
IB

Caitlin Pickavance
Area Petition Adviser
Country North
Hybrid Bill Delivery
HS2 Ltd.

20th May 2016

Dear Caitlin

Thank you for travelling up to meet with us on Tuesday and giving us the opportunity
to seek clarification on several points.

As we explained to you, in representing the Joint Parish of Stoneleigh and Ashow we
are seeking to minimise the impact of HS2 on the landscape and on the residents.
We hope that you now have a better understanding of the historical importance of
the area generally and Stoneleigh Abbey and its Parkland in particular. We are very
fortunate to live alongside a Grade 1 listed building and its Repton designed Grade
11*parkland. We hope that you understand that this is not just any area of greenbelt;

it is an historic Estate with connected estate villages.

We expressed our concern about the new entrance on the 841 13 regarding the
levels and the need to carefully consider the detail of the works to minimise the
impact on Stare Bridge. lt would be helpful to have cross section drawings and more
detail of how the area will be conserved.

There is a lack of detail about the artificial earthworks and fences alongside the track
as it runs through the park. The area is open parkland in a river valley. Occasionally
there is noise from an activity on the Show ground which can be readily heard in
both Stoneleigh and Ashow. This is an annoyance but it is infrequent. The noise
generated by HS2 will be a regular intrusion into our lives. We do not have
confidence in the original acoustic modelling and its methodology. There does noi
appear to have been an assessment of the wind borne component or on the noise
impacts if in the future the train is run at higher speeds than those currently being
quoted. As the detail of the final design is not clear we remain concerned that the
noise impact is not known with any certainty and wish to request that further work is
carried out on the acoustics in this area.

We are concerned about the elevation of the 84115 to accommodate the train. Again
this is alien to the open parkland landscape. We suggested that consideration could
be given to moving the balancing pond to the other side of the track. This appears to
be more logical due to the levels (but again we do not have sufficient information
concerning this and would welcome detailed cross sections). Relocating the
balancing pond would also obviate the need for the service road which, as it is
currently proposed, would effectively enclose the area of ancient woodland in an
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artificial and visually unattractive manner. You agreed to look at the details in this
area and refer back to us.

There remains, in our view, too much uncertainty as to how the traffic impact will be
handled. The residents need to use the 841 13 and 841 1 5 to access all local
seryices and public transport. These are rural roads with no pavements. The HS2
construction HGVs will use these rural roads, which are currently nominated as cycle
and leisure routes. We are advised by WCC that negotiations are taking place to
improve the junction on the A46 at Stoneleigh and similarly that there may be
negotiations with Stoneleigh Park regarding the possibility of creating an access from
the Birmingham Road directly to the road head, but there is no programme in place
for any of this. The present HS2 traffic scheme is unreasonably damaging to our
rural community when other options are available. lf the upgraded junction on the
A46 can be put in place and if a direct access to the road head from the Birmingham
Road could be negotiated this would significantly reduce the traffic impact, keeping
all HGV movements away from the villages and the rural routes. lf the junction
improvements are delayed and negotiations with Stoneleigh Park are not fruitful then
the rural route will bear the brunt of this traffic.

The Parish request assurances that the junction upgrade will be completed and that
consideration will be given to the creation of a direct access to the road head to keep
the traffic away from these routes.

We welcome the indication that going fonrvard there will be more willingness from
you to communicate with stakeholders along the line but it is not clear how this will
be manifested. We are aware that the next stage will be to enter into the contract
stage and remain concerned as we would not wish to see generic structures rolled

out along the line through our Parish. We would ask that the final design solutions
should reflect the conservation criteria that would be applicable to the sensitive
nature of this historic parkland with its adjacent conservation villages. We request
that a mechanism is put in place to enable us to have some input into the design
choices.

We accept that HS2 is coming and we would like to work with you to ensure that we
minimise the damage to our historically important landscape.

Yours sincerely

Jane Mackenzie and Hazel Fryer
Stoneleigh and Ashow Joint Parish Council
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Stoneleigh Deer Park was renowned for the beauty of its oak
trees. ln addition later C19 improvements to the park included
feature planting located upon the embankment near park cottage
and beside Stareton Road. This tree planting incorporated some
pine trees that may have been included as part ofthe Picturesque
style of design used within the park. The preservation of a similar
form of planting would replicate the style of this designed
landscape. The could be achieved with the inclusion of higher
percentage of oak trees within the planting layout and the use of a
small number of Scots pine as Picturesque features. These small
changes might help to reintroduce a Reptonesque style of
landscape in the area around Park lodge, previously a pedestrian
entrance to Stoneleigh Deer Park,
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Dr Paul Thornton r.4PH, FRccP

20 May 2016

Councillors Michael Coker & George lllingworth
Warwick District Council

By email

Dear Michael and George,

390 Cromwell Lane
Burton Green

Kenilworth
Warurickshire

CV8 1PL

Phone 024 7646 2927
Mobile 07711 698918

Email oaulthornton@doctors.orq.uk

I am writing to make you aware of an enquiry I have submitted to Warwick District Council under
the provisions of the Environmental lnformation Regulations.

Reading the very small print of an appendix to the amended local plan, I was concerned to read
very vague information about a proposal to build a road from the A46 at Stoneleigh to the A45
and/or the A452 taking advantage ofthe corridor established by H52. This proposalwas described
to be more advanced in a subsequent newspaper article. lsubmitted a parallel request to allthe
potentially involved public authorities.

The requests and all the subsequent correspondence are on online via this link.

http://tinvu ri. com/A46-to-A45 2

Allthe authorities, including WDC, have withheld the information requested and I have submitted
the formal appeal to each of them that is required before I can seek the assistance of the
lnformation Commissioner.

From the various responses obtained so far, it appears that Coventry City Council may be the
authority that is the principal protagonist for this road proposal and that the possible route
options are not as vague as might have been previously suggested. As such, I recognise that you

may be as much in the dark as any of us, even in respect of information that hos been shared with
WDC officers.

The reply I received from Mr Hunt, Deputy Chief Executive WDC, did provide the published

material upon which the newspaper article may have been based in respect of the council meeting
of 6 April. I see from this material that you have both accepted particular responsibility on behalf
of the Council to support the implementation of this development south of Coventry.

I suspect that the appendix document, a draft propaganda "mission statement" that Mr Hunt also
references, was substantially authored by Coventry City Council as it contains some key errors of
fact in respect of perceived merits from the HS2 railway and elsewhere.

Within hours of my appeal, Mr Graham Leach, Democratic Services Manager and Deputy
Monitoring Officer, of Warwick District Council has already indicated an expectation of further
needless prevarication in this matter.



Against that background, I have to ask you to represent the interests of your ward residents, which
coincide with the wider public interest. Determination of the over-riding public interest in favour
of publication is essential to ensure that council officers, on your behalf, do not continue to
withhold this information. This matter should be taken as a clear indicator for the integrity of the
council in its dealings with its residents.

The requested information is urgently essential for participation in the democratic process in
respect of further submissions to the lnspector's enquiry into the Warwick District Council local
plan. lt is also essential in consideration of imminent petitioning for HS2 in the House of Lords.

At a recent meeting with Jeremy Wright, I made him aware of this road proposal and he asked to
be kept informed. I will copy this to him. I also made the Parish Council aware of my initial
enquiries and will copy this to them by way of an update.

Kind regards,

Yours sincerely,

e/*l^*
Dr Pa ul Thornton


