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Influence (If Available)

Applicant for 'other development' and brief description Assessment of cumulative effect with NSIP Proposed mitigation applicable to 
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Residual cumulative effect Timescale

2 PL/2016/01378/PPFL Wyevale Garden Centre None available Demolition of existing garden centre and associated 
buildings, and the erection of a care facility (Use Class C2) 
comprising a 50 bed care home, 18 extra care two bedroom 
units and 12 extra care two bedroom apartments, and 
associated works including car parking, access, landscaping 
and related engineering works.

The development is located approximately 900 metres from the Order Limits of the Scheme, and as such, is outside the Zones of Influence (ZoI) for Vibration, Air Quality 
(construction), Landscape, and Geology and Soils. No Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) was required and limited environmental information is available for the 
development due to the small scale of the development (approx 1.4 hectares). Although no information on the construction programme is available, as the application was 
approved in August 2017, it is likely that construction will be complete prior to construction of the Scheme commencing.

Due to the distance of the development from the scheme and its relatively small size, no significant cumulative effects are expected to occur.

No mitigation is proposed. None N/A

There is a large overlap between the Order Limits of the Scheme and the development boundary of the proposed Motorway Service Area (MSA). As such, the development falls 
within all the ZoI for the Scheme. An EIA was required for this development. Although the application was originally submitted in 2015, the environmental information has been 
subject to several reviews and updates, and currently a decision has not been made. No up-to-date construction programme has been submitted with the MSA application. 
Consequently, there is a small possibility that the construction phases of the southern elements of the Scheme (works on and around the proposed Junction 5a) and the 
construction of the MSA, could coincide.

Air Quality
The Air Quality assessment submitted as part of the MSA Environmental Statement (ES) concludes that following mitigation measures, all effects on air quality during construction 
and operation of the development are expected to be negligible/not significant with the exception of possible significant adverse effects on Aspbury's Copse due to nitrogen 
deposition. The Scheme's Air Quality (Chapter 6. Air Quality) and Biodiversity (Chapter 9. Biodiversity) assessments have concluded that a neutral/negligible effect is predicted to 
occur on Aspbury's Copse due to nitrogen deposition.

As such, no significant cumulative air quality effects are expected to occur as a result of the Scheme and the development.

No mitigation is proposed. None N/A

Cultural Heritage
Both the MSA and the Scheme have reported adverse effects upon the Hampton-in-Arden Conservation Area (a receptor of medium value) and Hampton Lane Farmhouse (low 
value) during construction and operation. The MSA Cultural Heritage assessment concludes that the development would cause 'very limited harm' to the conservation area and 
would 'slightly affect' the significance of Hampton Lane Farmhouse. The Scheme's Cultural Heritage assessment (Chapter 7. Cultural Heritage) concludes a slight adverse effect 
would occur to the Hampton-in-Arden Conservation area and to Hampton Lane Farmhouse.

Due to the localised nature of the effect, and the medium value of the receptor, the effects of the Scheme and the MSA during construction and operation on the Hampton-in-Arde
Conservation area would result in a worst case cumulative effect of slight adverse.

Due to the localised nature of the effect, and the low value of the receptor, the effects of the Scheme and the MSA during construction and operation on the Hampton Lane 
Farmhouse area would result in a cumulative effect of neutral.

No mitigation is proposed. Hampton-in Arden 
Conservation Area 
(slight adverse)

Hampton Lane Farmhouse
(neutral)

Permanent 

Landscape and Visual Amenity - Construction
The Landscape and Visual Amenity assessment submitted with the MSA ES concludes that construction of the MSA would result in a temporary major (large) adverse effect on 
landscape character and a temporary major (large) adverse effect on visual amenity. 

The Landscape  and Visual Amenity assessment of the Scheme (Chapter 8. Landscape) concludes that Landscape Character Area (LCA) 2 (containing the MSA) and viewpoint T 
would be subject to a temporary large adverse effect during construction of the Scheme.

Based upon the unlikely worst case scenario of construction of the MSA overlapping with the construction of the southern extent of the Scheme, the high value (sensitivity) of the 
receptor, and the temporary duration of the effect. The effects of the Scheme and the MSA would result in a cumulative effect of moderate adverse.

Landscape - Operation
The Landscape and Visual Amenity assessment submitted with the MSA ES concludes that operation of the MSA would result in a moderate adverse effect on the landscape 
character.

The Landscape assessment of the Scheme (Chapter 8. Landscape) concludes that a large adverse effect is anticipated in LCA 2 during year 1 operation of the Scheme, this 
would reduce to a moderate adverse effect in year 15 as compensation planting matures.

Due to the high value (sensitivity) of the receptor and the permanent duration of the effect, this would result in a cumulative effect on LCA 2 of moderate adverse.

Visual Amenity - Operation
The Visual Amenity assessment of the Scheme (Chapter 8. Landscape) concludes that – the following adverse effects are anticipated at viewpoint locations - BB moderate 
adverse, U -Slight adverse and T -large adverse) these are all located around the southern element of the scheme during year 1 operation of the Scheme, this would reduce to a 
BB- slight adverse , U -Neutral and T –moderate adverse in year 15 as compensation planting matures.

Due to the medium value (sensitivity) of the receptors and the permanent duration of the effect, this would result in a cumulative effect of moderate adverse.

No mitigation is proposed. LCA 2 - Construction
(moderate adverse)

LCA 2 - Operation
(large adverse)

Temporary (if construction 
phases overlap)

Permanent

Biodiversity
The MSA and the Scheme are both expected to cause loss of ancient woodland habitat in the Aspbury's Copse pLWS, a site of medium value, which is bisected by the M42. The 
Scheme's Biodiversity assessment (Chapter 9. Biodiversity) predicts that approximately 0.35 hectares would be lost during construction — which is equivalent to 15.2% of the 
current area (2.27 hectares) of ancient woodland habitat. This effect is assessed to be moderate adverse in the short term, reducing to slight adverse by the design year, following 
the proposed mitigation and compensation.

The updated Ecology Impact Assessment submitted with the MSA application reports that approximately 0.05 hectares of ancient woodland would be lost at the Aspbury's Copse 
site as a result of the development. This is reported to be a moderate adverse effect. 

Due to the MSA planning application incorporating some aspects of the works proposed for the M42 Junction 5a, it is likely there would be some overlap between the areas of 
ancient woodland lost, if both the Scheme and the MSA were built. As such, the following calculation represents the worst case scenario which incorporates the maximum 
predicted loss from both the Scheme and the MSA, assuming no overlap between the two. In this worst case scenario, the total ancient woodland lost would be approximately 
0.40 hectares, or 17.6% of the current area (2.27 hectares). The medium value of the Aspbury's Copse site, and the relatively minor additional loss caused by the MSA (2.4% of 
the current area) are not anticipated to be greater in magnitude than the individual effects reported. Consequently, the potential cumulative effect caused by loss of habitat on the 
Aspbury's Copse site would be moderate adverse. 

No mitigation is proposed. Aspbury's Copse
(moderate adverse)

Permanent

Geology and Soils
All residual effects anticipated to occur as a result of the development have been assessed to be of negligible magnitude except for the unlikely event of the leakage of fuel tanks, 
which has been assessed as minor. As such, no significant cumulative effects are anticipated to occur between the development and the Scheme. 

No mitigation is proposed. None N/A

Noise and Vibration
The Noise assessment submitted with the MSA ES concludes that the significance of noise and vibration effects from earthworks and construction is considered to be negligible, 
with brief periods of slight to moderate adverse. No operational noise effects are expected to occur as result of the MSA. 

As such, no significant cumulative noise effects are expected to occur during construction or operation of the MSA.

No mitigation is proposed. None N/A

Road Drainage and the Water Environment
Construction
The revised Water Resources chapter submitted with the MSA ES concludes that all residual effects are expected to be negligible except for the following, which are assessed as 
minor effects: changes to groundwater flow (Aspbury's Copse and River Blythe), and the possible change in water quality due to the spillage of oils. 

There is no overlap of affected receptors between the Scheme and the development and no significant cumulative effects on drainage or the water environment are expected to 
occur. 

Operation
The revised Water Resources chapter submitted with the MSA ES concludes that all residual effects are expected to be negligible except for the following, which are assessed as 
minor effects: changes to groundwater flow (Aspbury's Copse and River Blythe), change in surface water runoff regime, and the possible change in water quality due to the 
spillage of oils (Shadow Brook). 

A slight adverse effect is reported on the surface water quality of Shadow Brook in the Road Drainage and Water assessment (Chapter 14. Road Drainage and Water 
Environment) of the Scheme due to the use of de-icant salts. Due to the low value (sensitivity) of this receptor, and the temporary, intermittent duration of the effect, this would 
result in a cumulative effect of neutral.

No other overlap of adverse water receptor effects between the Scheme and the MSA are predicted to occur. As such, no significant cumulative effects are predicted.

No mitigation is proposed. Shadow Brook
(neutral)

Permanent

There is some overlap between the Order Limits of the Scheme and the boundary of the development. As such, the development falls within all the ZoI for the Scheme. The 
development is approximately 52.4 hectares in size and an EIA was required. Due to the nature of the development there is no construction phase. The operation of the 
processing and extraction site is planned to be completed in phases over a period of 4.5 years around the construction of the HS2 Birmingham Interchange Station, with plant 
equipment moving location during the different phases. Subsequently, the assessments within the development ES have been based upon a worst case scenario of plant location.

Air Quality
The Air Quality assessment submitted as part of the development ES concludes that following dust suppression and mitigation measures, the effect on air quality from site 
operations is expected to be negligible. As such, no significant cumulative effects are predicted to occur between the development and the Scheme.

No mitigation is proposed. None N/A

Cultural Heritage
The Cultural Heritage assessment submitted as part of the development ES concludes that no designated heritage assets are present on the site, and that of those identified in 
the wider study area, the development would not result in any harm on their significance or associated setting. Additionally, due to the extensive earth moving operations 
conducted during the construction of the M42, any archaeological deposits are expected to have been completely removed or severely truncated, and the potential of the site to 
contain any unrecorded buried archaeological remains is considered to be low.

As such, no significant cumulative cultural heritage effects are anticipated to occur between the development and the Scheme.

No mitigation is proposed. None N/A

Landscape 
The Landscape and Visual Amenity assessment submitted as part of the development ES concludes that a temporary moderate adverse effect is anticipated on the Rural 
Heartland Landscape Character Area (LCA) (corresponds to M42 LCA 2, see Chapter 8. Landscape) during the operational phase of the development. It also concludes that  
following mitigation measures, no adverse visual effects are expected to occur to the residential properties on Middle Bickenhill Lane. 

The Landscape and Visual Amenity assessment of the Scheme (Chapter 8. Landscape) concludes that LCA 2 (which contains the development) would be subject to a temporary 
large adverse effect during construction of the Scheme, and a large adverse effect in year 1 of operation. 

Due to the temporary duration of the landscape effects caused by the development on LCA 2, and the high value (sensitivity) of the receptor, the cumulative effects of the Scheme 
and the development would result in a worst case temporary cumulative effect of moderate adverse.

No mitigation is proposed. LCA 2 - Operation
(moderate adverse)

Temporary - 4.5 years 
(maximum duration of 
development operation)

Biodiversity
The Ecology Impact Assessment submitted with the development ES concludes that all effects on ecology are considered to be of neutral magnitude except for a minor adverse 
effect on Hollywell Brook potential Local Wildlife Site (pLWS), caused by alterations to water flow and possible reduction of water quality.

A neutral or slight adverse effect is also anticipated to occur on Hollywell Brook pLWS from the Scheme as a result of unavoidable habitat loss (Chapter 9. Biodiversity). Due to 
the localised nature of the effects, the permanent duration and the medium value of the receptor, this is anticipated to result in a cumulative effect of slight adverse.

No mitigation is proposed. Hollywell Brook
(slight adverse)

Permanent

Geology and Soils
No significant cumulative effects are anticipated to occur on geology or soil receptors as a result of the Scheme and the development. 

No mitigation is proposed. None N/A

Noise and Vibration
The Noise assessment submitted within the development ES concludes that noise levels at identified sensitive receptors would result in a worst case effect of minor significance.

As such, no significant cumulative noise effects are expected to occur as a result of the Scheme and the development.

No mitigation is proposed. None N/A

Road Drainage and the Water Environment
No significant cumulative effects are anticipated to occur between the development and the Scheme. 

No mitigation is proposed. None N/A

9 PL/2016/00451/PPFL Bracey's Nurseries None available Demolition of garden centre (Class A1) and bungalow (Class 
C3) and erection of motel (Class C1) and retention of tea 
room/restaurant (Class A3) (Resubmission of application 
PL/2012/01098/FULM).

The development is located adjacent to the existing Catherine-de-Barnes Lane and there is a small overlap between the development boundary and the Order Limits of the 
Scheme. The development is relatively small in scale (approx. 0.5 hectares), did not require an EIA and very limited environmental information was submitted with the planning 
application (Ecological Appraisal, Vegetation Survey, Bat Survey). No significant effects are reported in any of the environmental surveys submitted with the application and, 
subsequently, no significant cumulative effects are predicted to occur between the development and the Scheme.

No mitigation is proposed. None N/A

23 PL/2018/00989/PPFL Land Off Corbetts Close None available PL/2018/00989/PPFL | Erection of 43 dwellings including 26 
market dwellings and 17 affordable units with associated 
access and landscaping.

The development is approximately 1.7 hectares in size and is located 1200 metres from the Order Limits of the Scheme, as such, it is outside the ZoI for Vibration, Air Quality 
(construction), Cultural Heritage, Landscape, Geology and Soils, and Noise and Vibration. It did not require an EIA to be submitted. The planning application contains the 
following environmental surveys and reports: Tree Report and Survey, Ecology Report, Biodiversity Impact Assessment and a Flood Risk Assessment (FRA).

The Tree Report concludes that the impact of the proposed tree removals within the wider area are considered to be negligible and the Ecology Report and Biodiversity Impact 
Assessment conclude that no significant effects to protected species will occur, and there will be no net loss to biodiversity. As such, no significant cumulative biodiversity effects 
are anticipated to occur between the Scheme and the development.

The FRA concludes that greenfield runoff rates are expected to be achieved and no significant effects are expected. As such, no significant cumulative drainage or water effects 
are anticipated to occur between the Scheme and the development.

No mitigation is proposed. None N/A

24 PL/2018/02090/PPFL Birmingham Airport 
Terminal Expansion 

None available PL/2018/02090/PPFL | Terminal infill extension. | Birmingham 
International Airport, Airport Way Birmingham Airport Solihull 
B26 3QY

This development is approximately 0.1 hectares in size and is located 800 metres from the Order Limits of the Scheme, as such, it is outside the ZoI for Vibration, Air Quality 
(construction), Landscape, and Geology and Soils. The development consists of a small extension to the existing terminal building at Birmingham Airport. It did not require an EIA 
to be submitted and no environmental information has been submitted with the planning application, as a result of this, it has been assumed that no significant environmental 
effects are expected to occur.

No significant cumulative effects are anticipated to occur between the Scheme and the development.

No mitigation is proposed. None N/A

The Proposed Scheme through this area is approximately 4.35 kilometres in length. The route commences south of the A45 Coventry Road in Hampton-in-Arden and proceeds 
north-west into a triangular site with the A452 Chester Road to the east; the M42, National Exhibition Centre (NEC) and Birmingham Airport to the west and the A45 Coventry 
Road to the south.  Within the triangular site, a new HS2 station and associated infrastructure, known as Birmingham Interchange station, will be constructed together with a 
people mover and people mover depot. The people mover will provide connectivity between this new station, the NEC, Birmingham International station and Birmingham Airport.  

There is some overlap between the Order Limits of the Scheme and the development boundary of the development. As such, the development falls within all the ZoI for the 
Scheme. The Birmingham Interchange Station and ancillary developments cover an area of approximately 350 hectares. An EIA was required for this development.

Air Quality
The Air Quality assessment submitted as part of the HS2 ES concludes that following mitigation measures, the effect on air quality during construction and operation is expected 
to be not significant. 

The Air Quality assessment of the Scheme concludes that: none of the sensitive human or ecological receptors closest to HS2 are predicted to experience a significant change in 
annual mean concentrations of nitrogen dioxide or PM10; the Scheme is at a no risk of non-compliance with the EU Air Quality Directive; and increases in CO2 as a result of the 

Scheme are considered to be small.

As such, no significant cumulative air quality effects are anticipated to occur between the Scheme and the development.

No mitigation is proposed. None N/A

Cultural Heritage
There is a possibility of direct, permanent, physical impact on archaeological deposits during construction of both the Scheme and HS2. 

Due to the permanent duration of the effect and the maximum medium value assigned to unrecorded archaeological assets (Chapter 7. Cultural Heritage). There is potential for a 
cumulative effect of moderate adverse.

This represents a worst case effect on unrecorded archaeological deposits and the significance of this effect shall be re-evaluated upon completion of the archaeological 
evaluation trenching (Chapter 7. Cultural Heritage).

Implementation of a scheme of 
archaeological investigation and 
reporting agreed with the SMBC 
County Archaeologist.

Possible permanent loss of 
archaeological assets
(moderate adverse).

Permanent

Landscape and Visual Amenity – Construction
The Landscape and Visual Amenity assessment submitted with HS2 phase 1 concludes that construction of HS2 would result in a temporary moderate adverse effect on M42 
corridor LCA and a temporary moderate adverse effect on the viewpoints around Junction 6 to the north and east of the M42 (299.04.004, 299.4.003 and 299-4-002) and non-
significant for a viewpoint to the west of the M42 on Church Lane Bickenhill (299.3.01).

The Landscape and Visual Amenity assessment of the Scheme (Chapter 8. Landscape) concludes that Landscape Character Area (LCA) 2 (containing HS2) would be subject to 
a temporary large adverse effect during construction of the Scheme but that Viewpoints, B, C and D would experience a worst case effect of slight adverse.
Based upon the worst case scenario of construction of the HS2 overlapping with the construction of the northern extent of the Scheme, the high value (sensitivity) of the receptor, 
and the temporary duration of the effect. The effects of the Scheme and HS2 would result in a cumulative landscape effect of moderate adverse and cumulative visual effect of 
slight adverse.

Landscape - Operation
The Landscape assessment submitted with the HS2 ES concludes that operation of the HS2 would result in a moderate adverse effect on the M42 corridor LCA (corresponds to 
LCA 2).

The Landscape assessment of the Scheme (Chapter 8. Landscape) concludes that a large adverse effect is anticipated in LCA 2 during year 1 operation of the Scheme, this 
would reduce to a moderate adverse effect in year 15 as compensation planting matures.

Due to the high value (sensitivity) of the receptor and the permanent duration of the effect, this would result in a cumulative effect of moderate adverse.

Visual Amenity – Operation
The Landscape assessment submitted with the HS2 ES concludes that operation of the HS2 would result in a moderate adverse effect on the viewpoints around Junction 6 to the 
north and east of the M42 (299.04.004, 299.4.003 and 299-4-002) and non-significant for a viewpoint to the west of the M42 on Church Lane Bickenhill (299.3.01). 
The Visual Amenity assessment of the Scheme (Chapter 8. Landscape) concludes that at worst case sight adverse effects are anticipated at viewpoint locations B, C  D  these a
all located around the northern element of the scheme during year 1 operation of the Scheme, this would reduce neutral  in year 15 as compensation planting matures.
Due to the low value (sensitivity) of the receptors and the permanent duration of the effect, this would result in a cumulative effect of slight adverse.

No mitigation is proposed. LCA 2 - Construction 
(moderate adverse)

Visual Amenity - Construction
(moderate adverse)

Visual amenity - Operation 
(slight adverse) 

Temporary (if construction 
phases overlap)

Temporary (if construction 
phases overlap)

Permanent

Geology and Soils
No significant cumulative effects are anticipated to occur between the Scheme and the development.

No mitigation is proposed. None N/A

Noise and Vibration
Construction
Significant cumulative noise and vibration effects due to M42 J6 and HS2 construction are unlikely to occur, as areas where significant construction effects are predicted for the 
M42 J6 scheme are located away from the HS2 construction areas.  During construction of HS2, some properties on Old Station Road may experience construction noise levels 
which are higher than the noise insulation level. However, the predicted noise levels during construction of M42 J2 at the same receptors are not significant.  If construction works 
for both schemes are likely to be undertaken simultaneously at the closest possible proximity to each other, careful consideration of the mitigation measures and best practice is 
required to minimise significant adverse cumulative effects.

Operation
The traffic model has included committed developments in the Do-Minimum and Do-Something road traffic flows, including flows associated with HS2, and therefore the 
cumulative road traffic effects on absolute noise levels have been considered.  
In relation to cumulative effects due to operational rail noise from HS2, the sound contours from HS2 have been reviewed.  Based upon an initial high level assessment combining 
the predicted HS2 rail noise levels with the Do-Something 2038 road traffic noise levels from the M42 J6 assessment,  a small number of noise sensitive receptors were identified 
as being affected by both schemes, there is up to a 3.5 dB increase at noise sensitive receptors when compared to the predicted road traffic noise levels alone.  However, the 
cumulative noise levels would remain below the Significant Observed Adverse Effect Level (SOAEL). 

As such, no significant cumulative effects are expected to occur between the Scheme and the development. 

No mitigation is proposed. None N/A

Road Drainage and the Water Environment
No significant cumulative effects are anticipated to occur between the Scheme and the development.

No mitigation is proposed. None N/A

28 PL/2016/03131/PPFL Jaguar Land Rover 
Logistics Operations 
Centre

Landscape - 1 kilometre
Air Quality - 350 metres
Noise - 500 metres
Geology and Soils - none 
defined
Surface Water and Drainage - 
none defined
Ecology - 2 kilometres
Cultural Heritage - 2 kilometres

PL/2016/03131/PPFL | Erection of a logistics operations 
centre incorporating storage & distribution (Class B8) and 
offices (Class B1a)
Total proposed floor space 97,232sqm: 91,800sqm storage/ 
warehousing B8, 5,432sqm offices B1.

This development is approximately 22,47 hectares in size and is located 1300 metres from the Order Limits of the Scheme, as such, it is outside the ZoI for Vibration, Air Quality 
(construction), Geology and Soils, and Noise and Vibration. There is some overlap between the ZoI for Landscape, Biodiversity and Road Drainage and the Water Environment. 
An EIA was required for this development. The planning application for this development was approved in July 2017 and the construction programme within the ES, states that 
construction work would commence in the second half of 2017 and the site would be operational early in 2019. However, at the time of assessment, no construction has 
commenced at the development site so there is a small possibility of construction overlap between the development and the Scheme.

The ES submitted with the development concludes that no significant adverse residual effects are expected, across all disciplines, except for wintering birds as it was not possible
to create suitable replacement habitat due to the proximity of the development to Birmingham Airport. The residual effect is considered to be significant at local level.

As such, no significant cumulative effects are anticipated to occur between the Scheme and the development.

No mitigation is proposed. None N/A

Other Development Details

Outline application for a motorway service area, new 
motorway junction and access road from M42 including 
underpass beneath Solihull Road, demolition of the existing 
Solihull Road bridge across the M42 and its replacement with 
a new bridge and associated works (means of access for 
consideration).

Motorway Service AreaPL/2015/51409/PPOL

Planning application to allow the extraction and processing of 
sand and gravel, including the construction of a new site 
access road, landscaping and screening bunds, mineral 
washing plant and other associated infrastructure with 
restoration using imported inert fill materials at Common 
Farm and Warren Farm, Middle Bickenhill, 
Solihull/Birmingham. 

Land Adj. And To The 
South Of Common Farm 

PL/2015/52804/MWM
AJ

6

8

LVIA - 3 kilometres 
Ecology - 2 kilometres
Cultrual Heritage - 1 kilometre
Agricultural and soil - Extent of 
site
Air Quality - 500 metres 
Noise - none defined

Heritage and Archaeology - 1 
kilometre
Air Quality - up to 1 kilometre
Noise Assessment - No study 
area determined, furthest noise 
monitoring location is 1 
kilometre from site.
Ecology - 2 kilometres
Groundwater - 2 kilometres

HS2 Community Forum Area 24: Birmingham Interchange 
and Chelmsley wood is situated adjacent to the M42. Works 
will consist of construction of the HS2 Mainline and 
construction of the proposed Birmingham Interchange Station, 
associated infrastructure, and the people mover automated 
railway which will connect to Birmingham International Airport.

HS2 Mainline/ 
Birmingham 
Interchange Station

All information taken 
from:
HS2 Phase One 
environmental 
statement volume 2: 
Community Forum 
Area 24 report: 
Birmingham 
Interchange and 
Chemsley Wood.

26 Cultural Heritage - 250 metres 
in urban areas, 500 metres in 
rural areas, 2 kilometres for 
setting of designated assets 
from the centre line of the 
proposed scheme.

Air Quality -  350 metres where 
there are sensitive receptors 
from the construction site 
boundary. 500 metres from 
construction site entrances. 

Ecology - 500 metres from 
boundary of works.

Land Quality / Contaminated 
land - 250 metres from 
boundary of works.

Landscape - determined by 
ZTV.

Vibration -  85 metres from 
centreline of track or from 
offending construction 
activities. 

Noise - Construction - 300 
metres from any construction 
activity.

Noise - Operation - 500 metres 
in urban areas  and 1 kilometre 
in rural areas from the 
centreline. 

Community - 250 metres from 
the edge of the route.

Water Resources and Flood - 
1 kilometre in rural areas, 500 
metres in urban areas from 
centre line. 
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