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Introduction

• Everything as presented in the Hoo Green Community 
presentation AND Gabriella O’Reilly also stands as the 
response from Chris & Libby Hough

• Purpose:
• Provide some context to the impact 

• A few words and pictures to help you as a committee to 
understand the stress and anxiety we feel

• Comment on, gain clarification & understanding on the 
assurances put forward by HS2 
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Context

• We have lived in Hoo Green since 2005

• In January 2013 HS2 announced plans to run a 
new high speed rail line directly in front of our 
property – the site of the proposed main 
compound will sit 65m away from our 
property

• We have already lived with this stress for over 
10 years

• In 2033 HS2 becomes operational it will have 
had a significant negative impact for 20 years

• It has taken away our life choices
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Assurance – Hedgerows 

• Hedgerow A – is this simply not missed off the design & guised as an assurance?

• Hedgerow B – the construction compound is not close to this hedgerow, surely it can be maintained?
Under what circumstances do HS2 see ‘retention as not reasonably practicable’?
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Assurances – A50 Compound Access
• 3 ‘versions’ of Assurance?

1. Statement in PRD - May 2023
2. Annex B Assurance with PRD – 18th May 2023
3. Assurance 3  - 16th June 2023

• Please can HS2 provide explanation on the 3 versions 
and reasons for the changes?

• What actually is the assurance being given?

1

2

3 3
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Assurance – Screening Works 

• Annex A Technical Note indicative compound layout screening is 
by material stockpile; is there now a choice?

• What type of screening works has been used that has been 
approved by the Secretary of state?

• Should only be required for height of single storey buildings?
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Assurance – Height Restriction

• HGRG firm view is that single height restriction on buildings for construction delivery 
staff only can be achieved, if the committee instruct HS2 to engage and agree to worker 
accommodation and satellite support back office is moved to A556

• This is complemented by the spreading of load across A50, M6 Viaduct and proposed 
A556 accommodation and project back-office location
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Assurance – Vehicular & Pedestrian Access

Please can HS2 provide a full definition of ‘As Far As Reasonably Practicable’ as used in all HS2 
communications?

• What is the Assurance that is being given?

• That the nominated undertaker will ‘so far as reasonably 
practicable’ carry out work in accordance with the CoCP?

• The CoCP sets the required standards and control 
measures to which any nominated undertaker has to 
conform to?
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