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3 September 2014 
 

HS2 – Property Consultation 2014 
 

The 10,000 residents of Ickenham are going to be very adversely affected by the construction and 
operation of HS2 Phase One. This is clearly stated by HS2 Ltd in their Phase One Environmental Statement 
dated November 2013. There is also further potential adverse impact if the Heathrow spurs are built. 

The latest proposals redefining some properties in Ickenham as 'rural' are an improvement but they 
remain hugely insufficient for the majority of households which will be affected. 

The scheme does not recognise that blight extends beyond 300 m. Ickenham will suffer from 3 
construction sites operating in some cases 24/7 and for up to ten years.  

We believe the government should offer a Property Bond scheme which should be available to property 
owners who suffer a loss in property value due to HS2. The Property Bond should be honoured by the 
government and guarantee that the government will assume role of purchaser of last resort and purchase 
the property at an unblighted value. There would be no qualifying reason for the sale. 

We also believe that the proposed Need to Sell scheme is too restrictive and should be open to all 
households who for whatever reason wish to move and cannot do this because they cannot sell or loss of 
value due to HS2.   

1.       What are your views on our proposals for the ‘Alternative Cash Offer’ 

The arbitrary boundary of 120m is unfair to the majority of Ickenham households affected by HS2.  

2.       What are your views on our proposals for the Home Owner Payment 

Again an arbitrary boundary of 300m from the line is totally unfair to the many properties which will be 
sited near construction sites, on construction routes and adversely affected by 10 years+ of construction 
activities.  

If the Government really wishes us to ‘share in the benefits of HS2’ then every property in Ickenham 
should receive some form of payment. 

If the government is serious about addressing the blight from HS2 the ‘Northolt tunnel’ should be 
extended beyond the Colne Valley thereby avoiding Ickenham and Harefield.  

 


