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3. The effects on residents and businesses of construction in relation to specific elements of the scheme, in 

particular the realignment of Catherine-de-Barnes Lane and consequent works, the construction or the main-line 

link and associated works and the construction of Junction 5a: 

It is difficult to fully appreciate the effects given the fact I am still waiting to see any drawings of the works around 

my property. I understood there would be further meetings with HE to discuss proposals, and indeed Highways 

England (HE) suggested they would be discussed when we met in July, but unfortunately there have been no 

discussions since our meeting on 28/03/2019. This is also despite assurances from Lydia Barnstable on 2nd May, 20th 

May, 28th June and 5th July that this information would be made available shortly. 

Highways England document ‘TR010027-000174-TR010027_M42J6_6-2_Environmental_Statement_Figures_Figure 

8.2_A’, submitted in January 2019, does not show the view from my property – Viewpoint EE. It shows a view from 

the access lane to Woodhouse Farm, taken below the road level of Catherine de Barnes Lane, looking in a north-

north-east direction and therefore does not reflect the actual view from my property. 

Ideally Viewpoint EE should be expanded to include views from my property to the north-east, the east and the 

south-east as these are the views that are affected, as shown in Appendix A. 

 

• The effects of construction in relation to: 

o Noise, vibration, dust, lighting, visual intrusion 

▪ It should be noted that various concerns on these subjects have been expressed in my 

previous submissions but HE have tended to either avoid the specifics of the questions 

raised or provide a blanket response to a number of points or not provide any answer at all 

▪ My parents are both retired and are at home all day, as am I (due to ill health), so we will 

have to suffer the effects of this project every day with no respite 

▪ My parents should be enjoying all of their retirement years at the home they worked hard 

for, where they have lived for almost 40 years and where they reared a family. Instead they 

have already been subjected to significant stress and suffering as a consequence of the 

proposed scheme and have 4+ years of living on a building site to look forward to 

▪ My mother suffers with tinnitus so any construction noise or vibration will have a 

considerable detrimental effect on her health and wellbeing  

▪ My mother and I both have difficulty sleeping and any construction noise or vibrations will 

disturb what little sleep we do manage to get 

▪ The works are taking place in an open, rural environment, which provides little in the way of 

screening, so noise will travel a further distance from its source than appears to be 

envisaged in the DCO application 

▪ Construction traffic will be travelling past my property every day causing an increase in 

noise, vibration, dust and visual intrusion 

▪ Construction works will be taking place directly outside my property causing an increase in 

noise, vibration, dust and visual intrusion 

▪ We will suffer a considerable degree of visual intrusion due to the location of works opposite 

my property which will grant a direct view to the upper windows of my property 

▪ The master bedroom and bathroom are located at the front of the house which means the 

blinds will have to remain closed all day every day 

▪ When we look out of our windows, we will see construction works to the North, East and 

South for most of the project duration, destroying our view for 4+ years  



▪ When the footpath was being built along Catherine de Barnes Lane, the contractors only 

used mini-diggers, jack hammers and a roller but we could feel the vibrations throughout 

the house. The impact of much larger machinery on the quiet enjoyment of our home will 

obviously be considerably greater and will continue for 4+ years 

▪ Despite the works for the new dog’s home being a distance from my property we could feel 

the vibration from the lorries parked outside the site with their engines running, the lorries 

going to and from the site, the engines of the water pumps on the site and the tracked 

excavators moving around the site. The impact of much larger machinery on the quiet 

enjoyment of our home will be substantially greater and will continue for 4+ years 

▪ The windows to my property are single glazed leaded lights and, given previous experience, 

will offer no defence against 4+ years of construction noise 

▪ Single glazed leaded lights are extremely difficult and time consuming to keep clean so the 

increase in dust due to construction works will result in considerably more time and effort 

spent cleaning the windows 

▪ Given the increase in noise and dust we will be unable to open windows for ventilation for 

most of the project duration 

▪ It should also be noted that our property is already blighted by this scheme and will continue 

to be blighted for at least the next 4+ years (as confirmed by a local estate agent) 

o Working hours, including arrivals and departures 

▪ My parents are both retired and are at home all day, as am I (due to ill health), so the 

proposed working hours will have a considerable detrimental effect on our lives and the 

quiet enjoyment of our home 

▪ My parents should be enjoying all of their retirement years at the home they worked hard 

for, where they have lived for almost 40 years and where they reared a family. Instead they 

have already been subjected to significant stress and suffering as a consequence of the 

proposed scheme and have 4+ years of living on a building site to look forward to 

▪ My mother suffers with tinnitus so any construction noise or vibration will have a 

considerable detrimental effect on her health and wellbeing  

▪ My mother and I both have difficulty sleeping and any construction noise or vibrations will 

disturb what little sleep we do manage to get  

▪ Construction traffic will be travelling past my property every day from early morning causing 

an increase in noise, vibration, dust and visual intrusion 

• Mitigation:  

▪ Despite the significant impact on my property, and the assurances from Jonathan Pizzey that 

HE would be providing mitigation to my property, they now appear to be proposing no 

mitigation at all 

▪ During the consultation period the following mitigation measures were proposed and I was 

led to believe they were being developed to provide a package of mitigation measures: 

• Construction of soil bund and acoustic fence, with environmental planting to one 

side, along new WGAA boundary 

• Environmental planting to the rear and side boundaries of my property, extending 

north to the new WGAA boundary, and south to the access lane to Woodhouse 

Farm, which would also go some way to compensate for loss of woodland elsewhere 



• Environmental planting and an acoustic fence to the new front boundary of my 

property 

• Installation of double glazing to my property before construction commences 

▪ Although, when used in isolation, the above mitigation measures will not fully mitigate the 

significant negative effects experienced at my property during the construction period, or 

the operational effects of the scheme, they would provide adequate mitigation when 

combined as one package of mitigation measures 

 

4. The operational effects of the scheme on residents and businesses: 

• The operational effects in relation to: 

o Noise, vibration, dust, lighting, visual intrusion 

▪ It should be noted that various concerns on these subjects have been expressed in my 

previous submissions but HE have tended to either avoid the specifics of the questions 

raised or provide a blanket response to a number of points or not provide any answer at all 

▪ The hedge to my boundary provides some protection from the noise, dust and visual 

intrusion from Catherine de Barnes Lane. However, as the realigned Catherine de Barnes 

Lane is positioned further from my boundary that protection will be reduced  

▪ The upper windows of my property, are currently visually hidden from pedestrians and the 

majority of traffic using Catherine de Barnes Lane. However, as the realigned Catherine de 

Barnes Lane is positioned further from my boundary that protection will be significantly 

reduced and we will suffer a great deal of visual intrusion 

▪ Catherine de Barnes Lane is an unlit, rural road and the surrounding area is virtually unit. 

Any new lighting on Catherine de Barnes Lane will negatively affect the character of the area 

▪ The proposal to install lighting on Catherine de Barnes Lane directly outside my home will 

have a considerable negative impact on our local environment and the privacy we currently 

enjoy  

▪ ‘Barber’s Coppice Roundabout’ will increase noise and pollution at my property due to 

traffic, standing traffic, and traffic accelerating away, particularly at night 

▪ Although traffic volume will be reduced at night, and noise levels should therefore be lower, 

the noise events due to ‘Barber’s Coppice Roundabout’ will still amount to a significant 

number and will be more noticeable at night given the quieter environment and reduction in 

traffic volume  

▪ I understand that the noise calculations produced by HE are more or less based on volume of 

traffic, speed of traffic and materials used in road construction. Therefore, noise related to 

braking and accelerating traffic at the roundabout would not be factored into the 

calculations provided by HE and neither would any associated increases in air pollution levels 

▪ HE appear to have used a flawed model to determine future operational noise levels along 

the full length of the realigned Catherine de Barnes Lane. The model seems to be based on 

moving traffic and therefore fails to make allowance for the specific noise events that arise 

at roundabouts  

▪ With regard to the WGAA, HE have used a source noise level of 58dB LAeq,1hr at 10m in 

their impact assessment. This is not an actual noise level measurement from the existing 

WGAA site. It is instead taken from the Sports England’s Design Guidance document ‘Design 

Guidance Note Artificial Grass Pitch (AGP) Acoustics-Planning Implications, New Guidance for 



2015’. It is derived from noise levels measured during nine different sports sessions on three 

separate Artificial Grass Pitches. These sessions involved adults and children and the 

activities were limited to hockey, 11 a-side football, rugby training (i.e. not a game of rugby 

union), and multiple small pitch games. The guidance does not confirm whether any of the 

activities were recreational or competitive or if they were attended by spectators 

▪ None of the activities mentioned above are played by 15 players on each side as is the case 

with Gaelic football and hurling. The noise from these activities could not, therefore, be 

considered as representative of the noise from a competitive game of Gaelic football or 

hurling as would typically be the case at the WGAA site 

▪ It appears from the HE data that the source level of 58dB LAeq,1hr at 10m does not include 

the noise from spectators, or the particularly shrill noise of a referee’s whistle 

▪ Noise which occurs in sharp peaks is more intrusive than steady noise: one loud sneeze in 

the middle of the night will wake up one’s partner, even if average background noise is low. 

The noise from a HGV braking on approach to a roundabout or of a hard hurling ball being 

hit by a hurl (wooden stick) or from one player using choice language to call to another or 

from a referee’s whistle, etc., are more intrusive than a relatively constant background noise 

▪ HE have based their assessment on a selective reading of The World Health Organisation’s 

(WHO) guidelines set out in ‘Guidelines for Community Noise’ (see Appendix B), which they 

have cited to in their report. In doing so, their assessment does not consider qualitative 

aspects of the noise nor its ability to cause annoyance, despite the WHO guidance stating 

that ‘The capacity of a noise to induce annoyance depends upon its physical characteristics, 

including the sound pressure level, spectral characteristics and variations of these properties 

with time’ (WHO, p. xiii) 

▪ The HE assessment does not make adjustments for noise levels during the evening, despite 

the WHO guidance stating that ‘Sound levels during the evening and night should be 5-10 dB 

lower than during the day’ (WHO, p. xiii) 

▪ The HE assessment makes no quantitative or qualitative assessment of intermittent noise in 

relation to my property, e. g. HGV’s braking, referees’ whistles, players calling to each other, 

etc., despite the WHO guidance stating that ‘For intermittent noise … it is necessary to take 

into account both the maximum sound pressure level and the number of noise events’ 

(WHO, p. xiii) 

▪ It goes without saying that the WGAA reconfiguration and the M42 Jct6 road scheme will 

have a significant detrimental impact on the value of my property 

▪ The Road Lighting Guidance and Standards which Highways England have used in their 

document ‘8.23 Lighting Technical Note’ to determine road lighting provision for Catherine 

de Barnes Lane have been applied incorrectly as they are not applicable to either the 

classification of road or the nature of the proposed works 

▪ It is difficult to believe that HE have fully considered all of the factors when determining the 

omission of lighting to ‘Bickenhill Roundabout’ as it is situated in an unlit rural area and 

approached from an unlit road at speeds of up to 70mph 

▪ It is noted that the BCR calculation for ‘Bickenhill Roundabout’ in HE document ‘8.23 Lighting 

Technical Note’ is based on a road length of 330m. This road length obviously does not 

include the length of the busiest and fastest approach road to ‘Bickenhill Roundabout’ which 

is the ‘Diverge Slip from proposed Mainline link to Bickenhill’ which is treated separately and 

is stated as having a road length of 360m. The BCR calculation is therefore incorrect and 

casts serious doubt on the accuracy of the other calculations contained in the document 



▪ The road measurements shown in Table 1 (page 6) ‘PIA's saved for scheme sections’ in HE 

document ‘8.23 Lighting Technical Note’ are incorrect and cast serious doubt on the 

accuracy of the calculations contained in the document 

▪ By way of example, the length of ‘Barber’s Coppice Roundabout’ is stated as 740m in HE 

document ‘8.23 Lighting Technical Note’. The Merge Slip from Barber’s Coppice Roundabout 

to proposed Mainline link is not an approach road to ‘Barber’s Coppice Roundabout’ and in 

any event is treated separately in HE document ‘8.23 Lighting Technical Note’.  The approach 

roads to ‘Barber’s Coppice Roundabout’ are therefore the 40mph section of southbound 

carriageway of the realigned Catherine de Barnes Lane and the 50mph section of 

northbound carriageway of the realigned Catherine de Barnes Lane. In HE document 

‘TR010027-000726-AS TR010027_M42J6_3.1(b)(Clean)_Applicant's_Revised_Draft_DCO’, 

submitted at Deadline 5, it states the length of ‘Barber’s Coppice Roundabout’ is 190m 

(Schedule 3 ‘Part 5 Speed limits’ on page 60) and states the length of ‘Bickenhill 

Roundabout’ is 140m. ‘Bickenhill Roundabout’ is approached from four roads (1@70mph, 

1@40mph and 2@30mph) and yet its length is stated as just 330m in HE document ‘8.23 

Lighting Technical Note’, less than half the stated 740m length of ‘Barber’s Coppice 

Roundabout’, despite having twice as many approach roads 

▪ The correct length of ‘Barber’s Coppice Roundabout’ is less than 400m and therefore the 

corresponding PIA figures stated in HE document ‘8.23 Lighting Technical Note’ are double 

what they should be 

▪ When the correct length of ‘Barber’s Coppice Roundabout’ is used in a BCR analysis it results 

in a BCR score of 1.11 and consequently there is no justification for providing lighting to 

‘Barber’s Coppice Roundabout’   

▪ The approach roads to ‘Barber’s Coppice Roundabout’ are proposed to be 40mph and 

50mph. The approach roads to ‘Bickenhill Roundabout’ are proposed to be 30mph, 40mph 

and 70mph. It is difficult to understand how HE have concluded it is not necessary to light 

‘Bickenhill Roundabout’ but that it is necessary to light ‘Barber’s Coppice Roundabout’ on 

safety grounds 

o Overlooking and privacy 

▪ The hedge to my boundary provides some protection from the noise, dust and visual 

intrusion from Catherine de Barnes Lane. However, as the realigned Catherine de Barnes 

Lane is positioned further from my boundary that protection will be reduced  

▪ The upper windows of my property, are currently visually hidden from pedestrians and the 

majority of traffic using Catherine de Barnes Lane. However, as the realigned Catherine de 

Barnes Lane and footpath are positioned further from my boundary that protection will be 

significantly reduced and we will suffer a great deal of visual intrusion 

▪ Standing traffic on Catherine de Barnes Lane will result in a significant loss of privacy – see 

entry under ‘Air Quality’ below 

▪ The proposal to install lighting on Catherine de Barnes Lane directly outside my home will 

have a considerable negative impact on our local environment and the privacy we currently 

enjoy  

o Air quality 

▪ The creation of ‘Barber’s Coppice Roundabout’ directly outside my property will cause an 

increase in standing traffic and therefore an increase in exhaust fumes 

▪ As traffic is standing the fumes will linger rather than be dispersed through air movement 



▪ In terms of air quality, the proposed ‘Barber’s Coppice Roundabout’ will cause traffic to 

frequently queue outside my property, particularly as Catherine de Barnes Lane is used by 

motorists avoiding the southbound section of the M42 between junctions 6 and 5. It is my 

understanding that the air quality data provided by HE does not take this into account and is 

based on the volume and speed of moving traffic 

▪ It is noted that HE dispute the fact that traffic queues on the southbound carriageway of 

Catherine de Barnes Lane are a regular occurrence. The fact of the matter is that a traffic 

queue occurs at least once a week, typically between 4.30pm and 6.00pm. The queue will 

run from the junction of Hampton Lane with Seven Star Road (A41), along the full length of 

Hampton Lane, around the roundabout and along Catherine de Barnes Lane up to St Peters 

Lane – a distance of 2.2 miles. Please see images showing queuing traffic in Appendix C 

• Unregulated taxi parking (and anti-social behaviour): 

▪ As the north bound carriageway of Catherine de Barnes Lane will be closed off, preventing 

access to the airport, train station, NEC and motorway network by vehicle, the current taxi 

parking hotspots at the north end of Catherine de Barnes Lane (see Appendix D) will migrate 

to the closest points of access via the new link road (see Appendix E) 

▪ My property, and the area surrounding it, will be the closest point to access the airport, train 

station, NEC and motorway network by vehicle. As such it will become a hotspot for taxi 

parking and airport pickups 

▪ Please also note that extending the current access lane to Woodhouse Farm up to the new 

‘Barber’s Coppice Roundabout’, and also creating a ‘private’ access road to the WGAA, will 

generate ongoing issues not only with regard to taxi parking but also travellers, lorry drivers, 

anti-social behaviour, fly-tipping, loss of privacy, unknowns hanging around, etc.  

▪ The HE scheme will create a north bound carriageway on Catherine de Barnes Lane that will 

really only be used by local residents and as such traffic numbers travelling north will be very 

low. Given the fact cars and motorcycles can regularly be seen travelling along Catherine de 

Barnes Lane at speeds close to double its 50mph speed limit, and late night motorcyclists 

can be heard racing from one end to other, the HE scheme is effectively creating a private 

‘drag strip’ from ‘Barber’s Coppice Roundabout’ to ‘Bickenhill Roundabout’  

• Mitigation: 

▪ Despite the significant impact on my property, and the assurances from Jonathan Pizzey that 

HE would be providing mitigation to my property, they now appear to be proposing no 

mitigation at all 

▪ During the consultation period the following mitigation measures were proposed and I was 

led to believe they were being developed to provide a package of mitigation measures: 

• Construction of soil bund and acoustic fence, with environmental planting to one 

side, along new WGAA boundary 

• Environmental planting to the rear and side boundaries of my property, to provide 

acoustic and visual screening, extending north to the new WGAA boundary, and 

south to the access lane to Woodhouse Farm. It would also go some way to 

compensate for loss of woodland and hedgerows elsewhere 

• Environmental planting and an acoustic fence to the new front boundary of my 

property 

• Installation of double glazing to my property before construction commences 



▪ Although, when used in isolation, the above mitigation measures will not fully mitigate the 

significant negative effects experienced at my property during the construction period, or 

the operational effects of the scheme, they would provide adequate mitigation when 

combined as one package of mitigation measures 

▪ My property, which sits in open green belt, can only be fully mitigated from the impact of 

the WGAA and the road scheme by giving due consideration to the nature of that mitigation 

as otherwise it will only serve to create an adverse visual impact, and have a considerable 

detrimental effect on its amenity and character 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Appendix A:  

  

Viewpoint EE Images 

(Views from Four Winds) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Viewpoint EE – Looking North-East 

 

 

Viewpoint EE – Looking East 



 

Viewpoint EE – Looking South-East 

 

 

 



Appendix B:  

  

World Health Organisation 

Guidelines for Community Noise 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 





































































































































































































































































































































Appendix C:  

  

Images Showing Traffic Queue 

on Catherine de Barnes Lane 

(Taken at 5.30pm on 2nd October 2019) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Traffic Queuing from St Peters Lane 

 

 

Traffic Queuing to Hampton Lane Roundabout 



Appendix D:  

  

Plan of Current Taxi (& Airport Pickup) Parking Hotspots 

On or Adjacent To Catherine de Barnes Lane 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Plan produced following consultation with, and on behalf of:  

Catherine de Barnes Residents’ Association 

Hampton in Arden Parish Council 
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Appendix E:  

  

Plan of Taxi (& Airport Pickup) Parking Hotspots  

On or Adjacent To Catherine de Barnes Lane  

Following M42 Jct 6A Works 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Plan produced following consultation with, and on behalf of:  

Catherine de Barnes Residents’ Association 

Hampton in Arden Parish Council 
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