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Item 2

EAST MIDLANDS HS2 STRATEGIC BOARD
MINUTES OF THE MEETING HELD ON MONDAY 23RD JULY 2018
NOTTINGHAM CITY COUNCIL, LOXLEY HOUSE, NOTTINGHAM
Present:
Councillor Jon Collins
Councillor Simon Spencer
Councillor Kay Cutts
Councillor Richard Jackson
Councillor Tricia Gilby
Councillor Michael Powell
Councillor Carol Hart
Councillor Mike Barker
Peter Richardson
Christine Sarris
Ruth Hyde
Jonathon Little
Paul Clark
Mike Ashworth
Carina Topham
Mark Bayley
Jon Bottomley
Steve Birkinshaw
Jeremy Jaroszek
Lorna Pimlott
Garry Scott
Anne Carruthers
Sarah Spink
John Taylor
Bev Smith
David Bishop
Ken Harrison
David Hughes
Fiona Anderson
Richard Hutchinson
Graham Heal
Richard Hand
Stuart Young
Andrew Pritchard

EMC/Nottingham City Council - Chair
Derbyshire County Council – Vice Chair
Nottinghamshire County Council
Broxtowe Borough Council
Chesterfield Borough Council
Erewash Borough Council
Erewash Borough Council
Derby City Council
D2N2
Ashfield District Council
Broxtowe Borough Council
Chesterfield Borough Council
Derby City Council
Derbyshire County Council
DfT
DfT
East Midlands Airport
Erewash Borough Council
Erewash Borough Council
HS2 Ltd
Leicester City Council
Leicestershire County Council
Midlands Connect
NET
North West Leicestershire District Council
Nottingham City Council
Nottinghamshire County Council
Nottinghamshire County Council
Nottingham Trent University
Toton & Chilwell Neighbourhood Forum
Toton & Chilwell Neighbourhood Forum
Turner & Townsend
East Midlands Councils
East Midlands Councils

Apologies:
Councillor Blake Pain
Councillor Richard Blunt
Councillor Amanda Serjeant
Justin Homer
Ian Smith
Steffan Saunders
Michael Rich
Chris Hobson

Leicestershire County Council
NW Leicestershire District Council
Chesterfield Borough Council
BEIS
BEIS
Broxtowe Borough Council
Chesterfield Borough Council
EM Chamber of Commerce
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William Kemp
Molly Mackenzie
Christian Hoskins
Rob Fairy
Richard Bates
Jon Clee
Clive Woods
Mike Carr
Rob Johnston
Michael Henson

ICE
ICE
Network Rail
Network Rail
Network Rail
Network Rail
Network Rail
Nottingham Trent University
TUC
Turner & Townsend

ACTION
1.

Apologies and Introductions

1.1

Cllr Jon Collins asked Members to introduce themselves.

1.2

Apologies noted as above.

2.

Minutes of last meeting and Matters Arising

2.1

It was confirmed that Cllr Carol Hart was in attendance

2.2

It was confirmed that Cllr Richard Hudson was not in attendance

2.3

With these amendments, the minutes were accepted as a true record of the meeting.

3.

Implementation of the East Midlands HS2 Growth Strategy

3.1

Andrew Pritchard introduced this report.

3.2

The paper updates the Strategic Board on progress towards implementing the Growth
Strategy, and in particular the recent Government announcement to make available up to
£1.8 million of additional resources to take forward the Growth Strategy proposition around
Toton.

3.3

Other highlights include the positive work with HS2 and DfT to take forward a design for a
conventional compatible link at the Hub Station through the Hybrid bill, and confirmation
that the Hybrid bill will also include the electrification of the Midland Main Line between
Clay Cross and Sheffield. Overall good progress was being made on the region’s Hybrid bill
‘asks’, but further work will be required over the coming months.

3.4

Cllr Gilby sought clarification on the rational for the further allocation of resources for Toton.
It was confirmed that the decision reflected the lack of existing connectivity to the Hub
Station site, which was not typical of other station locations along the Phase 2b route, and
that the detail of how the money would be spent would be agreed through the new
proposed governance structure
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ACTION
3.5

Cllr Spencer emphasised the importance of securing additional resources to support the
mitigation agenda, and the potential to use any uncommitted funds from the original
Growth Strategy allocation for mitigation purposes.

3.6

Members of the Strategic Board welcomed the progress towards implementing the Growth
Strategy.

4.

Mitigation

4.1

Cllr Spencer introduced this report.

4.2

The first meeting of the HS2 Mitigation Board took place on the 12th June 2018 under the
chairmanship of Cllr Spencer, with Cllr Philip Owen of Nottinghamshire Council elected as
Vice Chair.

4.3

The Mitigation Board considered a draft of a Mitigation Scoping Study undertaken by SLC
Lavalin, which looked at the impact of the proposed route on a number of sites and the
scope for mitigation of the property, cultural and environmental impacts. The report sets
out tiered based approach to taking forward further work.

4.4

The Mitigation Board agreed a number of changes and additions to the draft report. Mike Derbs CC
Ashworth confirmed the amended report would be available shortly.

4.3

The next two meetings of the Mitigation Board will be timed to align with the consultation
period on the pending environmental statement which will require considerable scrutiny
and a regional response in addition to representations made by individual councils. Cllr
Spencer highlighted the need for a sufficient consultation period in order to properly
address the issues.

4.4

Reference was made to an alternative proposal to place most of the route through
Nottinghamshire in a tunnel. Lorna Pimlott from HS2 Ltd confirmed that this was not part of
the current Government proposal and would not feature in the either the Phase 2b Hybrid
Bill or the Working Draft Environmental Statement.

4.5

The Strategic Board reaffirmed the need to identify additional resources for the mitigation
agenda and noted the progress on the mitigation work stream.

5.

Review of Governance and Delivery Arrangements

5.1

Andrew Pritchard introduced this report.

5.2

At the last meeting of the Strategic Board members agreed the frame work for a revised
governance structure to support the delivery of Growth Strategy. The revised proposals
include the establishment of:
•
•
•

a new Executive Board to coordinate delivery activity;
a Skills & Supply Chain Board; and
a refocussed Toton Hub Station Delivery Board.
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ACTION
5.2

The report sets out the detailed arrangements underpinning these proposals. Members of
the Strategic Board considered each element in turn.

5.3

Richard Hutchinson asked about the definition of consensus set out in the operating
principles. It was confirmed that as no individual body could be compelled to take a
particular course of action by the governance structure, all relevant parties would have to
agree any significant decisions.

5.4

There were no substantive comments on the Strategic Board proposals.

5.5

Bev Smith questioned why NW Leicestershire DC was not a member of the Executive
Board. The Chair asked Andrew Pritchard to write to NWLDC setting out the criteria for
membership and inviting the council to make a case for inclusion.

5.6

Lorna Pimlott highlighted the key role of MHCLG in the Growth Strategy process, and
recommended a representative should be asked to attend the Toton Hub Station Delivery
Board along with DfT. This was agreed.

5.7

Richard Hutchinson question why the Toton & Chilwell Neighbourhood Forum was not a
member of the Hub Station Delivery Board. The Chair asked Andrew Pritchard to write to
the Forum setting out the criteria for membership and inviting the Forum to make a case
for inclusion.

5.8

Cllr Trish Gilby confirmed that Chatsworth Estates had recently been nominated to
represent land-owner interests on the Chesterfield & Staveley Delivery Board, and
recommended that this should be reflected in the Delivery Board’s membership. This was
agreed.

5.9

In relation to the proposed Skills & Supply Chain Board, a number of Board members
suggested that a representative of the Department for Education should be invited to
attend. This was agreed.

5.10

There were no substantive comments on the Mitigation Board proposals.

5.11

Andrew Pritchard briefly highlighted the emerging officer group arrangements set out in
Appendix 2. It would be for individual Boards to agree arrangements for officer support in
due course. The Chair asked that such arrangements be reported to the Strategic Board
once agreed.

5.12

Subject to the changes agreed above, the Strategic Board agreed the draft governance
proposals set out in appendix 1.

6.

Updates from Delivery Bodies

6.1

Mark Bayley for DfT confirmed the allocation of up to £1.8 million to support the emerging
proposition around Toton, and that consultation on the Draft Environmental Statement
would take place in the Autumn of 2018.
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ACTION
6.2

Lorna Pimlott from HS2 Ltd confirmed that Sir Terry Morgan would shortly take over for Sir
David Higgins as Chair of HS2 Ltd, and that over 5,000 people had attended the recent
round of information events held across the East Midlands following the publication of
proposals for construction arrangements, including sites for construction depots. Lorna
also stated that formal liaison arrangements have been established between HS2 Ltd,
Network Rail and Highways England to manage delivery interfaces.

6.3

There were no representatives from Network Rail or Highways England present at the
Board. The Chair asked for written reports in lieu of attendance at future meetings.

7.

Any Other Business

7.1

None

8.

Dates of Future Meetings : All meetings will be held at Loxley House
Andrew Pritchard confirmed that a schedule of meeting dates consistent with the revised
governance structure will be circulated shortly.
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East Midlands HS2 Strategic Board
25th February 2019
Item 4: Report of the Executive Board
1.

Introduction

1.1

This report summarises the progress made on the implementation of the East Midlands HS2
Growth Strategy since the Strategic Board agreed the new governance structure in July 2018,
set out below.

1.2

Terms of Reference and Membership of the Executive Board, along with agendas and
minutes of past meetings, are set out at: http://www.emcouncils.gov.uk/HS2-ExecutiveBoard.

1.3

Updates from each of the Delivery Boards are set out under items 4a to 4d of this agenda.

2.

Activity since July 2018

2.1

The Strategic Board met twice during 2018: 15th October and 14th December. At both
meetings Members considered a detailed overview of the delivery of the Growth Strategy
and reports from the relevant theme specific boards. Decisions were resolved on the key
issues set out below.
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3.

Resources

3.1

The Executive Board agreed to use the remaining Growth Strategy funding to support the
mitigation agenda (£120k), communications (£10k), and to support the economic case for a
second HS2 stop per hour in Chesterfield (£10k). Funding has also been agreed to maintain
the current regional co-ordination role undertaken by EMC for 2018/19.

3.2

Following the successful EMC/D2N2 bid for an additional £1.8 million from Government to
support the development of the Toton proposition, the Strategic Board agreed a
commissioning framework for the first tranche of funding (£900k), based on the headings set
our below.
Land & Delivery Strategy
Planning Policy Framework
Site Master-planning
HS2 Hybrid Bill
Sub –area Economic Benefits
Contingency

£210,000
£120,000
£275,000
£145,000
£70,000
£80,000

3.3

The Executive Board agreed to delegate delivery of the work programme to the Toton Hub
Station Delivery Board. The Delivery Board make a report on progress to the next meeting of
the Executive Board on the 13th March 2019. Procurement and management of each workstream will be consistent with normal local authority procedures and signed off by a relevant
Section 151 officer.

3.4

The Executive Board has recognised the need for all aspects of the Growth Strategy agenda
to be adequately funded. To this end, Members agreed to support a funding request from
the Chesterfield & Staveley Delivery Board to Government, and to ask officers to undertake a
wider ‘resources review’, which will make an initial report to the Executive Board meeting of
13th March 2019.

4.

Connectivity

4.1

Around 80% of the economic benefit of HS2 connectivity will arise in areas around the Hub
Station – in particular, Derby, Leicester Nottingham, East Midlands Airport and surrounding
smaller settlements and employment centres. As a result, effective strategic and local
connectivity to the Hub Station is essential.

4.2

The joint funded East Midlands Gateways Connectivity Study will provide the evidence to
agree the most effective package of transport interventions, with a final report due in June
2019. The Executive Board received an update on progress and a more detailed
presentation on options for connectivity to East Midlands Airport. A report and presentation
on the emerging connectivity package will be made under Item 5 of this agenda prior to a
further detailed consideration by the Executive Board.

4.3

The Executive Board continues to work closely with Midlands Connect and Transport for the
East Midlands (TfEM) to take forward joint investment priorities, including the case for RIS 2
development funding for an integrated A52/M1J25 improvement scheme, the development
of a conventional compatible link at the Hub Station to enable direct connectivity between
Leicester and Leeds/NPR, and options to close the low level rail line in Long Eaton to address
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existing and future severance issues. A major piece of work on the economic case for
partially opening the Hub Station before 2030 (as opposed to 2033) is also nearing
completion and will be published in May/June 2019.
5.

Skills and Supply Chain Activity

5.1

Since the publication of the Growth Strategy in 2017, progress on the skills and supply chain
agenda has been a concern. Although East Midland Chamber has been able to facilitate a
number of well attended events for local SMEs to meet HS2’s procurement team (126 East
Midlands companies have already won contracts from HS2) and supported the
establishment of an HS2 Business Advisory Group, progress across the wider agenda and
skills in particular has been patchy.

5.2

The last meeting of the Executive Board agreed some amendments to the terms of reference
and membership of the Skills and Supply Chain Delivery Board, to be chaired by Ian
Greenaway of the East Midlands Chamber. The Delivery Board met for the first time on the
22nd February 2019, and a further update will be given at the meeting.

6.

Working Draft Environmental Statement Consultation

6.1

The public consultation on the Phase 2b Working Draft Environmental Statement took place
during late 2018. A comprehensive regional response was developed through the
Mitigation Board and then agreed by the Executive Board on the 14th December 2018.
Although the regional response focussed on matters of strategic significance only, it links
clearly to more detailed responses made by individual local authorities.

6.2

Whilst the need to formally petition for changes to the Phase 2b Hybrid Bill (due to be
submitted to Parliament in mid-2020) cannot be ruled out, the regional response sets out a
clear agenda for further engagement with HS2 Ltd over the coming months.

6.3

The regional WDES response and covering letter, along with the reply from the Secretary of
State is set out in appendix 1 of this report.

7.

Delivery Bodies

7.1

The Government has announced up to £2 million to develop a proposition for a locally led
development corporation which could encompass the areas around the Hub Station as well
as around East Midlands Airport and Ratcliffe power station. This work is being led by the
Midland Engine partnership and the first meeting of an ‘oversight group’ of key stakeholders
is due to take place in March 2019.

7.2

The Chesterfield and Staveley Delivery Board continues to make progress in developing its
investment proposition and towards the establishment of one or more joint venture
companies.

8.

Communications

8.1

The recent sudden departure of the Sir Terry Morgan as chair of HS2 Ltd and the instability
of the Government has led to speculation in part of the media about the future of the HS2
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generally and the eastern leg in particular. Members of the Executive Board have been
working with Government and HS2 Ltd to re-state vital importance of HS2 to the East
Midlands and scale of the economic benefits it will bring.
8.2

The Chair of the Executive Board along with other members participated in a well-attended
Parliamentary event on ‘Securing HS2 for the North and Midlands’ on the 24th January 2019
with the Secretary of State for Transport, Chris Grayling MP and the Chair of the Transport
Select Committee Lilian Greenwood MP, and met with the HS2 Minister Nusrat Ghani MP in
Nottingham on the 6th February 2019.

8.3

To help make the case to MPs and other key decision makers, the Executive Board has
developed two short ‘pitch’ documents summarising the key benefits of HS2 to East
Midlands, and referencing #hs2alltheway:
•
•

One describing the regional HS2 proposition (appendix 2)
One with a particular focus on Chesterfield/Staveley (appendix 3)

8.4

Both documents are available on the EMC website at: http://www.emcouncils.gov.uk/HS2

9.

Recommendations

9.1

Members of the Strategic Board endorse the work of the Executive Board subject to any
comments from Members.

9.2

Members of the Strategic Board note the Delivery Board updates set out under items 4a) to
4d) of this agenda and raise any issues directly with the relevant chairs.

Cllr Jon Collins
Chair of HS2 Executive Board
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Rt Hon Chris Grayling MP
Secretary of State for Transport
Great Minster House
33 Horseferry Road
London
SW1P 4DR

Reply to: East Midlands Councils
First Floor, South Annex
Pera Business Park
Nottingham Road
Melton Mowbray
Leicestershire
LE13 0PB

Allan Cook CBE
Chairman of HS2 Ltd
Two Snowhill
Queensway
Birmingham
B4 6GA
21st December 2018

Dear Chris and Allan
PHASE 2B WDES CONSULTATION: REGIONAL RESPONSE FROM THE EAST MIDLANDS
We enclose the East Midlands regional response to the Phase 2b WDES Consultation. The response
was discussed by the East Midlands HS2 Mitigation Board on the 28th November 2018 and agreed by
the East Midlands HS2 Executive Board on the 14th December 2018. Whilst our regional response
focuses on issues of strategic importance only, it links clearly to more detailed responses made by
individual local authorities.
We welcome the WDES consultation, which is significant milestone in the development of the HS2
Phase 2b, and look forward to the submission of the 2b Hybrid Bill into Parliament in 2020.
However our regional response highlights a number of important concerns about the consultation
proposals. In particular:







The consultation proposals are inconsistent with key aspects of the East Midlands HS2 Growth
Strategy (September 2017) and will undermine the ability of local partners to realise fully the
economic potential of HS2 connectivity;
The use of out of date or inaccurate baseline information in the WDES and the lack of detail,
particularly about construction impacts, of a number of major proposals;
Significant further work will be required at number of key locations to ensure an appropriate
level of mitigation for local people or to remove conflicts with existing or proposed economic
activity;
The cumulative impacts on people, the natural environment and on heritage assets in a number
of key locations along the route need to be better recognised and addressed at a more strategic
level.

Local partners remain fully committed to the successful early delivery of HS2 Phase 2b and in
particular the Eastern Leg, which we believe provides the natural route to serve Scotland by high
speed rail.
We hope very much that you will be able to address the concerns set out in our regional response as
you finalise the 2b Hybrid Bill, which we believe will also strengthen the Government’s proposition,
and by doing so remove the need for us to seek changes through the formal petitioning process.
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If you require any further information about our regional WDES response at this stage, please do not
hesitate to contact us.
Yours sincerely

Cllr Jon Collins
Chair of the East Midlands HS2 Strategic Board
Vice Chair of East Midlands Councils

Cllr Simon Spencer
Vice Chair of East Midlands HS2 Strategic Board
Chair of the East Midlands HS2 Mitigation Board

Copies to:
Cllr Kay Cutts MBE, Chair of the Toton Delivery Board
Cllr Trish Gilby, Chair of the Chesterfield & Staveley Delivery Board
Sir John Peace, Chairman of Midlands Connect
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HS2 Phase 2b Working Draft Environmental Statement
Regional Response from the East Midlands HS2 Executive Board & East Midlands HS2 Mitigation
Board.
1.

Introduction

1.1

The East Midlands HS2 Executive Board oversees all matters relating to HS2 in the East Midlands
including the delivery of the East Midlands HS2 Growth Strategy. It comprises the leaders of
the relevant local transport authorities and local planning authorities, senior representatives of
the D2N2 LEP, the Leicester & Leicestershire LEP and the East Midlands Chamber of Commerce
(Derby, Leicester & Nottingham).

1.2

The East Midlands HS2 Growth Strategy (available at:
http://www.emcouncils.gov.uk/write/East_Midlands_HS2_Growth_Strategy_-_September_2017.pdf )

was published in September 2017 and sets out ambitious proposals to use HS2 connectivity to
generate an additional 74,000 job and £4 billion GVA by 2043. The scope of the Growth
Strategy includes the East Midlands Hub Station at Toton and associated developments, the
Infrastructure Maintenance Depot at Staveley and HS2 conventional compatible connectivity
for Chesterfield.
1.3

This response was discussed and agreed by the East Midlands Executive Board on the 14th
December 2018 following discussion of a draft response by the East Midlands Mitigation Board
on the 28th November 2018, and input from recent meetings of the Toton Hub Station Delivery
Board and the Chesterfield & Staveley Delivery Board. The response focusses on issues of
regional significance only, but is consistent with and complementary to more detailed
responses from individual local transport authorities and local planning authorities. These
detailed responses have been cross referenced where appropriate and together comprise a
‘suite of documents’ which set out the views of authorities across Derbyshire, Nottinghamshire
and Leicestershire, and which need to read as a whole as well as individually.

2.

General Issues

2.1

The consultation is a key milestone in the development of Phase 2b and represents the first
opportunity for local stakeholders and communities to have meaningful input into the detailed
development of the project. The East Midlands HS2 Executive Board and its constituent
members are keen to work with HS2 Ltd to address the concerns set out in this response to
ensure the Hybrid Bill scheme meets the needs of local people, our growth aspirations and the
Government’s objectives. Like the Government, we are keen to avoid the need to make changes
to the Hybrid Bill through the formal petitioning stage, although that option cannot be ruled
out at this point. The Board also reserves it right to identify and present additional issues that
may emerge through the forward consultation and project development process.

2.2

It is acknowledged the consultation scheme published by HS2 Ltd is only ‘work in progress’ and
that designs are likely to evolve significantly over coming months. Whilst this provides a
welcome opportunity to shape the final proposals before they become fixed, there are a
number of general concerns with the WDES and the consultation process which has made
compiling a response challenging. In particular:
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The significant lack of detail in the documentation on a variety of issues, in particular the
absence of a traffic assessments and transport modelling, which has made it difficult to
draw meaningful conclusions on parts of the proposals.



The number of broad assumptions made in the documentation and the lack of evidence to
support them.



The use of out of date or wrong baseline information.



The apparent systematic downplaying of the impacts of the project generally.



The lack of meaningful consideration of the cumulative effects the project will generate,
particularly in the communities most directly affected.



The extent to which comments made during previous consultation on Phase 2b or
subsequently have not been addressed in the proposals, for example in relation to the
reinstatement of Chesterfield Canal.



The lack of meaningful dialogue with key statutory bodies such as Local Transport
Authorities in the development of the proposals to date.



The apparent preference, where different options are proposed at a location, to choose
the one with the lowest cost rather than those which may have a greater impact in
mitigating the impact on the surrounding area.



The complexity and format of the documents which makes it extremely difficult for the
general public to understand or make a meaningful comment on, and the arbitrary nature
of some of the community area boundaries used by HS2 Ltd.



The limited amount of time given (10 weeks) to respond to the thousands of pages of
consultation, particularly as the Phase 2b Hybrid Bill submission has been put back to mid2020.

2.3

From informal discussions with local authorities involved in Phases 1 and 2a of the HS2 project,
it is clear that similar comments were made by them at the same stage of the process. We are
therefore very disappointed that HS2 Ltd appears not to have learnt from this previous
experience to make the consultation on the WDES on Phase 2b a more transparent and
productive process. In addition, considerable input from East Midlands local authorities made
over recent months does not appear to be reflected in the published proposals. We therefore
have concerns that the comments and suggestions made on the potential impacts and required
mitigation at this stage may be similarly ignored.

3.

Delivering the East Midlands HS2 Growth Strategy

3.1

East Midlands Hub Station Growth Zone
The East Midlands HS2 Growth Strategy sets out a compelling vision for the combined HS2 and
conventional rail hub station at Toton, supported by excellent local transport links. There is
potential for major development adjacent to the Hub Station, including a mixed use Innovation
Campus that could generate up to 11,000 jobs and Garden Village proposals at nearby
Chetwynd and Stanton. However, all the evidence underpinning the Growth Strategy suggests
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the majority of the economic benefits associated with HS2 are likely to arise in and around
Derby, Leicester, Nottingham, Loughborough, Mansfield/Ashfield and East Midlands Airport.
3.2

To fully realise the economic potential described in the Growth Strategy, the Hub Station must
be both a world class, multimodal public transport interchange fully integrated into an
enhanced local transport network, and a new, high quality place. Whilst the Hub Station scheme
described in the consultation documentation is a welcome evolution of that published back in
2013, it is considered to fall well short of what is required to deliver the Growth Strategy. In
particular, the current proposals are deficient in the following areas:

3.3

Car Parking Provision - the proposed scheme includes provision for 4,000 car parking spaces
split between the east and west of the Hub Station. The scale of car parking set out in the
consultation draft is fundamentally incompatible with the agreed vision and strategy for the
Hub Station as a multi-modal public transport interchange and is likely to induce unsustainable
levels of car use on road surrounding networks. This would appear to conflict with the principles
of ‘good growth’ promoted through the Industrial Strategy and other Government policies. The
amount of land taken up by surface car parking provision also significantly reduces the scope
for economic development activity associated with the proposed ‘Innovation Campus’ and
undermines the potential for high quality place-making.

3.4

Transport Assessment – no assessment has been undertaken by HS2 Ltd to justify the level of
car parking currently proposed, nor has any account been taken of the potential for public
transport interventions (or changes in technology) liable to reduce car dependency. This is
considered to be a significant deficiency in the current work and needs to be addressed by HS2
Ltd before any further, substantive comment can be provided.

3.5

Working with Midlands Connect, local partners have funded the development of a transport
model covering an area including Derby, Nottingham and East Midlands Airport with the Hub
Station at its centre. The model provides a sound basis of HS2 Ltd’s Transport Assessment. It
will also be used by local partners to test the impact and viability of a package of public transport
interventions that will reduce car dependency and spread the economic benefits of HS2
connectivity across the wider sub-region. This work, known as the East Midlands Gateways
Connectivity Study, will be completed and made available to HS2 Ltd by the mid-2019.

3.6

Given the lack of a transport assessment (TA) for the WDES, it is very important that HS2 Ltd
consults on the TA prior to submission of the Phase 2b Hybrid Bill and Environmental Statement
to Parliament in mid-2020.

3.7

Public transport access and east-west connectivity - the importance of public transport access
to the success of the Hub Station has been significantly underplayed in the consultation
documents and the design is considered to be inconsistent with the aspirations set out in
Growth Strategy. Whilst there are proposals for bus stops immediately outside the Hub Station
and reference to the NET line being extended, there is no clarity about the function and/or
quality of multimodal interchange facilities, including bus, NET, active travel choices, taxi and
other vehicular interfaces. For a major 21st Century transport infrastructure project, this is lack
of joined up thinking and limited vision is considered to be inadequate and short sighted.

3.8

Whilst there has some good local dialogue on the technical requirements at the Hub Station of
extending the NET (or an alternative mode of mass transit) west of the Hub Station to potentially
serve Long Eaton, Derby and East Midlands Airport, there appears to be no provision for such
connectivity in the proposed scheme. There is also only limited provision and detail about safe
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and attractive east-west links across the railway line for active travel, which will reinforce
existing severance and undermine place-making.
3.9

Highway access: without a transport assessment, there is no evidence to suggest that the
proposed highway access to the Hub Station from the A52 will address either the scale of the
development associated with the Growth Strategy or the scale of likely consequential growth
on the A52 and M1 J25 over the next 25 years. Both Transport for the East Midlands (TfeM) and
Midlands Connect have recommended that Government makes available development funding
in RIS2 (2020-25) to enable Highways England and HS2 Ltd to work together on an integrated
scheme for the A52/M1 that will meet long term growth pressures in the context of the multimodal strategy developed through the East Midlands Gateways Connectivity study. This is
essential if the impacts of growth are to be appropriately mitigated for the full economic and
social benefits to be fully realised.

3.10 In terms of local highway access, the East Midlands HS2 Growth Strategy highlights the
importance of a through route for buses and taxis serving the Hub Station and for local highway
access from Long Eaton, Sandiacre and Stapleford, particularly for public transport, walking and
cycling. The proposed scheme does not appear to provide for this local connectivity and as a
result will disadvantage and marginalise local communities. It is strongly argued that HS2 Ltd
undertakes further work in this regard, in dialogue with local highway authorities.
3.11 Heavy Rail Access: The new Hub Station at Toton will be both a HS2 and a conventional rail
station. The Midlands Connect ITSS sets out proposals for a comprehensive pattern of shuttle,
fast, semi-fast and stopping services linking to the Hub Station to surrounding settlements and
beyond. Network Rail has undertaken extensive technical work to understand the impact of
both the HS2 ‘base case’ and Midlands Connect ITSS on existing rail infrastructure. Further work
is underway focussing on Trent Junctions and the Leicester area which will be available in early
2019. We believe it is likely that he scope of the Phase 2b Hybrid Bill and the final ES will need
to be extended to take account of the outcomes of this work.
3.12 In addition, local partners have undertaken a SOBC into the feasibility of securing direct rail
services between Mansfield/Ashfield and the Hub Station via the so-called ‘Maid Marian’ line,
which shows the potential for a positive business case. This service would be additional to the
Midland Connect ITSS and will be considered further as part of the East Midlands Gateways
Connectivity Study. As a result, there may be further implications for the Phase 2b Hybrid Bill
and ES.
3.13 Conventional Compatible Link (Leicester-Leeds Direct Services): the current design for the Hub
Station does not include any provision for a conventional compatible link between the HS2 line
and the Midland Main Line, which would enable direct conventional compatible services
between Leicester and Leeds.
3.14 The Chancellor has previously announced up to £300 million to support the provision of
additional links between HS2 and the conventional rail network, including at the Hub Station at
Toton. Midlands Connect has undertaken two economic assessments of the benefits of such a
link that have demonstrated a positive business case. These have been shared with both HS2
Ltd and the Department for Transport and it is disappointing this work is not evidenced or
accounted for in the proposals of the WDES.
3.15 We understand that HS2 Ltd is currently working on a detailed design for a conventional
compatible link within the Hub Station trace and look forward to receiving more detailed
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information in due course. We fully expect that provision for this will be included within the
Phase 2b Hybrid Bill. Whilst our work has demonstrated that the economic base for such a link
is not dependent on the electrification of the Midland Main Line between Leicester and
Nottingham via Toton, electrification would certainly increase the economic value of the
services that can make use of the connection. It would also provide some operational resilience
for high speed rail services in the event of interruptions to the HS2 line south of the Hub Station.
3.16 Given that at least 62% of the MML will be electrified by 2033 (see below), we would request
that the electrification of the line between Leicester and Nottingham via Toton be added to the
Phase 2b Hybrid Bill (approximately 24 miles of track or 15% of the total MML).
3.17 Partial Opening of the Hub Station by 2030: Local leaders, Midlands Connect and the Secretary
of State for Transport has previously highlighted the potential for early partial opening of the
Hub Station. Midlands Connect undertook initial work in 2017 (previously submitted to DfT and
HS2 Ltd) that demonstrated the potential for additional economic benefits from early opening
and identified no engineering ‘show stoppers’. Further work has now been completed into the
costs and benefits of interim HS2 services to the Hub Station from Birmingham and Old Oak
Common (set out in Annex 1), which demonstrates the potential for a positive business case.
This option should be developed further by HS2 Ltd and any implications reflected in the final
version of the Environmental Statement and Phase 2b Hybrid Bill.
Northern Derbyshire Growth Zone
3.18 The East Midlands HS2 Growth Strategy also sets out a compelling vision and economic case for
the inclusion of Chesterfield as a HS2 compatible station. The WDES shows four conventional
compatible trains per hour operating on the spur line towards Sheffield rather than the two
originally proposed. However only one of these trains is shown as actually stopping at
Chesterfield.
3.19 Additional HS2 Stop at Chesterfield: An economic assessment of the benefits of an additional
stop has been undertaken jointly with Sheffield City Region which demonstrated a positive
economic case. Evidence of the economic case is provided at Annex 2 of this response. The
doubling of HS2 services to 4 trains an hour proposed in the WDES further reinforces the
strategic case for more of these services to stop at Chesterfield. However sufficient additional
capacity needs to be included in any changes to the Midland Mainline north of Clay Cross to
accommodate HS2 as well as the existing local and regional services, plus any future
enhancements to these or to local infrastructure. Both North East Derbyshire District Council
and Derbyshire County Council have also identified a new station at Clay Cross in their relevant
transport and plans. Further work is required with both HS2 Ltd and Network Rail to understand
the best mix of high speed and local services to support economic growth within Chesterfield
and the wider North Derbyshire Growth Zone.
3.20 Chesterfield Town Centre Regeneration. Significant work has been undertaken to prepare a
Masterplan for Chesterfield Station, to which HS2 Ltd has been party. This Masterplan sets out
an ambitious but achievable vision to fully capture the benefits of HS2 through a combination
of infrastructure and regeneration projects. This meshes with the ongoing development of
Chesterfield’s adjacent Northern Gateway and Waterside regeneration projects and will have
significant synergies with the Chesterfield College and University of Derby campus. It seeks to
maximise the important role of Chesterfield as a visitor destination and as a gateway to a wide
variety of others across the north Midlands, including the Peak District, Clumber Park and
Sherwood Forest. This principle of destination and dispersal is embedded in the East Midlands
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Growth Strategy and is a critical element in ensuring the wider economic and social benefits of
HS2 are maximised. A Local Development Framework document covering the Station Area is
being proposed as a policy for inclusion in the Chesterfield Local Plan Core Strategy to be issued
for consultation in January 2019. Supporting site development appraisals and phasing plans
have been produced, and steps have already been taken towards the assembly of key parcels
of land required in order to put this vision into practice. Derbyshire County Council has already
taken an ‘in principle’ decision to exercise compulsory purchase powers in pursuit of the
Masterplan if required.
3.21 Partners in the Chesterfield Station Masterplan are investing substantial resources in this
project, and through the D2N2 Local Enterprise Partnership’s Local Growth Fund programme
already have access to committed resources for delivery. These resources make provision for
the Hollis Lane Link Road which would provide a high-standard access to the Station and its car
parking avoiding the need for traffic to pass through the town centre. This would also allow for
re-routing of a number of existing bus services to provide much better integration with the
Station and rail services. The Hollis Lane Link Road, though, follows an alignment close to the
Midland Main Line, and it is a matter of serious concern that the safeguarding requirements of
HS2 Ltd for electrification and for Station modifications are, at present, unknown.
3.22 It is extremely disappointing that none of the economic potential of growth in and around
Chesterfield has been reflected in the consultation document and equally that the likely visual
and environmental impacts of the proposed line as it approaches the town centre have been
completely underplayed.
3.23 Electrification of the Midland Mainline. Notwithstanding the above, the incorporation of the
electrification of the Midland Main Line between Clay Cross and Sheffield into the Phase 2b
Hybrid Bill is welcomed and will give much needed certainty to local partners (meaning that,
taking account of existing plans to electrify as far as Market Harborough, at least 62% of the
Midland Main Line will be fully electrified by 2033). However, it is to be understood that
electrification of the MML is not to be considered at the expense of delivering HS2 East and fully
mitigating its impacts.
3.24 Chesterfield-Staveley Regeneration Route. Alongside the Chesterfield Station Masterplan the
Northern Growth Zone is designed to accommodate and complement the Infrastructure
Maintenance Depot (IMD) at Staveley and connectivity improvements between here and
Chesterfield Station delivered through the Chesterfield-Staveley Regeneration Route (CSRR).
This is a major intervention, facilitating significant housing and employment development, and
is receiving significant current investment towards design and business case preparation. The
major landowners along this corridor are fully engaged in this work. The IMD, though, places
significant constraints on both the quantum of development achievable and on the alignment
of the CSRR. These are issues are acknowledged by HS2 Ltd, which is welcome, but much
remains to be done through further engagement to ensure that the needs of all parties can be
met in full.
3.25 At this stage, the operational impacts of the IMD are not fully understood. Inevitably, though,
maintenance activities will be concentrated within off-peak periods for passenger services,
mostly at night. It is anticipated that lighting at the IMD, movement of maintenance trains and
vehicular traffic associated with its workforce shift changes could all be significant impacts on
adjacent communities.
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4.

Line of Route Issues

4.1

The line of route through the East Midlands passes through part of Leicestershire,
Nottinghamshire, Nottingham City and Derbyshire. To understand the scale of impacts
associated with the route on residential and commercial properties at key specified locations
and the scope for mitigation, independent technical advice was commissioned from consultants
with specialist experience of rail engineering projects. A copy of the Mitigation Scoping Study is
available as Annex 3 of this response. The Scoping Study classifies the impacts of the line of
route on the following basis:
Tier 1
Tier 2
Tier 3
Tier 4

Significant impacts where active engagement is required with HS2 to develop mitigation.
Impacts where representations to HS2 during the next design phase may achieve reductions
in impacts.
Major impacts with little opportunity for mitigation where alternative proposals may be
required from the appropriate developer in addition to local mitigations proposals.
Major local impacts where local mitigation proposals need to be developed with HS2

Note: Categorising the sites into tiers is not an indication of their importance or priority, it is to
help guide the depth and nature of further conversations with HS2 Ltd necessary to mitigate the
anticipated impacts.
4.2

The Scoping Study looked at 22 locations based on the line of route announced by the
Government in 2017. However this response focusses mainly on the key issues relating to the
seven identified Tier 1 locations, plus the area around Measham in Leicestershire which was
originally categorised as Tier 3 based on the 2017 line of route. A summary of all the Tier 2-4
areas is contained in Appendix 1 of this response, with further detail set out in the suite of
responses submitted by the relevant local transport authorities and local planning authorities.

4.3

Building on the Mitigation Scoping Study, the following sites have been identified as the areas
where the mitigation proposals in the WDES need significant further work to make them
acceptable – either socially, environmentally and/or economically.

4.4

Impact on the Trent Valley (ref Community Area LA05) LTA Derbyshire County Council,
Nottinghamshire County Council LPA Erewash Borough Council, Rushcliffe Borough Council
The Mitigation Scoping Study closely examined the proposed viaduct across the Trent Valley
and also its impact on the long term planning and development proposals set out in the agreed
Trent Valley Vision. The report concluded that whilst there were no feasible opportunities to
alter the proposed route because of the need to align the approach to Toton along the existing
rail corridor and to maintain the existing flood plain, there were clear opportunities to mitigate
some of its visual impact. This would involve detailed consideration of the positioning of the
structural supports and careful design of the viaduct deck creating a more bespoke solution
rather than the generic design used elsewhere on the HS2 route.

4.5

The proposals in the WDES itself make no mention of this type of detailed design issues and
include only very generic viaduct design diagrams and information on the height of the viaduct
which has increased slightly from that in the initial proposes to 16m. There is also very limited
information on the impact of the project on the Trent Valley Vision proposals including the
construction of a causeway across West Lake to carry the viaduct.

4.6

Given the highly sensitive nature of this location and the degree of visual impact of the proposed
viaduct, there is a clear need for a high quality, bespoke solution at this location.
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4.7

Impact in Long Eaton (Ref Community Area LA05) LTA: Derbyshire County Council, LPA:
Erewash Borough Council The principle of taking HS2 on a viaduct through the east side of Long
Eaton was supported in the Mitigation Scoping Study . Whilst tunnelling through the area was
seen as potentially feasible from an engineering perspective the problems of potential flooding
and the cost were felt to be prohibitive - although it remains the preferred option of a number
of stakeholders. The viaduct will have a considerable visual impact both in terms of the structure
itself and by the exposure of other elements of the urban fabric due to the demolition of a large
number of existing buildings in the area adjacent to the line. The mitigation that can be put into
place would require the careful design and detailing of the viaduct to provide an acceptable
appearance and ensure that the positions of the supports are optimised. The treatment of the
land beneath the new viaduct would present opportunities for mitigation in terms of
landscaping and for appropriate business use which should be fully explored. The WDES makes
no mention of this type of detailed design issues and includes only very generic viaduct design
diagrams and information on the proposed height of the viaduct.

4.8

There are significant concerns that the WDES underestimates the profound effect that the
viaduct and associate work will have on the urban fabric of Long Eaton. The development will
have a huge intrusive impact on the town centre and residential areas which are adjacent with
people living nearby experience additional noise and poorer air quality. There will also be a
considerable loss of residential and commercial properties in the area. Yet the WDES maintains
that no cumulative effects have been identified on the community in the area during either the
construction or operation of the line. At locations such as Bonsall Street it even suggests that
the long-term effects would be ‘beneficial’ in some respects.

4.9

The proposed design of the Hub Station assumes conventional rail services are located on the
west side of the trace. This has the impact of increasing rail movements along the low level rail
corridor within Long Eaton and through the level crossings on Main Street and Station Street.
This will increase severance in the town and create safety and environmental problems – the
very impacts that the HS2 viaduct solution is designed to address.

4.10 A study undertaken by Midlands Connect (available as Annex 4 of this response) has concluded
that it is both technically feasible and economically viable to remove the low level rail corridor
within the town including the level crossings, and to replace this alignment with a new chord
connecting to the high level line. This option will fully address the rail severance issues in the
town and improve access from the Town Centre, remove the level crossings and enable the
redevelopment of the former low level corridor for more economically valuable uses. This
option should be developed further by Network Rail and HS2 Ltd and incorporated into the
Phase 2b Hybrid Bill.
4.11 Given the urban nature of this location and the degree of visual impact of the proposed viaduct,
there is clear need for a high quality, bespoke solution at this location. The wider impacts of the
project on the local community also need to be addressed in a more sensitive manner with more
detail on the long term effects it is likely to have on residents and stronger proposals on how
these impacts can mitigated in a meaningful way.
4.12 Impact in Sandiacre/Trowell (Ref Community Area LA06) LTA Derbyshire County Council and
Nottinghamshire County Council, LPA Erewash Borough Council and Broxtowe Borough
Council. The principal of taking HS2 through the area on a viaduct was again supported by the
Mitigation Scoping Study. As in Long Eaton, whilst tunnelling through the area was seen as
potentially feasible from an engineering perspective the problems of potential flooding and the
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cost were felt to be prohibitive – although this remains the preferred option of a number of
stakeholders The viaduct will have a significant impact on the surrounding areas some of which
could be mitigated through the careful design of the viaduct deck and consideration of where
the supports should be positioned. The proposals in the WDES itself make no mention of this
type of detailed design issues and includes only very generic viaduct design diagrams and
information on the proposed height of the viaduct in this area.
4.13 There are concerns that the WDES significantly underestimates the impact of the proposal
particularly in relation to the viaduct. Its route to the north of Sandiacre and Stapleford through
Stanton Gate and Stanton by Dale is largely rural. Much of the area which was formerly
industrial has been turned over to recreational use, and this land will be particularly adversely
affected by the project limiting access for local people.
4.14 Given the sensitive nature of this location and the degree of visual impact of the proposed
viaduct, there is clear need for a high quality, bespoke solution at this location. The wider
impacts of the project on the local community will need to be addressed in a more sensitive
manner with more honesty on the long term effects it is likely to have on residents and stronger
proposals on how these impacts can be mitigated in a meaningful way.
4.15 Impact on Hardwick Hall (Ref Community Area LA10) LTA Derbyshire County Council LPA
Bolsover District Council. HS2 passes approximately 1.1km west of Hardwick Hall with the route
in a cutting towards the south but emerging onto an embankment approximately mirroring the
alignment of the adjacent M1. The line will be seen on the far side of the motorway when
viewed from the Hall which would result in increased visual impact. However the Mitigation
Scoping Study concluded that an alternative horizontal or vertical alignment at this point would
not improve the situation.
4.16 The impacts proposed in the WDES for this area would be substantial. The large ‘Hardstoft
North’ and ‘Astwith’ cuttings would be doubled by additional cuttings for the Hawking Lane
diversion upslope to the west. Further impacts would also arise from the proposed material
stockpiles, compounds and further disruption to the historic road network including diversion
of the main visitor approach to the hall. The landscape and visual assessment for this section
assesses impacts in and around the Hardwick estate as a ‘high’ magnitude of change and ‘major
adverse’ effect. Yet the historic environment assessment in the WDES finds a ‘low’ magnitude
of change leading to a ‘moderate adverse’ effect which does not seem creditable.
4.17 Given the sensitive location and the international importance of the Hardwick Hall group of
heritage assets there is clear need for a high quality solution at this location to mitigate the
impact of the project. HS2 needs to work with all the various interested parties to bring forward
such a solution.
4.18 Impact on McArthur Glen Designer Outlet and the A38 (Ref Community Area LA8) LTA
Derbyshire County Council, Nottinghamshire County Council LPA Ashfield District Council,
Bolsover District Council. The HS2 line passes immediately to the east of McArthur Glen
Designer Outlet in a cutting before travelling under a new bridge carrying the A38. Some of this
land had previously been identified as a potential site for an extension to the outlet or its car
park. The Mitigation Scoping Study concluded that the adoption of an alternative horizontal or
vertical alignment in this area was not a practical option because of the impacts it would create
on other adjacent locations.
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4.19 There are significant concerns that the WDES underestimates the impact on the Outlet and on
the surrounding area. The disruption to the road network in the area and particularly the A38
could have a major impact on footfall at the Designer Outlet. As could the large scale works
compounds immediately adjacent to the site. This coupled with the loss of the potential location
for expanding the site may affect the sites long term viability.
4.20 As a result, HS2 Ltd should work with local partners to come forward with meaningful measures
to mitigate the impact at this site.
4.21 Impact on Chesterfield Canal (Ref Community Area LA11) LTA Derbyshire County Council, LPA
Chesterfield Borough Council HS2 impacts the proposal to reinstate the Chesterfield Canal in
two locations with the site adjacent to the proposed Infrastructure Maintenance Depot
particularly badly affected. The HS2 link line to the depot crosses the route for the proposed
canal at this point and the proposed vertical alignment is not compatible. There are also
implications for the adjacent Trans Pennine Trail.
4.22 There are significant concerns that the WDES underestimates the impact on the long term
project to reinstate the Chesterfield Canal from Staveley. The current proposals are not
compatible with the infrastructure already in place and if there is no alternative design a
different route for the canal will be required.
4.23 As a result, HS2 Ltd should work with local partners to come forward with meaningful measures
to mitigate the impact on the proposed reinstatement of the Chesterfield Canal and the Trans
Pennine Trail.
4.24 Impact on the Measham Area (Ref LA03) LTA Leicestershire County Council, LPA North West
Leicestershire District Council. The impacts at Measham include moving about a mile of the
A42 (M) nearby (which will also effect Ashby De La Zouch). The effects on Measham also include
demolishing homes and businesses with around 170 jobs at risk, impacts on the River Mease
SAC and SSSI and the proximity of the route to houses. There are also impacts on proposed
regeneration, especially reinstatement of the canal, and from construction traffic, other
temporary road closures, dust, noise and visual impacts. Clearly the combination of all these
factors will have a severe impact on the settlement and there is a need for enhanced mitigation
during and after construction, working closely with the relevant councils and local communities.

5.

Cross Cutting issues

5.1

In additional to the major site specific concerns outlined above, a number of important cross
cutting issues which will have impacts along the whole line have also been identified. Whilst
these have been recognised to some degree in the WDES, there is a concern that insufficient
measures are proposed to deal with them effectively and all need urgent consideration by HS2
Ltd.

5.2

The impact on the strategic road network e.g. the M1, M42, A38, A52 during and after
construction. The number of realignments of the existing strategic road network (M1 in
particular), as well as new bridges, are proposed to carry the new railway (over or under). There
are degree of concern on the potential impact of these proposals on the economic health of the
East Midlands should not be under-estimated. For example, during the construction phase, the
M1 through much of the East Midlands will be significantly affected by diversion, re-alignment,
congestion, delay and disruption. Some of our priority economic sectors such as logistics and
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distribution will inevitably be adversely affected - for example around M1 J24 at Kegworth, near
East Midlands Airport and the East Midlands Gateway Freight Interchange.
5.3

The WDES currently contains no quantitative assessment on the impact, timeliness or phasing
of the proposed works or the final scheme on the strategic network. It is therefore impossible
for any meaningful conclusions to be drawn from the consultation. HS2 Ltd urgently needs to
undertake further detailed work with Highways England and the relevant Local Transport
Authorities to assess the impact of the proposals both during and post construction and come
forward with meaningful mitigation and design detail to limit the impact.

5.4

Impact on local highway network during and after construction. The project will result in the
closure of numerous local roads during construction, some of which will remain permanently
closed or diverted following the completion of the railway. As with the strategic network, there
are real concerns over the impact this will have on the operation of these roads, the long term
disruption to communities, local businesses and the wider economy due to congestion and
delay. However the lack of any Transport Assessment with the WDES makes it impossible for
local transport authorities to truly evaluate the impact the proposals will have on their network.
Where information has been provided there are grave concerns about its reliability and an
alarming lack of detail on the alterations to the highway network proposed. Serious
consideration also needs to be given to travel planning measures to mitigate the direct impact
of when the works are taking place and how alternative modes of transport such as the
proposed Maid Marion rail line could be used to lessen the impacts on the local highway
network.

5.5

Rights of Way. The HS2 alignment crosses a significant number of existing and proposed public
rights of way and multiuser trails. For the purposes of the SNC Lavalin study the consultants
looked at a selection of routes in the Derbyshire area to understand the potential impacts and
possible mitigation. The Study concluded that providing new infrastructure in terms of bridges
or underpasses for all of the current rights of ways was unlikely to be practical so some
rationalisation was likely. However, low and moderate cost alternatives were potentially
available in many of the examples looked at in Derbyshire and a similar approach could be
available elsewhere. The approach taken in the WDES is, in the main, disappointing with many
of the alternatives proposed requiring significant diversions on the route. There were also a
considerable number of routes which appear to have been missed or ignored altogether.

5.6

Demolition of business properties as a result of construction. In the 11 community areas in the
East Midlands it is anticipated that a total of 145 commercial properties will be demolished to
make way for the project. The area which experiences the worst impact is the section from
Radcliffe on Soar to Long Eaton where 52 properties will be demolished which have a significant
impact on the business community in that area. There are serious concerns that this process
may results in businesses closing down permanently or moving to other areas, which will have
an impact on local employment opportunities and the amount of business rates collected. HS2
Ltd need to work with local councils and local enterprise partnerships to put in place active
measures that will support business continuity and relocation.

5.7

Effect of demolition on residential communities. In the 11 community areas in the East
Midlands it is anticipated that a total of 342 residential properties will be demolished to make
way for the project. The area which experiences the worst impact is the section from Radcliffe
on Soar to Long Eaton where 183 properties will be demolished which have a significant impact
on the community in that area. Apart of the direct impacts of the construction once the project
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is completed the ongoing operation of the line will inevitably continue to have an impact on a
large number of residential properties which remain. Further detailed dialogue with local
communities and local councils will be required to come forward with meaningful ways of
mitigating the impact.
5.8

Severance and visual impact of the line on communities. The line will result in certain parts of
existing communities experiencing severance from the rest of their immediate area. For
example although the viaduct through Long Eaton will help to address some of the severance
issues, the eastern side of the town will be further isolated from the town centre by its
construction and the demolition of properties. Other areas such as Newton and Old Blackwell
will also experience severance and significant visual impact as they become effectively
sandwiched between the new line and the M1. HS2 Ltd should work with councils to help replan and redesign the urban fabric of areas most affected by the railway.

5.9

Community disruption during construction. Many smaller settlements such as Packington near
Ashby de la Zouch in Leicestershire may be ‘islanded’ from key services during the length of the
construction period, making day to day living harder particularly for the less mobile. Greater
emphasis should be placed on construction methodology to minimise these negative effects.

5.10 Noise and air pollution during construction. During the construction of the line there will
inevitably be localised noise and air pollution due to the work being undertaken. The length of
time which the work will take to complete will have a significant impact on the communities
adjacent to the line, particularly those close to the proposed works compounds. Effective local
mitigation and monitoring of these impacts will be required, working closely with local councils.
5.11 Maintenance of new infrastructure. Following the completion of the line the WDES proposes
that a number of new assets such as highway infrastructure or balancing ponds will be
transferred by HS2 to local council to maintain. Given ongoing funding constraints, local councils
will need to be assured that these extra maintenance costs are reflected in future funding
settlements from central government.
5.12 Land take. The scope of the proposed land take for the development of the railway set out in
the WDES is extensive and likely to be in excess of what is actually required, resulting in risk and
uncertainty for local businesses and communities in a number of locations. Whilst this may in
part reflect the legal requirements of the hybrid bill process, it is important that a more realistic
approach to land take is reflected in the final Phase 2b Bill and ES.
5.13 Cumulative impact on natural and heritage assets. A large number of listed buildings and SSSIs
will be impacted by the line through East Midlands, as will a number of important landscape
scale assets such as the National Forrest. A strategic approach to mitigation is also required to
minimise the cumulative impact on the built environment, and where possible to secure net
gain in natural assets such as tree cover.
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Appendix 1: Summary of Mitigation Scoping Study Report Tier 2-4 Areas
Area
Packington
Kegworth
Strelley (Construction)
Strelley
Nuthall
Newton & Blackwell
Annesley Hall
Sutton Scarsdale Hall
Bolsover Castle
River Mease SSSI
Selston SSSI
Car Vale North
Norwood/Wales Bar
Westminster
Industrial
Estate
Saw Pit Industrial Estate
Nottingham Business Park
M1 J27/A608
M1 J29/A617/A6175
M1 J30/A6135/A616
Kirkby-in-Ashfield & Sutton in
Ashfield
Rights of Way

Tier
2
2
2
4
4
2
4
4
4
4
4
4
4
4

LTA
Leicestershire CC
Leicestershire CC
Nottingham City
Nottingham City
Nottinghamshire CC
Derbyshire CC
Nottinghamshire CC
Derbyshire CC
Derbyshire CC
Leicestershire CC
Nottinghamshire CC
Derbyshire CC
Derbyshire CC
Leicestershire CC

LPA
NW Leicestershire DC
NW Leicestershire DC
Nottingham City
Nottingham City
Broxtowe BC
Bolsover DC
Ashfield DC
NE Derbyshire DC
Bolsover DC
NW Leicestershire DC
Ashfield DC
Bolsover DC
Chesterfield BC
NW Leicestershire DC

3
2/4
2
2
2
2

Derbyshire CC
Nottingham City
Nottinghamshire CC
Derbyshire CC
Derbyshire CC
Nottinghamshire CC

Bolsover DC
Nottingham City
Ashfield DC
North East Derbyshire DC
Bolsover DC
Ashfield DC

1/2

Various

Various
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Supporting Annexes
Annex 1:

Advancing the Hub Station Report Technical Report (summary enclosed)

Annex 2:

Business Case for additional stops at Chesterfield (enclosed)

Annex 3:

Mitigation Scoping Study (enclosed)

Annex 4:

Options to Close the Low Level Railway Line in Long Eaton Technical Report
(enclosed)

Other Supporting Documents
This response should be read in conjunction with consultation responses from:













Ashfield District Council
Bolsover District Council
Broxtowe District Council
Chesterfield Borough Council
Derbyshire County Council
Derby City Council
Erewash Borough Council
Leicestershire County Council
North East District Council
Nottingham City Council
Nottinghamshire County Council
North West Leicester District Council
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From the Secretary of State
The Rt. Hon. Chris Grayling
Great Minster House

Department
for Transport

33Horseferry Road
SWIP 4DR

Councillor Jon Collins
Chair of the East Midlands HS2 Strategic Board

Tel: 0300 330 3000
E-Mail: chris.grayling©dft.gov.uk
Web site: w~~w.gov.uk/dft
Our Ref: MC/246374

Councillor Simon Spencer
Vice Chair of the
East Midlands H52 Strategic Board
do Andrew Pritchard
andrew.pritchard@emcouncils.gov.uk

Thank you for your letter of 21 December which included the East Midlands
region’s response to the WDES consultation and reports it commissioned. I
welcome the region’s positivity in regard to realising the benefits that H52
can bring to the East Midlands. This detailed response, reports and analysis,
will allow for HS2 Ltd, where possible, to consider mitigations and enhance
their plans as they work towards the Environmental Statement. I note that the
reports provide detail that will be useful in future planning stages of H52 as
well as the current hybrid Bill process and have asked HS2 Ltd to keep these
in consideration for future reference.
In regard to a number of concerns that you raise, it is important to
understand that the WDES describes the likely environmental impacts of
constructing and operating the railway, but does not cover the mitigations
which will be included in the final Environmental Statement. As you are aware
the WDES represents a point-in-time assessment of the ongoing
development of Phase 2b, including impacts that you mention such as
construction. Such impacts, including information on those gathered through
this consultation, will further inform the design and mitigations as well as
feeding into the development of the formal Environmental Statement and
hybrid Bill in 2020.
I also note that you make a case for the closure of the low level rail line in
Long Eaton, acceleration of the delivery of HS2 in the East Midlands and for
an increase in H52 services at Chesterfield station. I will consider the
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proposals put forward, and have asked my officials to work with your officials
on these issues.
I would also like to reaffirm Government’s commitment to ensuring HS2 acts
as a catalyst for growth in the Midlands and the North. I am aware of and
welcome the aspirations of the East Midlands councils as set out in the East
Midlands HS2 growth strategy, and want to assure you that government will
continue to work with East Midlands leaders on proposals they put forward
that help ensure the East Midlands capitalises on the economic benefits of
HS2.
~r

~$

Rt Hon Chris Grayling MP
SECRETARY OF STATE FOR TRANSPORT
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Get on board with HS2
in the East Midlands

We’re on board with HS2 in
the East Midlands. Are you?

NEWCASTLE

The Phase 2b Hybrid Bill is under preparation and will be presented
to Parliament in mid-2020.

106

Now’s the time to get on board with local Councils, LEPs and
business leaders to help make HS2 a reality in the East Midlands.

YORK
LEEDS

How to pledge support
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MINS

36

MINS

MINS

Help us spread the word – Share your support for HS2 on social media:
I’m on board with HS2 in the East Midlands. Are you?
#HS2alltheway
www.emcouncils.gov.uk/HS2

11

MINS

CHESTERFIELD

Our partners

EAST
MIDLANDS
HUB STATION
AT TOTON
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BIRMINGHAM

MINS

51

MINS

LONDON

A gateway to the
East Midlands and beyond

For more information, please contact:
East Midlands Councils

t: 01664 502 620

e: info@emcouncils.gov.uk
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HS2 connectivity is crucial to the
economic success of the East Midlands

Economic benefits

With the line from London to Birmingham
under construction, HS2 connectivity in
the East Midlands is central to the
region’s future economic success and
to the success of HS2 as a whole.

The eastern leg of HS2 between
Birmingham and Leeds via the
East Midlands Hub has the best
economic case of any part of the
new high-speed rail network.

Connectivity
Toton will be the best connected HS2 station
outside London and will serve a catchment of
over 2 million people. Fast local connections
to Derby, Nottingham, Leicester and East
Midlands Airport, HS2 will deliver the following
transport benefits:
• more trains, less over-crowding and much
quicker journey times to key destinations;
• better local transport connections for both
work and leisure.

Benefits for the East Midlands
For local people and businesses across
the East Midlands HS2 will mean:

SCOTLAND

• more trade and investment;
• more job and training opportunities; and

SHEFFIELD
CITY REGION

• the chance to earn higher wages.
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CITY REGION

BIRMINGHAM
LEEDS
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YORK

51

jobs

126

businesses from the
East Midlands have already
won contracts to build HS2

The development of a network of thriving Garden Villages, including
sites at nearby Chetwynd Barracks, Stanton and in Derby, which could
deliver thousands of new homes alongside the new job opportunities.

LONDON

LONDON

106

74,000

The development of a new high quality ‘innovation campus’ close to the
Hub Station has the potential to create up to 11,000 jobs, community
facilities and a range of new housing opportunities.
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• more housing opportunities;
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£4 bn

HS2 connectivity at Chesterfield Station will trigger major regeneration
on the town centre and the Infrastructure Maintenance Depot at nearby
Staveley will help to generate thousands of new jobs.

NEWCASTLE
29
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Get on board with HS2
in the East Midlands

We’re on board with HS2 in
the East Midlands. Are you?
The Phase 2b Hybrid Bill is under preparation and will be presented
to Parliament in mid-2020.

LEEDS

Now’s the time to get on board with local Councils, LEPs and
business leaders to help make HS2 a reality in the East Midlands.

40

MINS

How to pledge support
Help us spread the word – Share your support for HS2 on social media:
I’m on board with HS2 in the East Midlands. Are you?
#HS2alltheway
www.emcouncils.gov.uk/HS2
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A gateway to the
East Midlands and beyond

For more information, please contact:
East Midlands Councils
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e: info@emcouncils.gov.uk
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HS2 connectivity is crucial to the
economic success of the East Midlands
Economic benefits

With the line from London to Birmingham under construction, HS2
connectivity in the East Midlands is central to the region’s future
economic success and to the success of HS2 as a whole.

Connectivity at Chesterfield Station
The prospect of a HS2 connection at
Chesterfield Station is already driving major
regeneration of the town centre and adjacent
industrial areas. The potential benefits of
HS2 for the Chesterfield area include: better
connectivity for the 1 million plus people
already living within 30 minutes of the station;
4,740 new homes and 10,220 new jobs;
£270m net additional GVA; and 176 ha of
brownfield land brought back into use.

30 B’HAM

The eastern leg of HS2 between
Birmingham and Leeds via the
East Midlands Hub has the best
economic case of any part of the
new high-speed rail network.

40 LEEDS

Benefits for the East Midlands

71 LONDON

For local people and businesses across the
East Midlands HS2 will mean:

Journey times in minutes
from Chesterfield station

£4 bn
GVA

74,000

jobs

• more housing opportunities;
• more trade and investment;
• more job and training opportunities; and
• the chance to earn higher wages.

126

businesses from the
East Midlands have already
won contracts to build HS2

Chesterfield and Staveley:
At the heart of the North Derbyshire Growth Zone
A new HS2 Infrastructure Maintenance Depot at Staveley will help generate
thousands of new local engineering jobs and be at the heart of a mixed-use
housing and employment zone.
In the short term the Depot could also provide a construction base for HS2 to align
with the current plans to make the nearby Barrow Hill Roundhouse a rail industry
‘centre of excellence’ linked to the High Speed Rail College and the research and
development capabilities of the Universities of Newcastle and Derby.
By co-investing in Staveley, HS2 will help energise other landowners to bring
forward a 150 hectare brownfield site, with plans for a new garden village of
around 1,500 homes and new leisure and commercial development around a
rejuvenated Chesterfield canal.

HS2 would complement existing rail services and open up regeneration
opportunities, enhancing Chesterfield’s role as both a destination and a gateway
to surrounding areas, including the Peak District National Park.
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East Midlands HS2 Strategic Board
25th February 2019
Item 4a: Toton Delivery Board
1.

Introduction

1.1

This report seeks to update the HS2 Strategic Board on the work of the Toton Delivery Board.
Since the last HS2 Strategic Board meeting, Toton Delivery Board has met three times:
•
8th October 2018
•
3rd December 2018
•
4th February 2019

1.2

Toton Delivery Board is supported by a Strategic Planning Group which meets regularly to
consider key issues and papers in advance of the Delivery Board. The Strategic Planning Group
includes senior representatives of the local authorities and key stakeholders including Toton &
Chilwell Neighbourhood Forum.

2.

Key Progress and Developments

2.1

October 2018
In October 2018, the Board approved the Terms of Reference in line with those agreed by the
HS2 Executive Board and considered two substantive papers.

2.2

Firstly, the Board considered a route map paper setting out a planning framework and land
strategy (work undertaken by Arup working with Cushman & Wakefield). The Board endorsed
this paper for recommendation to the HS2 Executive Board, where it was subsequently agreed.
A number of key and urgent issues were highlighted, and detailed recommendations agreed in
relation to:
•
Land & Delivery Strategy
•
Planning Policy Framework
•
Further Master-planning inputs
•
Better alignment with HS2 Hybrid Bill
•
‘Innovation Campus’ in a sub-area context.

2.3

Secondly a proposed budget plan for the £1.8m of Department for Transport (DfT) grant
funding for Toton was given initial consideration. It was agreed that the plan could usefully be
developed to better reflect the emerging route map and given further consideration at the HS2
Executive Board.

2.4

December 2018
At the 3rd December meeting, the Board received an update on progress and the following
substantive items.

2.5

The Board had a discussion on the HS2 Phase 2b Working Draft Environmental Statement
Consultation ahead of the consultation deadline of the 21st December 2018. This discussion
highlighted a range of issues in the vicinity of Toton that helped to shape and inform the
respective submissions of partners and also fed into the response submitted by the Mitigation
Board.

2.6

Key updates included Broxtowe Part 2 Local Plan and the pending public examination hearing
sessions which included dedicated sessions on Toton and Chetwynd to be held on the 6th
December. Aligning the local plan and growth strategy ambition was highlighted in the agreed
route map as a key issue to be addressed.
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2.7

2.8

The other main item considered at the December meeting was the resource plan and
agreement to progress a number of crucial commissions relating to master-planning and
connectivity. This followed agreement at the HS2 Executive Board for the commissioning
framework associated with the DfT grant funding for Toton to be delegated to the Toton
Delivery Board. This is subject to regular reports on progress to be made to the Executive Board
and with all funding monitored and managed by D2N2 LEP in line with its existing assurance
framework with Government.
February 2019
At the meeting on 4th February, the Board received updates on key developments including:
• Update on the resource plan and spending to date
• A joint submission by Nottinghamshire County Council and Broxtowe Borough Council to
the RIBA/CIH/LGA//RTPI Future Places
Initiative: https://www.architecture.com/campaign/futureplace
• An update on the emerging Housing Infrastructure Fund (HIF) bid specifically
consideration of phase 1 infrastructure for Toton. This is subject to further work by the HIF
Steering Group including examination of the detail around housing numbers
• Early conversations taking place about the emergence of a possible development
corporation for the area.

3.

Next Steps

3.1

The HIF bid to be submitted by the 22nd March 2019 and aligned work to continue advancing
the associated design, planning and land strategy.

3.2

Work on the next tranche of critical studies is due to get underway including connectivity and
master-planning around the station and wider area. This will help provide evidence to influence
the evolution of HS2 designs for the station area.

3.3

Further understanding on emerging thinking on a development corporation for the area.

3.4

The next meeting of the Toton Delivery Board is on 1st April 2019.

Cllr Kay Cutts MBE
Chair of the Toton Delivery Board
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East Midlands HS2 Strategic Board
25th February 2019
Item 4b: Chesterfield & Staveley Delivery Board

1.
1.1

Chesterfield Station Master Plan
As previously reported to the Board, Sheffield City Region HS2 growth strategy funding has been
used to produce a comprehensive Station Master Plan. The headlines from the Master Plan
were presented at the December meeting.

1.2

A companion document to the Master Plan has also been produced: the Station Investment
Strategy, which sets out Cushman & Wakefield’s analysis of potential investor interest, land
dependency issues, enabling infrastructure costs, availability of finance etc.

1.3

Work has now commenced on getting the Master Plan formally adopted. Chesterfield Borough
Council’s draft Local Plan, which is currently out for consultation already includes a specific
policy for the Station Master Plan area but this is only one of a series of planning measures that
will be required to successfully implement the Master Plan and protect the overall objectives.

1.4

We have started discussions with all the major landowners within the red-line area and also
those in the adjacent Chesterfield Waterside and Spire Neighbourhood areas. Of these, Network
Rail is viewed as the most critical. The Master Plan has also been shared at a recent Destination
Chesterfield breakfast meeting, where it was favourably received by local business leaders.

1.5

The Chesterfield and Staveley HS2 Delivery Board will discuss the Master Plan at its meeting on
28 February. Of particular interest will be how best to resource a project management team to
deliver on not just the station Master Plan but also the regeneration of the Staveley Works
Corridor, in which the HS2 infrastructure maintenance depot (IMD) is to be located.

2.

Two HS2 Stops per hour at Chesterfield Study

2.1

The first part of this work to shape a business case has been concluded. This has involved
modelling assumptions to identify potential issues and solutions on the wider rail network. The
study has used best case comparable data from HS1 rolling stock and assumed electrification of
the Midland Mainline from Clay Cross to Sheffield. A meeting to sign off part one of the study is
currently being arranged. The second part of the work will be to develop a Web-Tag compliant
business case for any potential engineering work required to facilitate the proposition.

3.

HS2 Northern Derbyshire Growth Zone Delivery Plan and Funding Support Request

3.1

At the last Board meeting, members endorsed the recommendation to provide support to
Chesterfield Borough Council and Derbyshire County Council with funding proposals to enable
implementation of the Delivery Plan.

3.2

D2N2 LEP have now invited Chesterfield Borough Council to make a case for LGF Round 3 capital
funding, particularly around land acquisition linked to early job creation. A business case will be
submitted to D2N2 LEP mid to late March.

3.3

There are elements of the Delivery Plan, however, that are pure revenue activities which LGF
Round 3 capital isn’t able to support. This is quantified at £600k to £1 million over 4 years. The
case for revenue funding support has therefore been pressed at recent meetings with senior
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MHCLG officers (Simon Ridley and David Whitehouse), alongside the case for Housing
Infrastructure Fund (HIF) funding to support delivery of the Staveley Works Corridor.
3.4

Additionally the same local partners will continue to support development work from their own
budgets at a cost of around £1.1 million over the same 4-year time period.

4.

Early use of the Staveley HS2 IMD as a construction base.

4.1

The Working Draft Environmental Statement (WDES) consultation has highlighted some
constraints in terms of the potential to use the IMD for early construction work. This has added
to the intelligence noted in the East Midlands tracker report.

4.2

HS2 has advised that they will require a number of construction compounds in close proximity
to the route. Within the maps and plans produced, the CP2 designs for the construction phases
released with the WDES suggest that the distance between the site of the IMD and the line of
route may be a barrier to the depot’s use for construction purposes. HS2 has, however,
indicated interest in utilising the IMD to build a freight rail head and secure importation of
materials via such a facility. Such a concept is felt to worthy of further consideration.

5.

Skills and Supply Chain Activities

5.1

Kate Myers, HS2’s Head of Strategy for Skills and Employment, has already made two
presentations to the Chesterfield and Staveley HS2 Delivery Board and has indicated HS2’s
willingness to work with local partners to roll out educational support and engagement
programmes. HS2 has a funded programme for this work but currently the emphasis has been
on lines 2 and 2a. The company which won the tender for this work is based in the East
Midlands – Learning by Design – which has also done work for the East Midlands Rail Forum.

5.2

Based on their knowledge of the afore-mentioned programme Derbyshire County Council has
recently committed £20,000 to fund some early schools engagement activities. Procurement has
been activated and the work will most probably be timetabled to start in the Summer Term
2019. The Careers and Enterprise Company is also interested in bidding for funding to support
primary school STEM engagement work.

5.3

The first release of ‘HS2 + You’ leaflets has also been sent out to local schools under a joint letter
signed by Cllrs Tony King and Tricia Gilby. A designated page on the Councils’ web pages has also
been created to complement the material in the leaflets.

6.

Talgo and DRIIVe

6.1

In November 2018, Talgo (the Spanish train manufacturer) committed to building an Innovation
Centre in Chesterfield as part of their ‘All Britain Strategy’. Despite choosing Longannet in
Scotland as their preferred UK manufacturing site, Talgo has registered their potential
investment with UKTI and are currently working with Chesterfield Borough Council to determine
what the Innovation Centre might look like. In this latter regard, Talgo has already indicated that
the Centre will provide a UK base from which to train its workforce and also that of its supply
chain, and equally a location from which to showcase and further develop its innovative
technology.

6.2

In recognition of Talgo’s commitment to Chesterfield, aligned to the regeneration and economic
growth opportunities that HS2 presents, Chesterfield Borough Council is currently undertaking a
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feasibility study on the establishment of the Derbyshire Rail Industry Innovation Vehicle (DRIIVe)
at Barrow Hill Round House. The concept is being developed through a collaborative partnership
comprising Barrow Hill Engine Shed Society, Chesterfield Borough Council, Chesterfield College,
and the Universities of Derby and Newcastle; which will see the creation of a Rail Innovation and
Training Centre that will further enhance Barrow Hill’s reputation as an already thriving centre
for railway maintenance and engineering.
6.3

Reclamation work on the site “earmarked” for Talgo’s UK manufacturing base continues apace.
The site neighbours the IMD and is potentially accessible via a rail head. Interest in the site from
other potential investors is strong. Enquires are both rail and non-rail related.

7.

East Midlands HS2 Network of Garden Village HIF Proposals

7.1

Work continues apace on the HIF proposals as they relate to the Chesterfield Station Link Road
and Chesterfield Staveley Regeneration Route; with support from Amion and Homes England.
Settled costs for both elements have been quantified as has the contribution to accelerating
Chesterfield Waterside via flood defence and green infrastructure improvements. The North
Derbyshire Traffic Model has also been used to quantify the transport benefits, which are very
encouraging.

Cllr Tricia Gilby
Chair of the Chesterfield & Staveley Delivery Board
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East Midlands HS2 Strategic Board
25th February 2019
Item 4c: Skills and Supply Chain Delivery Board
1.

Introduction

1.1

The Inaugural meeting of the Skills and Supply Chain Board is taking place on Friday 22
February, hosted by Leicestershire County Council.

1.2

Following approval of the draft Terms of Reference at the last Strategic Board, the Board has
confirmed Ian Greenaway, MD of Chesterfield-based manufacturer MTM Products and
former President of East Midlands Chamber (Derbyshire, Nottinghamshire, Leicestershire) as
its Chair.

2.

First Meeting of the Delivery Board

2.1

The first meeting will confirm the approaches to be taken to developing the five strands of
the 2017 document ‘Fast Track to growth: the East Midlands HS2 Skills and Supply Chain
Framework’, as well as mapping out existing activity and any emerging regional asks.

2.2

The five strands, and their confirmed leads, are:
•
•
•
•
•

Inspiring Young People: led by Leicestershire County Council
Supporting Individuals: led by Derbyshire County Council
Harnessing the Power of Higher Education: represented by University of Derby and
University of Leicester
Supporting Further Education Collaboration: led by the Skills and Education Group
Ensuring our businesses our HS2-Ready: led by East Midlands Chamber (Derbyshire,
Nottinghamshire, Leicestershire)

2.3

Existing activity under some of these strands is more developed than others. The leads under
each strand will coordinate action between meetings and report back to the main Skills and
Supply Chain Delivery Board. Anyone interested in engaging on a specific theme is asked to
contact the relevant lead organisation.

2.4

A joint approach to communication across this theme is also being discussed. A full verbal
update can be provided at Board.

Ian Greenaway: Chair of the Skills & Supply Chain Delivery Board
Chris Hobson: East Midlands Chamber
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East Midlands HS2 Strategic Board
25th February 2019
Item 4d: Mitigation Board
1.

Introduction

1.1

The major focus of the Mitigation Board and the supporting Officer Group has been the
development of regional response Working Draft Environmental Statement, which was
signed off by the Executive Board on the 14th December 2019.

2.

Next Steps

2.1

HS2 Ltd has confirmed that MORI had been requested to produce the headline report on
consultation responses (which was in the region of 40,000 responses – although this
included individual names lifted from petitions). HS2 will then share the report publically by
the end of March 2019, although it is likely the document will only identify themes and
issues rather than a fully worked through response to the consultation.

2.2

On behalf of the Mitigation Board members, Derbyshire County Council has suggested more
detailed discussions with HS2 over the period mid-March to September on the key themes
and issues emerging from the local authority WDES responses. These include: landscape,
heritage, detailed design at key sites, traffic and transport, construction sites etc. It is
proposed that relevant local authorities and other key stakeholders will be invited to these
discussions/ workshops and that the output will be confirmation of where significant issues
remain – in anticipation of further preparatory work as part of the Parliamentary process.

2.3

The Mitigation Officer Group met on the 11th February 2019 and agreed to share resources
to produce a series of short notes (2pages) before mid-March on what are considered to be
the four key strategic issues impacting the region. These are:
•
•
•
•

Impact on highway/transportation - Leicestershire
Impact on the economy - Bolsover
Impact on communities – Derbyshire
Impact on tourism – Derbyshire

2.4

Detailed discussion is on-going around Long Eaton (where a further study on the low level
line is being proposed) and Chesterfield/ Staveley.

2.5

The next meeting of the Mitigation Board will receive an update on the consultation result
from HS2 Ltd and the four strategic issues noted above.

Cllr Simon Spencer
Chair of the Mitigation Board
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HS2 Strategic Board
25th February 2019
Item 5: East Midlands Connectivity Study
1.

Introduction

1.1

This report provides a progress update on the joint funded East Midlands Connectivity Study,
and seeks a steer from the Strategic Board on the emerging preferred strategy, prior to
further detailed consideration by future meetings of the Executive Board.

2.

Background

2.1

The East Midlands HS2 Growth Strategy published in September 2017 sets out proposals to
use HS2 connectivity to create an additional 74,000 jobs and £4 billion GVA. Although the
proposed Innovation Campus adjacent to the Hub Station will become a key economic asset
and 21st gateway to the East Midlands, it will only deliver about 20% of this growth.

2.2

The other 80% will occur elsewhere, in particular Derby, Leicester, Nottingham, East
Midlands Airport, Loughborough, Mansfield/Ashfield and Amber Valley. Realising this
potential will be dependent on delivering high quality strategic connectivity between the
Hub Station and these areas by a mix of transport modes.

2.3

The East Midlands Gateways Connectivity Study was established to determine the most
effective package of interventions, and to determine a strategic outline business case (SOBC)
that can demonstrate value for money and deliverability. The study has been jointly funded
by the 4 local transport authorities in the D2N2 area, Highways England and Midlands
Connect, with an in-kind contribution (in the form of data) from HS2 Ltd.

3.

Progress to date

3.1

The initial focus of the study has been developing a multi-modal transport model covering
the Greater Derby and Greater Nottingham areas and extending south to include the area
around East Midlands Airport. The model is also being used by HS2 Ltd to inform its
Transport Assessment for the Phase 2b Hybrid Bill, for the HS2 themed HIF bid led by
Nottinghamshire County Council, and will be available for use by councils and the private
sector to inform development proposals on an ongoing basis.

3.2

Initially the model has been used to assess a long list of over 50 potential transport
interventions, including strategic and local highway improvements, local mass transit
options, and rail and mass transit options along six key corridors across the study area. The
latter results are illustrated in summary form by the diagram below, but will be described in
more detail by a presentation made to the meeting. The Strategic Board will be asked to
provide a steer on this emerging proposition to inform the next stage of more detailed
assessments that will support the development of a Strategic Outline Business Case (SOBC)
for the preferred package.
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4.

Next Steps

4.1

Following further assessment work, an SOBC for the preferred package will be presented to
the Executive for agreement in June 2019, along with an implementation plan setting out the
order in which key interventions should be taken forward.

4.2

The preferred package outcomes will be directly comparable to those derived from the
Transport Assessment undertaken by HS2 Ltd on Government’s reference case. As such,
local partners will have an evidence base that could be used to support any necessary
amendments to the Phase 2b Hybrid Bill and Environmental Statement, either prior to
submission to Parliament in 2020 or subsequently through the formal petitioning process.

5.

Recommendation

5.1

The Strategic Board is asked to receive the presentation on the emerging connectivity
strategy and direct officers accordingly.

Key Contacts:
Andrew Pritchard: andrew.pritchard@emcouncils.gov.uk
Steve Tough: steve.tough@nottinghamcity.gov.uk
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