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10 Noise and vibration
Question 1.10.1
Does the assessment of noise effects in ES chapter 14 consider all
appropriate residential receptors along the route, taking account of
individual dwellings and communities?

Response
1. The assessment of noise effects in the Environmental Statement (ES)
(document reference 6.1) considers the effect of noise on all residential
receptors along the route, taking account of both individual dwellings and
communities.
2. Section 14.2, chapter 14 of the ES describes the methodology for the
selection of the study area within which residential noise sensitive
receptors for construction and operational noise are identified and
assessed. The extent of the study area is considered to be appropriate for
this assessment as it follows the relevant guidance in each case, i.e. BS
52281 for construction noise and vibration and the Design Manual for
Roads and Bridges (DMRB)2 for operational noise.
3. Paragraph 14.1.1 of chapter 14 of the ES confirms that:
“The assessment of noise and vibration considers the likely significant
noise and vibration effects arising from the construction and operation of
the scheme on people, primarily where they live ('residential receptors')
both on an individual dwelling basis and on a community basis, including
any shared community open areas.”

1

BRITISH STANDARDS INSTITUTION (2014), Code of practice for noise and vibration
control on construction and open sites: Part 1 Noise and Part 2 Vibration
2
THE HIGHWAYS AGENCY, TRANSPORT SCOTLAND, WELSH ASSEMBLY, DRD (2011),
Design Manual for Roads and Bridges Volume 11, Section 3, Part 7,HD 213/11 – Revision 1,
TSO
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4. A residential receptor (dwelling) is defined, for the purpose of the
assessment, as a place of permanent residence. Within these study areas,
residential receptors were initially identified using Ordnance Survey
Address Point data. Further to this, residential receptors have been
identified from land searches, on-line council tax records, engagement
(with local community groups and the local authority) and other project
resources. In addition to those receptors identified as dwellings the
following residential uses have been included in the assessment: barracks,
care homes, children’s homes, convents, HM Prisons, HM Young
offenders institutes, nurses homes, nursing homes, public houses
(assuming live in landlord), residential moorings, and retirement
homes. Other types of receptor that may have been categorised as a
residential receptor were reviewed on a case-by-case basis. For example,
farms were reviewed using information from site visits and online tools to
establish whether there is a residential element.
5. A residential community has been defined in paragraph 14.2.41 of the ES,
and refers to a group of residential receptors (permanent dwellings)
situated close to each other. In the case of most communities, this would
represent a particular town, village or hamlet, and the community, or
relevant part, would be referred to by the place name.
6. All residential receptors, as defined above and falling within the spatial
scope of the assessment, have been included using quantitative
information at specific and representative assessment locations. These
assessment locations are shown in the ES, appendices 14.5 and 14.6 of
the Environmental Statement Appendices (document reference 6.3), and
figures 14.1, 14.3, 14.5 and 14.7 of the Environmental Statement Figures
(document reference 6.2). Figure 14.1 also shows the assessment
locations that have been used to assess the effects on committed
developments where dwellings will be located in the future.
7. Each of the assessment locations is representative of a number of
residential receptors (dwellings). In this way all residential (dwelling)
receptors within the study area (as defined in section 14.2 of chapter 14 of
the ES) have been considered.
8. The number of residential dwellings represented at each assessment
location is recorded in the assessment tables in ES Appendices 14.5 and
14.6 (in the column titled “Number of Residential” for each Assessment
Location ID).
9. In conclusion it is considered that the assessment of noise and vibration
effects reported in chapter 14 of the ES considers all appropriate
residential receptors along the route, taking account of individual dwellings
and communities.

HE/A14/EX/37
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Question 1.10.2
Was the baseline data for the noise assessment agreed with local
authorities? Please identify any matters where agreement was not
reached and explain why.

Response
11. Highways England considers that there are no matters of disagreement
with local authorities with respect to the baseline data for the noise
assessment.
12. As part of the ongoing engagement process, Highways England met with
Cambridge City Council, South Cambridgeshire District Council and
Huntingdonshire District Council (the local authorities) on 29 January 2014
to discuss and agree the methodology to be adopted for the noise
assessment. The approach to gathering baseline survey data was included
in these agreements. It was agreed, among other things, that:


proposed baseline noise monitoring locations would be identified on
a map and circulated to the local authorities' representatives;



the local authorities would advise whether they considered that the
earlier baseline data from the Ellington to Fen Ditton scheme
(Highways Agency, 2009) was valid for the environmental impact
assessment (EIA), by review of traffic flow data;



baseline noise surveys should combine continuous loggers and
short term measurements; and



night time noise impacts were to be included in the assessment.

13. The minutes were circulated to attendees on 31 January 2014. The first
two of the four points above required the following subsequent actions:


Proposed baseline noise measurement locations were marked on
maps, which were circulated by Highways England (by email) on 10
March 2014. South Cambridgeshire District Council responded on
1 May 2014 with some specific locations to be considered. No
other response was received.



Cambridge City Council advised by email, on 31 January 2015, that
there was little change and no general trend in change of traffic
flows since they were counted in 2006 at Swavesey. The validity of
the Ellington to Fen Ditton data was also confirmed in an email from
South Cambridgeshire District Council dated 1 May 2015.

14. Paragraph 14.1.31, chapter 14, of the ES notes that particular monitoring
locations were requested by the LAs for inclusion and these were
represented in the noise surveys. These included long-term noise
monitoring at:


Swavesey to Girton - Acorn Avenue area, Bar Hill; and
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Cambridge Northern Bypass - Lone Tree Avenue area.

15. The applicant met with Cambridge City Council on 30 April 2015 to
discuss, amongst other matters, noise issues. A number of queries were
raised about the baseline information and further information was provided
on 8 May. Cambridge City Council has since confirmed that they are
happy with the information provided and that the baseline data is agreed.
16. The applicant met with South Cambridgeshire District Council on 14 May
2015 to specifically discuss noise issues. Further queries have since been
received since the meeting and there continues to be ongoing technical
dialogue. However, Highways England has not received any information
or other indication that there are matters of disagreement between South
Cambridgeshire District Council and Highways England on baseline data.
17. Highways England also met with Huntingdonshire District Council on 14
May 2015 to specifically discuss noise issues. It was confirmed that there
were no matters of disagreement on baseline noise data.
18. Highways England therefore considers that there are no matters of
disagreement with any of the local authorities with respect to the baseline
data.

HE/A14/EX/37
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Question 1.10.3
Significant impacts from noise and vibration during construction are
predicted to impact on both residential and non-residential receptors.
How would site specific noise controls be agreed with the local
authorities before construction starts and how would the necessary
mitigation measures be secured?

Response
20. The provisions for controlling and managing noise and vibration from the
works are set out in the Code of Construction Practice (CoCP) (appendix
20.2 of the ES).
21. The CoCP sets out the general provisions that will be used to control and
minimise noise from the works. For example, it explains that Best
Practicable Means (BPM), as defined by section 72 of the Control of
Pollution Act 1974 (CoPA), would be applied to minimise construction
noise and vibration (paragraph 13.3.1 of the CoCP). As part of BPM,
control measures would be applied on site as follows:


noise and vibration control at source. For example, the selection of
quiet or low vibration equipment, review of construction
methodology to consider quieter methods, location of equipment on
site, control of working hours, the provision of acoustic enclosures
and the use of less intrusive alarms, such as broadband vehicle
reversing warnings; and then



screening: for example local screening of equipment or perimeter
hoarding.

22. Sections 60 and 61 of the Control of Pollution Act 1974 (CoPA) give
statutory powers to local authorities to control construction noise and
vibration from worksites. Section 60 of the Act allows local authorities to
serve notices on contractors to control noise and vibration from the works.
Alternatively, section 61 sets out provisions for those undertaking works to
obtain ‘Prior Consent’ from the local authority. An application under this
section must contain particulars of:


the works, and the method by which they are to be carried out; and



the steps proposed to be taken to minimise noise resulting from the
works.

23. If the local authority considers that the application contains sufficient
information for the purpose it can give its consent to the application. The
local authority has the power to and would normally:


attach conditions to the consent;



limit or qualify the consent to allow for any change in circumstances;
and
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limit the duration of the consent.

24. The consent conditions are enforceable and any person who knowingly
carries out the works, or permits the works to be carried out, in
contravention of any conditions will be guilty of causing an offence and
could be prosecuted.
25. The CoCP requires the main contractors to seek and obtain prior consents
from the relevant local authority under section 61 for the works. By
definition, the site-specific controls must be agreed with and consented by
the local authority before the works can start.
26. The relevant British Standard for noise and vibration on construction sites
(British Standard 5228 part 13) states at section 4 of the standard that:
“Good relations with people living and working in the vicinity of site
operations are of paramount importance. Early establishment and
maintenance of these relations throughout the carrying out of site
operations will go some way to allaying people’s fears.”
27. In response, section 4 of the CoCP states:
“4.1.1 The Highways Agency will prepare a community engagement
strategy for the construction stage of the scheme that will provide the
approach to community engagement and a step-by-step guide to the
enquiries and complaints procedure. The strategy will include procedures
to:


maintain effective community engagement throughout the
construction period to build on existing relationships with the
communities alongside the scheme;



inform affected communities in advance of the relevant construction
works commencing about how the effects of construction activities
will be managed and, as appropriate, mitigated;



inform affected communities in advance of the relevant construction
works commencing about the timetable of the construction works;
and



provide information on the enquiry and complaints procedures and
how this is operated.”

28. Requirement 3 of the Schedule 2 Requirements, contained in the Draft
Development Consent Order (DCO) (document reference 3.1), requires
that the development must be carried out in accordance with the
provisions of the CoCP.

3

British Standards Institute (2014). BS5228-1:2009+A1:2014, Code of practice for noise and vibration
control on construction and open sites - Noise.
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Question 1.10.4
IAN185/15 has been published since the submission of the DCO
application. Could different outputs have occurred had the assessments
been made on the basis of the new advice?

Response
Context
29. IAN185/15 was published in February 2015, after the submission and
acceptance of the DCO application. The IAN provides updated advice to
support highway scheme assessments. Of relevance to this Question is
the advice to use ‘speed-band categories’ for noise modelling and
assessment.
Method
30. This note reports the initial outline sensitivity tests undertaken on the
potential implications of using ‘speed band categories’. This has been
undertaken by:


Applying the appropriate speed band category to the speeds in the
‘do minimum’ and ‘do something’ traffic model used for the noise
assessments4;



Considering the change in Basic Noise Level (BNL)5 assuming all
other parameters remain unchanged save for the application of the
appropriate speed band category; and



Identifying locations along the proposed scheduled works where the
change in BNLs could change the noise outputs as reported in the
ES (chapter 14 and its supporting figures and appendices).

4

In line with the traffic modelling update report as submitted on 15 June 2015.
The Basic Noise Level is defined in the Governments Calculation of Road Traffic Noise
(CRTN) 1988, as the noise level at a reference distance of 10m away from the nearside
carriageway edge and is obtained from the traffic flow, the speed of the traffic, the
composition of the traffic, the gradient of the road and the road surface.
5
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Initial Risk Review
31. The assessment of noise effects, in line with DMRB HD213/11, is
principally linked to the evaluation of changes in road traffic noise brought
about by the proposed scheme. Of greatest interest is if, and if so where,
the application of IAN 185/15 could result in greater magnitude of impacts
than those reported in the ES. This could be where the applicable speed
band categories decrease the do-minimum noise level and increase the
do-something noise level. Such a scenario could lead to a significant
adverse effect under IAN 185/15 where no significant effect was identified
and reported in the ES.
32. In applying IAN 185/15 speed band categories to the current speed
profiles the initial assessment of risk of identifying additional significant
effects in the following locations is shown in Table 10.1.
Table 10.1 Initial IAN 185/15 assessment

Location
A1 just north of the
existing A1 / A14
junction

Initial risk review
The length of road (link) potentially affected is short, the likely
change in noise levels is small and there are few noise receptors in
the vicinity. Negligible risk to noise effects assessment.

Section of A1
realigned by the
scheme to the west
of Brampton

The change in noise levels is small (less than 0.5 dB). Negligible
risk to noise effects assessment.

Cambridge northern
bypass between
Histon / Impington
and Milton

The magnitude of potential noise increase is potentially over 2 dB.
Combined with the noise increase already forecast in the ES due to
increase traffic volumes and given the number of receptors at
Orchard Park and Blackwell Caravan site that could be subject to
the change, there is a moderate risk that the noise assessment
outputs reported in the ES for these areas could be made
worse by the application of IAN 185/15.

Next Steps
33. The risk assessment reported in the previous section is preliminary and
only an outline assessment. It merely presents the results of the early
work carried out to date.
34. A detailed review of the implications of IAN 185/15 with regard to the noise
assessment is being undertaken for the section of the Cambridge northern
bypass between Histon / Impington and Milton based on the results of this
initial risk review.
35. The detailed review will consider the potential need to provide further noise
mitigation in line with sustainability criteria set out in the ES and in
Highways England's response to written question #1.10.12, should the
detailed assessment identify any new likely significant effects.
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Question 1.10.5
The magnitude and duration of significant vibration effects is proposed
to be included in the final Local Environmental Management Plan
(LEMP) following engagement with owners and operators. Without this
assessment, how have the likely significant effects from vibration been
assessed?

Response
36. The matters raised in this question relate to two specific non-residential
receptors identified in the ES where likely significant effects have been
reported because they are potentially “sensitive to vibration from the
proposed construction work”.
37. These receptors are identified in chapter 14 of the ES, figures 14.1 and
14.3 of the ES Figures and appendix 14.4 of the ES Appendices. The likely
significant effects at these receptors have been identified on a
precautionary basis, using a ‘worst case’ assumption regarding their
sensitivity.
38. Paragraph 3.2.9 of Appendix 14.4 of the ES states:
“Potentially vibration-sensitive facilities have been identified at the
research centre between Alconbury and Brampton Hut [Huntingdon
Research Centre] and the advanced technologies and bioscience research
centre in Cambridge Science Park. Significant adverse vibration effects
(CV-N01 and CV-N02) have been identified on a worst case basis at these
receptors. Before construction commences in consultation with the
property owners and occupants, the Highways Agency will refine the
assessment and bring forward any additional mitigation measures that
may be required at these locations. The magnitude and duration of any
significant effect and the mitigation to avoid it would be included in the
relevant final Local Environmental Management Plan following further
engagement with the owners and operators as noted above.”
39. The assessment is precautionary because it was assumed that the two
receptors were categorised as being of the highest potential vibration
sensitivity (see screening criteria at paragraph 3.3.1 and table 3.2 of
appendix 14.3 of the ES); i.e. they were coded as “V1 - Vibration sensitive
research and manufacturing (e.g. computer chip manufacture); hospitals
with vibration sensitive equipment / operations; universities with vibration
sensitive research equipment / operations”.

HE/A14/EX/37
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40. Vibration sensitive research and manufacturing is usually located away
from the built environment and transport corridors (to avoid vibration
sources). If these activities are undertaken in facilities located within the
built environment or near transport corridors then vibration mitigation is
provided within the facility (to also protect from internally generated
vibration such as foot fall vibration and door slams). It may be reasonable
to expect therefore that if there were highly vibration sensitive equipment/
activities located inside each of these receptors then steps will have
already been taken to protect such equipment and activities. However, for
this assessment a cautious approach has been adopted to the assessment
of likely significant effects for two principal reasons:


First, the assumption that there are highly vibration sensitive
equipment / activities in these centres; and



Secondly, the assumption that if there are vibration sensitive
operations / activities then there is no vibration mitigation already
present at the centres to protect the operations / activities.

41. Further dialogue and investigation may confirm that there are no vibration
sensitive operations at these receptors or any vibration sensitive
equipment is already sufficiently protected. Should this be the case then it
follows that there will be no likely significant effect. Alternatively, further
investigation may confirm the magnitude and duration of the significant
effect. If so, protection measures will be identified and implemented to
mitigate the effect. Should any highly vibration sensitive equipment or
activities be identified at any of the receptors, the ES sets out the steps
that will be taken to protect the facilities. Paragraph 3.2.9 of appendix 14.4
of the ES explains:
 As required by the CoCP the contractor(s) will seek consent for the
construction methodology and best practicable means steps to
minimise noise (including vibration) from the local authority under s.61
of the Control of Pollution Act before starting construction (refer also to
Highways England's response to written question #1.10.3).
 “Before construction commences in consultation with the property
owners and occupants” Highways England “will refine the assessment
and bring forward any additional mitigation measures that may be
required at these locations”;
 “The magnitude and duration of any significant effect” identified by the
refined assessment “would be included in the relevant final Local
Environmental Management Plan* following further engagement with
the owners and operators”; and
 “mitigation to avoid” the significant effect identified by the refined
assessment “would be included in the relevant final Local
Environmental Management Plan”.
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42. It follows that Highways England will engage with the owners and
operators of these two research facilities to inform the preparation of the
LEMP. Furthermore, control and mitigation measures will be secured
through the LEMP to mitigate any residual significant vibration effects
arising from the construction works.
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Question 1.10.6
Paragraph 14.2.91 of the ES notes that given the infrequent, irregular
and short duration of maintenance work, this phase of the proposed
development is unlikely to give rise to significant noise or vibration
effects. What is the basis of this conclusion? How would any short term
significant effects be mitigated?

Response
43. Paragraph 14.2.91, chapter 14 of the ES states: “There would be regular
planned maintenance work along the route. Given the infrequent, irregular
and short duration of works likely to cause appreciable noise or vibration,
maintenance work is considered unlikely to give rise to significant noise or
vibration effects.”
44. This conclusion is based on paragraph 3.12.3, chapter 3 of the ES, which
notes: “Typical activities carried out during operational maintenance would
include gully sweeping and clearing, winter servicing (including anti-icing),
highway marking, landscape management, asset inspections, reactive
road maintenance following road accidents, road improvement schemes
and associated traffic management.”
45. All of these maintenance activities are short in duration and irregular with
the potential exception of ‘road improvement schemes’. The reference to
road improvement schemes only refers to improvements falling within the
definition of maintenance.
46. Paragraph 3.12.3, chapter 3 of the ES continues: “The incumbent
managing agent for the highway would be responsible for assessing
operational maintenance activities in line with the Network Management
Manual, Routine and Winter Service Code (Highways Agency 2009a) and
the Design Manual for Roads and Bridges Volume 11 (Highways Agency,
2008).”
47. No mitigation measures are proposed because the noise and vibration
effects would not be significant. In any event, article 6(2) of the Draft DCO
only permits maintenance works to be carried out if they would have no
worse environmental effects than those reported in the ES. Article 6 of the
Draft DCO specifically states:
“6.—(1) The undertaker may at any time maintain the authorised
development, except to the extent that this Order or an agreement
made under this Order provides otherwise.
(2) Paragraph (1) does not extend to any maintenance works which
would give rise to any materially new or materially worse environmental
effects from those assessed in the environmental statement.”
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48.

It can be seen that the provisions of the Draft DCO would ensure that
no materially new or materially worse noise effects could occur. If
necessary, mitigation would need to be implemented at the time of the
works to ensure that any significant effects are avoided. If significant
effects did occur, Highways England would be acting beyond its powers
under the DCO and this could be enforced accordingly by the local
planning authority.
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Question 1.10.7
Paragraph 13.2.1 in Appendix 20.2 of the ES states that a noise and
vibration management plan would be prepared as part of the main
contractor’s Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP). Can
the applicant provide a draft of the CEMP, its relationship to the LEMP
and confirm how these documents would be secured.

Response
Local Environmental Management Plans (LEMPs)
49. The LEMPs will build on the general measures within the CoCP and
include specific measures relevant to the works being undertaken and the
environmental issues specific to each section of the scheme, as set out in
section 6 onwards of the CoCP.
50. Highways England and/or the employer’s representative and/or the main
contractors will engage with the local communities, local authorities, and
other stakeholders in order to seek to agree the LEMPs, as required by
section 3.5.3 of the CoCP.
Construction Environmental Management Plans (CEMPs)
51. As outlined in section 3.3 of the CoCP, Highways England will require its
Main Contractors to prepare a CEMP that will be certified to BS EN
ISO14001 Environmental Management Systems – Specification with
Guidance for Use (2004). The CEMP will include roles and responsibilities,
together with appropriate control measures, training and briefing
procedures, risk assessments and monitoring systems to be employed
during planning and constructing the works for all relevant topic areas,
including noise and vibration.
52. The CEMP will outline how the project’s environmental requirements,
including those within the CoCP and LEMPs will be managed and
implemented during the construction phase of the project. The CEMP is
not yet in preparation, but for information an example CEMP from another
highways scheme is provided in Appendix 10.1.
53. The CEMP will be subject to review and acceptance as being suitable by
Highways England.
54. Compliance with the CoCP is secured by Requirement 3 of the Draft DCO
in Schedule 2. The requirement for LEMPs is outlined in sections 1.1.3,
1.3.3 and 3.5 of the CoCP and the required CEMPs are outlined in section
3.3 of the CoCP.
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Question 1.10.8
Noise mitigation during the operational phase of the scheme is
proposed through various means, as described in Table 14.21 of the ES.
How would the installation of noise barriers be secured through the draft
DCO?

Response
55. As noted in Highways England's response to written question #1.10.12
and in accordance with DMRB HA 65/94 ‘Design for Environmental
Barriers’, the ES uses the term ‘noise barrier’ to describe any barrier (e.g.
fence, wall, landscape earthwork ‘bund’ or combinations of these)
constructed to impede the transmission of road traffic noise.
56. Envisaged noise barriers are shown on the General Arrangement Plans
(document reference 2.2) and the ES provides further information:


the height, length, general offset from the edge of the highway and
type of noise barriers are described in:
o the Outline Environmental Design Plans (figure 03.02 of the
ES Figures); and
o table 14.216 of the ES;



the other mitigation incorporated into the proposed scheme (e.g.
low noise surfacing and landscape earthworks) as set out in section
14.2 of the ES (paragraphs 14.2.20 to 14.2.23);



the effectiveness of the barriers and other noise mitigation is
described via:
o the reporting of significant effects and residual significant
effects (chapter 14 of the ES, figures 14.5 and 14.7 of the ES
Figures and appendices 14.5 and 14.6 of the ES
Appendices);
o noise contour maps and impact plans (figures 14.4 to 14.7 of
the ES Figures); and
o tabulation of calculated noise levels (appendices 14.5 and
14.6 of the ES Appendices).



the Register of Environmental Actions and Commitments – REAC at Appendix 20.1 of the ES Appendices, which records the following
action: AN2 - “Develop permanent noise mitigation as part of
detailed design in line with Appendix 14.1 of the ES (scheme
operational noise and vibration policy) and indicative noise barrier
locations in Figure 3.2.)”.

6

Please also refer to the DCO Application Errata Report (HE/A14/EX/10) for amendments to
Table 14.21 of the ES.
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Securing the installation of permanent noise barriers
57. A new Requirement will be added to the Draft DCO, the wording of which
is currently being considered by Highways England. This will secure the
details of the noise mitigation for the scheme, reflecting the measures set
out in the environmental statement. This will be included in the Applicant’s
revised Draft DCO to be submitted to ExA by Deadline 4 (Tuesday 7 July
2015) as defined by the ‘Rule 8 letter’ dated 21 May 2015.
58. The Scheme Operational Sound, Noise and Vibration Policy (appendix
14.1 of the ES Appendices) sets out generally how the detailed design of
noise mitigation will be developed following the making of the DCO and is
intended to provide:


certainty to the ExA in terms of minimising noise impact and
meeting the three aims of paragraph 5.195 of the NPS for National
Networks; and



flexibility to Highways England and its contractor(s) in terms of the
means to deliver the required noise performance within the
‘maximum extent’ of the noise impact defined by the ES (in line with
the Draft DCO and NPS NN 4.18, 4.19 and 4.20).

Requirement no 6 of the draft DCO regarding implementation and
maintenance of landscaping
59. The noise barrier adjacent to Brampton (refer to Highways England's
response to written question #1.10.12) is envisaged to be a landscape
earthworks (bund) to 2m above the carriageway with a 2m fence barrier
constructed on the crest of the bund.
60. Also landscape earthworks proposed along the Huntingdon Southern
Bypass to reduce visual impact will also reduce noise as set out in the ES
section 14.2.
61. The landscaping design of these earthworks will be subject to approval by
the Secretary of State following consultation with the relevant local
planning authority under Requirement 6 of the Draft DCO.
62. To ensure that the landscaping scheme is aligned with the written scheme
of noise mitigation intended to be secured under the proposed new
requirement in the DCO referred to above, Requirement 6 of the Draft
DCO will be amended to add “noise fences / walls" to the list of mitigation
measures to be included in the landscaping scheme (draft Requirement 6
(2)).
63. This amendment will be included in Highways England's revised Draft
DCO to be submitted to the ExA by Deadline 4 (Tuesday 7 July 2015) as
defined by the ‘Rule 8 letter’ dated 21 May 2015.
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Question 1.10.9
Paragraph 18.1.4 of the ES indicates that the traffic model which
underpins the noise assessment has been agreed with the local
planning authorities. Can the local authorities confirm that this is
correct?

Response
64. The traffic model that underpins the noise assessment for the scheme is
the Cambridge to Huntingdon A14 Roads Model version 2 (CHARM2).
CHARM2 has been developed as a completely new traffic model for the
sole purpose of supporting the A14 Cambridge to Huntingdon
improvement scheme. Networks have been developed from previous
modelling tools, comprising the Cambridge Sub-Regional Model (CSRM)
and the Cambridge to Huntingdon A14 Roads Model version 1 (CHARM1).
Networks have been thoroughly reviewed and re-coded to a consistent
standard in the Area of Detailed Modelling, defined as per guidance in the
Department for Transport’s WebTAG unit M3.1. Enhancements have also
been made elsewhere in less detailed parts of the network. Demand data
have been rebuilt for the entirety of the model. The CHARM2 model was
validated in July 2014; this replaced the CHARM1 model which was used
for early stages of the Development Phase of works and which was
validated in December 2013. CHARM1 in turn superseded the CSRM
2011 Present Year Validation model, the validation of which was reported
in November 2013.
65. A number of the elements of the CHARM2 traffic model, particularly
concerning the forecasting process, have been agreed with the local
planning authorities (agreements to be set out in the relevant Statements
of Common Ground). For the future year assessments, development and
local planning assumptions were agreed with planning officers at
Cambridgeshire County Council, Cambridge City Council, Huntingdonshire
District Council and South Cambridgeshire District Council in April 2014.
At this time, planning officers from the authorities provided their best view
as to developments that would be considered as being either ‘near certain’
or ‘more-than-likely’ to occur. These definitions are as per WebTAG unit
M4, which states that only developments with this level of certainty should
be included in the ‘core’ assessment scenario. Infrastructure schemes
assumed in the transport model forecasts were discussed and agreed with
Cambridgeshire County Council in March 2014. These development and
network assumptions define the future year ‘core’ scenarios, on which the
noise assessment has been based.
66. Additional further work is currently ongoing in parallel with discussions with
both the county and districts, to agree all further areas of the traffic
modelling for which agreement is outstanding. The areas of common
ground will be set out in the relevant Statements of Common Ground
which are to be submitted at Deadline 3 of the examination timetable (26
June 2015).
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67. The key aspects of the further sensitivity testing are variations around the
‘core’ forecasts to address analysis that has been undertaken by both
Cambridgeshire County Council and Cambridge City Council. These tests
are referred to as the Local Impact Tests.
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Question 1.10.10
Paragraph 14.1.31 of the ES describes the consultation with local
authorities regarding the approach to noise and vibration assessment,
including the need to measure night time noise and suggested baseline
noise measurement locations. Are these suggestions being taken on
board?

Response
68. During the pre-application stage, Highways England met with the relevant
local authorities (LAs) on 29 January 2014 to discuss and agree the
methodology to be adopted for the noise assessment. LA representatives
were present from Cambridge City Council, South Cambridgeshire District
Council and Huntingdonshire District Council. The approach to gathering
baseline survey data was included in these discussions. It was agreed
that:


proposed baseline noise monitoring locations would be identified on
a map and circulated to the LA representatives;



the LAs would advise whether they considered that the earlier
baseline data (including night-time) from the Ellington to Fen Ditton
scheme (Highways Agency, 2009) was valid for this ES, by review
of traffic flow data;



baseline noise surveys should combine continuous loggers and
short term measurements; and



night time noise impacts were to be included in the assessment.

69. The approach to gathering baseline survey data was included in these
discussions including the requirement to measure night time noise.
Regarding baseline measurement locations, proposed locations were
identified on a map and, on 10 March 2014, circulated to the LA
representatives for comment. South Cambridgeshire District Council
responded on 1 May 2014 with some specific locations to be considered,
which were included in the ES. No other response was received.
70. Night time noise was measured at various locations (informed by the
comments received from the LAs) using unattended loggers, which logged
sound levels continuously. These included long-term noise monitoring at:


Swavesey to Girton - Acorn Avenue area, Bar Hill; and



Cambridge Northern Bypass - Lone Tree Avenue area.
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71. The details of the baseline noise measurements are set out in the ES
Appendices: appendix 14.2, section 2.4 of which provides the results
graphically.
72. Since submission of the DCO application, Highways England has met with
officers of Cambridge City Council (30 April 2015), South Cambridgeshire
District Council (14 May 2015) and Huntingdonshire District Council (14
May 2015) to discuss, amongst other matters, the approach to the noise
assessment. The only matter of disagreement that has been identified,
specifically by Huntingdonshire District Council, relates to the method and
approach that has been used to assess noise effects arising from the
borrow pits. Highways England is undertaking a sensitivity test for the
borrow pits using the noise criteria set out in the Minerals Planning
Guidance7 and this will be shared with Huntingdonshire District Council.
Further discussion will be held with Huntingdonshire District Council to
resolve this point of difference.
73. In summary, it is considered that the suggestions from the LAs regarding
the need for night time baseline measurement at appropriate agreed
locations have been included in the assessment.

7

Technical Guidance to the National Planning Policy Framework – Minerals policy - Noise standards
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Question 1.10.11
What mitigation is proposed to address the construction and operational
noise effects of the proposed scheme on the University of Cambridge,
Sub Department of Animal Behaviour at Madingley? What agreement, if
any has been reached?

Response
74. The noise effects of the scheme on the Sub Department of Animal
Behaviour have been assessed, as reported in chapter 14 of the ES and
figures 14.1 and 14.3 and appendices 14.4, 14.5 and 14.6 of the ES
Figures and Appendices (Assessment Location 761).
75. With reference to the map in Figure 10.1 below, the receptor is directly
adjacent to the busy Huntingdon Road. It is close to the A14/A428 and
A14 to M11 slip (to the immediate north west of the receptor) and it is
close to the M11 (to the south west of the receptor). The existing
environment at the receptor and its grounds is therefore characterised by
elevated levels of road traffic noise.
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Figure 10.1 Extract from figure 14.7 of the ES Figures, showing location of University of Cambridge Sub
Department of Animal Behaviour and road labels

76. No likely significant effect at this receptor has been identified either during
the construction or operation of the scheme. No specific mitigation is
therefore proposed for this receptor. However, the protection measures set
out in the CoCP will apply.
77. As required by the CoCP, the contractor(s) will seek and obtain consent for
the works from the local authority under s.61 of the Control of Pollution Act
(1974, as amended) before starting construction. The application to the
local authority will set out the best practicable means to minimise noise
(including vibration) and it is likely that conditions will be imposed by the
local authority to secure the accepted noise and vibration control
measures (refer also to Highways England’s response to written question
#1.10.3).
78. Highways England will seek to engage with the owners and operators of
the research facility to confirm their agreement to the specific points raised
in the ExA's question.
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Question 1.10.12
ES section 14.15 makes reference to noise mitigation measures such as
noise barriers and bunds. Please explain the design approach for both
of these measures, with particular reference to their height.

Response
79. The question refers to noise barriers and bunds. Highways England
understands that this refers to all types of barriers, in accordance with the
definition used in the ES, which uses the term ‘noise barrier’ to describe
any barrier (e.g. fence, wall, landscape earthwork ‘bund’ or combinations
of these) constructed to impede the transmission of road traffic noise. This
definition is also in accordance with DMRB HA 65/948 ‘Design for
Environmental Barriers’.
80. The diagram in Figure 10.2 below is taken from DMRB HA 65/94 and
shows the principles of a noise barrier between a road and sensitive
receptor to reduce noise levels at that receptor.
Figure 10.2 The principles of a noise barrier

8

THE HIGHWAYS AGENCY, SCOTTISH EXECUTIVE DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT, WELSH
ASSEMBLY, DRD (2001), Design Manual for Roads and Bridges Volume 10, Section 5, Part 1, HA
65/94, TSO
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81. The following sections of this response set out the ‘design approach’ for
noise barriers within the proposed scheme with particular reference to their
height. Noise barriers are solid structures (e.g. wood fences, walls or
earthwork ‘bunds’). As noted in DMRB HA 65/94 the “planting of trees and
shrubs … behind the barrier” will “soften further its appearance in the view
from affected properties”. However, whilst what people see may influence
their perception of what they hear, and being visually screened from a road
may increase people’s sense environmental mitigation, all typical and
generally practicable forms of planting between the road and received
have no effect on noise levels.
82. First, the barrier proposals are explained within the context of the noise
mitigation strategy. Then an explanation is given for the identification of
noise barriers and definition of their height in accordance with the noise
mitigation strategy. Finally, the approach to noise barrier design is
explained.
Noise mitigation strategy
Mitigation Hierarchy
83. Noise barriers are only one of a number of forms of noise mitigation
integrated into the proposed scheme. It is important that noise barriers are
not considered in isolation.
84. Noise mitigation has been proposed in line with the NPS NN (paragraph
5.198) in terms of the following hierarchy of avoiding, reducing and
offsetting effects which in noise terms is about mitigating at source first,
then by looking at noise barriers and only then mitigation at the receiver.
Example measures under this hierarchy include:


Materials: The proposed scheme incorporates low noise road
surfacing. Highways England intends to have completed installation
of low noise surfacing at Important Areas on the existing network by
2021 with or without the proposed scheme (ES Chapter 14, Section
14.2 – paragraphs 14.2.18 to 14.2.23).



Lay out:
o The alignment of the new sections of the proposed scheme
has been selected to minimise environmental impact,
including noise, as far as sustainable.
o The base scheme design for the new Huntingdon southern
bypass includes landscape earthworks that also reduce
wayside noise.
o Additional noise mitigation has been incorporated into the
scheme (ES, chapter 14, section 14.5), in the form of noise
fence barriers. These fence barriers are to meet the noise
mitigation strategy as summarised in this note.
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Receptor mitigation is proposed where sustainable scheme
mitigation has been exhausted, and the residual noise levels
exceed the relevant trigger values at residential dwellings, noise
insulation would be provided in accordance with the Noise
Insulation Regulations.

Maximising mitigation and minimising adverse impacts as far as sustainable
85. A hierarchical approach has been applied in determining whether
additional mitigation of noise, i.e. in addition to the mitigation provided by
the scheme route alignment and landscaping, is sustainable in the context
of Government noise policy. This hierarchy considers:


benefit (monetised benefit of noise reduction evaluated using
WebTAG) compared to cost of the mitigation;



engineering practicability;



other environmental effects potentially caused by the mitigation (for
example landscape or visual effects); and



stakeholder engagement and consultation responses.

86. Where this response says, for example, ‘where sustainable’ or ‘as far as
sustainable’ it is in the terms described above.
Identification of noise barriers in line with the mitigation strategy
87. The scheme noise policy (appendix 14.1 of the ES Appendices) sets out
how noise and vibration from the operation of the scheme would be
controlled through detailed design, post making of the DCO, in line with the
assessment methodology defined in the ES (chapter 14, section 14.2 and
appendix 14.3 of the ES Appendices).
88. The base scheme for which operational noise has been assessed in the
ES includes landscape earthworks (i.e. earth bunds and false cuttings)
where these have been proposed to mitigate visual and landscape effects.
89. The noise reduction provided by a barrier is determined by:


its height (to the top edge of the barrier) above carriageway surface
(which may be different to its height above local ground);



its offset to the edge of the carriageway (the closer to the
carriageway a barrier can be located the greater the noise reduction
it will provide); and



its length.
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90. Three dimensional noise modelling, implementing the Calculation of Road
Traffic Noise9 procedures required by DMRB HD213/11 and the NPS for
National Networks has identified where additional noise mitigation could
address likely significant effects of noise that would otherwise exist for the
base scheme. The design of this noise-specific mitigation has also
considered the visual and other impacts that this noise mitigation may
create, as well as the other hierarchy of parameters outlined above.
Noise Barrier Design

9 Calculation of Road Traffic Noise – CRTN (Department of Transport and Welsh Office, 1988).
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91. As noted in appendix 14.6 of the ES Appendices (paragraph 2.1.5):
“Noise barriers and landscape barriers would be designed in accordance
with DMRB, HA 65/94 Design Guide for Environmental Barriers (Highways
Agency 1994/2001) and HA 66/95 Environmental Barriers: Technical
Requirements (Highways Agency 1995).”
92. Noise barriers only start to reduce noise when they break the line of sight
between the noise source (road) and receiver. Even when the barrier
breaks the line of sight, road traffic noise can be heard within the ‘shadow
zone’ of the barrier because sound will diffract around the top of the
barrier. The noise reduction achieved can be increased by increasing the
path difference between the noise and the receiver (see Figure 10.2
above). Clearly the height of the barrier and the level of noise reduction it
provides needs to be balanced against practical limitations and within the
constraints of the other aspects considered in relation to sustainability
(noted above). A barrier that is located close to a road is more effective
than an identical barrier located further away from the road because the
closer barrier creates a greater path difference. In other words, the sound
has to travel over a greater distance between the source and the receiver
by comparison to the distance the sound would have to travel if its path
was not obstructed. It is for this reason that barriers should be located as
close as practicable to the noise source in order to maximise the level of
noise reduction that they provide.
93. The noise calculations and the assessments reported in the ES for each
assessment location take account of the three dimensional geometry - e.g.
including the carriageway height; receptor location and height; intervening
topography; and the total barrier height (e.g. fence barrier, landscape
earthwork or the sum of these where a fence barrier is proposed on top of
an earthwork – as is the case adjacent to Brampton, for example). The
height, length and location of the barrier (proximity to the source) are
designed, in so far as it is technically feasible to, so as to optimise the level
of noise attenuation provided by the barrier whilst minimising the visual
impacts and ensuring that the costs are proportionate to the benefits they
provide.
94. In the ES, the “total barrier height” in table 14.21, section 14.5 of chapter
14 is actually only the height of the fence barrier. This adjacent column of
the table – ‘Description’ – describes the total height of the barrier where
this is, for example, formed by adding a fence barrier to the top of a
landscape earthwork bund.
95. To avoid noise reflecting off the inner side of a fence barrier and potentially
increasing noise on the far side of the highway noise fence barriers can be
made acoustically absorptive (grassed earthen bunds are naturally
absorptive). The ES notes which fence noise barriers are envisaged, as
needed, to be acoustically absorptive on the highway side of the barrier as
set out in table 14.21 of chapter 14 of the ES.
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Question 1.10.13
The construction and operational effects of noise on commercial and
residential properties in the vicinity of the Cambridge Northern Bypass
has been assessed as significantly adverse without mitigation. Have the
proposed mitigation measures and their effectiveness been discussed
with IPs and if so, what was the outcome? If no discussions have taken
place, why not?

Response
Pre-Application Consultation
Non-statutory consultation
Regular Stakeholder Forum
96. Consultations were held with local authorities at a series of Stakeholder
Forum events. These authorities were:


Cambridgeshire County Council;



Cambridge City Council;



South Cambridgeshire District Council; and



Huntingdonshire District Council.
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97. Other environmental stakeholders were also invited to individual events
depending on the specific agenda.
98. Noise was specifically discussed at the 29 January 2014 forum.
99. The effect of reflected noise from the existing noise barrier at Orchard Park
/ Kings Hedges (to the south of the Cambridge Northern Bypass) was
discussed. It was noted that residents at Impington consider that the
barrier causes road traffic noise to be reflected back towards Impington,
thereby elevating the noise level. This was considered during the noise
modelling and assessment in support of the ES, which showed that
reflected noise makes a negligible contribution to the total noise level at
Impington and also for people using the public open space to the north of
the bypass at this location. Hence, it is proposed that the barrier be
retained in its current form by the proposed scheme, since it provides
effective noise mitigation to Orchard Park.
100. Highways England gave a presentation “ES Headlines” to the 20
October 2014 Forum that included information about the emerging findings
of the noise assessment and likely noise mitigation. Following the meeting
Highways England issued those present, including the three hosting local
authorities and Cambridgeshire County Council, copies of the draft ES and
drawings showing the proposed noise mitigation measures, including noise
barriers along the Cambridge Northern Bypass.
101. A presentation was given to councillors from the host local authorities
‘Environmental Members’ on environmental impacts and their mitigation on
3 December 2014 by a project team noise specialist, describing how the
assessment had been undertaken and outlining the results. Route wide
impacts and effects maps were shown, concluding with a description of
relative scheme benefits and dis-benefits with regard to noise and the
approach to the likely mitigation measures that would be used, including
Cambridge Northern Bypass, with no comment from elected members.
Code of Construction Practice
102. There was a three week consultation period for the CoCP including
issue of a draft CoCP on 1 September 2014 for comment and a workshop
held on 11 September 2014. The workshop was attended by the three
hosting local authorities and Cambridgeshire County Council, including
their environmental health practitioners. The workshop enabled views on
the draft CoCP to be discussed between Highways England and the
consultees. A noise specialist from the Highways England team was
present to discuss the management of construction noise and vibration.
103. Consultee feedback was formally issued to the project team by e-mail
and used to refine the final CoCP. It was noted in these discussions that
within the CoCP full references should be provided to relevant construction
noise and vibration guidance and these references have been included in
the current version of the CoCP.
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Statutory consultation
104. Public consultation on the scheme commenced on 7 April 2014 and
concluded on 15 June 2014 (including Preliminary Environmental
Information).
105. This consultation included notices, engagement and also thirty-one
consultation exhibition events. The events provided information on the
scheme proposals (including aspects of noise control), as well as providing
an opportunity for attendees to speak to members of the project team and
to comment on the proposals by completing a questionnaire. The feedback
from the questionnaires, emails and letters received (reported in Appendix
E of the Consultation Report, document reference 5.2) provided
information to the project team on the areas of concern regarding
construction and operational noise. This gave consultees the opportunity
to put forward views regarding noise mitigation. For example, during the
exhibition events, there were many questions regarding specific mitigation
and the project team discussed mitigation including low noise surfacing. In
addition, the exhibition display material included a diagram of a typical
noise barrier, which allowed debate around potential options.
106. During the consultation period, materials were available to view at the
exhibition events and at 23 local deposit points across the scheme and
online.
107. These materials included A14 Cambridge to Huntingdon improvement
scheme Preliminary environmental information report (Highways Agency,
April 2014) (PEIR). This document stated that the design of the proposed
scheme would include noise barriers to reduce noise in key locations
together with other potential mitigation measures including low noise
surfacing. Specific likely mitigation measures included acoustic barriers at
Orchard Park and Impington.
108. Main exhibition venues around the Cambridge Northern Bypass area
included Cambridge Grand Arcade, Girton College, Cambridge Science
Park (the Trinity Centre) and Cambridge Meadows Community Centre.
These were supplemented by smaller exhibition events including Milton All
Saints Church Hall, Oakington Pavillion and Impington Village College.
June 2014 Consultation received on ES Scoping Report
109. South Cambridgeshire District Council commented that a (noise)
barrier should be provided for Blackwell Caravan Park, which is located to
the north of the Cambridge Northern Bypass. The published ES
addresses these comments and reports that a 250m long 3m high noise
barrier will be provided at this location, which would provide minor to
moderate beneficial noise reductions.
Consultation Report, December 2014
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110. The Consultation Report provides a full account of Highways England’s
approach to consultation and the feedback received, and demonstrates
how Highways England has taken that feedback into account. This
document includes comments from various Interested Parties including, of
relevance to noise mitigation for the communities in the vicinity of the
Cambridge Northern Bypass:


“Histon and Impington Parish Council suggest that mitigation takes
account of existing noise issues and World Health Organisation
(WHO) noise standards are applied.” In response, “The Highways
Agency has established criteria which are based on the latest
government noise policy and World Health Organisation guidance.
An assessment of noise and vibration impacts and effects has been
undertaken as part of the environmental impact assessment and is
reported in chapter 14 of the Environmental Statement (doc 6.1).
Extensive mitigation measures have been designed into the
scheme to reduce noise impacts during operation, including the
alignment and cuttings, low noise road surfacing and landscaped
earthworks to mitigate visual impact and reduce noise.”



A comment was received from “Cambridgeshire County Council,
which expressed support for the proposals subject to further
discussions regarding noise mitigation at Girton”. In response
“Mitigation measures would be provided as part of the scheme to
reduce noise impacts. Cambridgeshire County Council has been
engaged through the design and environmental assessment of the
scheme. The assessment methodology has been agreed with the
Council and the approach to the scheme noise and vibration
mitigation has been discussed. Noise barriers have been proposed
at locations, including Girton, to reduce or remove likely significant
noise effects at various locations, in accordance with Government
noise policy, and at noise important areas (IA) where they would
substantially reduce noise levels.”



In another comment “Histon and Impington Parish Council…
Mitigation proposals were suggested including, noise barriers at
Histon and Impington and sound reducing surfacing at lanes
between Girton and Milton.” In response “Extensive mitigation
measures have been designed into the scheme including low noise
road surfacing along the whole length of the Cambridge Northern
Bypass. Barriers would be provided at the A14/B1049 junction to
screen Histon and Impington.”
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Post-Application Consultation
111. Stakeholder meetings: A series of meetings has been held with parish
councils (including before application, since November 2013) to discuss
progress of the scheme application and to allow questions from local
councillors and residents. These included questions and opinions on
potential noise impacts and how noise should be mitigated. As part of the
presentations given by Highways England, information was given on
potential noise impacts in the locality and the likely measures that would
be taken to mitigate noise where appropriate as set out in the ES.
112. Local authority engagement: Highways England met with officers of
Cambridge City Council (30 April 2015), Huntingdonshire District Council
(14 May 2015) and South Cambridgeshire District Council (14 May 2015)
to discuss the proposed mitigation and control measures for construction
and operational noise. Huntingdonshire District Council and South
Cambridgeshire District Council have raised matters relating to the
proposed mitigation. Highways England will continue to engage with the
Councils on the specific matters they have identified relating to the
proposed mitigation.
113. Statements of Common Ground: Highways England is in the process of
preparing Statements of Common Ground with a range of Interested
Parties including local authorities, parish councils and other non-statutory
organisations. These Statements of Common Ground will be submitted to
the Examining Authority as per Deadline 3 of the Examination Timetable
and will set out points of agreement with respect to noise mitigation
measures.
Summary
114. In summary, various events and information sharing activities have
been undertaken to keep consultees appraised of the developing scheme
and to hear consultees’ views including public exhibition events, web chats
and questionnaires. Key consultees included prescribed consultees, local
authorities, land interests and the local community and key stakeholders.
In relation to the Cambridge Northern Bypass this included Cambridge City
Council, Cambridgeshire County Council, South Cambridgeshire District
Council, Histon and Impington Parish Council, Milton Parish Council and
the University of Cambridge. In addition, the feedback received from the
various engagement routes including workshops enabled Highways
England to understand specific local issues and consider suggestions,
some of which are reflected in the environmental impact assessment and
mitigated design.
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Question 1.10.14
In terms of noise, what effect would the construction of and future traffic
on the A14 trunk road westbound link embankment have on residential
properties in and around Madingley?

Response
Construction noise
115. The closest properties in Madingley would be more than 900 metres
from the scheme and more than 600 metres outside of the study area
considered in the construction phase noise assessment. Given the large
separation distances involved, the residential properties in and around
Madingley would be well outside the areas which might be adversely
impacted by construction noise and vibration and even further outside the
area where significant impact on health and quality of life could occur.
116. For construction noise and vibration, the study area includes all
receptors within 300 metres of the scheme and any construction related
land uses. This study area is consistent with the recommendations of
BS5228-1:2009+A1:201410, the relevant British Standard in line with NPS
National Networks, paragraph 5.191. The construction phase noise study
area is shown on sheet 15 of figure 14.3 in the ES Figures.
117. The assessment has also considered indirect noise and vibration
effects arising from construction traffic using the existing road network.
118. The CoCP sets out the methods and means by which construction
noise and vibration would be minimised as secured by Requirement 3 of
the Draft DCO. The CoCP includes a commitment for the contractors to
seek local authority consent for the construction method and detailed steps
to minimise noise and vibration before construction starts under s.61 of the
Control of Pollution Act 1974.

10

British Standards Institution (2014), Code of practice for noise and vibration control on
construction and open sites: Part 1 Noise and Part 2 Vibration
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Operational noise
119. The closest properties in Madingley are more than 900m from the
nearest part of the scheme more than 300 metres outside of the study
area considered in the operation phase noise assessment.
120. The noise study area is defined in line with DMRB HD213/1111 as 600
metres around new or altered highways and sections of existing roads
within 1 km of the new works that are predicted to be subject to a change
in noise level of more than 1dB(A) as a result of the scheme on opening.
Existing roads subject to a change of 1dB(A) or more have been identified
based on the traffic forecasts predictions provided in chapter 7 of the ES,
as required by DMRB HD213/11. A change of 1dB(A) relates to an
increase in flow by at least 25% or decrease by 20% in the scheme
opening year (excluding those where the predicted traffic flow was less
than 1000 vehicles per 18 hour day in both with-Scheme and withoutScheme scenarios). Collectively these are called ‘affected routes’ whether
there is a possibility of a change of 1dBLA10, 18h or more in the shortterm or possibility of a change of 3dBLA10, 18h or more in the long-term.
A change in road traffic noise of 1 dB(A) in the short term is the smallest
that is considered perceptible.
121. Madingley is more than 300 metres beyond the immediate study area
for the operation of the scheme as defined by DMRB 213/1112 as shown
on sheet 15 of figure 14.7 of the ES Figures. Accordingly, Madingley is
outside the spatial scope of the assessment and is considered unlikely to
experience any noticeable change in road traffic noise as a result of the
scheme. Further to this, there are no noise effects to report in relation to
affected routes in Madingley.
122. In summary, it is concluded that no significant adverse effects are likely
at Madingley due to noise arising from the construction and operation of
the proposed scheme, including the A14 trunk road westbound link
embankment.

11

There are no British Standards relevant to the assessment of operational road traffic noise.
DMRB HS213/11 ‘Noise and Vibration’ is the relevant guidance available in line with NPS
National Networks paragraph 5.191.
12
The Highways Agency, Transport Scotland, Welsh Assembly, DRD (2011), Design Manual
for Roads and Bridges Volume 11, Section 3, Part 7,HD 213/11 – Revision 1, TSO
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Question 1.10.15
What noise mitigation measures are proposed and where at the reconfigured Girton interchange? Would these include acoustic fencing?
If not, why not?

Response
Mitigation measures in the ES
124. Across the scheme as a whole, noise mitigation has been proposed
using the following hierarchy of avoiding, reducing and offsetting effects13.
Some of the proposed measures include:


Materials: The base proposed scheme14 incorporates low noise
road surfacing including the assumption that Highways England
would have completed installation of low noise surfacing at
Important Areas15 on the existing network by 2021 with or without
the proposed scheme (refer to section 14.2 of the ES).



Layout:
o The alignment of the new sections of the proposed scheme
has been selected to minimise environmental impact,
including noise, as far as sustainable.
o Additional noise mitigation has been incorporated into the
scheme (section 14.5 of the ES), in the form of noise fence
barriers.



Receptor mitigation: Where sustainable scheme mitigation has
been exhausted, and the residual noise levels exceed the relevant
trigger values at residential dwellings, noise insulation would be
provided in accordance with the Noise Insulation Regulations16.
This situation does not arise at properties at the Girton Interchange.

125. The following factors have been considered in the development of the
mitigation proposals set out in the ES (based on guidance within DMRB
213/1117):


Benefit (monetised benefit of noise reduction evaluated using
WebTAG) compared to cost of the mitigation;

13

NPSNN Draft National Policy Statement for National Networks (NPSNN) (Department for Transport
(DfT), 2013 (and NPSNN National Policy Statement for National Networks (NPSNN) (Department for
Transport (DfT), Dec 2014)
14
Base scheme, i.e. the scheme incorporating earthworks, structures and other features that are not
specifically designed to mitigate noise but which do reduce wayside noise.
15
Important Areas with respect to noise from major roads are defined in the 2014 Noise Action Plan
for Roads as the locations where the 1% of the population that are affected by the highest noise levels
from major roads based on the results of Defra’s national strategic noise mapping.
16
Noise Insulation Regulations (as amended 1988), 1975
17
Highways Agency and Welsh Office (2011). Design Manual for Roads and Bridges Volume 11,
Section 3, Part 7, HD213/11 Revision 1, Noise and Vibration
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Engineering practicability;



Other environmental effects potentially caused by the mitigation (for
example landscape or visual effects); and



Stakeholder engagement and consultation responses.

126. Where additional mitigation is not found to be sustainable18 then
mitigation would not be provided. The above approach has been applied
with respect to the identification of noise mitigation measures proposed for
Girton Interchange.
Specific mitigation around Girton Interchange
127. To the northern end of the interchange there are two Important Areas
(IA5138 and IA6113) and to the eastern edge of the interchange is an
Important Area (IA5043) as shown on sheet 15, figure 14.7 of the ES
Figures.
128. As discussed above, the assessment assumes that low noise road
surfacing would have been installed at Important Areas on the existing
network by 2021 with or without the proposed scheme. This applies to the
Important Areas around the interchange.
129. To the northern end of the interchange the ES identified the inclusion of
two new noise fence barriers as shown on sheet 15, figure 14.7 of the ES
Figures:


a 200m long and 3m high barrier (M23 at IA5138) for Catchall Farm
properties; and



a 100m long 3m high barrier (M24 at IA6113) for Grange Farm
cottages.

130. The ES identified the inclusion of various noise fence barriers on the
southern and northern side of the Cambridge Northern Bypass (A14) at
IA5043 as shown on sheet 15, figure 14.7 of the ES Figures, namely:


a 110m long 3m high barrier to the south of the bypass and west of
Girton Road (M25);



a 40m long 3m high barrier to the south of the bypass and east of
Girton Road (M26);



a 100m long and 3m high barrier to the north of the bypass and east
of Girton Road (M27); and

18

To ensure that additional mitigation is sustainable, the provision has been subject to the following
tests: Benefit (monetised benefit of noise reduction evaluated using WebTAG) compared to cost of
the mitigation; Engineering practicability; Other environmental effects potentially caused by the
mitigation (for example landscape or visual effects); and Stakeholder engagement and consultation
responses.
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a new 390m long 4m high barrier to replace the existing barrier to
the north of the bypass and west of Girton Road (M28/ M34).

131. The noise barriers were designed for optimal sustainable performance.
In particular, the package of mitigation measures for Girton Interchange
would:


ensure that noise levels do not exceed significant observed adverse
effect thresholds (refer to table 14.1 of chapter 14 of the ES); and



provide a significant beneficial effect on the Girton community,
based on the magnitude of the noise and the number of dwellings
benefiting from a reduction in road traffic noise levels19.

132. Other than those mitigation measures identified in this section, further
noise mitigation is not considered to be required at Girton Interchange.

19

The magnitude of the noise change is shown on Sheet 15, Figure 14.7 of the ES Volume 6.2. The
significance criteria are presented in Chapter 14 of the ES Volume 6.1 and Appendix 14.3 of the ES
Volume 6.3.
HE/A14/EX/37

Page 40 of 41

June 2015

A14 Cambridge to Huntingdon improvement
scheme

Development Consent Order Application
Response to the First Written Questions
(Report 10, Noise and Vibration)

APPENDICES
APPENDIX 10.1
Example CEMP from the M1 J19 improvement scheme
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Skanska Environmental Policy
This Policy and the associated Environmental Procedures apply to Skanska Civil Engineering. This
Policy describes the Company’s commitment to incorporate effective environmental management into
all operations.
Skanska believe that what we do today affects the environment of both current and future generations
and that we must therefore take environmental issues seriously. The Company is very aware of the
consequences of failing to adopt effective environmental controls and procedures. We are committed
to investing in effective management by training and by creating a pro-active environmental culture
throughout our businesses. The Company will provide adequate resources essential to the
implementation and control of the Environmental Management System
We wish to be the industry leader. By benchmarking, measuring and continually improving our
environmental record we will chart our progress towards our goal.
Company environmental objectives will be established annually and, wherever appropriate, projectspecific environmental targets set. Our performance will be measured and reported accordingly so
that issues can be identified and action taken.
We are committed to continual improvement, the prevention of pollution and to complying with
applicable environmental legislation, relevant contractual requirements and recognised good
practice in all our activities and services.
All employees are required to co-operate with us to fulfil statutory obligations. Within the
Environmental Management System, a number of nominated personnel have been assigned specific
duties to ensure the effective implementation of the Policy.
Our culture of continual improvement relies on the participation of everybody in our team and we
require our staff to accept responsibility for the environment and to think about how their work will
affect it. We expect them to ask questions and obtain help if they are unsure, to use common sense,
to be cautious, avoid using materials or methods if the environmental impact has not been properly
assessed and to conserve natural resources.
All personnel are empowered and actively encouraged to positively promote the spirit of the Policy.
The Environmental Policy will be reviewed annually and amended as necessary to ensure that it is
kept up to date and that our programme of continual performance improvement, awareness and
culture is maintained and communicated to all.

Gregor Craig
Managing Director
Skanska Civil Engineering

M1 J19 Improvement Scheme
Project Environmental Policy
Skanska Construction is committed to achieving environmental best practice and responsible
sustainable design and construction throughout its business activities and projects in the UK. Skanska
is in the process of continually improving upon the Company ISO14001 Environmental Management
System (EMS) that is has been accredited to since September 2002.
In March 2005 the HA commissioned Skanska, together with their designers Jacobs, under an ECI
contract to promote the scheme through the necessary planning and legal procedures based on the
original preferred route. Environmental protection and pollution prevention have been given a high
priority in the design preparation and Skanska will employ a dedicated environmentally aware site
team for the construction together with any Environmental Specialists to assess, monitor and control
any adverse impacts on the environment and surrounding community.
Environmental Management and sustainable development form an integral component of project
quality and delivery as set out in the following policy aims:













To communicate this policy to all Project personnel through the Project induction process
and regularly after.
To design and develop a robust project Environmental Management System (EMS) based
upon a Construction Environmental Management Plan and site specific practices and
procedures embracing the requirements of the company EMS.
To define environmental roles and responsibilities.
To integrate environmental considerations fully into the construction process.
To promote a culture of environmental awareness and self-regulation across the site though
induction, education, training and auditing.
To require all suppliers and subcontractors to establish and implement policies consistent
with and complimentary to the Company EMS.
To comply with legal, regulatory, contractual, corporate, stakeholder and ethical obligations
and strive for higher standards together with reduced impacts using Best Practicable Means
to continually improve performance.
To formulate and deliver innovative, practical and cost-effective sustainable solutions to
environmental, engineering and construction concerns and problems as they may arise.
To challenge project environmental performance by defining objectives and targets
measured against benchmarks and subject to audit and transparent reporting.
To communicate openly and engage pro-actively in partnership with all key stakeholders.
To formally review and update as required the Environmental Policy annually taking account
of changing legislation, best practice, audit results and stakeholder concerns.
To make this Environmental Policy available to the public and any other interested parties.

Signed:_____________________________

Signed:_____________________________

Duncan Thompson, Project Director

Duncan Healey, Environmental Advisor

1.0 Introduction
Junction 19 of the M1 forms the intersection between three major parts of the motorway and trunk
road network - the M1 and M6 motorways and A14 Trunk Road. The existing junction suffers from
several problems including congestion, delays and long queues that in turn contribute to accidents
sometimes resulting in serious injuries and fatalities. There are also conflicts between local and long
distance traffic and poor conditions for vulnerable users.
The proposed improvement aims to relieve congestion at the junction, making the roads safer and
decreasing journey times, whilst minimising the environmental impacts of the scheme.
1.1 A Brief History of the Project to Date
Further to the publication of the Environmental Statement (ES) and draft Orders in February 2010;
 Public exhibitions were held in March 2010
 On the 17th June 2010 the Government Office for the East Midlands announced that the
scheme would be suspended for the time being pending the conclusion of the Government’s
spending review
 Works to replace Catthorpe Viaduct as a maintenance project started on site on 12th July
2010
 In the Autumn Spending Review for 2010 the scheme was identified for construction post
2015, subject to the outcome of statutory processes
 In the November 2011 Autumn Statement, the Chancellor announced that M1 Junction 19
Improvement Scheme would be prepared for start of construction before 2015, subject to the
outcome of statutory processes
 Alongside the budget announcement on the 21st March 2012, the Government confirmed that
the scheme was planned to commence on site in financial year 2013/14
 The project was subject to a Public Inquiry in March 2013 and the decision by the Secretary
of State for Transport to proceed with the published scheme was received on 17 July 2013.
Following the 2011 Autumn Statement, development work resumed on the scheme in January 2012
including a review of the need to update environmental information in terms of changes to;
 the regulatory framework
 policies and plans
 methodology and guidance
 updates to baseline information
 the design

1.2 Site Description
The scheme is in Leicestershire within the District of Harborough, close to the boundaries of
Northamptonshire and Warwickshire.
The existing motorway junction is a significant feature, but established planting and nearby woodlands
help to fit it into the landscape. The combination of woodland and Catthorpe Hill forms an established
backdrop to the junction and is important in views from the north east, for example from Swinford.
Key environmental resources include;





The villages of Swinford, Catthorpe, Lilbourne and Shawell surround the junction
The River Avon, its tributaries and their flood plain. Sections of the River Avon are also
designated as a Site of Importance for Nature Conservation (SINC)
Cave’s Inn Pits SSSI is a marshland site, but at some 0.6 kilometres from the motorway
would not be affected. Similarly Stanford Park SSSI, two kilometres from the scheme would
not be affected
There are eight non-statutory Sites of Importance for Nature Conservation (SINC’s), some of
which would be affected, including the River Avon as noted above. Protected species include





great crested newt, present in several ponds, otter in the River Avon and badger. Ongoing
surveys have also identified reptiles and several bat roosts
Stanford Park is a Registered Park and Garden
Other heritage sites include Conservation Areas at Swinford, Shawell and Catthorpe, Listed
Buildings, mainly within the villages, and a Scheduled Monument at Lilbourne Motte and
Bailey castle
There are also extensive areas of known archaeology, identified from the Historic
Environmental Record (HER) and fieldwork. Areas of alluvium have also been identified as
these can contain well-preserved remains

There is a network of public footpaths and bridleways generally radiating from the villages, but
interrupted by the four arms of the strategic highways. Environmental resources and environmental
mitigation as part of the construction works area detailed on Figures B and C, respectively; both
presented in Appendix 5.

1.3 Scope of Works
In summary the works comprise of;
 At Level 0, a new link connecting the M6 motorway directly to the A14 Trunk Road, beneath
the M1.
 At Level 1, the M1 motorway retained in its current position.
 At Level 2, a realigned free flowing link connecting the M6 to the M1 southbound,
incorporating the replacement Catthorpe Viaduct, and a new free flowing link connecting the
A14 with the M1 northbound.
 A new free-flow link road connecting the M1 southbound with the A14 eastbound.
 The existing M1 northbound to M6 free-flow link would be retained with minor amendments.
 An improved Local Road Network (LRN) including the new Local Link Road connecting
Rugby Road, Swinford to the A5 Trunk Road and via a T-junction west of the M1, to
Catthorpe via Swinford Road.
The project has a high structural content requiring the following six new bridges;
 M1 over M6 to A14 Link;
 A14 - M1 Northbound Link Flyover;
 M6 - M1 Southbound Link over the M6 to A14 Link;
 M1 Southbound - A14 Link over the Local Road Network (LRN);
 M6 - A14 Link over Swinford Road; and
 M1 Northbound - M6 Link over Swinford Road.
12 new portal gantries and 9 new cantilever gantries with signage to inform traffic would be provided
on the approaches to and through the junction.
Earthworks would be required to construct the cuttings and embankments required for the designed
highway alignment.
Drainage systems would be constructed to accommodate both highway drainage and run off from
adjacent fields. This drainage would, where practicable, be used to manage temporary flows during
construction.
There are a number of utilities diversions required to facilitate the works. None of these is of national
strategic importance but each provides a necessary and important service to the local community
around the scheme.
Figure G presented in appendix 5 details what areas are likely to be required for the construction of
the scheme.

2.0 Site Details
Project Name:
Location:
Project Number:
Project Director:
Construction Start Date:
Construction End Date:
No of Weeks
Maintenance Period Start:
Maintenance Period End:
Table 1 – Site Details

M1 J19 Improvement Scheme
Leicestershire
312537
Duncan Thompson
Nov 2013
October 2016
160
November 2016
October 2021

2.1 Regulatory Agencies and Interested Parties
Organisation
The Environment Agency
National Contacts

Contact Details
24 Hour Emergency - 0800 807 060
Floodline - 08459 881 188

The Environmental Agency
Local Office

Trentside Offices
Scarrington Road
West Bridgford
Nottingham
NG2 5FA
Tel No:- 0115 8463622

Natural England

Enquiries working with wildlife - 0845 600 3078

Local Authorities

Warwickshire County Council,
Shire Hall,
Warwick, Warwickshire,
CV34 4RA
Tel No:- 01926 410410
Leicestershire County Council
County Hall,
Glenfield,
Leicester
Tel No:- 0116 232 3232
Northampton County Council
Cliftonville House,
Bedford Road,
Northampton,
NN4 7NR
Tel No:-01604 236 236
Harborough District Council
Adam and Eve Street
Market Harborough
Leics
LE16 7A6
Contact Name: Peter Gibson
Tel No:- 01858 821130

Organisation
Police

Fire Service

Local Water Company

Health & Safety Executive

Sources of Specialist Advice, Health
Protection Agency, Chemical suppliers
and manufacturers
24 Hr Emergency spill clean-up company

Contact Details
Warwickshire Police
Rugby Police Station,
Newbold Road,
Rugby.
CV21 2DH
Tel No: - 01788 541111
Leicestershire Police
Force Headquarters
St Johns
Enderby
Leicester.
LE19 2BX.
Tel No: - 0116 222 2222
Warwickshire Fire & Rescue Service
Corporation Street,
Rugby,
Warwickshire
CV21 2DN
Tel No:- 01788 572727
Leicestershire Fire & Rescue Service
12 Geoff Monk Way
Birstall
Leicester
LE4 3BU
Tel: 0116 2872241
Severn Trent Water
Sherbourne House
St Martin's Road
Finham
Coventry
CV3 6SD
Tel No:- 0800 783 4444
Health & Safety Executive
5th Floor Belgrave House,
1 Greyfriars,
Northampton
NN1 2BS
Tel No:- 01604 738300
Refer to SYPOL and Site COSHH Management
procedure.
Adler and Allan,
Tel No:0800 592 827
http://www.adlerandallan.co.uk/

Table 2 - Regulatory Agencies and Interested Parties

3.0 Project Environmental Objectives and Targets
3.1
Green Strategic Indicators
Skanska sets company wide objectives and targets in its Environmental Strategy which is available on
the Skanska intranet. These targets must be met on all sites and will be monitored through an internal
audit programme.
Priority

High Level Action

Energy

Adapt our
products
&services

Carbon

Mitigate our own
impacts and
encourage action
in our supply
chain

Materials

Be more resource
efficient

Water

Be more water
efficient

Strategic
Objective
We want to
reduce the
primary energy
use in our projects
– focus on “what”
we build
We want to
minimise Carbon
in construction
activities and
embedded in
materials – focus
on “how” we build
We want zero
waste in our
construction
processes – focus
on “how” we build
We want to
eliminate potable
water in nonpotable
applications

GSI

Target

At least 25%
better energy
performance than
relevant codes or
norms

Percent to be
agreed by project

Preliminary
Carbon
Footprint (PCF)

Complete PCF for
all projects

Percent of
construction waste
going to landfill

<8.0% end 2012
<6.0% end 2013
<4.0% end 2014
<2.0% end 2015

At least 25%
better water
efficiency
compared to
defined baselines
or norms

Percent to be
agreed by project

Table 3 – Green Strategic Indicators
3.2 Project Specific Environmental Objectives
Topic
Objective
General
 Environmental impact mitigation measures should be
integrated into the design, particularly in respect of noise
reduction and night time light pollution in relation to
Swinford, Catthorpe and Lilbourne
Air Quality & Climate Change
 To improve local air quality in line with National Air
Quality objectives
 To reduce emissions of CO2
Cultural Heritage
 To minimise adverse impacts on archaeological
remains, historic buildings and landscapes
Ecology
 To minimise adverse impacts on habitats and species
 To maximise opportunities for the creation of new
habitats
Landscape
 To protect the character of the landscape and minimise
adverse visual impacts and loss of features
Materials
 To make the most efficient use of materials by reducing,
reusing and recycling; setting quantitative targets
 To ensure legislative compliance
 Zero waste to landfill for bulk construction materials
 To prevent the mobilisation of contamination
 To safeguard the quality of soils for reuse

Traffic Noise
Effects on All Travellers




To reduce noise levels
To promote accessibility for pedestrians, cyclists and
equestrians; to reduce severance and encourage
physical fitness
 To minimise inconvenience for local traffic
 To improve conditions for long distance travellers
Community
 To minimise adverse impacts on farms
 To conserve the best and most versatile land and soils
wherever possible
Road Drainage and Water  To protect the water environment
Environment
 To reduce the risk of pollution and flooding
Table 4 – Project Specific Environmental Objectives

4.0 Environmental Aspects & Impacts
An Environmental Aspect is defined as an element of the project that can interact with the
environment. A significant environmental aspect is an environmental aspect that has or can have a
significant environmental impact.
An Environmental Impact is defined as any change to the environment, whether adverse or beneficial,
resulting from an aspect of the project.
Environmental Aspects and Impacts have been identified, evaluated and mitigation measures that will
be implemented to limit the risk. This information has been recorded in the Environmental Aspects
and Impacts Register (Document REG/SC/0000/0002)
Judgement on the significance of each aspect/impact is based on the following factors;
Environmental Concerns
 Scale
 Severity
 Probability
 Duration
In assessing environmental risk particular attention will be given to;
 Discharge of run off water
 Noise, vibration, traffic and other nuisance impacts from construction activities
 Reduction and reuse opportunities for project waste
 Identification of contaminated material and appropriate testing and disposal
 Creation of pathways for contaminated material to travel to water, land or other receptors
 Conservation of species and habitats
 Pollutant and greenhouse gas emissions to air
 Project energy efficiency and resource use
 The conservation of existing landscape features such as existing vegetation for retention
 The conservation and management of soils
The Register is a live document which will be reviewed and updated as and when required. A copy of
the Register will be forwarded to the Skanska’s Senior Sustainability Manager who maintains a central
library of these documents for all Skanska civil engineering projects.
All construction activities will require the submission of a written task specific method statement and
risk assessment during the planning stage, as per the requirement of the projects Construction Phase
Plan (Document PLS/SC/0000/0027). The Environmental Team will review each document to ensure
all environmental risks are identified, evaluated and controlled. Unless the Environmental Team sign
off the documentations header sheet works (Document Skanska EHS 004-F05 Method Statement
and Risk Assessment Cover Sheet) the activity will not proceed.

5.0 Compliance, Monitoring, Corrective Action and Auditing
Continuous monitoring of environmental issues and controls are part of regular site quality checks.
Monitoring will establish compliance of employees and contractors within the requirements of the
Skanska Integrated Management System, this CEMP, Client requirements and all statutory
obligations.
5.1 Project Environmental Monitoring and Reporting
The Environmental Team or nominees will carry out regular site inspections to ensure that all control
measures are in place and evaluate performance against the project specific objectives, legal
requirements and environmental commitments. The Site Supervisor shall also carry out daily visual
inspections with any findings recorded in their site diaries and copied to the Environmental Team.
The Environmental Team will issue Environmental Site Notices on topics such as pollution prevention,
waste, noise and vibration, which shall be displayed in the site offices and at sensitive locations.
The Environmental Team will compile a monthly written report that highlights any incidents, nonconformances, training and visits that have taken place during the month. This report is then
forwarded to the Senior Sustainability Manager.
All records generated through environmental procedures, including those of training and the results of
audits and reviews, will be maintained on site as well as copies being sent to the Senior Sustainability
Manager. Environmental records must be legible, identifiable and traceable to the activity.
Monitoring
Environmental
Inspections
Environmental
Audits

Requirement
The Environmental Team will undertake environmental inspections
The site inspection will be site specific to the M1J19 Project
Internal audits will be undertaken by a suitably qualified internal
auditor to ensure standards are met and exceeded. The
Environmental Team will record site visits and corrective
actions/recommendations agreed

Monthly Progress
Meeting
Greenplus Score

Environmental issues will be recorded and raised.
Reviewed at monthly SHE meeting
The Greenplus score ensures compliance with Skanska
Environmental Procedures. This score is generated through
completing the monthly report.

Pollution
Prevention
Scorecard
Noise Surveys

The Environmental Team will complete the PPS on a monthly basis
and send results to the Skanska Senior Sustainability Manager.
The requirements for any noise monitoring will be detailed in the
Noise Management Plan (Document PRO/SC/0000/0011). The
Environmental Team and other trained Site Staff will carry out any
noise monitoring where required.
Records of any noise monitoring will be maintained in Skanskas
electronic project folder (S:\08_environment\8.18 Noise\Noise
monitoring).

Dust Monitoring

The requirements for any dust monitoring will be detailed in the Air
Quality Management Plan (Document PRO/SC/0000/0010). The
Environmental Team and other trained Site Staff will carry out any
dust monitoring where required
Records of any dust monitoring will be maintained in Skanskas
electronic project folder (S:\08_environment\8.19 Air Quality\Dust

Water Quality
Monitoring

Monitoring).
The requirements for any water quality monitoring will be detailed in
the Water Management Plan (Document PRO/SC/0000/0012). The
Environmental Team and other trained Site Staff will carry out any
water quality monitoring where required.
Records of any water quality monitoring will be maintained in
Skanskas electronic project folder (S:\08_environment\8.15 Water).

Table 5 – Monitoring Requirements
The results of the inspections will be reported to the Construction Manager along with the details of
any person required to carryout corrective actions. Any corrective actions recorded during a site
inspection and monitoring must be closed out within a week using the non-conformance procedures.
Those items not closed out completely shall be carried forward to the next inspection until they are
closed out. If the deficiency persists or is a serious breach, then the Project Director shall be notified
directly.
5.2 Environmental Audits
Internal environmental management audits will be carried out on a bi-monthly basis by the
Environmental Team. The audit schedule is presented in document SCH/SC/0000/0004.
All information is held on the audit log. Records of any audit will be maintained in Skanskas electronic
project folder (S:\08_environment\8.05 Audits).
Any observations or non-conformances will be actioned in advance of a subsequent audit taking
place. Training will be provided as appropriate to Skanska staff and subcontractors based on the
findings of the audit.
Supply chain audits are undertaken on a regular basis, visiting at least two suppliers or
subcontractors per year. Records will be maintained in Skanskas electronic project folder
(S:\08_environment\8.05 Audits\External Contractor Audit)

5.3 Management Review
The CEMP will remain a live document throughout the construction phase and will be reviewed and
updated as necessary as the works progress.
A management review of the projects management systems will take place on an annual basis. Each
review will consider environmental performance on the project and progress against achieving project
specific environmental objectives and environmental commitments.

6.0 Environmental Legislation & Guidance Documents
Skanska maintains a Legal Register accessed via the intranet, detailing all legal and other legislative
requirements applicable to the environmental aspects of the Companies activities. This Register is
regularly reviewed and updated, if required. The current Legal register includes:

INTEGRATED
Legislation
Environmental Permitting (England & Wales)
Regulations 2010 and amends
Environmental Liability Directive
Environmental Damage (Prevention and Remediation)
Regulations 2009 & Amends
AIR POLLUTION & ENERGY
Clean Air Act 1993

Ref
I1

Environmental Protection (Control on ODS)
Regulations 2011

A2

Air Quality Standard Regulations 2010
Climate Change Act 2008
CRC Energy Efficiency Scheme Order 2010
Carbon Accounting Regulations 2009 and amends
Energy Act 2008
Feed-in Tariff Order 2010 and amends
Energy Performance of Buildings Regulations 2007
Energy Performance of Buildings (Certificates &
Inspections) (E & W) Regs 2007 & amends
Building (Amendment) Regulations 2011 (SI
2011/1515)
Buildings Regulations Part L and F - Energy
FINANCE ACT 2000-2010
Climate Change Levy (General) Regulations 2001 and
Amends 2006
STATUTORY NUISANCE
Environmental Protection Act 1990 (Part III)

A4
A5

The Noise & Statutory Nuisance Act 1993

Information
Relevant to particular processes.

I2
I2

Seeks to achieve the prevention and remedying of environmental damage
They aim to prevent environmental damage by imposing obligations on operators of economic
activities requiring them to prevent, limit or remediate environmental damage

A1

This Act applies to England, Scotland and Wales and controls the emission of dark and black
smoke, grit and dust
Most refrigeration, air conditioning units, heat pump equipment and some fire protection
systems contain ozone-depleting controlled substances such as CFCs, HCFCs or Halons.
No new equipment must be purchased if it contains any of these substances. Old equipment
should be maintained and disposed of in such a way the gases do not escape
For information only
Establishes a framework for the UK to achieve its long-term goals of reducing greenhouse
gas emissions

A6
A8

Complements the Climate Change Act 2008 by addressing the need to tackle climate change
through the reduction of carbon emissions
Relates to the design and construction of all buildings

A9

Relates to the purchase of energy. Note: Green energy is exempt from the climate change
levy charges.

N1

Any external noise, dust, smoke, odour or complaint that can give rise to the nuisance of
neighbours
Further qualifies the EPA by including noise that is prejudicial to health or a nuisance and is
emitted from or caused by a vehicle, machinery or equipment in a street within the definition

Control of Noise (Codes of Practice for Construction
and Open Sites) Order 2002 – England, Scotland &
Wales
Control of Noise at Work Regulations 2005
Noise Insulation Regulations 1975
Noise Insulation (Amendment) Regulations 1988
Noise Insulation (Railways and Other Guided Transport
Systems) Regulations 1996
Noise Emission in the Environment by Equipment for
use Outdoors Regulations 2001
Noise Emission in the Environment by Equipment for
use Outdoors (Amendment) Regulations 2001
INLAND WATER QUALITY & SEWERAGE
Water Industry Act 1991

N2

Water Resources Act 1991 and amends
Anti-Pollution Works Notices Regulations 1999
Water Resources (Abstraction and Impounding)
Regulations 2006 & Amends 2008

W2

Control of Pollution (Oil Storage) (England) Regulations
2001

W4

Control of Pollution Act 1974
Land Drainage Act 1981 & Amends

W5
W7

Environmental Permitting (England and Wales)
Regulations 2010 & Amends
Highways Act 1980
Water Act 2003

W8

WASTE MANAGEMENT
The Waste (England & Wales) Regulations 2011

of statutory nuisance.
Relevant to any construction or open sites (e.g. building and roadwork’s, demolition, dredging
and any other engineering construction works) which may lead to external noise.

N3
N4

The new regulations introduce new action and limit values
The Noise Insulation Regulations 1975 and subsequent amendments enable the allocation of
grants for acoustic insulation works to premises subjected to noise from new roads and
railways.

N5

The Directive applies to 57 types of equipment for use outdoors, which requires noise
emission measurements to be taken and to fix labels showing the "guaranteed" noise levels
of each machine.

W1

Effluent may not be discharged to public sewer without a discharge consent (Section 118) or
discharge agreement (Section 129)
Oil, paint and solvent leaks may arise during operation of equipment, handling of drums and
in the storage of materials.
Water abstraction may occur as part of operations as may divert the flow of inland water.

The Control of Pollution (Oil Storage) Regulations apply to anyone storing more than 200
litres of any type of oil (except waste oil) above ground at an industrial, commercial or
institutional site
Regulates discharges made to controlled waters –Scotland
Places duties on drainage boards and the Environment Agency to take into account the
environmental and recreational impact of any land drainage work proposals
Extends the current system of environmental permits to cover groundwater authorisations

W10
W11

Works over or under, and subsequent possible diversion of watercourses.
Makes some major amendments to the Water Resources Act 1991 to improve long-term
water resource management

WM1

Came into force in England and Wales on 29th March 2011 and implements the revised EU
Waste Framework Directive 2008/9. It is important that Skanska and its subcontractors
dispose of waste according to the regulation and 'Duty of Care' principle.

Hazardous Waste Directive 1991
Hazardous Waste (England and Wales) Regulations
2005 & Amendment 2009
Waste Electrical and Electronic Equipment (WEEE)
Regulations 2006
Waste Electrical and Electronic Equipment
(Amendment) Regulations 2007, 2009, (No.2) 2009 &
2010
Waste Batteries and Accumulators Regulations 2009
Batteries and Accumulators (Placing on the Market)
Regulations 2008
Control of Pollution (Amendment) Act 1989
Controlled Waste (Registration of Carriers and Seizure
of Vehicles) Regulations 1991
Landfill Tax Regulations 1996 & Finance Act 1996 2010
Landfill Tax (Qualifying Material) Order 2011
Landfill Tax (Contaminated Land) Order 1996
Environmental Permitting (England and Wales)
Regulations 2010 & Amends

WM2

The term Special Waste is still used in Scotland but has the same definition as hazardous
waste. Special Waste Regulations 1996 were amended in July 2004 to come in line with the
EC Directive on Hazardous Waste 1991. SEPA must be pre-notified (at least 72 hours) before
the disposal of all Special Waste by the consignment note system.
The system requires completion of a five-copy pad of consignment notes. Waste producers
and consignors must maintain a register of notes for three years.
The aim of the Regulations is to combat the rapid growth of waste electronic and electrical
equipment (WEEE) and its impact on the environment due to its hazardous content

WM3

WM4

Waste carriers must be registered to carry controlled waste
The cost of disposal of waste has been increased due to this tax. The intention is to
encourage reduction in waste volumes through re-use, recycling and incineration with energy
recovery as preferable disposal options.

WM5

Waste activities that require a Permit/WML/Exemption:

Producer Responsibility Obligations (PRO) (Packaging
Waste) Regulations 1997
PRO (Packaging Waste) (Amendment) (England and
Wales) Regulations 2005
PRO (Packaging Waste) (Amendment) Regulations
2010
Clean Neighbourhoods & Environment Act 2005

WM6

For Skanska relevant activity is import of packaging from abroad.

WM7

Site Waste Management Plans (SWMP) Regulations
2008
Waste Framework Directive
LAND
Contaminated Land (England) Regulations 2006
Anti-Pollution Works Regulations 1999 & Amends

WM8

The measures contained within the Act deal with many of the problems affecting the quality of
our local environment
Applies to any construction project costing more than £300,000,

L1

Under Part IIA of the Environmental Protection Act 1990 (EPA 1990), local authorities have a
duty to inspect their land in order to identify contaminated land.

Radioactive Contaminated Land (Modification of
Enactments) (England) Regulations 2006

Creates a new framework for the identification and remediation of radioactive contaminated
land and modifies Part 2A of the Environmental Protection Act 1990 and the Environment Act
1995 to allow those provisions to apply to the identification and remediation of radioactive
contaminated land.

Town and Country Planning (Tree Preservation)
(England)Regulations 2012 (SI 2012/)
Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact
Assessment) (England and Wales) Regs 1999
Town and Country Planning (EIA) (Amendment)
Regulations 2006
The Environmental Impact Assessment (Scotland)
Regulations 1999 & Amends
The Electricity Works (Environmental Impact
Assessment) Regulations 2000
Pipe-line Works (Environmental Impact Assessment)
Regulations 2000
The Public Gas Transporter Pipe-line Works
(Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 1999
Planning Act 2008

L2

The European Directive on ‘the assessment of the effects of certain public and private
projects on the environment’ (85/337/EEC as amended by 97/11/EC) was adopted in 1985,
and came into effect in 1988. The effect of this Directive was to require an environmental
impact assessment (EIA) to be carried out, before development consent is granted, for certain
types of major project which are judged likely to have significant environmental effects

L3

Town and County Planning (Trees) Regulations 1999
and amends 2008

L4

This Act includes the "Merton Rule", named after the sustainable planning policy first adopted
by the London Borough of Merton, which is a planning policy that requires new development
over a certain size to typically source at least 10% of their energy from renewable or lowcarbon sources on or near that development.
These regulations allow Local Planning Authorities to protect certain trees by placing Tree
Preservation Orders on them. It is an offence to remove a protected tree

Protection of Birds Act 1954
The Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981
The Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (Variation of
Schedule 9) (England and Wales) Order 2010
Protection of Badgers Act 1992
The Countryside and Rights of Way Act 2000
Hedgerows Regulations 1997 (SI 1997/1160)
The Conservation (Natural Habitats) Regulations 1994
(SI 1994/2716)

L5

Legislation in this category considers the protection of flora and fauna, the protection of
landscape and natural resources and access to the countryside.

Wild Mammals Act 1996
Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (England & Wales)
(Amendment) Regulations
Conservation (Natural Habitats etc.) Regulations 1994
& Amends 2007, 2009
The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations
2010
Weeds Act 1959
Ragwort Control Act 2003
Electricity Act 1989 (Section 37 and Schedule 9)
Land Compensation Act 1973
Acquisition of Land Act 1981
OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH & SAFETY
Health And Safety At Work, etc Act 1974, Section 2
COSHH Regulations 2002 and Amends 2004
Registration, Evaluation, Authorisation and Restriction
of Chemicals (REACH) Enforcement Regulations 2008
Control of Asbestos at Work Regulations 2006
Control of Lead at Work Regulations 2002
HSE guidance L 132
Control of Major Accident Hazard Regulations 1999
Control of Major Accident Hazard Regulations 2005
Amendments
Control of Major Accident Hazards Regulations SI
2009/1595 Amendments
Carriage of Dangerous Goods and use of
Transportable Pressure Regulations 2007
Carriage of Dangerous Goods and Use of
Transportable Pressure Equipment Regulations 2009
The Restriction of the Use of Certain Hazardous
Substances in EEE (ROHS) Regulations 2006
EU Directive: on the restriction of the use on certain
hazardous substances in electrical and electronic
equipment (RoHS) (recast) 2011
Reporting of Injuries, Diseases and Dangerous

L6

Control of the spread of weeds by landowners

L8
L10
L11

Design and construction of electricity networks.
For information: Land used for construction of highways.
Purchase of Land

OH&S1

COSHH assessments provide information on the safe use and disposal of chemicals

OH&S2

All those who have responsibility for the maintenance and/or repair of non-domestic premises
have duties under this regulation.
These Regulations require employers to assess risks from workplace exposure to lead and to
take effective preventative measures.
The main aim of these Regulations is to prevent and mitigate the effects of those major
accidents involving dangerous substances

OH&S3
OH&S4

OH&S5

See OH&S5 for details

OH&S6

The RoHS Regulations restrict the use of certain hazardous substances in new equipment

OH&S7

A report must be made in the case of a death or major injury, over-seven day injury, disease

Occurrences Regulations 1995
HSE guidance L 73
Chemicals (Hazard Information and Packaging for
Supply) (Amendment) Regulations 2000
Chemicals (Hazard Information and Packaging for
Supply) Regulations 2009
Pipelines Safety Regulations 1996
Pipelines Safety (Amendment) Regulations SI 2003
Radioactive Substances Act 1993
High-activity Sealed Radioactive Sources and Orphan
Sources Regulations 2005

and dangerous occurrence.
OH&S8

These regulations update the information that must be given by suppliers to users when
dangerous chemicals are supplied

OH&S9

Pipelines Safety Regulations 1996 (PSR) provides a means of securing pipeline integrity by
ensuring that a pipeline is designed, constructed and operated safely.
Any activity that involves keeping and use of radioactive materials, the use of mobile
radioactive apparatus, and the disposal of radioactive waste.

DS3

Dangerous Substances (Notification and Marking of
Sites) Regulations 1990
OTHER
ISO 14001:2004

DS4

The Regulations lay out the necessary activities to be undertaken resulting in the existence of
“at any one time a total quantity of 25 tonnes or more of dangerous substances at a site”.

O1

EC Directive 2003/4/EC - Public Access to
Environmental Information
Environmental Information Regulations 2004
Framework Decision 2008/99/EC - Protection of the
Environment through Criminal Law

O3

BS 8900 Guidance for Managing Sustainable
Development

O5

Traffic Management Act 2004

O6

Environmental Civil Sanctions (England) Order 2010

O7

ISO 14001 is an international standard for environmental management systems. It is available
to all organisations
This Directive aims to grant the right of access to environmental information held by, or for,
public authorities and make this information easily available to the public by means of
computer and electronic technology
The Directive on the protection of the environment through criminal law regulates the
protection of the environment through criminal law and significantly contributes to the more
effective implementation of environmental protection policy at EU level.
BS 8900: 2006 is designed to help organisations to develop an approach to sustainable
development that will continue to evolve and adapt to meet new and continuing challenges
and demand
Potential scope for all street works business activities requiring Chapter 8 signage including
the siting of dewatering equipment and skips in the highway
All activities. It is very important to ensure that employees are aware of the new powers for
the regulators in relation to a wide range of environmental issues and covering a wide range
of environmental legislation.

O4

6.1 Environment Agency - Pollution Prevention Guidelines
These can be found on the Skanska intranet and those that are relevant to the works will be made
available on the site Environmental Notice Boards and site library
The PPGs provide advice and guidance on statutory responsibility and good environmental practice.
Reference
PPG1

Title
Understanding your Environmental Responsibilities – Good Environmental
Practice
PPG2
Above Ground Oil Storage Tanks
PPG5
Works and Maintenance in or Near Water
PPG6
Working at Construction and Demolition Sites
PPG7
Refuelling facilities: Good Practice Guidelines
PPG8
Safe Storage and Disposal of used Oils
PPG13
Vehicle washing and cleaning
PPG18
Managing Fire Water and Major Spillages
PPG20
Dewatering underground ducts and chambers
PPG21
Pollution Incident Response Planning
PPG22
Dealing with Spillages on Highways
PPG26
Drums and Intermediate Bulk Containers
PPG27
Installation, Decommissioning and Removal of Underground Storage Tanks
Table 7 - EA PPG’s
6.2 Project Construction Environmental Documentation
Document No
PRO/SC/0000/0009
REG/SC/0000/0002
PRO/SC/0000/0010
PRO/SC/0000/0011
PRO/SC/0000/0012
PRO/SC/0000/0013
PLS/SC/0000/0018
PLS/SC/0000/0019

Title
Construction Environmental Management Plan
Environmental Aspects & Impacts Register
Air Quality Management Procedure
Noise & Vibration Management Procedure
Water Management Procedure
Environmental Incident Control Procedure
Construction Waste Management Plan
Sustainability Action Plan
Ecological Mitigation Design Report

B053100/ID/305
Written Scheme of Investigation for Archaeological Works
Archaeological Brief
B0531000/ID/271
Table 8 – Environmental Documentation

Owner
D. Healey
D. Healey
D. Healey
D. Healey
D. Healey
D. Healey
D. Healey
D. Healey
Jacobs UK
Ltd
Cotswold
Archaeology
Jacobs UK
Ltd

The above listed documentation, presented in appendix 4, contain all relevant environmental controls
that will be put in place throughout the construction of the project. The latest revisions can all be found
on Skandocs.
6.3 Other Relevant Environmental Documentation
The following documents play an important role in defining the control measures detailed in this
CEMP and the other construction phase environmental plans.
 Environmental Statement (Document B0531000/ID/71)
 Environmental Statement Supplementary Notes 1-10

7.0 Roles and Responsibilities
All Skanska employees are responsible for supporting the Company Environmental Management
System which has been developed to ISO 14001 standards.
Clear definition and communication of environmental roles and responsibilities on site is essential to
ensure successful environmental management.
All employees
All employees are responsible for the implementation of the relevant parts of the Environmental Policy
and to;
 familiarise themselves with the Company Environmental Policy and the site-specific
Environmental Statement
 demonstrate commitment to the implementation of these Environmental Policies
 co-operate with the Company in fulfilling its legal obligations
 co-operate with the Company to prevent pollution
 co-operate with the Company to achieve continual improvement
 implement the relevant arrangements described in the Environmental Policies
 conform to requirements of Construction Environmental Management Plan
 monitor their workplace for potential threats to the environment and alert their supervisor or
manager of any that are observed
Senior Sustainability Manager – Helen Jenkins
The Senior Sustainability Manager is responsible for:
 liaising with the accreditation body appointed by the Company to certify the Company’s EMS to
ISO 14001
 reviewing reportable environmental incidents and implementing actions to prevent recurrence
 ensuring that a register of incidents resulting in the Company accepting formal cautions or having
been prosecuted under environmental legislation is maintained
 ensuring that a register of legal and other requirements applicable to the environmental aspects of
the Company’s activities and services is maintained
 maintaining procedures for liaising with the accreditation body appointed by the Company to
certify the Company’s EMS to ISO 14001
 legal consents, licences and exemptions such as discharge permits, abstraction licences or waste
permits
 maintaining procedures for waste management, waste minimisation and sustainability
 maintaining procedures for pollution prevention
 maintaining procedures for emergency preparedness and response
 reviewing and monitoring the Company’s performance against agreed targets
 collating reportable environmental incident data, establishing causes and implementing actions to
prevent recurrence
 maintaining a register of recommended Environmental Specialists
 arranging audits of the Environmental Management System
 making recommendations for improvement.
 maintaining a drive towards training with regards to sustainability through a Sustainability and
CSR training programme
 address sustainable issues at tender stage
 keeping up to date with new sustainable initiatives within the business and applying it to our own
business
 overseeing the EMS to ensure compliance with BS EN ISO 14001: 2004
 promoting reoccurring continual improvement and ensuring the transfer of environmental best
practice
 setting Company environmental objectives and ensuring that, where required, project-specific
targets are established
 annually reviewing the roles responsibilities and authorities assigned in the Environmental Policy
 ensuring that the Environmental Policy is reviewed annually, updated as appropriate and that the
Environmental Policy and EMS is drawn to the notice of all employees

Project Director – Duncan Thompson
The Project Director is responsible for;
 Managing the EMS on the site
 Where required, appointing a Project Environmental Manager, Environmental Technician(s) and
Environmental Specialists, including those required to be licensed (e.g. for removal of wildlife or
destruction of wildlife habitat)
 Ensuring that training programmes, including inductions are effectively undertaken
 Ensuring that internal audits are undertaken and reported
Senior Environmental Advisor – Duncan Healey
The Environmental Adviser is responsible for the day to day co-ordination on site of the following
specific aspects of the Environmental Management System;
 Ensuring that all licences and legal consents are obtained and that the conditions of such
consents are adhered to
 Preparation of Project Environmental Plans
 Meeting Company environmental objectives and environmental targets and setting projectspecific targets
 Collecting and collating the Project’s environmental performance records
 Collating reportable environmental incident and NCR data, establishing cause and implementing
actions to prevent recurrence
 Implementing company procedures for waste management, waste minimisation, sustainability
and, emergency preparedness and response
 Review risk assessments and method statements for EMS compliance
 ensuring that internal audits are undertaken and reported
 training, awareness and competence
 objectives and targets
 communication
 monitoring, measurement and records
 non-conformances and, corrective and preventative action
 emergency preparedness and response
 assessment of the environmental performance of subcontractors
 significant environmental impacts and proposed mitigation measures
 implementing and updating the Site Waste Management Plan, in conjunction with the Site Waste
Manager if applicable
Environmental and Community Liaison Assistant – Oliver Beech

As directed, promote continuous improvement of environmental/sustainability performance on
specific projects by fulfilling the duties of an Environmental Adviser.

Be familiar with and promote current environmental legislation including best practices relevant
to Skanska Civil Engineering.

Monitor and report the implementation and application of the EMS requirements on the relevant
Skanska Civil Engineering projects

Provide advice, support and assistance to all project personnel to enable them to manage their
environmental and sustainable responsibilities.

Assist in the development and delivery of suitable environmental and sustainability training for
all project staff.

Represent and promote the Environment Department in meetings, workshops, management
reviews and forums.

Raise environment/sustainability awareness

Support external liaison (reality checks, audits, clients)

Ad hoc duties as job requires
Site Waste Managers – Duncan Healey and Oliver Beech
The Site Waste Manager, appointed by the Project Director for every site, is responsible for;








establishing with the Site Manager and the Purchasing Manager, site procedures for the disposal
of waste and recycling
promoting waste minimisation and sustainability
implementing the site waste segregation policy
implementing and updating the Site Waste Management Plan, in liaison with the Site
Environmental /Manager if applicable
maintaining legal records for all waste removed from site
collecting and collating data on waste and recycling to assist in setting and monitoring targets for
waste reduction

Community Liaison Manager (CLM) – Andie Taylor
The PLM is responsible for;
 Promoting the Scheme, ensuring consistency of approach and content
 Promoting and protecting the clients image within the local community
 Developing a stakeholder matrix
 Ensuring parties directly affected by the scheme are kept informed and treated as good
neighbours
 Managing risk to successfully deliver the project
 Building relations with local residents, parish councils and communities
 Building relations with local interest groups
 Building relations with local schools
 Updating local communities on work activities that may affect them
 Logging and responding to queries from the public
 Promoting and protecting the image within the local community
 Analysing trends of query subjects
 Third Party claims to be passed to the Project Director.
Other Environmental Specialists
The team of specialists responsible for the environmental assessment and design of the scheme will
support the project team on specific issues as required at construction stage. They have undertaken
preconstruction surveys, applied for applicable consents (such as protected species licences) carried
out watching briefs and will oversee implementation of mitigation throughout the construction,
maintenance and monitoring periods as necessary.
Environmental Co-ordinator (Barry Moore)
The Environmental Coordinator is responsible for taking the scheme through the environmental
aspects of the statutory process, preparing the ES and Environmental Master Plan and developing
the detailed design and OCEMP in liaison with the specialist advisors.
During the construction phase the Environmental Coordinator would transfer the OCEMP,
Commitments Register and Environmental Aspects and Impacts Register to the Environmental
Manager and would provide such advice as necessary throughout construction, maintenance and
long term monitoring, to ensure implementation of the detailed environmental design and compliance
with the ES.
The Environmental Coordinator would also assist in the preparation of the HEMP to ensure all data
required for long term management was carried through and passed on to the relevant management
authority.
Landscape Architect (Declan Rooney) – is responsible for developing the existing Vegetation and
Landscape Design and in coordination with the Ecological Design, monitoring the provenance, quality
and supply of plant stock and the implementation of landscape works during both the construction and
maintenance phases. He is also responsible for overseeing the implementation of environmental
mitigation measures.
Ecologist (Nick Steggall) - is responsible for carrying out preconstruction surveys as required,
developing the Ecological Design, including ecological mitigation proposals and method statements,
legislative compliance including applying for licenses and consents e.g. for the disturbance of

protected species and monitoring the implementation of the works throughout the construction,
maintenance and in to long term management where required by license conditions.
Archaeologist (Vicki Score) - is responsible for developing the Archaeological Design in liaison with
English Heritage and the County Archaeologists. The archaeologist would oversee archaeological
mitigation works pre construction and during the construction phase as required and for any post
excavation works and reporting.
Noise and Vibration / Air Quality Specialist (Rob Hill & Erwan Corfa) - will provide input and
advice as required to the Project Team including liaison with the local planning authority
Environmental Health Officers, the overseeing of noise, vibration or air quality during construction, as
required. The Noise Specialist will assess the eligibility of properties to be insulated against traffic or
construction noise under the Noise Insulation Regulations (NIR) 27.
Agricultural/Land Use/Soils Specialist (Ted Rogers) - will provide input into a Soil Management
Plan to ensure the correct handling, storage and deployment of materials to achieve the project
objectives for habitat creation and restoration of land to agricultural use, and monitor the
implementation of the plan as required. The specialist will also provide advice to the Project Team or
landowner as required.

8.0 Training, Awareness & Competence
Relevant Skanska employees on the project shall attend the one-day CITB-approved SEATS (Site
Environmental Awareness Training) course. In addition all Skanska employees shall attend
environmental update training. The Environmental team shall organise environmental training and
maintain records.
Environmental issues for the attention of subcontractors shall be communicated in a variety of
methods, including:
 Environmental, Health & Safety Meetings;
 Environmental, Health and Safety Briefings and Toolbox Talks;
 Site Notice Boards;
 Progress Meetings
Training
Environmental
Awareness

Site Induction

Toolbox Talks

On site
practical
training
Waste
Management
training

Description of training
Relevant Skanska and supply chain employees will undertake SEATS
training, including all office based employees. Key subcontractors will
attend this training.
Operatives will be made aware of public footpaths, noise minimisation
and waste management.
All site operatives will undertake a site specific environmental induction.
This will include information on location of spill kits, ecological issues,
waste segregation and emergency plans.
Environmental toolbox talks will be undertaken to reinforce the site
induction i.e. waste segregation & disposal, spill response, storage of
fuel/oil, pollution prevention.
Relevant toolbox talks will be undertaken prior to any activity with
potential impact on the environment, for example pumping water from
excavations
Site operatives will undertake practical training in the location, use of
spill kits, appropriate PPE, cleanup procedure and disposal of used spill
kits.
Nominated waste managers will undertake specialist waste
management training which will include duty of care, European waste
codes (EWC) and practical guidance to reduce, reuse and recycle where
possible on site.
Notices will be displayed in the site offices, welfare areas and sensitive
locations such as refuelling area or stores compound.

Internal
Guidance
Notes
Table 9 – Environmental Training

9.0 Documentation and Record Keeping
This CEMP and the documentation arising from the procedures in the environment section of the Our
Way of Working (OWOW) must be clearly and logically referenced and kept in the Site Environmental
File(s) and on the electronic document management system Skandocs.

10.0 Emergency Preparedness and Response
Non-conformance would be considered to have taken place when an environmental incident occurs,
for non compliance with environmental legislation or when work is not carried out in accordance with
the requirements of the CEMP or Environmental Design.
In the event of an environmental incident, the Project Environmental Incident Control Plan
PRO/SC/0000/0013 will be followed.
Details of incident control can be found in the environment section of the IMS. These may be linked
with the Health and Safety, Fire and Emergency Plan.
All environmental incidents and near misses shall be logged on the appropriate database or
spreadsheet
For appropriate incidents, an Immediate Action Notification shall be sent to the Senior Sustainability
Manager for further distribution to the Environmental team.

11.0 Consents, Permits & Licences
Licences and consents control activities by putting in place conditions which reduce harm to people
and the environment. A number of licences and consents will be required in order to enable
construction, operation and maintenance. Skanska have identified and will obtain relevant licences
and consents that are required for construction. A schedule of licences and consents will be held by
the Environmental Advisor (See Appendix 3). The register will record progress in application, and
details of any conditions required or amendments. The register will be reviewed and updated where
necessary.

12.0 Public Liaison
Public liaison activities will comply with the requirements of Skanska’s Our Way of Working (OWOW)
EHS 034: Community Involvement Procedure. The Project Communications Plan will be followed at
all times. There is a dedicated Public Liaison Manager (PLM) for the scheme, who holds a list of
stakeholders. The main stakeholders include the following interested parties; the Highway Agency,
the Environment Agency, regulatory authorities, neighbours, local pressure groups, media and
insurers.
The site has been registered with the Considerate Constructors Scheme. The aim of the Considerate
Constructors Scheme is to improve the image of construction. A Considerate Constructors log book
has been developed and the Project Team monitor progress and continually improve project
performance against the following 8 point code:









Considerate
Good Neighbours
Clean & Tidy
Respectful
Safe
Environmentally Conscious
Responsible
Accountable

The Considerate Constructors Scheme (CCS) and the associated code form the required standards of
the project and site rules. CCS will be promoted through the site induction, toolbox talks and posters.
Any environmental complaints received from the public or any other interested party will forwarded to
the Environmental Advisor who will review the complaint. A non-conformance will be raised and
detail all corrective action undertaken if necessary. Individuals will be assigned actions and agreed
action dates in order to ensure that enquiries are closed out to agreed timescales (maximum 10
working days). It is important to deal with enquiries in a timely manner.

APPENDICES

Appendix 1: Key Issues Identified in the Environmental Impact Assessment During Construction for the Preferred Route as reported in the ES
*indicates that a topic is considered to be a key issue for the scheme.
L – Important at a Local Level, R – Important at a Regional Level, N – Important at a National Level, I – Important at an International Level
Topic Area

Potential Impact / Risk

Level

Assessment

Key
Issue

Air Quality and
Climate Change

Dust and emissions from plant.
Traffic emissions due to delays.

L&R

ES Sensitivity : Very High
ES Construction Effect : Neutral

*










Cultural Heritage

Loss of archaeological features and
impacts on the setting of built
heritage features including the
Scheduled Monument of Lilbourne
Motte and Bailey, Conservation
Areas and Listed Buildings.

L&R

Sensitivity is Very High as air quality changes affect human health.
The ES does not identify any significant effects during construction
given the implementation of a CEMP to control dust and emissions.
Dust deposition would primarily affect the few properties within 100
metres of the works. Given the control measures in place it is
anticipated that the impacts on air quality would be Negligible.
The effect of emissions from construction vehicles is considered to be
Slight Adverse as vehicle movements overall are small compared to
existing volumes of traffic on the road network as a whole.
Potential disruption to traffic during construction has also been
considered as temporary congestion could result in an increase in
emissions.
M1 Junction 19 already suffers from traffic delays and queuing. Traffic
management would be implemented to maintain the flow of existing
traffic on the M1, M6 and A14. Temporary road closures would have no
significant long term impact on local air quality levels.
The overall effect of potential disruption is considered to be Neutral.

ES Sensitivity : High – Low
ES Construction Effect : Slight Adverse


There is considerable archaeological potential within the study area
including prehistoric cropmarks and a possible Roman settlement, as
well as historic buildings in the villages and historic landscapes
including ridge and furrow.

*

Appendix 1: Key Issues Identified in the Environmental Impact Assessment During Construction for the Preferred Route as reported in the ES
*indicates that a topic is considered to be a key issue for the scheme.
L – Important at a Local Level, R – Important at a Regional Level, N – Important at a National Level, I – Important at an International Level
Topic Area

Potential Impact / Risk

Level

Loss of habitats. Disturbance to
wildlife in particular species
protected at International and
National Level.

I&N

Construction would lead to the direct loss of some archaeological and
landscape features, with effects on the setting of historic buildings
continuing through the operation of the Scheme. The Preferred Route
would not affect the Scheduled Monument.
ES Sensitivity : High – Low and Negligible
ES Construction Effect : Slight Beneficial to Moderate Beneficial




Landscape

Impacts on landscape character due
to the disruption of landform and
skylines, and loss of vegetation.
Visual impact on dwellings and
PROW.

Key
Issue



Impacts on historic landscape
character.

Ecology

Assessment

L

Much of the habitat directly affected including land within the current
highway and surrounding agricultural land is of Low to Medium
sensitivity, though some habitats including the River Avon, ponds and
trees are either known to support protected species, or have the
potential to do so.
The ES identified Slight Adverse effects, as part of a risk based
precautionary approach, due to the disturbance of one species, but
also considered that there was scope to enhance lower value habitats
by measures included in the scheme, finding a number of Slight to
Moderate Beneficial Effects as a result.

ES Sensitivity : High (visual impact on dwellings) Medium (landscape
character)
ES Construction Effect : Moderate Adverse




*

Established planting in and around the existing junction helps to protect
the setting of the four nearby villages of Shawell, Swinford, Catthorpe
and Lilbourne, as well as PROW and cultural features. The landscape
is then important at a local level and views from dwellings are regarded
as particularly sensitive.
The loss of existing planting and addition of new structures would result
in a Moderate Adverse effect initially, though as new planting

*

Appendix 1: Key Issues Identified in the Environmental Impact Assessment During Construction for the Preferred Route as reported in the ES
*indicates that a topic is considered to be a key issue for the scheme.
L – Important at a Local Level, R – Important at a Regional Level, N – Important at a National Level, I – Important at an International Level
Topic Area

Potential Impact / Risk

Level

Assessment

Key
Issue

establishes this would reduce to Slight Adverse in the longer term.
Materials

Loss of agricultural soils
Loss of geological features
Disturbance of contaminated soils
Production of waste materials

R&L

*
Agricultural Soils - ES Sensitivity : Medium to Low
ES Construction Effect : Slight Adverse
Geology - ES Sensitivity : Low
Construction Effect : Slight Adverse




Noise

Temporary noise from construction
activities.

L

The scheme would result in the permanent loss and temporary use of
agricultural land, some of which is classified as BMV. No Important
geological features would be affected, but there is a risk of Moderate
Adverse effects on known landfill sites, which could contain hazardous
materials. The scheme is likely to require the importation of materials.
Improvements to the existing junction are also likely to generate waste
materials.
Supplementary Note 5 considers there will be surplus material requiring
export. The project will continue to pursue the reduction, re-use and
recycling of materials, both on and off site and where necessary
disposal as waste including any hazardous materials.

ES Sensitivity : High for all dwellings
ES Construction Effect : Minor Adverse

*


Effects on all
Travellers

Temporary disruption for vulnerable
users and vehicle travellers.

L

There are very few residential properties that are close to the junction
improvement
ES Sensitivity : Not assessed
ES Construction Effect :Vulnerable users and local vehicle travellers Slight Adverse
Long distance vehicle travellers Moderate Adverse

*

Appendix 1: Key Issues Identified in the Environmental Impact Assessment During Construction for the Preferred Route as reported in the ES
*indicates that a topic is considered to be a key issue for the scheme.
L – Important at a Local Level, R – Important at a Regional Level, N – Important at a National Level, I – Important at an International Level
Topic Area

Potential Impact / Risk

Level

Community and
Private Assets

Temporary loss of land.

L

Assessment

Key
Issue
*

ES Sensitivity : Low – Medium
ES Construction Effect : Slight Adverse



Road Drainage and
the Water
Environment

Potential for pollution of River Avon

L&R

There would be a temporary loss of land required during the
construction period of 6.14 hectares. Measures are proposed to
sustainably manage the temporary uses of land so that these areas
are returned to agricultural use, to meet the objective of conserving
BMV land and soils where possible
See also Materials above

ES Sensitivity : Very High- low
ES Construction Effect : Moderate Adverse


Effects at construction stage are conservative given risks of a pollution
incident affecting the River Avon which provides a drinking water
supply and is a designated cyprinid fishery, However this risk is of short
duration given early provision of proposed treatment ponds and would
be controlled by a CEMP.

*
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Appendix 2 Environmental Commitments Register
Ref
No

Aspect

Commitment

Agreed With/
Committed To

Detail/ Action
Required/Timing

1/1

Air Quality

Undertake NO2 monitoring
at property on the A5 at
greatest risk of exceeding
the AQS objective during
the Catthorpe/Swinford
Road closure, to establish
whether mitigation measure
(reduced speed limit) is
required
Implement mitigation
measures to control and
minimise fugitive emissions
of particulates and dust,
tailpipe emissions from
plant and traffic emissions
Carry out agreed mitigation
strategy

PI Inspector

Prior to commencement
and during the construction
phase.

P1 Inspector

Leicestershire CC
Northants CC
Warwickshire CC

ME to confirm
specification with
their consultant

1/2

Air Quality
Measures
included in Air
Quality Mgmt
Plan

2/1

Cultural heritage
Arch works
ongoing

Owner/
Fulfilment
Status
Moore
Environment
(ME)

Document Reference

Ensure appropriate
measures are included in
the CEMP for
implementation during
construction

Skanska

Section 6 of Air Quality and
Climate Change Proof of
Evidence (HA/07/01)

Prior to commencement of
any site work

Skanska

Cultural Heritage Consultation
Meeting Notes 12th August 2008
and 13th March 2009. Agreed
strategy set out at Section 2.6
Mitigation Chapter 2 Heritage
ES Volume 2

Air Quality and Climate Change
Proof of Evidence (HA/07/01)
and Update on Impact of the
Swinford/Catthorpe Diversion
on Air Quality at Sensitive
Receptors along the A5 Watling
Street (HA/41)
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Ref
No

Aspect

Commitment

Agreed With/
Committed To

Detail/ Action
Required/Timing

2/2

Cultural heritage
WSI completed.
Archaeological
works ongoing

Provide Written Scheme of
Investigation (WSI) for
agreement with
Archaeological Advisers.
Work on site to be
monitored by the
archaeological consultant
and advisers to ensure
work reaches required
standards. English Heritage
to be notified and given
opportunity to visit

P I Inspector

Archaeological Brief to be
produced early April/May
2013 to ensure agreements
are in place before start of
works and to inform
contractor’s pricing and
appointment.

2/3

Cultural Heritage

Results of analysis of any
archaeological finds to be
made available to a wide
audience through
publications and digital
measures, including HER
and OASIS

Owner/
Fulfilment
Status
ME

Document Reference

ME

Cultural Heritage Proof of
Evidence (HA13/01) Section 6
and answer to Inspector’s
question.

Cultural Heritage Proof of
Evidence (HA13/01) Section 6

Archaeological contractor to
submit WSI to
Archaeological Advisers.

PI Inspector

Monitoring to take place in
accordance with
programme for site works
Publication strategy and
programme to be set out in
WSI.
Publication to take place on
completion of analysis
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Ref
No

Aspect

Commitment

Agreed With/
Committed To

Detail/ Action
Required/Timing

3/1

Ecology and
Nature
Conservation
Landscape
Community and
Private Assets

Provide low nutrient
substrate for establishment
of species rich grassland

Environment
Agency and
Natural England

Identify and deploy suitable
materials as part of Soil
Management Plan for
project

3/2

Ecology and
Nature
Conservation

Provide suitable otter and
badger proof fencing
throughout the scheme to
prevent mammals
accessing the network

Environment
Agency

Identify appropriate
locations for fencing,
monitor for effectiveness
and ensure long term
management in place. Prior
to commencement of any
site work

Temp Badger
fencing detailed
in EMD Report.
Due for
installation Mar
2014

Owner/
Fulfilment
Status
ME/Skanska

ME/Skanska

Document Reference

Ecology and Nature
Conservation Consultation
Meeting Notes 19th August 2008
and Natural England
Consultation 23rd March 2009.
Soil management proposals as
set out at Section 5.5 Mitigation
Chapter 5 Materials ES Volume
2, Landscape Proof of Evidence
(HA/06/01) Agriculture Proof of
Evidence (HA/10/01)
Ecology and Nature
Conservation Consultation
Meeting Notes 19th August 2008
and Natural England
Consultation 23rd March 2009
and Environment Agency letter
11th September 2008.Mitigation
measures as described at
Section 3.5 Mitigation Chapter 3
Ecology Nature Conservation
ES Volume 2 (including extract
Section 3.5 Confidential Badger
Report)
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Ref
No

Aspect

Commitment

Agreed With/
Committed To

Detail/ Action
Required/Timing

3/3

Ecology and
Nature
Conservation

Include mitigation measures
for Great Crested Newts,
ponds, wetlands

Environment
Agency

As identified in EIA,
measures to be included in
detailed landscape and
ecological design

Include bat roosts in new
structures over the river and
other suitable locations.

Environment
Agency

Boxes to be retro fitted to
old structures where
feasible and opportunities
considered for new
structures. New roosts to
be provided to mitigate loss
of summer roosts confirmed
in 2012 surveys.

Owner/
Fulfilment
Status
ME

EMD Report
Wetland Dwgs

3/4

Ecology and
Nature
Conservation
Boxes to be
installed Mar
2014

ME

Document Reference

Ecology and Nature
Conservation Consultation
Meeting Notes 19th August 2008
and Natural England
Consultation 23rd March 2009
and Environment Agency letter
11th September 2008. Mitigation
measures as described at
Section 3.5 Mitigation Chapter 3
Ecology Nature Conservation
ES Volume 2.
Ecology and Nature
Conservation Consultation
Meeting Notes 19th August 2008
and Natural England
Consultation 23rd March 2009.
Mitigation measures as
described at Section 3.5
Mitigation Chapter 3 Ecology
Nature Conservation ES
Volume 2 and Section 4
Assessment review
Supplementary Note 3 Ecology
and Nature Conservation
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Ref
No

Aspect

Commitment

Agreed With/
Committed To

Detail/ Action
Required/Timing

Owner/
Fulfilment
Status
ME

3/5

Ecology and
Nature
Conservation

Deliver net biodiversity gain
and be in keeping with
landscape character

Natural England

Opportunities to be
considered throughout
planning and design
process

3/6

Ecology and
Nature
Conservation

Include small ponds
adjacent to drainage ponds
as wildlife refuges

Environment
Agency

Include in detailed
Landscape and Ecological
Design

ME

Document Reference

Natural England Consultation
Meeting Notes 23rd March 2009,
Natural England letter 5th
August 2008. Mitigation
measures as described at
Section 3.5 Mitigation Chapter 3
Ecology Nature Conservation
ES Volume 2
Natural England Consultation
Meeting Notes 23rd March 2009,
and Environment Agency letter
11th September 2008

Wetland dwgs
3/7

Ecology and
Nature
Conservation

Make positive contribution
to HA BAP targets

Natural England

Include in detailed
Landscape and Ecological
Design

ME

3/8

Ecology and
Nature
Conservation

Employ measures to protect
species at risk of harm or
disturbance

Natural England

Include in Detailed
Ecological Design

ME

Natural England Consultation
Meeting Notes 23rd March 2009,
Natural England letter 5th
August 2008. Mitigation
measures as described at
Section 3.5 Mitigation Chapter 3
Ecology Nature Conservation
ES Volume 2
Scoping Report Section 9.
Mitigation measures as
described at Section 3.5
Mitigation Chapter 3 Ecology
Nature Conservation ES
Volume 2
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Ref
No

Aspect

Commitment

Agreed With/
Committed To

Detail/ Action
Required/Timing

Owner/
Fulfilment
Status
ME

3/9

Ecology and
Nature
Conservation

Include otter crossings
below A14 at river Avon
above flood level

Environment
Agency

Include in Detailed
Ecological Design

3/10

Ecology and
Nature
Conservation

Implement plan for
aftercare and long term
management

Natural England
Local Authorities
County Naturalist
Trusts

Include in Detailed
Ecological Design and
HEMP

ME

3/11

Ecology and
Nature
Conservation
Landscape

Local provenance stock
procured, eg by East
Midlands Seed Initiative

Natural England

Use advance contract
growing of stock from local
seed source. Include in
detailed Landscape Design

ME

Document Reference

Ecology and Nature
Conservation Consultation
Meeting Notes 19th August 2008
and Natural England
Consultation 23rd March 2009,
and Environment Agency letter
11th September 2008, Mitigation
measures as described at
Section 3.5 Mitigation Chapter 3
Ecology Nature Conservation
ES Volume 2
Natural England Consultation
Meeting Notes 23rd March 2009
and Biodiversity Consultation
2nd April 2009. Mitigation
measures as described at
Section 3.5 Mitigation Chapter 3
Ecology Nature Conservation
ES Volume 2
Natural England Consultation
Meeting Notes 23rd March 2009
and Natural England letter 5th
August 2008. Section 8
Landscape Proof of Evidence
Jan 12
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Ref
No

Aspect

Commitment

Agreed With/
Committed To

Detail/ Action
Required/Timing

3/12

Ecology and
Nature
Conservation

Protected Species licences
to be obtained as
necessary

Natural England

Continue survey updates in
advance of construction as
appropriate to ensure
status, population and
distribution of species
continues to be understood
and fully taken into account
Carry out an appropriate
monitoring regime agreed
with Natural England to
assess efficacy of the
ecological mitigation

Public Inquiry
Inspector

Draft licence applications
for bats and gcn to be
issued for review by NE
May 2013. Formal licence
applications to be submitted
on receipt of Secretary of
State’s decision
Carry out surveys as
currently scheduled for
bats, otter and badger
during PCF Stages 4 and 5.

Keep requirement for
badger fencing under
review in the light of recent
evidence of increased
activity around the site.

Public Inquiry
Inspector

Bat, Badger, GCN
Obtained
3/13

Ecology and
Nature
Conservation
Surveys
completed

3/14

Ecology and
Nature
Conservation2

3/15

Ecology and
Nature
Conservation

Public Inquiry
Inspector

Proposals to be included in
protected species licence
application method
statements and in detailed
ecological design.
Implement during and post
construction as required.
Determine requirements
after pre construction check
and include in detailed
ecological design if
required.

Owner/
Fulfilment
Status
ME

Document Reference

ME

Ecology and Nature
Conservation Proof of Evidence
( HA08/01) Section 6

ME

Ecology and Nature
Conservation Proof of Evidence
( HA08/01) Section 5

ME

Ecology and Nature
Conservation Proof of Evidence
( HA08/01) Section 5

Email to Andrew Stubbs dated
2nd January 2013 in response to
EN letter dated 14th December
2012
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Ref
No

Aspect

Commitment

Agreed With/
Committed To

Detail/ Action
Required/Timing

4/1

Landscape

Ensure design allows for
similar area of replacement
planting to minimise impact
on Tomley Hall Farm in
long term

Mr Turney

4/2

Landscape

Implement plan for
aftercare and long term
management of landscape
measures

Leicestershire
County Council

Consider inclusion larger
stock, use earth mounding,
ensure sufficient space to
replace lost planting.
Include in detailed
Landscape Design.
Include in detailed
Landscape Design and
HEMP

4/3

Landscape

Offsite planting to be
considered in advance of
the main works

Parish Councils
Leicestershire
County Council

4/4

Landscape

Mr Turney See also
item 4/1 above

4/5

Landscape

Hedgerow between Tomley
Hall Farm and the M6 to be
reinforced with new planting
Provide offsite planting to
screen Lambcote Hill Farm

Mr Morris

Owner/
Fulfilment
Status
ME

Document Reference

ME

Landscape Consultation
Meeting Notes 13th August
2008. Works Information Volume 1: Conditions of
Contract, para 7.6
para 2.10.38 & 39 ES Volume
1,
Item 1.4.16a Works Information.
Landscape Consultation
Meeting Notes 13th August 2008
and 1st April 2009

Develop strategy and
discuss with landowners at
EIA stage. Where possible
secure agreement for
implementation during first
season following Secretary
of States decision.
Raise with Mr Turney under
Offsite Planting

ME

Discuss further at detailed
design stage preconstruction

ME

ME

Verbal commitment at Public
Consultation. Notes of Farm
Meeting 4th June 2009

Item 1.4.16a Works Information.
Notes of Farm Meeting 4th June
2009
Notes of Farm Meeting 18th
June 2009
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No

Aspect

Commitment

Agreed With/
Committed To

Detail/ Action
Required/Timing

4/6

Landscape

Mr Turney See also
items 4/1 and 4/4
above

Mounding to be placed
during construction, before
the M6 to M1 Southbound
Link is opened to traffic.

4/7

Landscape

2 metre high mounding to
be in place along the M6 to
M1 Southbound link Road
to reduce impact on Tomley
Hall Farm before it is
opened to traffic.
Alternative proposal to store
Mr Turney’s topsoil along
the line of the local link road
to act as temporary
screening, rather than
utilise CPO plot 2/1d, to be
discussed prior to works
Offer hedgerow along the
local link road to Mr Turney
as accommodation works
To ensure planting
establishes well,
appropriate soils to be
identified and safeguarded
by means of a Soil
Management Plan

Mr Turney.

PI Inspector

No longer
applicable
(10/06/14 D
Healey)
4/8

Landscape

4/9

Landscape

PI Inspector

Owner/
Fulfilment
Status
Skanska

Document Reference

Negotiate and agree, if
possible, in advance of
works. Otherwise revert to
CPO plot

Skanska

Meeting with Mr Turney 12th
March 2013. Offer also
confirmed in evidence 13th
March 2013.

Offer hedgerow during
accommodation works
negotiations
Include Soil Management
Plan in detailed design and
monitor during construction

Skanska

Landscape Proof of Evidence
(HA/06/01) Para 7.18

ME

Landscape Proof of Evidence
(HA/06/01) Para 6.2.2

HA letter dated 7 December
2012.
Landscape Proof of Evidence
(HA/06/01) Para 7.3
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No

Aspect

Commitment

Agreed With/
Committed To

Detail/ Action
Required/Timing

4/10

Landscape &
Ecology and
Nature
Conservation

On completion of a five year
aftercare period by the
contractor, planting and
habitat creation measures
would be handed over to
the MAC with a Handover
Environmental
Management Plan (HEMP),
setting
management
objectives and the actions
required to meet them.

Public Inquiry
Inspector

Consult MAC as part of the
detailed design process to
build in ‘manageability’
Prepare handover
documents in line with HA
requirements including
ENVIS three months
before the end of the
aftercare period.

4/11

Landscape

Provide offsite planting to
west side of M1 to improve
screening

M/s Grindal

5/1

Materials

Final approach to dealing
with leachate emerging
from the Cleanway landfill
site to be agreed with the
EA after undertaking a
Groundwater Detailed
Quantitative Risk
Assessment

Public Inquiry
Inspector

Prepare plans for
agreement with M/s Grindal
for implementation after the
Secretary of State’s
decision
Further monitoring and risk
assessment to take place.
and discussions held with
the EA to determine
appropriate treatment
including a cut off wall if
necessary.

Owner/
Fulfilment
Status
ME

Document Reference

ME

Accommodation Works Meeting
24th April 2013

Jacobs

Supplementary Note 5 Materials
paras 4.1.3 to 4.1.11.
General Environment Proof of
Evidence (HA/05/01) paras
7.3.11 to 7.3.12
Road Drainage and Water
Environment Proof of Evidence
(HA12/01) paras 6.2.9 to 6.2.10

General Environment Proof of
Evidence (HA/05/01) para
5.2.13
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No

Aspect

Commitment

Agreed With/
Committed To

Detail/ Action
Required/Timing

Owner/
Fulfilment
Status
Jacobs

Document Reference

5/2

Materials

Attempt to balance
earthworks at detailed
design stage. Disposal
offsite is a last resort

Public Inquiry
Inspector

Revisit earthworks design
at detailed design to avoid
reduce quantity to be
disposed of.

6/1

Noise and
vibration
Discussions with
HDC undertaken

Agree construction noise
thresholds and mitigation
measures as set out in
Chapter 6 of the ES with
relevant LPAs

Harborough District
Council
Daventry District
Council
Public Inquiry
Inspector

Prior to commencement of
any site work
Implement measures as
part of CEMP

Skanska

The General Public

Include in method
statements. Implement
appropriate signage in
advance of construction.

Skanska

Welford Action
Group

Include in method
statements. Liaise with
Managing Agents

Skanska

Scoping Report Section 12,
Section 6.5 Mitigation Chapter 6
Noise and Vibration ES Volume
2
Noise and Vibration Proof of
Evidence (HA/09/01) paras
5.2.15, 6.1.1 and 6.1.2
Commitment at June 2004
Exhibition
Item 1.4.16a Works Information.
Section 6.5 Mitigation Chapter 6
Noise and Vibration ES Volume
2
Construction Proof of Evidence
(HA/02/01) para 4.4.10
Item 1.4.16a Works Information
Construction Proof of Evidence
(HA/02/01) para 9.1.16

6/2

Noise and
vibration

No Contractor’s vehicles to
be permitted through the
villages of Lilbourne,
Swinford, Catthorpe,
Shawell or Welford

6/3

Noise and
vibration

6/4

Noise and
Vibration

Not to sign the A5199 as a
strategic diversion route
during closures of the M1 or
A14
Low noise carriageway
surfacing to be provided
(also on local roads if
required)

The General Public

Included for new or altered
sections of Highway.

Jacobs

General Environment Proof of
Evidence (HA/05/01) paras
7.3.11 to 7.3.12
Construction Proof of Evidence
(HA/02/01) paras 7.3.1 – 7.3.2

Item 1.4.16a Works Information.
Section 6.5 Mitigation Chapter 6
Noise and Vibration ES Volume
2
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Commitment

Agreed With/
Committed To

Detail/ Action
Required/Timing

6/5

Noise and
Vibration

Parish Councils

Consult Parish Councils in
advance of construction.

6/6

Noise and
Vibration
See also
Community and
Private Assets
8/16
Topsoil utilised
as described
Noise and
Vibration
NIR Report

Traffic and construction
noise impacts to be
discussed in advance with
local Parish Councils
Topsoil stripped from the
compound site to be used
to provide mounding at
locations around the
perimeter to reduce noise
emissions from the
compound.

Public Inquiry
Inspector

Include in detailed layout
for site compound.

Skanska

Carry out a detailed
assessment in advance of
construction to identify
properties that might be
eligible for insulation
against construction noise
under the Noise Insulation
Regulations 1975 (As
amended 1988)
Carry out a further
assessment to determine
whether any properties are
eligible for insulation
against traffic noise under
The Noise Insulation
Regulations 1975 (As
amended 1988)

Public Inquiry
Inspector

Include assessment within
detailed design

ME

Noise and Vibration Proof of
Evidence (HA/09/01) para
6.1.3

Public Inquiry
Inspector

Include assessment within
detailed design

ME

Noise and Vibration Proof of
Evidence (HA/09/01) para
6.2.4

6/7

6/8

Noise and
Vibration
NIR Report

Owner/
Fulfilment
Status
Skanska

Document Reference

Item 1.4.16a Works Information.
Section 6.5 Mitigation Chapter 6
Noise and Vibration ES Volume
2
Noise and Vibration Proof of
Evidence (HA/09/01) para
5.2.5
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Required/Timing

6/9

Noise and
Vibration

Public Inquiry
Inspector

During construction
Contractor to manage
through CEMP

6/10

Noise and
Vibration and Air
Quality
Ongoing -DH

Public Inquiry
Inspector

6/11

Noise and
Vibration/ Air
Quality/
Community and
Private Assets
All Travellers

Construction to be generally
undertaken within weekday
daylight hours and
generally limited to 7am to
7 pm weekdays and 7 am
to 2pm Saturdays. Works
outside these hours to be
subject to liaison with the
Local Environmental Health
Officer
When construction works
could have a significant
impact on neighbouring
properties, the affected
parties will be advised in
advance
Prior to start of construction
Skanska to register with the
national Considerate
Constructors Scheme
Provide the opportunity for
a bridleway circuit

7/1

Owner/
Fulfilment
Status
Skanska

Document Reference

During construction
Contractor to manage
through CEMP

Skanska

Construction Proof of Evidence
(HA/02/01) para 4.2.2

Public Inquiry
Inspector

Prior to and during
construction
Contractor to manage
through CEMP

Skanska

Construction Proof of Evidence
(HA/02/01) para 6.7.8

Vulnerable Users
Highway
Authorities

Finalise proposals at
detailed design.

ME

Report of a Workshop for
Pedestrians, Cyclists and
Equestrians 4th Sept 2008
Notes of Vulnerable Users
Consultation Meeting 26th
March 2009. Environmental
Master Plan and draft Orders,
Section 7.5 Mitigation Chapter 7
All Travellers Volume 2 ES

Construction Proof of Evidence
(HA/02/01) para 4.2.1
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Agreed With/
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Detail/ Action
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7/2

All Travellers

Sections of Rugby Road,
Swinford Road and Shawell
Lane outside limits of
construction to be made
suitable for vulnerable
users to complete utility
network

Vulnerable Users
Highway
Authorities

Finalise proposals at
detailed design.

7/3

All Travellers

Create separate utility
network (hard surface multi
use) and recreational
network. Utility network to
provide a direct link
between Swinford and
Catthorpe

Vulnerable Users
Highway
Authorities

7/4

All Travellers

Diverted bridleway to follow
River Avon between A14
and M1

Vulnerable Users
Highway
Authorities

During Planning and
Design process design
details and network to be
finalised including
consideration for surfacing
for multi use, requirements
for horses, forms of
underbridges to avoid
problems with amenity and
security, bridleway
crossings at the River Avon
Finalise proposals at
detailed design.
Finalise proposals at
detailed design.

Owner/
Fulfilment
Status
ME

ME

ME

Document Reference

Report of a Workshop for
Pedestrians, Cyclists and
Equestrians 4th Sept 2008
Notes of Vulnerable Users
Consultation Meeting 26th
March 2009. Environmental
Master Plan and draft Orders
Section 7.5 Mitigation Chapter 7
All Travellers Volume 2 ES
Report of a Workshop for
Pedestrians, Cyclists and
Equestrians 4th Sept 2008
Notes of Vulnerable Users
Consultation Meeting 26th
March 2009. Environmental
Master Plan and draft Orders
Section 7.5 Mitigation Chapter 7
All Travellers Volume 2 ES

Report of a Workshop for
Pedestrians, Cyclists and
Equestrians 4th Sept 2008
Notes of Vulnerable Users
Consultation Meeting 26th
March 2009. Environmental
Master Plan and draft Orders,
Section 7.5 Mitigation Chapter 7
All Travellers Volume 2 ES
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Ref
No

Aspect

Commitment

Agreed With/
Committed To

Detail/ Action
Required/Timing

Owner/
Fulfilment
Status
ME/Jacobs

7/5

All Travellers

Enhance the current
network, remove users from
close contact with heavy
traffic, improve overall
conditions for users to
provide a safer and more
pleasant journey

Vulnerable Users
Highway
Authorities

Finalise proposals at
detailed design stage.

7/6

All Travellers

Improve conditions for
cyclists pedestrians and
horse riders

General Public

Finalise proposals at
detailed design stage.

ME/Jacobs

7/7

All Travellers

Bridleway adjacent to the
River Avon to be
constructed to a width of 3
metres with a stone
foundation to ensure it can
remain firm and free
draining. The cross section
would be profiled to shed
water, which would have
the effect of raising it
slightly above the field on
either side. The surface
would be blinded with finer
stone, mixed with some soil
and seed to provide a
greener appearance.

Mr Giles Smith

Include appropriate detail in
detailed design.

ME/Jacobs

Document Reference

Report of a Workshop for
Pedestrians, Cyclists and
Equestrians 4th Sept 2008
Notes of Vulnerable Users
Consultation Meeting 26th
March 2009. Environmental
Master Plan and draft Orders,
Section 7.5 Mitigation Chapter 7
All Travellers Volume 2 ES
Preferred Route Announcement
2009 Environmental Master
Plan and draft Orders, Section
7.5 Mitigation Chapter 7 All
Travellers Volume 2 ES
Letter to Giles Smith from HA
dated 8th March 2013
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Ref
No

Aspect

Commitment

Agreed With/
Committed To

Detail/ Action
Required/Timing

Owner/
Fulfilment
Status
Skanska

Document Reference

7/8

All Travellers

Mr Giles Smith

Include in detailed
programme.
May have to extend period
if otters move into the areas
directly affected by
construction works

7/9

All travellers

Public Inquiry
Inspector and Leics
CC

7/10

All Travellers

Construct new bridleway
and bridges during the first
part of summer 2014 to
keep the gap between
closing the existing routes
(March 2014) and opening
the replacement to a
minimum
The footway between
Swinford and Catthorpe and
the bridleway spur along
the dismantled railway to
Station Road Catthorpe are
parts the scheme, to be
financed by the HA under a
Section [TBA] agreement
with Leicestershire CC and
the necessary Orders are
being promoted by the
County
Scheme to meet equality
objectives and disabled
access by measures set
out in Inquiry Document
HA/44/01 for
footways/footpaths
(including crossing points)
emergency roadside
telephones and bridges
(subways).

Liaise with Leics CC post
public inquiry to ensure
Orders are promoted.
Include in detailed design
and programme for the
main contract.

Jacobs

Statement of Case
General Environment Proof of
Evidence (HA/0501) para
6.4.10
Answer given to Inspector.

Public Inquiry
Inspector

Agree details with local
highway authority and
include in detailed design to
meet HA advice and
standards.

Jacobs

Inquiry Document HA/44/01 :
How the Scheme meets
Equality Objectives and
Disabled Access.

Letter to Giles Smith from HA
dated 8th March 2013
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Ref
No

Aspect

Commitment

Agreed With/
Committed To

Detail/ Action
Required/Timing

Owner/
Fulfilment
Status
Jacobs

Document Reference

8/1

Community and
Private Assets

Mr Morris

Include in fencing drawings

8/2

Community and
Private Assets

Provide rabbit proof fencing
to highway boundary to
Lambcote Hill Farm
Provide suitable outlets for
existing field drainage
systems

Mr Turney but
applies to all
affected farmland

Mitigation - include in
detailed design

Jacobs

Mr Turney

Accommodation works –
include in detailed design

Jacobs

Agriculture Proof of Evidence
(HA/10/01) Paras 6.3.2 and
7.2.9 Feb 13; PI answer Mar 13
Construction Proof of Evidence
(HA/02/01) para 7.5.3
Agriculture Proof of Evidence
(HA/10/01) para 7.2.9 Feb 13;
PI answer Mar 13

8/3

Community and
Private Assets

8/4

Community and
Private Assets

8/6

Community and
Private Assets

8/7

Community and
Private Assets

Provide a new field
drainage scheme collecting
all known drains intercepted
by the Works
Provide appropriate fences
and gates on the new farm
boundary
Retain topsoil from Tomley
Hall Farm (only) on the
farmland for subsequent
reinstatement to agriculture
Discuss potential
application by Mr Turney
for PROW rationalisation
scheme on Tomley Hall
Farm with Leicestershire
County Council

Mr Turney

Accommodation works –
include in detailed design

Jacobs

Mr Turney

Identify and deploy topsoil
as part of Soil Management
Plan

Skanska

Agriculture Proof of Evidence
(HA/10/01) Para 7.2.10 Feb 13;
PI answer Mar 13
PI answers Mar 13

Mr Turney

Discuss with Leicestershire
County Council as part of
Prow consultation at
detailed design. Additional
provision by the Scheme
lends weight to Mr Turney’s
case, but any formal
application will have to be
by him.

Jacobs/ME

PI answers Mar 13

Notes of Farm Meeting 18th
June 2009
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Ref
No

Aspect

Commitment

Agreed With/
Committed To

Detail/ Action
Required/Timing

Owner/
Fulfilment
Status
Jacobs/ME

Document Reference

8/8

Community and
Private Assets

Mr Turney

Include in detailed design

8/9

Community and
Private Assets

M/s Grindal

8/10

Community and
Private Assets

8/11

Community and
Private Assets

Provide suitably designed
accesses to bridleway and
public footpaths off new
local road to avoid danger
of stock escaping
Provide irrigation water
pipes under the River Avon
bridleway at agreed
locations
Retain topsoil from Manor
Farm (only) on the farmland
for subsequent
reinstatement to agriculture
Relocate pond DP3 as far
south as possible – remove
as DP3 no longer
included

Mitigation – include in
detailed design

Jacobs/ME

Agriculture Proof of Evidence
(HA/10/01) para 7.3.4 Feb 13;
PI answer Mar 13

M/s Grindal

Identify and deploy topsoil
as part of Soil Management
Plan

Skanska

Meeting Notes 23 Jan 2013; HA
letter 6 Feb 2013; PI answer
Mar 13

M/s Grindal

Include in detailed design

Jacobs

M/s Grindal

Mitigation - include in
detailed design

Jacobs

Meeting Notes 23 Jan 2013; HA
letter 6 Feb 2013; Agriculture
Proof of Evidence (HA/10/01)
para 7.3.11 Feb 13; HA letter 6
Mar 13; PI answer Mar 13
HA letter 6 Mar 13; PI answer

8/12

Community and
Private Assets

Access track from Station
Road to DP7 to allow width
of passage for shared use
by farm vehicles including
seed drill and combine.

PI answer Mar 13
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No

Aspect

Commitment

Agreed With/
Committed To

Detail/ Action
Required/Timing

Owner/
Fulfilment
Status
Jacobs

Document Reference

8/13

Community and
Private Assets

M/s Grindal

Review and agree
proposals with M/s Grindal
and Leicestershire County
Council - include selected
option in detailed design

8/14

Community and
Private Assets

M/s Grindal

8/15

Community and
Private Assets

Access for combine and
seed drill from Catthorpe to
land east of M1 – revised
junction in village, for
example by allowing access
across the verge, or
upgraded access track as
accommodation works from
Old Barn Farm
Liaise with Natural England
to seek to ensure that the
River Avon environmental
margin on Manor Farm
would be eligible in principle
for HLS management post
construction
Maintain access at all times
during construction to the
farm shop and tea room at
manor farm and the
commercial units at Old
Barn Farm

Liaise with Natural England
during detailed design and
Include their requirements
in the detailed Landscape
and Ecological Design
where appropriate.

ME

Agriculture Proof of Evidence
(HA/10/01) para 7.3.6 Feb 13;
PI answers Mar 13

M/s Grindal

Include access in Traffic
management plan

Skanska

Agriculture Proof of Evidence
(HA/10/01) para 7.3.12 Feb 13;
PI answers Mar 13
Construction Proof of Evidence
(HA/02/01) para 9.1.3

Agriculture Proof of Evidence
(HA/10/01) Feb 13; HA letter 6
Mar 13; PI answers
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No

Aspect

Commitment

Agreed With/
Committed To

Detail/ Action
Required/Timing

8/16

Community and
Private Assets
See also Noise 6/6

Provide a separate detailed
Soil Management Plan for
the contractor’s compound
site, to include retention of
soils within the site for
subsequent reinstatement
and interception of field
drainage system. Soil to be
placed as 2m mounds on
perimeter with weed growth
strictly controlled. Not to be
sown with grass.
Provide appropriate
signage to indicate nature
of PROWs on the farm and
remind users to respect
livestock in the fields
Provide self-closing gates
on bridleway at locations
and specification to be
agreed
Revise where possible the
shape and associated
permanent land take for DP
2B and amend diversion to
Footpath X11 around the
pond

Mr & Mrs Morris

Include as part of the Soil
Management Plan

Mr & Mrs Morris

SMP produced

8/17

Community and
Private Assets and
All Travellers

8/18

Community and
Private Assets and
All Travellers

8/19

Community and
Private Assets

Owner/
Fulfilment
Status
ME

Document Reference

Include in detailed design of
new bridleway and footpath

Jacobs/ME

Agriculture Proof of Evidence
(HA/10/01) para 7.4.7 Feb 13

Mr & Mrs Morris

Include in detailed design of
new bridleway and footpath

Jacobs/ME

Agriculture Proof of Evidence
(HA/10/01) para 7.4.7 Feb 13;
PI answer Mar 13

Mr & Mrs Morris

Draft CPO has been
amended with landowner’s
agreement.
Include in detailed design
and consider whether any
further land take reduction
might become possible.

Jacobs

HA letter 8 Mar 13; PI answer
Mar 13

Meeting Notes 22 Jan 2013; HA
letter 6 Feb 2013; Agriculture
Proof of Evidence (HA/10/01)
Feb 13; meeting 4 March 13
HA letter 8 Mar 13; PI answer
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No

Aspect

Commitment

Agreed With/
Committed To

Detail/ Action
Required/Timing

Owner/
Fulfilment
Status
ME

Document Reference

8/20

Community and
Private Assets

Mr & Mrs Morris

Liaise with Natural England
during detailed design and
Include their requirements
in the detailed Landscape
and Ecological Design
where appropriate.

8/21

Community and
Private Assets

Mr Lloyd

8/22

Community and
Private Assets

8/23

Community and
Private Assets and
All Travellers

Liaise with Natural England
to seek to ensure that the
pasture fields north of the
A14 would continue to be
eligible for HLS
management post
construction of the
bridleway/footpath
Provide a new header drain
along the line of the
bridleway to intercept
existing field drainage.
Liaise with Natural England
to seek to identify how the
impact of the creation of the
River Avon bridleway on
Lilbourne Lodge Farm’s
ELS eligibility can be
mitigated
Proposal to move upgrade
Footpath X6 to edge of field
(except for the immediate
approach to the bridleway
bridge), has been agreed
with the landowner. Fence,
but design to allow sheep
to continue grazing the
route

Accommodation works –
include in detailed design

Jacobs

PI answer Mar 13
Accommodation works meeting
29th April 2013

Mr Lloyd

Include their requirements
in detailed Landscape and
Ecological Design where
appropriate.

ME

PI answer Mar 13

Mr & Mrs Morris

Revised orders submitted
to PI.
Include in detailed design

Jacobs/ME

Meeting 4th March 2013
HA letters to Wells McFarlane
dated 8th and 13th March 2013
Modified Order on Drawing No
WD/B0531000/B/WD/084 Rev0

PI answer Mar 13
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Aspect

Commitment

Agreed With/
Committed To

Detail/ Action
Required/Timing

Owner/
Fulfilment
Status
Skanska

Document Reference

8/24

Community and
Private Assets

Mr & Mrs Morris

Consult Mr & Mrs Morris
and Severn Trent to agree
a mutually convenient route
during detailed design

8/25

Community and
Private Assets

Agree a mutually
convenient route for access
to construct the bridleway
bridge based on the access
road to the sewage works
Reroute haul access on the
eastern approach to
Shawell Road Overbridge

Mr & Mrs Morris

Revised plan submitted to
PI.
Include in detailed design

Skanska
Completed

Public Inquiry
Inspector

Include in Contractor’s
programme

Skanska

HA letters to Wells McFarlane
dated 8th and 13th March 2013
Modified Order on Drawing No
P/B0531000/B/120/053Rev0
Construction Proof of Evidence
(HA/02/01) para 3.3.3

8/26

Community and
Private Assets

8/27

Community and
Private Assets

8/28

Community and
Private Assets

Return land to agriculture
outside the winter months
to avoid damaging the soil
structure when the ground
is more likely to be wet
Residential caravan owned
by Mr Lewis to be moved to
a location within the
retained land at Stonebank
in advance of construction
works at Stonebank
Temporary black on yellow
signs to be provided at the
A5 intersections with the
LRN indicating that the
Manor Farm shop and tea
rooms are ‘Open for
Business as Usual’ during
the construction period
subject to agreement with
the local highway authority

Mr Lewis

In advance of construction
at Stonebank

Skanska

Meeting 5th February 2013
Construction Proof of Evidence
(HA/02/01) para 4.6.3 to 4.6.4

M/s Grindal

Agree with Leics CC
Place signs on
commencement of
construction.

Skanksa

Construction Proof of Evidence
(HA/02/01) para 9.1.4

HA letter to Wells McFarlane
dated 8th March 2013
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8/29

Community and
Private Assets
Community and
Private Assets

Protect/ reinstate land
drainage in compound field
Provide a new header drain
along the line of the
bridleway to intercept
existing field drainage.
Attenuate runoff from
additional carriageways to
greenfield run-off rate of 5
litres/sec/hectare based on
1:100 year event + 20%

Mr & Mrs Morris

Include in detailed design

M/s Grindal

Accommodation works –
include in detailed design

Environment
Agency

Detailed information to be
provided to the EA
including the proposed haul
roads, watercourse
crossings, culvert
extensions and alterations
and access tracks to
attenuation ponds at
detailed design stage
Further details of flood
compensation to be
provided during detailed
design
Bridleway Bridges to be
clear span structures set at
bank to bank top level.

8/30

9/5

Road Drainage
and the Water
Environment

9/6

Road Drainage
and the water
Environment

9/7

Road Drainage
and the water
Environment

9/8

Road Drainage
and the water
Environment

Owner/
Fulfilment
Status
Jacobs/
Skanska
Jacobs

Document Reference

Include in drainage design

Jacobs

Environment
Agency

Consult EA on detailed
proposals at detailed
design stage sufficiently in
advance of construction to
allow for the resolution of
any issues

Jacobs

Road Drainage and Water
Consultation Meeting Notes 28th
July 2005. Section 9.5
Mitigation Chapter 9 Road
Drainage and the Water
Environment ES Volume 2.
Letter to EA dated 23rd October
2012 and section 4.5 of the
notes of the meeting held on
30th October 2012.

Environment
Agency

Consult EA on detailed
proposals at detailed
design stage

Jacobs

Environment
Agency

Consult EA on detailed
proposals at detailed
design stage

Jacobs

Meeting 4th March 2013
Accommodation Works Meeting
24th April 2013

Letter to EA dated 23rd October
2012 and section 5.3 of the
notes of the meeting held on
30th October 2012.
Letter to EA dated 23rd October
2012
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9/9

Road Drainage
and the water
Environment

Environment
Agency

Agreement to be drawn up
and discussed with
landowners as part of
compensation negotiations.
If agreement cannot be
reached, title is to be
retained by the HA

9/10

Road Drainage
and the water
Environment
Meetings held
with EA
Road Drainage
and the water
Environment

Adequate provision will be
made to maintain planting
associated with
environmental
improvements to the river
corridor by means of an
appropriate covenant or
maintenance agreement
with the landowners.
EA to consulted on
provisions within CEMP to
protect the water
environment

Environment
Agency

Construct drainage ponds
at an early stage so that
they take construction runoff. In addition to other
measures to minimise soil
mobilisation, taking into
account the EA’s Pollution
Prevention Guidelines
Drainage ponds to be lined
where necessary to prevent
potentially contaminated
water migrating down to the
underlying groundwater

9/11

9/12

Road Drainage
and the water
Environment

Owner/
Fulfilment
Status
Jacobs/HA/M
E

Document Reference

Consult EA at detailed
design stage

Jacobs

Letter to EA dated 23rd October
2012 and Section 7.2 of the
notes of the meeting held on
30th October 2012.

Environment
Agency

Include in Contractor’s
programme

Skanska

HA’s letter to the EA dated 23rd
October 2012
Road Drainage and Water
Environment Proof of Evidence
(HA/12/01) para 6.1.1

Public Inquiry
Inspector

Review for detailed design

Jacobs

Road Drainage and Water
Environment Proof of Evidence
(HA/12/01) para 6.2.7

Letter to EA dated 23rd October
2012

Appendix 3 – Environmental Consents Schedule
Consent/
Licence
EPR/GP3725
XC

Regulatory
Body
Environment
Agency

Issued...

Temporary ditch
crossings

Leicestershir
e County
Council

Issued
Dec 2013

Notice to LCC
on completion of
the works.

Samantha
Smith

NA

488620
(23/10/13)

Temporary ditch
crossings

Issued
Oct 2013

NA

Temporary ditch
crossings

Duncan
Healey

NA

EPSA20135859

Bats

Notice to LCC
on completion of
the works.
Notice to LCC
on completion of
the works.
December 2018

Samantha
Smith

488620
(16/09/14)

Leicestershir
e County
Council
Leicestershir
e County
Council
Natural
England

Capture. Disturb. Transport. Damage or Destroy Resting Place

EPSA20135927

Great Crested Newts

Natural
England

Issued
Dec 2013

September 2021

Badger

Natural
England

Issued
Oct 2013

30/11/2013
(after the
exclusion works
completed)

Middlema
rch – N
Steggall
Mr D
Smith
(Middlem
arch
Environm
ental Ltd)
Mr D
Smith
(Middlem
arch
Environm
ental Ltd)

488620
(05/12/13)

Description
Environmental Permit for
office waste water

Expiry

Issued
Dec 2010

Issued
Sept 2014
Issued
Aug 2013

Annex

WLM/2013/20
65

Owner

Comments

Samantha
Smith

Consent is for treated sewage from Misterton offices.

Capture. Disturb. Transport. Damage or Destroy Resting Place

Licence required for exclusion works. Excluding badgers from
setts B9, B30, B42 and B51-B54 (as identified in 'M1 Junction 19
Improvement - 2013 Natural England badger licence application
method statement', September 2013) using one-way gates;
followed by destruction of setts B30, B51 and B54; and proofing
against badger re-entry to setts B9, B42, B52 and B53 using
chain-link netting or similar material laid on the surface of the
ground

EPR/AB3392R
Z

Environmental Permit for
office waste water

Environment
Agency

April 2014

Deregister at the
end of the works

Samantha
Smith

Consent is for treated sewage from Morris Site Compound

EPR/AB3990V
B/A001

Environmental Permit for
treated road sweeping
and concrete washout
waters

Environment
Agency

Issued
June 14

Deregister at the
end of the
works.

Duncan
Healey

Consent for effluent discharge from road sweepings and concrete
washout water at Morris Site Compound

EPR/SF0533Y
R/A001
Schedule
Mids_C_2014
_187

EA exemption (T15)

Environment
Agency

Issued
June 14

Deregister at the
end of the works

Duncan
Healey

Waste exemption to enable the piercing of aerosol cans at the
Morris Compound

Flood Defence Consent

Environment
Agency

Issued
August 14

N/A

Bridle path bridges and flood compensation areas

Mids_C_2014
_192

Flood Defence Consent

Environment
Agency

Issued
August 14

N/A

Mids_C_2014
_209

Flood Defence Consent

Environment
Agency

Issued
August 14

N/A

Mids_C_2014
_214
488620C

Flood Defence Consent

EA Exemption (U1)

Issued
August 14
Issued
Septembe
r 14
Issued
Septembe
r 14

N/A

AF0603PE

Environment
Agency
Leicestershir
e County
Council
Environment
Agency

Rob
Peatfield
(Jacobs)
Rob
Peatfield
(Jacobs)
Rob
Peatfield
(Jacobs)
Duncan
Healey
Duncan
Healey
Duncan
Healey

Reuse waste won on site

End of the
project or the
requirement to
pump.
Deregister at the
end of the works
End of the

Duncan
Healey

Temporary Discharge of Local Link Road Drainage

Duncan

Reuse of segregated arisings

Temporary Ditch
Crossings

Schedule
EPR/YB3099N
W

Environmental Permit for
drainage water

Environment
Agency

Issued
October
2014

Local

Roadsweeping arisings

Environment

Issued

Notice to LCC
on completion of
the works.
Deregister at the
end of the works

Swinford Lodge Brook Realignmnet

River enhancements

Temporary River Crossings
3No. temporary crossings north of A14 eastbound

Agreement

Agency

Novembe
r 2014

project

Healey

Environment
Agency

Issued
January
2015

26/01/16

Duncan
Healey

Plan

Waste
Producer
Registration

Hazardous Waste
Producer Registration

APPENDIX 4

ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTS PRESENTED IN TABLE 8.

APPENDIX 5
Figure B : Environmental Master Plan
Figure C : Environmental Resources
Figure G : Areas Required During Construction
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