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WhyBFARe?

CBFAR&A & || @2t dzy G NE OF YLI ATy FAIKOGAYI FT2N .-SRT
West rail route Whilst generally supporting the principle of a railway between Oxford and
CambridgeBFARe&onsiders theoption E route selected blyWRE€and the current alignment
selection is based on a critically flawed 2019 public consultation, a situation further aggravated by a
lack of transparency from EWRE@ providing key information.

C BFAR®Trings togethe parishes through which East West Rail potentially passes in Bedfordshire
plus CPRBedfordshire By contrasEWRE fflawed route selection consultation failed to
communicate with many affected people, missed key Parishes from the Prescribed Consultee List
and distorted the reporting of public response to suit an agenda agreed with selected pressure
groups and local authorities with questionable public mandate.

C Responding to a significant groundswell of concern across the Bedford BoRfei§R@ims to
coordinate local opinion, challenge the preferred robietween Bedford and the EaStoast Main
Line, and propose a realistic alternative whialtly meets the key objectives of all stakeholders.

C BFARe seek3fTand EWREsupport for reconsideration of current plans, and requests immediate
fresh consultations aimed at bae&hecking past assumptions and identifying an optimum route
across Bedfordshire that will enhance the whole EWR Central Section; will offer the maximum
economic and social benefit; and fully support Government aspirations for a low carbon economy,
and the required regeneration and economic growth across the OxfGainbridge Arc.



C A key centre in the Oxfor@ambridgeArc.

C Potential to takefull advantage of
A Historic Town Centre. iy DevelopmentlGiis

Marston V ./:' [

Convenient connections to London and across the Arc.

Strategic Communications infrastructure.

Unique transport location benefitting from EWR.

Attractive countryside and rural landscapes.
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Good value housinglusreadily available -
development land South of Bedford : | i e e =i

BFARe considers th&ast West RailGelected Route E from 5 routes after a
consultation in 2019 that was flawed and needs to bemm to
achieve the best outcome for Bedford and EWR




Alignment | EWR Alignment | ECML Station Cambourne | Notes
Ravensden | (Shortlisted) Station
Better environment & support to housing growth than @
(North) St NeOtS (OPT- A) N £340m cheaper than @) Viaduct AL at Black Cat & Gt Quse.
), with viaduct from Black
(North) St Neots (Opt A) :::Iodséets(:lls:.‘ %gwﬁta%\smtz;xa uct from Black Cat over A1

(North) @

St Neots (Opt. B)

£270m cheaper than @

(South) | @ -operc | Tempsford (Opt. B)

Does not follow A428. Shortest Route.
Most Expensive £2.3-2.5 bn
Requires viaduct over A1 & Gt Ouse with Road A428 bridge

s Crosses near Black Cat, Better environmental

Reference Case

(South)

N £120m cheaper than @) Best route for Temp & Cam N
Viaduct over A421/A1/Gt Ouse and bridge under A428

AP e

Twin Rail Track  Viaduct

Results in

Ravensden
Crossroads | ™

~~N

\#/ )

Q ===

Aty Waterbeach

Cambridge North O

A28

Cambridge
station

Caombridge South |,
ropieed

St Neots South
Option B station (new)

Bedford St Johns

C Devastation of rural landscape & quality
agricultural land.

C Longer route, with steep gradients, tight & Significant difficulties in Clapham area

curves and greater journey times.
C No supporting study on environment,

with highways, Gt Ouse river/flood plain,
links from MML and difficult terrain.

climate change, air quality and pollution. & Complex civiéngineering.

BEDFORDFORAREEONSTTON




Impact of Option E
on Urban Bedford

C9 2 w/ €fack MML proposal causes
devastation of tightlyknit communities.

C Compulsory purchase involving up to 100 ho

C Disruption of existing MML including:
A Flyover from existing MML over the A6 highway.
A Additional tracks added to existing MML.
A Lengthy viaduct in the Clapham area.
A Replacement and extension of existing bridges.
A Remodelling/replacement of Bedford Midland Station.
A Great Ouse flood plain compromises construction & civil works.

opti

C Hugely expensive relocation of Thameslink carriage sidings to an unkocation.

C Further overloading of access roads & parking at Bedford Midland deters passenget
Cal 22NJ 4N} O] dzLJANI RS 3 adldA2z2y NBodzaf R

C All trains (including Freight) routed through urban Bedfgmbise, pollution, vibration
& AQMA concerns especially in absence of electrification.



