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The Line of Route in Detail:

This route would leave the Old Oak Common 
area northwards in a tunnel for almost 17 miles 
to a point near Kings Langley near the M25. 
From Kings Langley it would pass through fairly 
open countryside by a series of cuttings and 
embankments passing close to Berkhamsted 
and passing through the Chilterns AONB at 
surface for approximately four miles. It would 
then head across country to pass over the 
West Coast Main Line on a viaduct before 
leaving the AONB, crossing open countryside 
to the West of Milton Keynes, away from the 
West Coast Main Line corridor. It would 
continue towards Kenilworth on a new route 
through open countryside, from where it would 
share the same alignment as the proposed 
route. The line would include two further tunnels 
in the Catesby area but otherwise would be a 
mix of embankments, cuttings and a number of 
low viaducts with similar impacts to our 
proposed route. 

Alternative “Route 4”
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Find out here about an alternative route for HS2 (London to West Midlands) 
that we looked at when developing options including:

• a description of this alternative route; and
• key factors considered for this route.
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Key factors considered: 

Strategic Fit
This route would make a direct connection from 
HS2 (London to West Midlands) to Heathrow 
impractical: it would be a very much longer 
connection than for the proposed route, and 
would itself cross sections of the Chilterns. 
Such a link would cost in the region of £4 billion 
to £5 billion, around £1.5 billion more than a link 
from Route 3.

Engineering
The London tunnel would be a major 
construction challenge, requiring the 
construction of approximately 14 vent shafts 
compared with 7 for the recommended route 
and possibly additional means of evacuating 
passengers in the event of an emergency.

Cost
This route would be around £2.5 billion 
(including risk) more expensive to construct 
than the proposed route, largely due to the long 
tunnelled section out of London. The cost 
would rise further if additional evacuation 
features (such as a service tunnel) were 
required.

Demand
Journey times between Birmingham and 
London would be around a minute and a half 
longer than for the proposed route, which 
would have a small, but noticeable, impact on 
demand for HS2 (London to West Midlands) 
services.

Sustainability
This route follows a completely different 
alignment from the proposed route for 
consultation (Route 3) between Old Oak 
Common and Kenilworth and it would have 
some better sustainability impacts and some 
worse. It would perform worse in terms of 
biodiversity, as it would affect a number of sites 
of special scientific interest. It would have a 
shorter distance on the surface in the Chilterns 
AONB, and fewer effects on registered parks 
and gardens than Route 3. It would perform 
better in terms of people affected by noise but 
this does not take into account mitigation 
measures. Fewer properties would be at risk of 
demolition, but more would be at risk of being 
isolated or difficult to reach as a result of the 
new railway line.

If you would like more detail on 
this topic

Please visit our website –  
http://highspeedrail.dft.gov.uk/ – where you will 
see the “High Speed Rail: Investing in Britain’s 
Future – Consultation” and all the 
documentation published alongside it, as well 
as detailed maps of the proposed route 
between London and the West Midlands and 
images and visualisations.


