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Evergreen 3 Railway

Public Meeting in Wolvercote Village Hall

7.30 p.m. Thursday 26 March 2010

Draft minutes

Chair: Evan Harris MP
Attended by: Chiltern Railways (Adrian Shooter CBE Chairman, Steven Barker Project Engineer, Mike Fraser Noise, Vibration & Environment Specialist, Paul Clarke Land & Compensation Specialist, Allan Dare Strategic Development, John Horsman Stakeholder Liaison Manager)

Oxford County Council  (Jean Fooks City & County Councillor, Dick Kelly Transport Officer)

Oxford City Council (Councillor Mike Gotch)

ENGAGE Oxford (Jonathan Gittos Chair, Rosemary Harris, and others

Oxford Civic Society (Tony Joyce)

and an audience of c 150 

1 Introduction: Evan Harris announced he had an appointment to meet the Secretary of State for Transport and undertook to raise with Lord Adonis points arising from the evening’s meeting.

2 Chiltern Railways Presentation: Allan Dare explained that unlike other rail operators Chiltern Railways (part of Deutsche Bahn) has a 20 year investment franchise. They have built 250% traffic growth since 1996, achieved 95% punctuality, and a 90% positive ‘overall opinion’ rating in the National Passenger Satisfaction Survey. The £250m cost of Evergreen 3 would be met entirely by the company
. The project of a new route Oxford–London includes new connecting lines at Bicester, the Bicester–Oxford stretch restored to main line standard, a new parkway station at Water Eaton, and new dedicated platforms at Oxford station.

Benefits include:

· sustainable transport: less fuel, less emissions, less carbon, less congestion

· choice of routes to London: avoiding planned disruption on the Paddington line 2012-17, and restoration of an Oxford–High Wycombe connection for first time since 1964.

· an integrated transport hub at Water Eaton: train, bus, bike, car. 

East-West Railway Project (EWR) would be complementary. Oxford-Bletchley–Bedford–Cambridge link closed in 1967. EWR is a consortium of local authorities; no decision yet whether to proceed. 

Statutory authority for the route is 1846 Oxford & Bletchley Railway Act.

The proposal is for two trains each way each hour Marylebone–Oxford (66 minutes), Bicester–Oxford (14 mins), operating 0600–2400. Using Clubman rolling stock of 3-4 coaches.

Max speed on Wolvercote stretch would be 75 mph (by comparison with 90 mph on the Oxford–Banbury line). Freight trains would run at 30 mph. Lower speeds would not enable operation of a reliable timetable.

Noise: baseline measurements have been taken and forecasts made. There is legal requirement for noise mitigation if noise exceeds 66dBLAeq by day or 61dBLAeq by night. Chiltern will provide noise mitigation including double glazing even though limits will not be exceeded. Chart showing existing and predicted noise was displayed.

[add chart here from Powerpoint when available]

Vibration: “Building damage from vibration is virtually unknown.” On the Bicester line it should be an historic problem caused by old-fashioned wagons and poorly maintained track.

Mitigation measures for noise include:

· track design

· rail dampers

· noise barriers

· double glazing and soundproofing

Compensation is based on before and after defect surveys. If disputed can be arbitrated by independent land tribunal.

Water Eaton Parkway: chosen because a brownfield site (though in Green Belt). Not proposing other development at Water Eaton. Express buses to Oxford city centre. 100 covered spaces for bikes. 850 additional spaces for cars. Low profile buildings. Forecast that over 60% of passengers will use bus, bike or foot so no major traffic load, and better design of access roads to site will improve traffic flow. There is no business connection with Northern Gateway project (though access links would be provided). Possibility of locating the station at Pear Tree was rejected because the environmental impact would be unacceptable.

Environmental impact: all new structures will allow for addition of electrification at a later date. All Chiltern Railways trains use retention toilets. There have been wildlife surveys but more work is to be done. 

Building the line: once Transport Works Act (TWA) has been granted the line improvement work would take 12 months or less, working from east to west, daytime only. TWA gives powers to divert paths and close level crossings. It would be deemed to give outline planning permission and to provide compulsory purchase powers (e.g. for approaches to footbridges).

Public Inquiry: likely in early October with Sec of State’s decision in summer 2011.

3 Jonathan Gittos (ENGAGE Oxford) emphasized that Chiltern Railways (CR) must be able to prove their declarations, and they should be expected to help people understand the science. Understood that freight issue was not CR’s province but Chiltern needs to demonstrate that it appreciates the local concerns about the issue. More evidence needs to be produced about the dangers of subsidence, bearing in mind the significant number of buildings in the area that have been underpinned. More demonstration also needed of forecast traffic flows (a paper on the issue from CR was requested). Was the 30 mph limit on freight trains legally enforceable? 

4 Questions from the floor: 

D.Somers (Stone Meadow): concern about proximity as garden 10 feet from existing track.


CR: south of North Oxford junction the line will follow old track and would not exceed statutory distance from property


Fraser: said CR were aware of situation at Stone Meadow where a receptor had been sited.


Dare: additional track at Stone Meadow would only be for passenger trains.

Glyn Taylor (Lakeside): house is on 130 feet of clay which is a high transmitter of vibration. Why could the new approach to Oxford via Water Eaton not be via the Birmingham line?

Sophy Chaseby (near Wolvercote School): why had no noise measurements been shown for the Wolvercote School area?

Susan Lathan Rowley (Goose Green): her experience living on a canal boat had been that you couldn’t talk when a train was passing.


CR: noise measurements had been based on real trains c 10 m from track. During detailed design there would be an extra study to work out what mitigation was possible as it depended on variables such as ground conditions, etc  (“Bit late!” from audience). Noise had been recorded at school only during daytime because it was a school.


Use of Birmingham line “not practicable” because of capacity. Important also for CR to have discrete route into Oxford Station.

Neil Butterfield (Bladon Close): what exactly does noise level mean? Is it frequency or noise over time?

Anne Conibear (Islip): will there be 100 mph trains through Islip?

Keith Dancey (Quadrangle House): the issue is one of resonance as well as vibration. First Turn Bridge shows severe structural damage attributed to Amey Roadstone trains in 1970s. Vibration of heavy freight trains should be measured now so that a datum can be established.

Evan Harris asked if maximum sound measurements presented by CR were for freight or passenger trains.


Fraser answered that the dBLAeq measure correlates best with people’s response to rail noise as it takes account not just of peak noise but also of the number of noise events. CR recognizes that Quadrangle House is a special case.


Re speeds in Islip Dare confirmed they would be 100 mph.


Re noise levels, the only statutory limit is expressed as dBLAeq but CR would also take account of dB peaks.


Fraser could not answer whether biggest noise problem was freight or passenger trains: he said he would come back on this.


Shooter emphasized that no statutory alteration was required to increase the number of freight trains, and he drew attention to fact that CR, a passenger company, would be paying for rail mitigation that would benefit the freight companies.

Evan Harris asked what was speed limit for freight.


Shooter said 30 mph. The trains are limited by the constraints of the signalling system.

( (Lakeside): does noise mitigation mean double glazing, and if so, what about open windows?


CR: CR’s peference is to apply mitigation by track structure, then rail dampers, then noise barriers, and only then by double glazing and sound proofing.

– (Lakeside): does CR earn revenue from the freight trains?


CR: no, only Network Rail gets paid.

– (Unknown):  Why does target have to be two trains per hour?


Shooter: timetable has to run all the way from Marylebone and there is also the constraint of the single track approach to Oxford station. Not commercially viable to run less frequently.

Evan Harris asked for an independent survey of the anticipated market.

– (Ulfgar Road): what compensation would there be for loss of property value?


Clark explained there was a national compensation scheme covering reduction of property value because of noise/vibration, applicable after 12 months. If disputed, claim can then go to Land Tribunal. Appeals “can take time” but it is not in CR’s interest for claims to go to appeal as arbitrator can award costs against the company.


Harris suggested ENGAGE should put on its website information about compensation procedure.

– (–): are trains at night likely to be freight trains?


Dare:  legally any type of train can be run throughout the 24 hours and this will continue to be the case.

– (–): what is meant by Phases 1 and 2? 


Dare: Phase 1 is Chiltern project, Phase 2 is East-West rail link Reading–Oxford–Milton Keynes which could lead to extra freight trains.

– (–): CR’s claims are “disingenuous”. They say there will be no night work, but the tunnel improvement will be night work. Not 2 trains per hour but 4 trains. And there is a lack of guarantees.


CR: there has to be vagueness about the tunnel work because design requirements still being worked out. But night work on tunnel would only be contemplated as a last resort.


Shooter said CR had been careful to state “in each direction” when describing train frequency.

Erica Conway (Lakeside): fears there will be freight noise and vibration at night. Noise levels are based on predictions: what guarantee is there that predictions will be correct? And what guarantee is there that train frequency won’t be increased later? 


Harris: will actual measurements be taken to check predictions?


Fraser: yes.


Harris: will data be made public?


Fraser: if mitigation doesn’t work, CR have legal obligation to comply because the Environmental Statement is the basis for the Statutory Authority.


Shooter: after Public Inquiry the Sec of State is likely to list a number of requirements, e.g. levels of noise mitigation.


Harris: what obligation is there to consult on alterations to the frequency plan?


Shooter: ? In respect of the work in Oxford, none. The original Railway Act of 1846 awarded the right of the operating company to vary train schedules as it seems fit.  However CR has to seek a new Order for the extra track-way at Bicester and it is possible that the S-of-S may impose conditions associated with the granting of that Order.

– Muir Gray (Lakeside): questioned the validity of the study of the environmental impact of diesel particulates. Concern was not about noise but about diesel as a sustainable fuel and its bad impact on health.


Shooter: said he had been pushing for introduction of an electrification policy. 

Vanda Morton (Blenheim Drive):  will compensation be work specific, e.g two local residents are paediatricians working night shifts on intensive care duty.

– (Blenheim Drive):  night time track maintenance is currently the biggest problem?  Will this increase?


Shooter: track will be reformed therefore reducing the need for heavy maintenance for many years.

John Keyes (Castle Mill Stream): what exceptional mitigation will there be for local area?


Harris: suggested a subsequent separate meeting.

John Davy (Stable Close): current problem is the noise of shunting trains at night.


Harris: said he would follow up separately.


Shooter: there would be no shunting by CR.

Michael Lewis (Bladon Close): “Whoosh! Whoosh! Whoosh! at 75 mph” would spoil his enjoyment of his garden. CR should consider views of residents.


Shooter: Plans are restricted to 40 mph for that sector though statutory powers allow faster.

– (Wolvercote): doesn’t believe improved junctions will resolve the traffic problem. A successful railway will encourage people to travel from the other side of Oxford.

Gatskill (–): how can ridge-and-furrow field be re-landscaped?


Barker: tunnel work is still to be determined. Appreciates the concerns and that land used by contractors has to be ‘restored to previous condition’. Ridge-and-furrow field would only be used by contractors as a last resort.

– (–): in plan for Water Eaton could buses be alongside platforms rather than cars?


Dare: main hub of station will be near existing Park and Ride and bus stops on Banbury Road.

 Peter Headicar: what evidence is there for the traffic surveys?


Dare: accepts there will be increase in traffic driving to station but there would be corresponding reduction in traffic using M40, and the improved Bicester–Oxford train would also take cars off road.


Headicar: can the figures be made available?


Dare: detailed work will be available for the Public Inquiry.

– (–): question concerning illogical rail fares from Bicester to London, compared with Haddenham to London. Will all fares be reduced?


Shooter: as 70% of fares are statutorily regulated some discrepancies inevitable.

Paul (Lakeside): what research has been done into the wildlife and hydrology of the lake? 


Fraser: surveys done. Now working closely with Natural England.

( (Quadrangle House): there are points c 150 yds north of Quadrangle House; does this imply there will be queuing trains accompanied by the noise of braking and acceleration.


Barker: confirmed existence of points but no queuing because waiting point would be 200-300 metres nearer Oxford.

Katie Keble (Wolvercote): project sounded like a done deal. Houses in the neighbourhood had been bought on the assumption that the railway was a single line track. There must be alternative proposals.


Harris: asked Shooter to defend the charge of heartless capitalism.


Shooter: drew attention to the fact that the development was being paid for entirely by CR and not the taxpayer. CW sets store by adding value to the communities it serves.

– (Lakeside): challenged the arrogance of CR.


Shooter: not arrogant. Railways are established by statute.

– (–): what are main determinants of noise? Will electrification reduce noise?


Fraser: the rail/wheel interface is the main factor (for a given speed). CR has a special facility for checking wheels so as to maintain smoothness on track.

– (–):  does Bicester Village have any bearing on the plans?


Shooter: it has been kept in mind as part of the whole deal.

Sean Feeney: questioned wisdom of planning the upgrade of the railway at the same time as the local authority is devising plans for coping with a transport infrastructure that is working at full capacity.  

5 Dick Helling (Oxford County Council Transport Officer): In principle the County strongly supports the project as it will enable growth in the county, and it will reduce road traffic. But work still needs to be done to convince OCC that there are transport and environmental benefits and that there won’t be adverse effects on road transport.  The OCC will want to ensure that the Water Eaton Park and Ride continues to function for its intended purpose, and that the standards of the local bus services are not affected. 

6 In calling the meeting to a close Evan Harris referred to his forthcoming meeting with Lord Adonis who claimed he understood the issues of north Oxford. The cost-benefit ratios of the project need careful assessment and he was glad ENGAGE existed as a conduit for opinions.


Jonathan Gittos thanked Evan Harris for chairing the meeting and emphasized that individual cases could be put at the Inquiry.


He proposed a motion:

“This meeting calls on Chiltern Railways to address the concerns raised at this meeting and to reconsider the proposals they have put to the Secretary of State.”

The motion was carried unanimously, with 6 abstentions.


He thanked Chiltern Railways for their presence.

The meeting closed at 10.10 pm.

Michael Daniell

26 March 2010
� Excludes cost of Wolvercote Tunnel improvement which is to be funded by Dept of Transport who need to have tunnel headroom increased to allow use of international containers.





