns and those properties close to the line
considered for potential imp

South Borough Boundary to Crewe:
» Basford Bridge Cottage Grade Il (in poor condition with pp for restoration)
— significant impact.

North of Crewe to Borough Boundary:
* Minshull Vernon Moated Site SAM — possible impact on setting
* Newfield Hall Grade Il — limited impact
» Park House — possible impact

Borough Boundary at Lostock Gralam to M6:
» Holford Hall and bridge (moated site) Grade II* and Il — limited impact



The Smoker Inn, Plumley Grade Il — limited impact
The Smithy, Plumley — limited impact

Cobb Lodge, Pickmere — limited impact

Brooke Cottage — limited impact

Hollow Wood Farmhouse Il — significant impact

M6 to A50:
* Winterbottom Farmhouse Grade Il — Significant impact on setting
» Mere College Grade Il — limited impact

» Legh Cottage Grade Il — limited impact

The Route Triangle to Borough Boundary and A3
Broad Oak Farm Grade Il — limited impa
Ovenback Cottage Grade Il — possiblé
Holly Bank Grade Il — limited impa

Nature Conservation

The route will potentially impact on the ecology of Cheshire East in a number of
ways — impact on designated sites, impact on protected species and impact on
important habitats. The route has been divided into sections to consider these
impacts.



South Borough Boundary at Wrinehill to Borough Boundary at Walley’s
Green:

No designated sites exist within 500m of the route. Potential impact on
particularly Great Crested Newts, Grass Snakes, Badger, Lesser Silver Diving
Beetle, Bats. Impact on hedgerows, ponds and possibly grassland.

Borough Boundary at Plumley to M6:
* Winnington and Peas Wood ASNW and grade A SBI - Significant impact
* Leonards and Smoker Wood ASNW and grade A SBI - Significant impact
» Arley Brook and Bongs Wood ASNW and grade A SBI — within 200m.
minor impact

Potential impact on particularly Great Crested Néwts, Radger, Bats, possibly

pdct on nationally and
site, Site of Special
e, the route is within 100m of the

* Hancocks Bank South ASNW grade A SBI (direct impact)
» Birkenheath Covert grade C SBI

*  Wood near Arden House ASNW grade A SBI

* Erlams Meadow grade B SBI

» Acclesfield Wood grade C SBI

» Brickhill Wood ASNW grade A SBI (direct impact)

* Millwood Castle Mill grade B SBI

Potential impact on particularly Great Crested Newts, Badger, Bats, possibly
Otter. Impact on hedgerows, ponds and possibly grassland. The Bollin Valley is
an important river and wildlife corridor.



(Please note saved policies within existing local plans refer to Sites of Biological
Importance SBls, the current draft local plan contains a policy which refers to
these areas as Local Wildlife Sites).

Landscape

The route is shown without mitigation and a supporting landscape and visual
impact assessment (LVIA), but in the relatively flat landscape of the Cheshire
Plain it is likely to have a significant landscape and visual impact. A quick
overview assessment is provided below, but more work is required at this stage
to make a preliminary assessment of potential impact.

From Southern Borough Boundary to Crewe:
From just north of the boundary to Gonsle arm the raoute is in cutting. North of

' Nay fhe, A556, Peover Eye and
ands. Inpact on landscape character and

mpact. The Wigan spur passes under the M56 and will
have low impact here, but further north where the line leaves the Borough it
crosses over the A56 and Bridgewater Canal. There is the potential for significant
impact on landscape character and local visual impact.

M6 to A556 Manchester Spur:

The route here runs through a corridor that includes pylons and the proposed
new route for the A556 — there is the potential for significant cumulative impact.
Much is in cutting which will help with mitigation.



A556 to Thorns Green:

The route is close to the M56 (north of route) and cuts through two locally
designated landscapes — Rostherne/Tatton ASCV and Bollin Valley ASCV. For
some of this route the line is in cutting, but adjacent to Ashley it is on
embankment. There is the potential for significant impact on landscape character
and significant visual impact. (Please note saved policies within existing plans
refer to Areas of Special County Value ASCVs, the current draft local plan
contains a policy which refers to these areas as Locally Designated Landscapes)

Potentially, substantial mitigation could be achieved by placing more of the route
in cutting and substantially reducing the length on embankment and viaduct. A
corridor approach to the reinforcement/extension ghlandscape features such as
hedgerows trees and copses could also be very aluakle. It is suggested that
prior to making a formal response more work t0 assess the visual/landscape
character impact and possible mitigation i

oSt sensitive receptors
Z worst affected receptors
. It is recommended
hat other noise mitigation
]Cts to acceptable levels. The

to north through Cheshire East

receptors when we are consulted on detailed and objective noise assessments.



Section

Cheshire East Sensitive
Receptors

Subjective Assessment

Recommendations

South of Crewe

Chorlton, Hough, Weston,
Shavington, Basford, South
Crewe

HS2 line at grade, embankment
and viaduct would increase noise
impacts to these areas and other
sensitive receptors

Design route in cutting,
redesign of junction re-
assess need for viaduct.

Basford Depot /
Station

Weston, Shavington,
Basford, South Crewe

Cumulative noise impacts from
service depot and related traffic

Further mitigation
required

North Crewe

North Crewe, Coppenhall
Moss

HS2 Line emerges from tunnel and
cutting close to residential areas

Extend tunnel and
sections in cutting to the
north

Crewe to CWAC Rural villages / properties HS2 predominantly at grade Cutting / mitigation
Boundary required
East of Middlewich East Middlewich Mitigation required

HS2 line at grade opxembankment
1km to the we}o/l\z%vgvich
extents

River Dane Viaduct

North Middlewich

Viaduct incpéases likelihood of
noise prapagation to no
MiddlewWieh\properties

Mitigation required

Smoker Brook /
Peover Eye Viaducts

Plumley, Pickmere and
rural properties

Vigducts a mbafikment:
ificrease likel d of ngise
\propagatign'to sensitive recepto

Mitigation required

Jodrell Bank Viaduct

Pickmere and rural
properties

\aduct iQcreases likelihood\of
noide propsgati sensitive
/\ receptars

Mitigation required

Area near M6

Mere and rural propgrties

S2 route over M6 an

Re-xoute under M6, use

crossing f cutting.
A
South of M56 High Xegh, BucklowNdill, Cutting / Mitigation
rurdl properties required

alig

East section tgwards
Manchester Squth of
Ashley

Ashley~urakproperties '~

AN

Sectioq adjagent to Ashiy in
emkankyent s passes over
existing rail line

Cutting / re-route under
railway

Wigan spur south
junction

Mitigation required

Air Quality

The Basford Dep
in the area. There i
Nantwich Road in Cre

R
N

S2 line mgmpankment at A56 /
Bridgwater Zanal increasing noise
\Qpac .

/ Station has the potential to have adverse air quality impacts
an Air Quality Management Area (AQMA) on
itigation and design would need to consider these

impacts and emissions. A holistic consideration of all Crewe rail requirements

could have the potential to improve road traffic related emissions.

Similarly a Manchester Airport HS2 station proposal would need to consider
mitigation of air quality impacts and emissions in the area.

Other considerations relating to the proposed route are vibration from
construction and operation activities.




