
The following Graphs have been prepared by Mr Griffiths to help explain the cost vs 
distance if required. 
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HIGH SPEED TWO INFORMATION PAPER  
E3: EXCAVATED MATERIAL AND WASTE MANAGEMENT  
 
 
 
3.4  All waste generated from the design, construction and operation of the Proposed Scheme will be 

managed in accordance with the waste hierarchy. This places waste prevention as the preferred option at 
the top, followed by reuse, recycling and other recovery, with landfill disposal at the bottom as the last 
resort.  

 
 
 
 

 
 
4.4 Where the transportation of excavated material would result in significant environmental effects, 

sustainable placement will be used. Sustainable placement is the local on-site placement of excavated 
material to avoid causing environmental effects associated with the transportation of that material. 
Local sites for sustainable placement have been selected on the basis of their suitability for the 
disposal of excavated material.  
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Environment Agency -Waste report England 2014 
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HIGH SPEED TWO INFORMATION PAPER  
D1: DESIGN POLICY  
 
3. Design Policy  
3.1 The Promoter and the nominated undertaker will seek to ensure that:  
the design is safe, efficient, and meets with the requirements of whole life operation and maintenance 
alongside initial buildability;  
 

4. Promoter’s requirements  
4.1 The principles support the requirements defined by the Department of Transport (the Promoter) to their 
Agent, HS2 Ltd. The key requirements are noted below and are not repeated in the design policy:  
to provide an efficient high speed rail network capable of safe construction and operation;  
 

 
FOI16-1507 Abstracts 
 
3) Could you please provide any information that HS2 holds that quantifies the variation in the 
consequence (e.g. anticipated % of passenger fatalities expected) of any derailment that occurs at 
200km/h, 300km/h and 360km/h. Could you also provide information on any work that assesses whether 
the consequence of derailment in deep cuttings is greater than where there are flat run offs. Again I 
would expect a significant variation for speed and cuttings.” 
 
I can confirm that we do hold information relevant to this part of your request however we are withholding 
this information under regulation 12(4)(d). 
 
Public interest test (Abstracts) 
 
“While we are aware that we can contextualise such information to highlight any potential inaccuracies we are not 
confident that this will be sufficient to correct any misleading impressions or confusion that could be created publically 
if this information were released and used in the national debate surrounding HS2,”  

 
“When the derailment risk assessment is complete (i.e. When we know what our  
infrastructure is, how our rail systems will work, how crashworthy the train is and how we will manage it operationally) 
we will then have a final assessment available to release.”  
 

HoL SC 11th July MrTurney 
 

254. Can I pick up what is then said on the safety issues specifically?  Mr Griffiths says 
that he raised the points in the other place, which of course, he did.  There has, since then, 
been quite extensive correspondence with Mr Griffiths which culminated in May this year, 
in a meeting, attended by Mr Smart, the engineering director, and Mr Griffiths, to discuss 
the project’s approach to safety.  The current state of the correspondence is that Mr 
Griffiths is, I understand, waiting for a response to his most recent letter, and that 
response will come from Dr McDonald, who is the head of system safety, security and 
interoperability, at HS2.  So, there has been an exchange of correspondence. 
 
255. The short point is that this is a matter of general policy for the railway.  HS2 has 
committed to three things in the way in which it designs, builds and operates this railway, 
and it’s these: that they will meet or better the performance standards of HS1 in terms of 
safety and security.  That they will reduce safety risks to as low as is reasonably 
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practicable, and that they will do so in line with current best international practice.  That 
is a statement of the general policy of the promoter. 
 
256    In terms of the way in which that risk is regulated, it is regulated in the way in 
which railway safety is regulated at present.  That’s through the office of the rail regulator 
and through the Health and Safety Executive, so far as construction goes.  So, it’s a general 
policy regulatory point.  There is no special effect on Mr Griffiths, and we say that he 
shouldn’t be granted a locus to raise those points which are evidently part of the design of 
the railway, and part of the planning for the operation of the railway.  He simply doesn’t 
have the Standing to bring that.  If those points were to be brought, they should of course, 
be brought by the regulators, if there was concern, as to what was proposed.  
 
Note - Mr Griffiths has not received a response from Dr McDonald and has been unable to find the Policy 
statement referred to in 255.  
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1 

HS2 Ltd cost comparisons of C1 (Liberty Lane), C6 (HS2 Ltd proposal) and other 

options (17 July 2015) 
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2 

HS2 Ltd updated costings between July and 17 September 2015 for C6 (HS2 Ltd 

proposal)  
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3 

HS2 Ltd updated costings between July and 17 September 2015 for C5 (Leather Lane)  
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