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The Line of Route in Detail

This would offer a potential alternative route 
through the Chilterns AONB. It would be the 
same as the proposed Route 3 between 
Euston and West Ruislip, where it would 
diverge to pass Beaconsfield and High 
Wycombe on their eastern sides, entering the 
Chilterns AONB near Seer Green and 
continuing at surface level (including a number 
of short viaducts). It would avoid impacts on 
other areas of habitation by means of two long 
tunnels through the remainder of the Chilterns 
AONB separated by a new 720 metre viaduct 
to span the lower reaches of the Hughenden 
Valley. The route would surface north of the 
Chilterns, outside the AONB to the west of 
Princes Risborough, then strike north to rejoin 
the proposed Route 3 and the former Great 
Central corridor south of Brackley.

Alternative “Route 2.5”

Source: © Crown copyright and database right 2009. All rights 
reserved. Ordnance Survey Licence number 0100049190

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.



High Speed Rail Consultation
Alternative Routes Considered “Route 2.5”

Key factors considered

Cost
• It would be around £800 million (including 

risk) more expensive to construct than the 
proposed route.

Demand
• Journey times would be around a minute 

and a half longer than the proposed route, 
which would reduce the benefits of HS2.

Sustainability
• Route 2.5 would follow the same alignment 

as the proposed route from Euston to West 
Ruislip and from Brackley to the West 
Midlands, therefore would have the same 
impacts in terms of sustainability from our 
proposed Route 3 along these sections. 

• The differences between the two are chiefly 
their effects in the Chilterns. Route 2.5 
would have a shorter distance on the 
surface in the Chilterns AONB, but it would 
cut a new transport corridor through the 
landscape whereas Route 3 follows the 
existing A413 corridor. Route 2.5 also 
requires a 700 metre viaduct, up to 22 
metres high, across the Hughenden Valley. 
This would cause a large number of people 
to be affected by noise in that valley.  
It would also affect views of the valley.

• This route would also have more significant 
impacts on townscapes than Route 3, 
including around Haddenham, Ilmer, 
Chearsley, Dorton and Kingsey. The tunnel 
under Gerrards Cross would be likely to 
require a vent shaft in or close to the town. 
A further 50 properties were estimated to be 
demolished including 30 residential 
dwellings.

• In March 2010 it was estimated that 
around 3,500 properties might be annoyed 
by noise. 

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.
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