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JUSTIFICATION FOR RESIDUAL SIGNIFICANT EFFECTS

1.1.1.

1.1.2.

In order to address Written Question 1.35 (1.0 General Questions), this Appendix provides a
justification for the residual significant effects reported in Chapter 5 to Chapter 17 [APP-040
to 062] of the ES and why no further mitigation is proposed to be implemented.

Table 1, Table 2 and Table 3 below summarise the likely significant environmental effects
for the Scheme, listed for Part A, Part B and cumulative effects (including an assessment of
the Scheme as a whole) respectively. Table 3 only presents the likely significant effects of
the Scheme that are additional to the effects reported in Table 1 and Table 2. The tables
also detail the mitigation measures associated with the effects and their delivery
mechanisms, as well as any associated enhancement measures.
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Key to table:
P /T = Permanent or Temporary; D /| = Direct or Indirect; ST / MT / LT = Short-Term, Medium-Term or Long-Term; N/A = Not Applicable
Table 1 - Part A: Summary of Significant Effects (refer to Table 17-2 of Volume 2 of this ES (Application Document Reference: TR010041/APP/6.2))

Construction | Proposed Mitigation Mitigation Delivery | Significance of Monitoring
/ Operation Mechanism Environmental Effect | Requirements

Description of Effect

} highways
england

Justification for residual significant effects
and no further mitigation measures

Chapter 6: Noise and Vibration

Increase in noise levels at The Operation The noise barrier CEMP Major Adverse N/A
Cottage (PNB2) D/P/LT

In addition to the proposed noise barriers, the
following alternative mitigation measures were
considered.

Road speed and vehicle restrictions

Whilst a reduction in the road speed limit or a
restriction on noisy vehicles using the Scheme
would have the potential to reduce noise
levels, such measures are not normally
suitable for use on motorways and all purpose
trunk roads. This is acknowledged within
DMRB LA 111 Noise and Vibration which
notes that:

“Speed limits or restrictions on noisy vehicle
types are not normally practical for use on
motorways and all purpose trunk roads”

Modifications to affected buildings

Receptor buildings themselves can be treated
in order to improve the sound insulation of
building facades whilst also considering
appropriate ventilation provision. Modification
of affected buildings, such as the installation of
secondary glazing, has not been considered at
this stage as the operational noise assessment
is based on external levels incident on the
facades of a receptor. Modifications to the
building would not influence external noise
levels and therefore would not reduce the
impacts at receptors predicted to experience
significant adverse effects as a result of the
Scheme.

The absolute noise levels at the receptors
within groups 7 and 8 are not high and are
below the threshold for triggering eligibility for
secondary glazing under the Noise Insulation

Planning Inspectorate Scheme: TR010059
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Description of Effect

Construction | Proposed Mitigation

Mitigation Delivery
Mechanism

Significance of
Environmental Effect

Monitoring
Requirements

highways

england
Justification for residual significant effects
and no further mitigation measures

/ Operation

Increase in noise levels at Joiners
Cottage

Operation

Increase in noise levels at New
Houses Farm

Operation

Updated DMRB Guidance

Potential for one additional
significant adverse effect at
Northgate Farm if the noise barrier
(PNB1) cannot be built at this
location, however, it is likely that
this property would be eligible for
compensation under the Noise
Insulation Regulations (NIR) if this
is the case

Operation

The noise barrier
(PNB2)

The noise barrier
(PNB3)

Noise enhancement
barrier (PNB1),
however due to design
constraints the
construction of this
barrier is not yet
confirmed.

CEMP

CEMP

N/A (Policy
compliance
enhancement
measure)

Moderate adverse N/A
D/P/LT

Moderate Adverse N/A
D/P/LT

Minor Adverse N/A
(considered to be

significant under

updated guidance) if

PNB1 cannot be

constructed

D/P/LT

Regulations (NIR). Amongst other criteria,
eligibility under the NIR is triggered where the
relevant noise level (La1o, 18nr DO-Something
future year (2038)) is equal to or greater than
67.5 dB. Therefore, although secondary
glazing will succeed in increasing the acoustic
performance of windows (when windows are
closed), the benefits achieved through the
installation of secondary glazing are unlikely to
be fully perceived by the occupants particularly
given it is likely that these properties rely on
opening windows for ventilation and cooling.

Loss of value

It should be noted that following a year and a
day after the opening of the Scheme, residents
would potentially be able to claim
compensation for loss of value to their property
on the grounds of noise through Part 1 of the
Land .Compensation Act 1973

If PNB1 can be built, Northgate Farm is not
predicted to experience a significant adverse
operational noise effect.

If PNB1 cannot be built, Northgate Farm is
predicted to experience a significant adverse
operational noise effect. The following
alternative mitigation measures were
considered should this be the case.

Road speed and vehicle restrictions

Whilst a reduction in the road speed limit or a
restriction on noisy vehicles using the Scheme
would have the potential to reduce noise
levels, such measures are not normally
suitable for use on motorways and all purpose

Planning Inspectorate Scheme: TR010059
Application Document Reference: TR010059/ 7.8.4
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Description of Effect

Construction | Proposed Mitigation

Mitigation Delivery
Mechanism

Significance of
Environmental Effect

Monitoring
Requirements

highways
england

3

Justification for residual significant effects
and no further mitigation measures

/ Operation

Chapter 7: Landscape and Visual

Effects on the perception of Construction
landscape character in Landscape

Character Area (LCA) 38b

Lowland Rolling Farmland —

Longhorsley, 35a Broad Lowland

Valley — Coquet Valley

Manage construction
activities: avoid
unnecessary loss of
vegetation outside
working area and
protect retained
vegetation. Arrange
compound so that
temporary soil bunds
screen views and

potential light pollution.

CEMP

Moderate adverse
D/T/ST

Main contractor to
identify and monitor
protection measures
for retained vegetation
for the duration of the
construction period.

trunk roads. This is acknowledged within
DMRB LA 111 Noise and Vibration which
notes that:

“Speed limits or restrictions on noisy vehicle
types are not normally practical for use on
motorways and all purpose trunk roads”

Modifications to affected buildings

As noted in Chapter 6 Noise and Vibration Part
A (APP-042), if PNB1 cannot be built,
Northgate Farm is likely to be eligible for
compensation under the Noise Insulation
Regulations (NIR).

Loss of value

It should be noted that a year and a day
following the opening of the Scheme, residents
would potentially be able to claim
compensation for loss of value to their property
on the grounds of noise through the Part 1 of
the Land Compensation Act 1973.

The assessment of landscape and visual
effects for Part B as set out in Chapter 7:
Landscape and Visual Part A of the ES [APP-
044] has identified that for those character
areas identified, the construction effects would
be significant during construction. The effects
arising as a result of the presence of
temporary construction works, plant,
machinery and traffic movements combining to
give rise to a moderate adverse (significant)
effect. Potential additional mitigation measures
comprising for example, extensive lengths of
hoardings or temporary screen fences would
be inappropriate within the scale and nature of
the landscape, these being absent within the
landscape, and their presence potentially
leading to an increased adverse impact and
significance of effect. To this end, the
Applicant does not consider that additional

Planning Inspectorate Scheme: TR010059
Application Document Reference: TR010059/ 7.8.4

Page 5 of 63



Al in Northumberland: Morpeth to Ellingham

GEN.4 Justification for Significant Residual Effects WQ GEN.1.35

Description of Effect

Construction | Proposed Mitigation

Mitigation Delivery

Significance of

Monitoring

} highways
england

Justification for residual significant effects

/ Operation Mechanism Environmental Effect | Requirements and no further mitigation measures
measures to mitigate the Scheme’s effects on
landscape character during construction would
be appropriate.

Effects on the perception of Operation Deliver mitigation Landscape Mitigation Moderate Adverse Monitoring of the The assessment of landscape and visual
landscape character in LCA 38b (Winter Year  strategy as per the Masterplan / D/P/LT growth and effects for Part A as set out in Chapter 7:

Lowland Rolling Farmland — 1)
Longhorsley, 35a Broad Lowland
Valley — Coquet Valley and 17

Coquet Valley

Local landscape area of the River = Construction

Coquet bridge

Landscape Mitigation
Masterplan (refer to
Figure 7.8: Landscape
Mitigation Masterplan,
Volume 5 of this ES
(Application Document
Reference:
TR0O10041/APP/6.5)).

Manage construction
activities: avoid
unnecessary loss of
vegetation outside
working area and
protect retained
vegetation. Arrange
compound so that
temporary soil bunds
screen views and

potential light pollution.

Landscape
Management Plan /
Handover
Environmental
Management Plan
(HEMP)

CEMP

Large Adverse
D/T/ST

establishment of the
planting strategy by
The Applicant
implemented as part
of the Scheme through
the HEMP, via the
CEMP and as a
requirement in the
DCO.

Main contractor to
identify and monitor
protection measures
for retained vegetation
for the duration of the
construction period.

Landscape and Visual Part A of the ES [APP-
044] has identified that a single landscape
character area would be subject to a significant
during operation in year 1. This would be in
advance of the establishment of the mitigation
planting as indicated on Figure 7.8 Landscape
Mitigation Masterplan [APP-095]. Potential
additional mitigation measures comprising for
example, extensive lengths of hoardings or
temporary screen fences would be
inappropriate within the scale and nature of the
landscape, these being absent within the
landscape, and their presence potentially
leading to an increased adverse impact and
significance of effect. To this end, the
Applicant does not consider that additional
measures to mitigate the Scheme’s effects on
landscape character during construction would
be appropriate.

The assessment of landscape and visual
effects for Part A as set out in Chapter 7:
Landscape and Visual Part A of the ES [APP-
044] has identified that for this landscape area
associated with the River Coquet, the
construction effects would be significant (large
adverse) during construction. The effects
arising as a result of the vegetation clearance,
the presence of temporary construction works,
plant, machinery and traffic movements
combining to give rise to a large adverse
(significant) effect. Potential additional
mitigation measures comprising for example,
extensive lengths of hoardings or temporary
screen fences would be inappropriate within
the scale and nature of the landscape, these
being absent within the landscape, and their
presence potentially leading to an increased
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} highways
england

Description of Effect Construction | Proposed Mitigation Mitigation Delivery | Significance of Monitoring Justification for residual significant effects

/ Operation Mechanism Environmental Effect | Requirements and no further mitigation measures
adverse impact and significance of effect. To
this end, the Applicant does not consider that
additional measures to mitigate the Scheme’s
effects on landscape character during
construction would be appropriate.

Local landscape area of the River = Operation Deliver mitigation Landscape Mitigation Large Adverse Monitoring of the The assessment of landscape and visual
Coquet bridge (Winter Year  strategy as per the Masterplan / D/P/LT growth and effects for Part A as set out in Chapter 7:
1) Landscape Mitigation Landscape establishment of the Landscape and Visual Part A of the ES [APP-
Masterplan (refer to Management Plan / planting strategy by 044] has identified that a single landscape
Figure 7.8: Landscape = Handover The Applicant character area would be subject to a significant

during operation in year 1. This would be in
advance of the establishment of the mitigation
planting as indicated on Figure 7.8 Landscape
Mitigation Masterplan [APP-095]. Potential
additional mitigation measures comprising for
example, extensive lengths of hoardings or
temporary screen fences would be
inappropriate within the scale and nature of the
landscape, these being absent within the
landscape, and their presence potentially
leading to an increased adverse impact and
significance of effect. To this end, the
Applicant does not consider that additional
measures to mitigate the Scheme’s effects on
landscape character during construction would
be appropriate.

Environmental
Management Plan
(HEMP)

Mitigation Masterplan,
Volume 5 of this ES
(Application Document
Reference:
TR010041/APP/6.5)).

implemented as part
of the Scheme through
the HEMP, via the
CEMP and as a
requirement in the
DCO.

The assessment of visual effects has
established that views experienced from
publicly accessible viewpoints would be

Main contractor to
identify and monitor
protection measures

Moderate Adverse
D/T/ST

Construction = Manage construction CEMP
activities: avoid

unnecessary loss of

Residential receptors subject to
adverse visual effects at:

— VP 1 - View looking north,

along West View

VP 5 — View looking south -
west from Public Right of
Way (PRoW) (407/018)
Beacon Hill

VP 10 - View looking south-
west from PRoW (423/002)
at The Farmhouse

VP 36 - View looking east
from PRoW (423/001) at

vegetation outside
working area and
protect retained
vegetation. Arrange
compound so that
temporary soil bunds
screen views and

potential light pollution.

for retained vegetation
for the duration of the
construction period.

subject to a significant effect during
construction. These typically arising where

views would be experienced at close quarters
or where existing open and expansive elevated
views of open countryside would be impacted

by the construction of the Scheme.

Significant visual effects during construction

could be mitigated through additional
temporary measures such as hoardings or
screen fences. However, given the rural

context, the introduction of extensive lengths of

Fenrother solid screen fencing would be inappropriate

Planning Inspectorate Scheme: TR010059
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Description of Effect

Construction | Proposed Mitigation

Mitigation Delivery

Significance of

Monitoring

highways
england

3

Justification for residual significant effects

/ Operation Mechanism Environmental Effect | Requirements and no further mitigation measures
and potentially increase the magnitude of
impact and significance of effect.
Residential receptors subject to Construction Ma_ng_ge .cons_truction CEMP Large Adverse _l\/Iain_contractor t_o The a,_c,sessment c_)f visual eff_ects has
vEEE visEl Tea s Al activities: avoid D/T/ST |dent|fy_ and monitor esta_bllshed tha_t views expgrlenced from
unnecessary loss of protection measures publicly accessible viewpoints would be
— VP-27 - View looking north- vegetation outside for retained vegetation = subject to a significant effect during
east from Howdens Glebe working area and for the duration of the  construction. These typically arising where
cottages, off West Moor protect retained construction period. views would be experienced at close quarters
Road vegetation. Arrange or where existing open and expansive elevated
compound so that views of open countryside would be impacted
temporary soil bunds by the construction of the Scheme.
SCIeen VIews and : Significant visual effects during construction
potential light pollution. could be mitigated through additional
temporary measures such as hoardings or
screen fences. However, given the rural
context, the introduction of extensive lengths of
solid screen fencing would be inappropriate
and potentially increase the potential
magnitude of impact and significance of effect.
PRoW users subject to adverse Construction = Manage construction CEMP Moderate Adverse Main contractor to The assessment of visual effects has

visual effects at:

VP 3 - View looking north-
west towards the start of
Coronation Avenue from
PRoW (407/010)

VP 5 - View looking south -
west from PRoW (407/018)
Beacon Hill

VP-8 - View looking north-
west from PRoW (423/001)
at the northern extent of
Coronation Avenue

VP-9 - View looking west
from south bound bus stop
located along existing A1
VP-10 - View looking south-
west from PRoW (423/002)
at The Farmhouse

activities: avoid
unnecessary loss of
vegetation outside
working area and
protect retained
vegetation. Arrange
compound so that
temporary soil bunds
screen views and

potential light pollution.

D/T/ST

identify and monitor
protection measures
for retained vegetation
for the duration of the
construction period.

established that views experienced from
publicly accessible viewpoints would be
subject to a significant effect during
construction. These typically arising where
views would be experienced at close quarters
or where existing open and expansive elevated
views of open countryside would be impacted
by the construction of the Scheme.

Significant visual effects during construction
could be mitigated through additional
temporary measures such as hoardings or
screen fences. However, given the rural
context, the introduction of extensive lengths of
solid screen fencing would be inappropriate
and potentially increase the potential
magnitude of impact and significance of effect.

Planning Inspectorate Scheme: TR010059
Application Document Reference: TR010059/ 7.8.4
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Description of Effect

Construction | Proposed Mitigation

Mitigation Delivery

Significance of

Monitoring

highways
england

3

Justification for residual significant effects

/ Operation Mechanism Environmental Effect | Requirements and no further mitigation measures
— VP-18 - View looking north-
west from PRoW (422/020)
— VP-19 - View looking north
from PRoW (422/020)
— VP-20 -View looking south
from PRoW (422/020)
— VP-23 - View looking north-
east from PRoW (115/016)
— VP-36 - View looking east
from PRoW (423/001) at
Fenrother
PRoW users subject to adverse Construction ~ Manage construction CEMP Large Adverse Main contractor to The assessment of visual effects has
visual effects at: activities: avoid D/T/ST identify and monitor established that views experienced from
_ VP-4 - View lookin unnecessary loss of protection measures publicly accessible viewpoints would be
g west ) ) ) ) : o )
from Hebron Road within vegetation outside for retained vegetation subject toa significant e_ffect du_rl_ng
L working area and for the duration of the  construction. These typically arising where
the vicinity of the Church of . : . ) :
St Cuthbert protect _retalned construction period. views would_ b_e experienced at clos_e guarters
_ VP-6 — View looking north- vegetation. Arrange or where existing open.and expansive elevated
west from PRoW (407/018) compound so that views of open cquntry3|de would be impacted
. temporary soil bunds by the construction of the Scheme.
LB ceicem Al screen views and — - . .
—  VP-29 - View looking north- s Significant y!sual effects durlng'c':onstructlon
east from PRoW (422/012) : could be mitigated through additional
— VP-32 - View looking south- temporary measures such as hoardings or
east from PRoW (423/013) screen fences. However, given the rural
— VP-33 - view looking south- context, the introduction of extensive lengths of
west from PRoW (423/006) solid screen fencing would be inappropriate
— VP-37 - view looking north and pptentially increase thg ppf[ential
from PRoW (423/001) magnitude of impact and significance of effect.
Construction = Manage construction CEMP Large Adverse Main contractor to The assessment of visual effects has

Users of Long Distance Path:

— VP-24 - View looking south-
east from St Oswald’s way

activities: avoid
unnecessary loss of
vegetation outside
working area and
protect retained
vegetation. Arrange
compound so that
temporary soil bunds
screen views and

potential light pollution.

D/T/ST

identify and monitor
protection measures
for retained vegetation
for the duration of the
construction period.

established that views experienced from
publicly accessible viewpoints would be
subject to a significant effect during
construction. These typically arising where
views would be experienced at close quarters
or where existing open and expansive elevated
views of open countryside would be impacted
by the construction of the Scheme.

Significant visual effects during construction
could be mitigated through additional
temporary measures such as hoardings or

Planning Inspectorate Scheme: TR010059
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Description of Effect Construction | Proposed Mitigation

Mitigation Delivery

Significance of

Monitoring

highways
england

3

Justification for residual significant effects

/ Operation Mechanism Environmental Effect | Requirements and no further mitigation measures
screen fences. However, given the rural
context, the introduction of extensive lengths of
solid screen fencing would be inappropriate
and potentially increase the potential
magnitude of impact and significance of effect.
Road users subject to adverse Construction Ma_ng_ge .cons_truction CEMP Moderate Adverse _I\/Iain_contractor to The assessment c_)f visual eff_ects has
iUl G Al activities: avoid D/T/ST |dent|fy_ and monitor esta_bllshed tha_t views expgrlenced from
unnecessary loss of protection measures publicly accessible viewpoints would be
— VP 4 - View looking west vegetation outside for retained vegetation subject to a significant effect during
from Hebron Road within working area and for the duration of the  construction. These typically arising where
the vicinity of the Church of protect retained construction period. views would be experienced at close quarters
St Cuthbert vegetation. Arrange or where existing open and expansive elevated
— VP 28 - View looking east compound so that views of open countryside would be impacted
from PRoW (422/011) temporary soil bunds by the construction of the Scheme.
adjacent to _Burgham Park SCIeen ViIews and . Significant visual effects during construction
Golf and I__elsure (_‘,Iub potential light pollution. could be mitigated through additional
— VP 31 - View looking east temporary measures such as hoardings or
from Causey Park screen fences. However, given the rural
Hag/Causey Park Road context, the introduction of extensive lengths of
solid screen fencing would be inappropriate
and potentially increase the potential
magnitude of impact and significance of effect.
Construction = Manage construction CEMP Large Adverse Main contractor to The assessment of visual effects has

Road users subject to adverse
visual effects at:

— VP 27 - View looking north-
east from Howdens Glebe
cottages, off West Moor
Road

activities: avoid
unnecessary loss of
vegetation outside
working area and
protect retained
vegetation. Arrange
compound so that
temporary soil bunds
screen views and

potential light pollution.

D/T/ST

identify and monitor
protection measures
for retained vegetation
for the duration of the
construction period.

established that views experienced from
publicly accessible viewpoints would be
subject to a significant effect during
construction. These typically arising where
views would be experienced at close quarters
or where existing open and expansive elevated
views of open countryside would be impacted
by the construction of the Scheme.

Significant visual effects during construction
could be mitigated through additional
temporary measures such as hoardings or
screen fences. However, given the rural
context, the introduction of extensive lengths of
solid screen fencing would be inappropriate
and potentially increase the potential
magnitude of impact and significance of effect.

Planning Inspectorate Scheme: TR010059
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Description of Effect

Construction | Proposed Mitigation

Mitigation Delivery | Significance of

Monitoring

} highways
england

Justification for residual significant effects

/ Operation Mechanism Environmental Effect | Requirements and no further mitigation measures
Residential receptors subject to Operation Deliver mitigation Landscape Mitigation Moderate Adverse Monitoring of the The assessment of visual effects has
. . (Year 1) strategy as per the Masterplan / growth and established that from publicly available
adverse visual effects at: Y D/P/LT : : . ; :
Landscape Mitigation Landscape establishment of the locations significant effects during operation
— VP 27 - View looking north- Masterplan (refer to Management Plan / planting strategy by would be experienced. These typically arising
east from Howdens Glebe Figure 7.8: Landscape @ HEMP The Applicant where the views experienced would be at
cottages, off West Moor Mitigation Masterplan, implemented as part close quarters or where existing open and
Road Volume 5 of this ES of the Scheme through expansive elevated views of open countryside
(Application Document the HEMP, via the would be impacted by the construction of the
Reference: CEMP and as a Scheme.
TR010041/APP/6.5)). rE()agl(J)lrement in the In the first year of operation, the mitigation
' planting will be immature, and as such will not
provide the required level of screening.
Significant visual effects during operation could
be mitigated through additional temporary
measures such as hoardings or screen fences.
However, given the rural context, the
introduction of extensive lengths of solid
screen fencing would be inappropriate and
potentially increase the potential magnitude of
impact and significance of effect.
Users of PROW subject to adverse Operation Deliver mitigation Landscape Mitigation | Moderate Adverse Monitoring of the The users of a numper of PRQW With yiews
visual effects at: (Year 1) strategy as per the_ Masterplan / D/P/LT growth and from publlclly acggs&ble Ipcatlops within the
Landscape Mitigation Landscape establishment of the study area identified as viewpoints, would be
— VP-4 - View looking west Masterplan (refer to Management Plan / planting strategy by subject to significant effects during the
from Hebron Road within Figure 7.8: Landscape = HEMP The Applicant operation of the Scheme. Similarly, to the

the vicinity of the Church of
St Cuthbert

— VP-5 - View looking south -
west from PRoW (407/018)
Beacon Hill

— VP-6 — View looking north-
west from PRoW (407/018)
at Beacon Hill

— VP-8 - View looking north-
west from PRoW (423/001)
at the northern extent of
Coronation Avenue

— VP-9 - View looking west
from south bound bus stop
located along existing A1

Mitigation Masterplan,
Volume 5 of this ES
(Application Document
Reference:
TR010041/APP/6.5)).

implemented as part
of the Scheme through
the HEMP, via the
CEMP and as a
requirement in the
DCO.

mitigation of the significant effects on the
occupants of residential receptors, additional
measures such as hoardings and screen
fences would be inappropriate in the open
countryside and would need to be so extensive
that they would in themselves give rise to
additional impacts

Mitigation measures as set out in Figure 7.8:
Landscape Mitigation Masterplan Part A [APP-
095] will achieve a good degree of integration
and screening, however at year 1 the
immature mitigation planting would not provide
any effective screening. An alternative planting
scheme would likely still require the extensive
use of smaller nursery stock that requires

Planning Inspectorate Scheme: TR010059
Application Document Reference: TR010059/ 7.8.4
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GEN.4 Justification for Significant Residual Effects WQ GEN.1.35 eng|and
Description of Effect Construction | Proposed Mitigation Mitigation Delivery | Significance of Monitoring Justification for residual significant effects
/ Operation Mechanism Environmental Effect | Requirements and no further mitigation measures
— VP-29 - View looking north- several years to establish and achieve its
east from PRoW (422/012) environmental function of screening.

— VP-33 - view looking south-
west from PRoW (423/006)

— VP-36 - View looking east
from PRoW (423/001) at

Fenrother
Users of PROW subject to adverse Operation Deliver mitigation Landscape Mitigation Large Adverse Monitoring of the The users of a numb_er of PRowW wit_h \_/iews
iUl G Al (Year 1) strategy as per the_ Masterplan / D/P/LT growth and from publlcl_y acc_:t_assmle I_ocatlo_ns within the
Landscape Mitigation Landscape establishment of the study area identified as viewpoints, would be
— VP-32 - View looking south- Masterplan (refer to Management Plan / planting strategy by subject to significant effects during the
east from PRoW (423/013) Figure 7.8: Landscape = HEMP The Applicant operation of the Scheme. Similarly, to the
— VP-37 - view looking north Mitigation Masterplan, implemented as part mitigation of the significant effects on the
from PRoW (423/001) Volume 5 of this ES of the Scheme through occupants of residential receptors, additional
(Application Document the HEMP, via the measures such as hoardings and screen
Reference: CEMP and as a fences would be inappropriate in the open
TRO010041/APP/6.5)). requirement in the countryside and would need to be so extensive
DCO. that they would in themselves give rise to

additional impacts

Mitigation measures as set out in Figure 7.8:
Landscape Mitigation Masterplan Part A [APP-
095] will achieve a good degree of integration
and screening, however at year 1 the
immature mitigation planting would not provide
any effective screening. An alternative planting
scheme would likely still require the extensive
use of smaller nursery stock that requires
several years to establish and achieve its
environmental function of screening.

Users of Long Distance Path: Operation Deliver mitigation Landscape Mitigation | Moderate Adverse Monitoring of the The users of a numper of PR9W With \(iews
(Year 1) strategy as per the Masterplan / D/P/LT growth and from publicly accessible locations within the
— VP-24 - View looking south- Landscape Mitigation Landscape establishment of the study area identified as viewpoints, would be
east from St Oswald’s way Masterplan (refer to Management Plan / planting strategy by subject to significant effects during the
Figure 7.8: Landscape @ HEMP The Applicant operation of the Scheme. Similarly, to the
Mitigation Masterplan, implemented as part mitigation of the significant effects on the
Volume 5 of this ES of the Scheme through = occupants of residential receptors, additional
(Application Document the HEMP, via the measures such as hoardings and screen
Reference: CEMP and as a fences would be inappropriate in the open
TR010041/APP/6.5)). requirement in the countryside and would need to be so extensive
DCO. that they would in themselves give rise to

additional impacts

Planning Inspectorate Scheme: TR010059
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Al in Northumberland: Morpeth to Ellingham

GEN.4 Justification for Significant Residual Effects WQ GEN.1.35

Description of Effect

Construction | Proposed Mitigation

Mitigation Delivery

Significance of

Monitoring

highways
england

3

Justification for residual significant effects

/ Operation Mechanism Environmental Effect | Requirements and no further mitigation measures
Mitigation measures as set out in Figure 7.8:
Landscape Mitigation Masterplan Part A [APP-
095] will achieve a good degree of integration
and screening, however at year 1 the
immature mitigation planting would not provide
any effective screening. An alternative planting
scheme would likely still require the extensive
use of smaller nursery stock that requires
several years to establish and achieve its
environmental function of screening.
Road users subject to adverse Operation Deliver mitigation Landscape Mitigation Moderate Adverse Monitoring of the T_he users of a number of I(_)cal road_s with o
I T (Year 1) strategy as per the_ Masterplan / D/P/LT growth and views from pub_llcly gc_:cessml_e Ioca_tlons within
Landscape Mitigation Landscape establishment of the the study area identified as viewpoints, would
— VP-4 - View looking west Masterplan (refer to Management Plan / planting strategy by be subject to significant effects during the
from Hebron Road within Figure 7.8: Landscape = HEMP The Applicant operation of the Scheme. Similarly, to the
the vicinity of the Church of Mitigation Masterplan, implemented as part mitigation of the significant effects on the
St Cuthbert Volume 5 of this ES of the Scheme through occupants of residential receptors, additional
— VP-27 - View looking north- (Application Document the HEMP, via the measures such as hoardings and screen
east from Howdens Glebe Reference: CEMP and as a fences would be inappropriate in the open
cottages, off West Moor TR0O10041/APP/6.5)). requirement in the countryside and would need to be so extensive
Road DCO. that they would in themselves give rise to
— VP-28 - View looking east additional impacts
frqm PRoW (422/011) Mitigation measures as set out in Figure 7.8:
adjacent to B urgham Park Landscape Mitigation Masterplan Part A [APP-
Golf and ITelsure C_:IUb 095] will have achieve a good degree of
— VP-31 - View looking east integration and screening, however at year 1
from Causey Park the immature mitigation planting would not
Hag/Causey Park Road provide any effective screening. An alternative
planting scheme would likely still require the
extensive use of smaller nursery stock that
requires several years to establish and achieve
its environmental function of screening.
Residential receptors subject to Operation Deliver mitigation Landscape Mitigation | Moderate Adverse Monitoring of the Viewpoint 27 is located west of the Scheme on
(Year 15) strategy as per the Masterplan / D/P/LT growth and West Moor Road and is representative of a

adverse visual effects at:

— VP-27 - View looking north-
east from Howdens Glebe
cottages, off West Moor
Road

Landscape Mitigation
Masterplan (refer to
Figure 7.8: Landscape
Mitigation Masterplan,
Volume 5 of this ES
(Application Document
Reference:
TR010041/APP/6.5)).

Landscape
Management Plan /
HEMP

establishment of the
planting strategy by
The Applicant
implemented as part
of the Scheme through
the HEMP, via the
CEMP and as a

number of residential receptors located along
West Moor Road (R35 — R39 — refer to Figure
7.6 Visual Effects Drawings Residential
Properties Part A [APP-093] and Appendix 7.3
Residential Visual Effects Schedule - Part A
[APP-281]; and users of West Moor Road
(refer to Appendix 7.2 Viewpoints Visual
Effects Schedule Part A [APP-217]. The

Planning Inspectorate Scheme: TR010059
Application Document Reference: TR010059/ 7.8.4
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Al in Northumberland: Morpeth to Ellingham

GEN.4 Justification for Significant Residual Effects WQ GEN.1.35

Description of Effect

Construction | Proposed Mitigation

Mitigation Delivery
Mechanism

Significance of
Environmental Effect

Monitoring
Requirements

highways

england
Justification for residual significant effects
and no further mitigation measures

/ Operation

| requirement in the
DCO.

assessment of visual effects has established
that the occupants of the associated residential
receptors (R35 — R37 — as above) and users
of West Moor Road would be subject to a
significant effect during operation in year 15.
These typically arising where the occupants of
the receptors would experience views of
changes arising as a result of the Scheme, at
very close quarters.

As the mitigation planting matures, and by the
Design Year 15, for a relatively small number
of properties (R35 — R37 and users of West
Moor Road), the occupants and users would
remain subject to a moderate adverse effect
(significant). The Applicant considers that
should additional mitigation measures be
employed to reduce the visual impact of the
Scheme they would remain subject to a
significant effect. The effects typically
remaining due to the loss of an existing open
aspect or wide-ranging views should dense
belts of planting or screen fences be employed
to screen views of the Scheme.

Significant visual effects during operation could
be mitigated through additional measures such
as screen fences. However, given the rural
context, the introduction of extensive lengths of
solid screen fencing would be inappropriate
and potentially increase the potential
magnitude of impact and significance of effect.

Should more extensive mitigation measures in
the form of substantial and additional roadside
planting be included; this would limit some of
the remaining views of the Scheme and of
associated traffic movements. However, this
would ultimately establish as a linear wooded
corridor, and this would be at odds with the
less heavily wooded wider landscape. To this
end, the Applicant does not consider that
additional measures to mitigate the Scheme’s
visual effects would be appropriate.

Planning Inspectorate Scheme: TR010059
Application Document Reference: TR010059/ 7.8.4

Page 14 of 63



Al in Northumberland: Morpeth to Ellingham

GEN.4 Justification for Significant Residual Effects WQ GEN.1.35

Description of Effect

Construction | Proposed Mitigation

Mitigation Delivery

Significance of

Monitoring

highways
england

3

Justification for residual significant effects

/ Operation Mechanism Environmental Effect | Requirements and no further mitigation measures
Users of PROW subject to adverse Operation Deliver mitigation Landscape Mitigation Moderate Adverse Monitoring of the The ass_essment of w_sual e_ffects, as set out in
(Year 15) strategy as per the Masterplan / growth and Appendix 7.2 Viewpoints Visual Effects

visual effects at:

— VP-8 - View looking north-
west from PRoW (423/001)
at the northern extent of
Coronation Avenue

— VP-32 - View looking south-
east from PRoW (423/013)

— VP-33 - view looking south-
west from PRoW (423/006)

— VP-37 - view looking north
from PRoW (423/001)

Landscape Mitigation
Masterplan (refer to
Figure 7.8: Landscape
Mitigation Masterplan,
Volume 5 of this ES
(Application Document
Reference:
TR0O10041/APP/6.5)).

Landscape
Management Plan /
HEMP

D/P/LT

establishment of the
planting strategy by
The Applicant
implemented as part
of the Scheme through
the HEMP, via the
CEMP and as a
requirement in the
DCO.

Schedule Part A [APP-271] has established
that the users of PRoW associated with these
viewpoints would be subject to a significant
effect during operation in year 15. These
arising where the users of the PRoW would
experience views at very close quarters (in the
case of Viewpoint 32 and 37) or extensive
views of the Scheme in broader views of the
countryside (in the case of Viewpoints 8 and
33).

As the mitigation planting matures, and by the
Design Year 15, this relatively small number of
viewpoints, and the users of the associated
PRoW would remain subject to a moderate
adverse effect (significant) and that these
would remain subject to a significant effect
should additional mitigation measures be
employed to reduce the visual impact of the
Scheme. The effects typically remaining due to
the loss of an existing open aspect or wide-
ranging views should dense belts of planting or
screen fences be employed to screen views of
the Scheme.

Significant visual effects during operation could
be mitigated through additional measures such
as screen fences. However, given the rural
context, the introduction of extensive lengths of
solid screen fencing would be inappropriate
and potentially increase the potential
magnitude of impact and significance of effect.

Should more extensive mitigation measures in
the form of substantial and additional roadside
planting be included; this would limit some of
the remaining views of the Scheme and of
associated traffic movements. However, this
would ultimately establish as a linear wooded
corridor, and this would be at odds with the
less heavily wooded wider landscape. To this
end, the Applicant does not consider that
additional measures to mitigate the Scheme’s
visual effects would be appropriate.

Planning Inspectorate Scheme: TR010059
Application Document Reference: TR010059/ 7.8.4
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Al in Northumberland: Morpeth to Ellingham } h|g hways

GEN.4 Justification for Significant Residual Effects WQ GEN.1.35 eng |and
Description of Effect Construction | Proposed Mitigation Mitigation Delivery | Significance of Monitoring Justification for residual significant effects
/ Operation Mechanism Environmental Effect | Requirements and no further mitigation measures
Road users subject to adverse Operation Deliver mitigation Landscape Mitigation = Moderate Adverse Monitoring of the The assessment of visual effects r_\as _
visual effects at (Year 15) strategy as per the_ Masterplan / D/P/LT grovvth and estab_llshed_ that road users _assomate_d V\_n_th
Landscape Mitigation Landscape establishment of the this viewpoint would be subject to a significant
— VP-27 - View looking north- Masterplan (refer to Management Plan / planting strategy by effect during operation in year 15. These
east from Howdens Glebe Figure 7.8: Landscape = HEMP The Applicant typically arising where the road users would
cottages, off West Moor Mitigation Masterplan, implemented as part experience views at very close quarters or
Road Volume 5 of this ES of the Scheme through = extensive views of the Scheme in broader
(Application Document the HEMP, via the views of the countryside.
Reference: CEMP and as a

As the mitigation planting matures, and by the
Design Year 15, road users associated with
this viewpoint would remain subject to a
moderate adverse effect (significant). The
Applicant considers that this viewpoint would
remain subject to a significant effect should
additional mitigation measures be employed to
reduce the visual impact of the Scheme. The
effects typically remaining due to the loss of an
existing open aspect or wide-ranging views
should dense belts of planting or screen
fences be employed to screen views of the
Scheme.

TRO010041/APP/6.5)). requirement in the
DCO.

Significant visual effects during operation could
be mitigated through additional measures such
as screen fences. However, given the rural
context, the introduction of extensive lengths of
solid screen fencing would be inappropriate
and potentially increase the potential
magnitude of impact and significance of effect.

Should more extensive mitigation measures in
the form of substantial and additional roadside
planting be included; this would limit some of
the remaining views of the Scheme and of
associated traffic movements. However, this
would ultimately establish as a linear wooded
corridor, and this would be at odds with the
less heavily wooded wider landscape. To this
end, the Applicant does not consider that
additional measures to mitigate the Scheme’s
visual effects would be appropriate.

Manage construction CEMP Moderate Adverse Main contractor to The assessment of visual effects has
activities: avoid D/T/ST identify and monitor established that the occupants of a number of
unnecessary loss of protection measures residential receptors would be subject to a

Residential receptors subject to Construction
adverse visual effects at:

Planning Inspectorate Scheme: TR010059
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Al in Northumberland: Morpeth to Ellingham

GEN.4 Justification for Significant Residual Effects WQ GEN.1.35

Description of Effect

Construction | Proposed Mitigation

Mitigation Delivery

Significance of

Monitoring

} highways
england

Justification for residual significant effects

/ Operation Mechanism Environmental Effect | Requirements and no further mitigation measures

— Longfield Cottage (R9) vege_tation outside for retained \_/egetation sig_nificant _ef_fect during construction. These

—  Thirston New House (R34) working area and for the du_ratlon (_)f the  typically arising where_the occupants of the

_ Causey Park Lodge (North) protect retained construction period. receptors would experience views at very
(R48) vegetation. Arrange close quarters or where existing open and

— Causey Park Hag (2 compound so that expansive elevated views of open c_ountryS|de
properties) (R50) temporary soil bunds would be impacted by the construction of the

— New Build Off Causey Park SUEE R EEl Scheme.
(R56) potentialllight pollution. Significant visual effects during construction

— Four Gables (R57) could be mitigated through additional

— The Oak Inn (R61) temporary measures such as hoardings or

— New Houses Farm (R65) screen fences. However, given the rural

— Portland House (R71) context, the introduction of ext(_ansive Ien_gths of

—  Welbeck House (2 solid screen fencing would be inappropriate
properties) (R72) and potentially increase the potential

—  The OId School (1 magnitude of impact and significance of effect.
properties) (R73) Mitigation planting would not be sufficiently

_  Stonebrook Cottage (4 establlshed during th_e con_s_truc_tlon period to
properties) (R78) provide any substantive mitigation.

— East Fenrother (3
properties) (R79)

— High Highlaws Cottage
(R94)

— High Highlaws (R95)

Residential receptors subject to Construction = Manage construction CEMP Large Adverse Main contractor to The assessment of visual effects has

adverse visual effects at:

— The Cottage (R35)

— West Moor House (R36)

— West Moorhouse (4
properties) (R37)

— Joiners Cottage (R58)

— The Bungalow (R59)

— Bridge House (R60)

— Tindale Hill (R68)

— Earsdon Moor Farm (R70)

— Strafford House (R93)

— Capri Lodge (R96)

— Warreners Barns (2
properties) (R97)

— Northgate Farm (R98)

— Warreners Cottages (2
properties (R100)

activities: avoid
unnecessary loss of
vegetation outside
working area and
protect retained
vegetation. Arrange
compound so that
temporary soil bunds
screen views and
potential light pollution.

D/T/ST

identify and monitor
protection measures
for retained vegetation
for the duration of the
construction period.

established that the occupants of a number of
residential receptors would be subject to a
significant effect during construction. These
typically arising where the occupants of the
receptors would experience views at very
close quarters or where existing open and
expansive elevated views of open countryside
would be impacted by the construction of the
Scheme.

Significant visual effects during construction
could be mitigated through additional
temporary measures such as hoardings or
screen fences. However, given the rural
context, the introduction of extensive lengths of
solid screen fencing would be inappropriate
and potentially increase the potential
magnitude of impact and significance of effect.
Mitigation planting would not be sufficiently

Planning Inspectorate Scheme: TR010059
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Al in Northumberland: Morpeth to Ellingham } hlg hways

GEN.4 Justification for Significant Residual Effects WQ GEN.1.35 eng|and
Description of Effect Construction | Proposed Mitigation Mitigation Delivery | Significance of Monitoring Justification for residual significant effects
/ Operation Mechanism Environmental Effect | Requirements and no further mitigation measures
— Warreners House (R101) established during the construction period to
— Warreners House (2) provide any substantive mitigation.
(R102)
Residenialreceporssbject o Operaton  Delvermigaton  LeTSCape Milgaton Modeaie dverse - Mondorrgofthe  The sssessmertof v fecsras |
adverse visual effects at AT ) SESCO NG Landsc% e DIP/LT gstablishment of the residential recept IIod b bject t
. Landscape Mitigation P : o ptors would be subject to a
— Thirston New House (R34) Master Management Plan / planting strategy by significant effect during operation. These
plan (refer to i : o
— Causey Park Lodge (North) Figure 7.8: Landscape HEMP The Applicant typically arising where the occupants of the
(R48) Mitigatio.n.MasterpIan implemented as part receptors would experience views at very
— Causey Park Hag (2 Volume 5 of this ES ’ of the Scheme through ' close quarters or where existing open and
properties) (R50) (Application the HEMP, via the expansivg elevated views of open c_ountryside
— New Build Off Causey Park Document Reference: CEMP and as a would be impacted by the construction of the
(R56) TR010041/APP/6.5)). requirement in the Scheme.
— Four Gables (R57) DCO. In the first year of operation, the mitigation
— Portland House (R71) planting will be immature, and as such will not
— Welbeck House (2 provide the required level of screening.
properties) (R72) Significant visual effects during operation could
— Stonebrook Cottage (4 be mitigated through additional temporary
properties (R78) measures such as hoardings or screen fences.
— East Fenrother (3 However, given the rural context, the
properties) (R79) introduction of extensive lengths of solid
— Strafford House (R93) screen fencing would be inappropriate and
— High Highlaws Cottage potentially increase the potential magnitude of
(R94) impact and significance of effect.
Residential receptors subject to Operation Deliver mitigation Landscape Mitigation ' Large Adverse Monitoring of the The a§sessment of visual effects has
adverse visual effects at: (Year 1) strategy as per the [/laansdtigan / D/P/LT grctmglh z;nd tof th eSt%b“Sthﬁd that ihe OCCUFdaBtS Ofba.‘ nt:rtnber of
Landscape Mitigation pe establishment of the residential receptors would be subject to a
— The Cottage (R35) Masterpl Management Plan / planting strategy by significant effect during operation. These
plan (refer to : : =l
— West Moor House (R36) Figure 7.8: Landscape HEMP The Applicant typically arising where the occupants of the
— West Moorhouse (4 Mitigatio'n'MasterpIan implemented as part receptors would experience views at very
properties) (R37) Volume 5 of this ES ’ of the Scheme through | close quarters or Whgre existing open and _
— Joiners Cottage (R58) (Application the HEMP, via the expansive elevated views of open cpuntryS|de
_ Th.e Bungalow (R59) Document Reference: CEMP and as a would be impacted by the construction of the
— Bridge House (R60) TRO10041/APP/6.5)). requirement in the Scheme.
— Tindale Hill (R68) DCO. In the first year of operation, the mitigation
— Earsdon Moor Farm (R70) planting will be immature, and as such will not

provide the required level of screening.
Significant visual effects during operation could
be mitigated through additional temporary
measures such as hoardings or screen fences.
However, given the rural context, the

Planning Inspectorate Scheme: TR010059
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Al in Northumberland: Morpeth to Ellingham
GEN.4 Justification for Significant Residual Effects WQ GEN.1.35

Description of Effect

Construction | Proposed Mitigation

Mitigation Delivery

Significance of

Monitoring

} highways
england

Justification for residual significant effects

/ Operation Mechanism Environmental Effect | Requirements and no further mitigation measures
introduction of extensive lengths of solid
screen fencing would be inappropriate and
potentially increase the potential magnitude of
impact and significance of effect.

Residential receptors subject to Operation Deliver mitigation k/lan?scalpe ?/Iltlgatlon Moderate Adverse Mo\rll\;:ﬁrlngdof the Thte ;;sss;r&ertlttﬁf visual efftectsf has e of
adverse visual effects at: (Year 15) strategy as per the asterpian D/P/LT growth an established that the occupants ot a numpoer o
o Landscape establishment of the residential receptors would be subject to a
Th Landscape Mitigation : o : .
- e Cottage (R35) Masterplan (refer to Management Plan / planting strategy by significant effect during operation. These
— West Moor House (R36) HEMP The Applicant typically arising where the occupants of the

West Moor House (4
properties (R37)

Joiners Cottage (R58)
The Bungalow (R59)
Tindale Hill (R68)
Earsdon Moor Farm (R70)
Portland House (R71)
Welbeck House (2
properties (R72)

Figure 7.8: Landscape
Mitigation Masterplan,
Volume 5 of this ES
(Application
Document Reference:
TRO10041/APP/6.5)).

implemented as part
of the Scheme through
the HEMP, via the
CEMP and as a
requirement in the
DCO.

receptors would experience views at very
close quarters or where existing open and
expansive elevated views of open countryside
would be impacted by the construction of the
Scheme.

As the mitigation planting matures, and by the
Design Year 15, the significant effects,
experienced in Operation Year 1 for some of
the receptors would no longer be significant.

However, for a relatively small number of
properties, the occupants would remain
subject to a moderate adverse effect
(significant). Of these, the Applicant considers
that the majority would remain subject to a
significant effect should additional mitigation
measures be employed to reduce the visual
impact of the Scheme. The effects typically
remaining due to the loss of an existing open
aspect or wide-ranging views should dense
belts of planting or screen fences be employed
to screen views of the Scheme.

— Strafford House (R93)

Significant visual effects during operation could
be mitigated through additional temporary
measures such as hoardings or screen fences.
However, given the rural context, the
introduction of extensive lengths of solid
screen fencing would be inappropriate and
potentially increase the potential magnitude of
impact and significance of effect.

Should more extensive mitigation measures in
the form of substantial and additional roadside
planting be included; this would limit some of
the remaining views of the Scheme and of
associated traffic movements. However, this

Planning Inspectorate Scheme: TR010059
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Al in Northumberland: Morpeth to Ellingham
GEN.4 Justification for Significant Residual Effects WQ GEN.1.35

Description of Effect

Construction | Proposed Mitigation

Mitigation Delivery

Significance of

Monitoring

} highways
england

Justification for residual significant effects

/ Operation Mechanism Environmental Effect | Requirements and no further mitigation measures
would ultimately establish as a linear wooded
corridor, and this would be at odds with the
wider less heavily wooded landscape features
of the landscape. To this end, the Applicant
does not consider that additional measures to
mitigate the Scheme’s visual effects would be
appropriate.
Visual effects on Public Rights of | Construction = Manage construction CEMP Moderate Adverse N/A The users of a number O.f PROW.W'Fh'n the
Way (PRoW): activities: avoid D/T/ST study area_would be su_bject to significant
unnecessary loss of effepts during construction of the Sch_e_me.
— 407/010 Footpath / vegetation outside Similarly, to the mitigation of the significant
Bridleway working area and effects on the occupants of residential
protect retained receptors, additional measures such as
vegetation. Arrange _hoardlngs_ and_ screen fences woul_d be
compound so that inappropriate in the open co_untry5|de and
temporary soil bunds yvould need to b_e so extensive _that they would
screen views and in themselves give rise to additional impacts.
potential light pollution.
Visual effects on PROW: Construction  Manage construction CEMP Large Adverse Monitoring of the The users of a number of PRoW.Wi'Fh'in the
et cval D/T/ST grovvth and study arealwould be supject to significant
— 423/001 Footpath unnecessary loss of establishment of the effects during construction of the Scheme.
— 423/002 Footpath vegetation outside planting strategy by Similarly, to the mitigation of the significant
— 423/011 Footpath working area and The Applicant effects on the Qpcupants of residential
—  422/020 Footpath protect retained implemented as part recept.ors, additional measures such as
— 115/016 Footpath vegetation. Arrange of the Scheme through hoardmg; anc! screen fences Woulq be
— 407/018 Footpath compound so that the HEMP, via the inappropriate in the open cquntryS|de and
—  423/006 Footpath temporary soil bunds CEMP and as a would need to be so extensive that they would
_ 423/013 Footpath N o requirement in the in themselves give rise to additional impacts.
— St Oswald’s Way — potential light pollution. e
Regionally Promoted Route
Visual effects on PROW: Operation Deliver mitigation Landscape Mitigation | Moderate Adverse Monitoring of the The users of this specific right of way V\{i'ghin
(Year 1) strategy as per the Masterplan / D/P/LT growth and the study area would be subject to significant

— St Oswald’s Way —
Regionally Promoted Route

Landscape Mitigation
Masterplan (refer to

Figure 7.8: Landscape
Mitigation Masterplan,

Volume 5 of this ES
(Application

Document Reference:

TR010041/APP/6.5)).

Landscape
Management Plan /
HEMP

establishment of the
planting strategy by
The Applicant
implemented as part

of the Scheme through

the HEMP, via the
CEMP and as a
requirement in the
DCO.

effects during the operation of the Scheme.
Similarly, to the mitigation of the significant
effects on the occupants of residential
receptors, additional measures such as
hoardings and screen fences would be
inappropriate in the open countryside and
would need to be so extensive that they would
in themselves give rise to additional impacts
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Al in Northumberland: Morpeth to Ellingham
GEN.4 Justification for Significant Residual Effects WQ GEN.1.35

highways

england
Mitigation Delivery | Significance of Monitoring Justification for residual significant effects
Mechanism Environmental Effect | Requirements and no further mitigation measures

Mitigation measures as set out in Figure 7.8:
Landscape Mitigation Masterplan Part A [APP-
095] would achieve a good degree of
integration and screening, however at year 1
the immature mitigation planting would not
provide any effective screening. An alternative
planting scheme would likely still require the
extensive use of smaller nursery stock that
requires several years to establish and achieve
its environmental function of screening.

Description of Effect Construction | Proposed Mitigation

/ Operation

The users of a number of PRoW within the
study area would be subject to significant
effects during the operation of the Scheme.
Similarly, to the mitigation of the significant
effects on the occupants of residential
receptors, additional measures such as
hoardings and screen fences would be
inappropriate in the open countryside and
would need to be so extensive that they would
in themselves give rise to additional impacts

Landscape Mitigation Large Adverse
Masterplan / D/P/LT
Landscape

Management Plan /

HEMP

Monitoring of the
growth and
establishment of the
planting strategy by
The Applicant
implemented as part
of the Scheme through
the HEMP, via the
CEMP and as a
requirement in the
DCO.

Visual effects on PRoW:

— 423/001 Footpath
— 423/013 Footpath
— 423/006 Footpath
— 407/018 Footpath

Operation
(Year 1)

Deliver mitigation
strategy as per the
Landscape Mitigation
Masterplan (refer to
Figure 7.8: Landscape
Mitigation Masterplan,
Volume 5 of this ES
(Application
Document Reference:
TR010041/APP/6.5)).
Mitigation measures as set out in Figure 7.8:
Landscape Mitigation Masterplan Part A [APP-
095] would achieve a good degree of
integration and screening, however at year 1
the immature mitigation planting would not
provide any effective screening. An alternative
planting scheme would likely still require the
extensive use of smaller nursery stock that
requires several years to establish and achieve
its environmental function of screening.

The assessment of visual effects has
established that the users of these PRoW

Moderate Adverse
D/P/LT

Landscape Mitigation
Masterplan /

Monitoring of the

Visual effects on PRoW:
growth and

Operation
(Year 15)

Deliver mitigation
strategy as per the

— 423/001 Footpath
— 423/006 Footpath
— 423/013 Footpath

Landscape Mitigation
Masterplan (refer to

Figure 7.8: Landscape

Landscape
Management Plan /
HEMP

establishment of the
planting strategy by
The Applicant
implemented as part

would be subject to a significant effect during
operation in year 15. These typically arising
where the users of the PRoW would
experience views at very close quarters or

Mitigation Masterplan,
Volume 5 of this ES
(Application
Document Reference:
TR010041/APP/6.5)).

of the Scheme through
the HEMP, via the
CEMP and as a
requirement in the
DCO.

where existing open and expansive elevated
views of open countryside would be impacted
by the construction of the Scheme.

As the mitigation planting matures, and by the
Design Year 15, the significant effects,
experienced in Operation Year 1 for some of

Planning Inspectorate Scheme: TR010059
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GEN.4 Justification for Significant Residual Effects WQ GEN.1.35

Description of Effect

Construction | Proposed Mitigation

Mitigation Delivery
Mechanism

Significance of
Environmental Effect

Monitoring
Requirements

highways
england

3

Justification for residual significant effects
and no further mitigation measures

/ Operation

Commercial/Community facilities
subject to adverse visual effects
at:

— Oak Inn (Public House)

— Tritlington Church of
England First School

— Jackson J K and Sons
garage

Construction

Manage construction e

activities: avoid
unnecessary loss of
vegetation outside
working area and
protect retained
vegetation. Arrange
compound so that
temporary soil bunds

Moderate Adverse
D/T/ST

Main contractor to
identify and monitor
protection measures
for retained vegetation
for the duration of the
construction period.

the receptors would no longer be significant.
However, for a relatively small number of
PRoW, the users would remain subject to a
moderate adverse effect (significant). Of these,
the Applicant considers that the majority would
remain subject to a significant effect should
additional mitigation measures be employed to
reduce the visual impact of the Scheme. The
effects typically remaining due to the loss of an
existing open aspect or wide-ranging views
should dense belts of planting or screen
fences be employed to screen views of the
Scheme.

Significant visual effects during operation could
be mitigated through additional temporary
measures such as hoardings or screen fences.
However, given the rural context, the
introduction of extensive lengths of solid
screen fencing would be inappropriate and
potentially increase the potential magnitude of
impact and significance of effect.

Should more extensive mitigation measures in
the form of substantial and additional roadside
planting be included; this would limit some of
the remaining views of the Scheme and of
associated traffic movements. However, this
would ultimately establish as a linear wooded
corridor, and this would be at odds with the
wider less heavily wooded landscape features
of the landscape. To this end, the Applicant
does not consider that additional measures to
mitigate the Scheme’s visual effects would be
appropriate.

The assessment of visual effects has
established that those individuals employed at
or visiting a small number of commercial
receptors would be subject to a significant
effect during construction. These typically
arising where the individuals employed at or
visiting the receptors would experience views
at very close quarters or where existing open
and expansive elevated views of open
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Al in Northumberland: Morpeth to Ellingham

GEN.4 Justification for Significant Residual Effects WQ GEN.1.35

Description of Effect

Construction | Proposed Mitigation

Mitigation Delivery
Mechanism

Significance of
Environmental Effect

Monitoring
Requirements

highways
england

3

Justification for residual significant effects
and no further mitigation measures

Commercial/Community facilities
subject to adverse visual effects
at:

Operation
(Year 1)

— Oak Inn (Public House)
— Jackson J K and Sons
garage

/ Operation

screen views and
potential light pollution.

Deliver mitigation
strategy as per the
Landscape Mitigation
Masterplan (refer to
Figure 7.8: Landscape
Mitigation Masterplan,
Volume 5 of this ES
(Application
Document Reference:
TR010041/APP/6.5)).

Landscape Mitigation
Masterplan /
Landscape
Management Plan /
HEMP

Moderate Adverse
D/P/LT

Monitoring of the
growth and
establishment of the
planting strategy by
The Applicant
implemented as part
of the Scheme through
the HEMP, via the
CEMP and as a
requirement in the
DCO.

countryside would be impacted by the
construction of the Scheme.

Significant visual effects during construction
could be mitigated through additional
temporary measures such as hoardings or
screen fences. However, given the rural
context, the introduction of extensive lengths of
solid screen fencing would be inappropriate
and potentially increase the potential
magnitude of impact and significance of effect.
Mitigation planting would not be sufficiently
established during the construction period to
provide any substantive mitigation.

The assessment of visual effects has
established that those individuals employed at
or visiting a small number of commercial
receptors would be subject to a significant
effect during operation (year 1). These typically
arising where the individuals employed at or
visiting the receptors would experience views
at very close quarters or where existing open
and expansive elevated views of open
countryside would be impacted by the
construction of the Scheme.

In the first year of operation, the mitigation
planting will be immature, and as such will not
provide the required level of screening. An
alternative planting scheme would likely still
require the extensive use of smaller nursery
stock that requires several years to establish
and achieve its environmental function of
screening. Significant visual effects during
operation could be mitigated through additional
temporary measures such as hoardings or
screen fences. However, given the rural
context, the introduction of extensive lengths of
solid screen fencing would be inappropriate
and potentially increase the potential
magnitude of impact and significance of effect.

Planning Inspectorate Scheme: TR010059
Application Document Reference: TR010059/ 7.8.4

Page 23 of 63



Al in Northumberland: Morpeth to Ellingham
GEN.4 Justification for Significant Residual Effects WQ GEN.1.35

Construction | Proposed Mitigation Mitigation Delivery | Significance of Monitoring
/ Operation Mechanism Environmental Effect | Requirements

Description of Effect

highways

england
Justification for residual significant effects
and no further mitigation measures

Chapter 8: Cultural Heritage

CEMP Moderate adverse

Permanent removal or destruction = Construction | Preservation through N/A
of additional remains associated record. D/P/LT

with findspot of Mesolithic flint

Permanent removal or destruction  Construction = Preservation through e Moderate adverse N/A

of buried remains associated with record. D/P/LT
the Chapel or Hermitage at Helm
(HER 11347)

Below-ground Heritage Assets

Where direct adverse impacts on below-
ground cannot be mitigated through avoidance
(i.e. preservation in-situ), the only other
method for mitigation available is preservation
by record (excavation, recording, reporting and
archiving). While it is acknowledged that this
approach would reduce the magnitude of
impacts, and therefore the significance effects,
the heritage asset would still be subject to
direct and permanent adverse impacts as the
physical remains of the asset is lost.

The use of preservation by record where
heritage assets are to be lost is in-keeping with
National Policy Statement for National
Networks (NPS NN) paragraph 5.140 and
National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF)
paragraph 199.

While the magnitude of impact is the same for
each heritage assets effected, the value of
each asset would vary. The residual effects on
heritage assets of negligible and low value
would be slight adverse (not-significant), while
those of medium, high and very high value it
would be moderate, large or very large
(significant). The assessment predicts that the
likelihood is that below ground remains would
be of negligible to medium value, and a low
likelihood for below ground remains of high or
very high value.
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GEN.4 Justification for Significant Residual Effects WQ GEN.1.35

Description of Effect

Construction

Proposed Mitigation Mitigation Delivery

Significance of

Monitoring

} highways
england

Justification for residual significant effects

/ Operation Mechanism Environmental Effect | Requirements and no further mitigation measures
Permanent removal or destruction = Construction | Preservation through CEMP Unknown at present N/A
of Cropmark of rectilinear record. but the effect could be
enclosure (HER 11367) significant
D/P/LT
Permanent removal or destruction = Construction = Preservation through CEMP Moderate adverse N/A
of currently unknown below- record.
ground archaeological remains of D/P/LT
medium value from the
Prehistoric, Roman, Early
Medieval and Late Medieval date
period
Permanent removal or destruction = Construction | Preservation through CEMP Large to very large N/A
of currently unknown below- record. adverse
ground heritage assets of high or
very high value ranging from the D/P/LT
Prehistoric to the Post-Medieval
period
Temporary impacts upon the non- = Construction  Best practice measures N/A Moderate Adverse N/A The residual significant effects on setting in the
designated park and designated are set out in the construction phase are temporary and would
assets within Felton Park Outline CEMP D/TI/ST be removed once construction is completed.
(Application _ Significant visual effects during construction
Document Reference: could be mitigated through additional
TRO10041/APP/ 7'3). temporary measures such as hoardings or
WOUld manage working screen fences. However, given the rural
g\egirOXITltg/ 1 t context, the introduction of extensive lengths of
gnated assets. solid screen fencing would be inappropriate
and potentially increase the potential
magnitude of impact and significance of effect.
Mitigation planting would not be sufficiently
established during the construction period to
provide any substantive mitigation.
Temporary impacts upon the Construction Best practice measures CEMP Moderate Adverse N/A The residual significant effects on setting in the
setting of Grade Il Listed Longfield are ﬁet outin the construction phase are temporary and would
Cottage (NHL 1041875) and (C/)A\UF;[F;HS&%E':]AP D/T/ST be removed once construction is completed.

Boundary Stones (NHL 1041876)

Document Reference:
TRO10041/APP/7.3)

Significant visual effects during construction
could be mitigated through additional
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GEN.4 Justification for Significant Residual Effects WQ GEN.1.35 eng |and

Description of Effect Construction | Proposed Mitigation Mitigation Delivery | Significance of Monitoring Justification for residual significant effects

/ Operation Mechanism Environmental Effect | Requirements and no further mitigation measures

Chapter 9: Biodiversity

Loss of 0.27 ha of ancient Construction
woodland associated with the

River Coquet and Coquet Valley

Woodlands Site of Special

Scientific Interest (encompassing

Dukes Bank Wood ancient

woodland)

Loss of 0.41 ha of woodland within = Construction
the Coquet River Felton Park

Local Wildlife Site, which has

been treated as ancient woodland

would manage working
in proximity to
designated assets

Woodland planting ata = CEMP / Ancient
12:1 ratio and Woodland Strategy
associated measures

detailed in the Ancient

Woodland Strategy

(Appendix 9.21,

Volume 7 of this ES

(Application

Document Reference:
TRO10041/APP/6.7)).

Total of 8.16 ha when

combined with below.

Woodland planting ata CEMP / Ancient
ratio of 12:1 and Woodland Strategy
associated measures

detailed in the Ancient

Woodland Strategy

(Appendix 9.21,

Volume 7 of this ES

(Application

Document Reference:
TRO10041/APP/6.7)).

Total of 8.16 ha when

combined with above.

Very Large Adverse

Moderate Adverse

Preliminary monitoring
and management of
the Woodland
Creation Area over a
50-year period are
presented in the
Ancient Woodland
Strategy (Appendix
9.21, Volume 7 of this
ES). The Strategy
would be finalised at
detailed design.

Preliminary monitoring
and management of
the Woodland
Creation Area over a
50-year period are
presented in the
Ancient Woodland
Strategy (Appendix
9.21, Volume 7 of this
ES). The Strategy
would be finalised at
detailed design.

temporary measures such as hoardings or
screen fences. However, given the rural
context, the introduction of extensive lengths of
solid screen fencing would be inappropriate
and potentially increase the potential
magnitude of impact and significance of effect.
Mitigation planting would not be sufficiently
established during the construction period to
provide any substantive mitigation.

The Scheme would result in the loss of habitat
associated with a Nationally important
ecological receptor. Avoidance, mitigation and
compensation have been proposed. However,
it is not possible to achieve a non-significant
residual impact due to the loss of an
irreplaceable habitat.

Avoidance, mitigation and compensation have
been proposed.

Whilst the woodland of the Local Wildlife Site
(LWS) is not designated ancient woodland, it
does present ancient woodland character. As
such, professional opinion is that it is not
possible to achieve a non-significant residual
impact.
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Al in Northumberland: Morpeth to Ellingham
GEN.4 Justification for Significant Residual Effects WQ GEN.1.35

Description of Effect

Construction | Proposed Mitigation
/ Operation

Mitigation Delivery
Mechanism

Significance of
Environmental Effect

Monitoring
Requirements

highways

england
Justification for residual significant effects
and no further mitigation measures

Chapter 11: Geology and Soils

Agricultural land take of
approximately 9 ha of Best and
Most Versatile land

Agricultural land take of
approximately 73 ha of Subgrade
3b

The overall assessment of
agricultural land loss, including
100 ha of moderate to poor
agricultural quality (Subgrade 3b
(73 ha) and Grade 4 (27 ha)) and
approximately 9 ha of best and
most versatile (BMV) land (Grade
2 (<1 ha) and Subgrade 3a (8
ha)). For the purposes of the
assessment the areas not

Construction N/A

Construction N/A

Construction N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

Moderate Adverse

D/P/LT

Moderate Adverse

D/P/LT

Slight to Moderate
Adverse

D/P/LT

N/A

N/A

N/A

The permanent loss of BMV agricultural land is
generally associated with the widening of the
existing carriageway, therefore the available
options for reduction in loss of BMV land is
limited via design. The Scheme has been
designed to minimise the loss of land where
possible, The permanent loss of BMV land
therefore remains a moderate adverse effect.

Mitigation measures to be put in place during
construction include the sustainable
management of soils stripped from areas of
permanent land take and re-used where
possible.

Mitigation measures to reduce the significant
effects associated with the permanent loss of
moderate quality agricultural land are limited
via the requirements of the Scheme design.
The permanent loss of moderate quality
agricultural land therefore remains a significant
adverse effect.

Mitigation measures to be put in place during
construction include the sustainable
management of soils stripped from areas of
permanent land take and re-used where
possible.

Given the nature of the Scheme,
predominantly comprising the widening of the
existing highway, mitigation measures to
reduce the significant effects associated with
the permanent loss of agricultural land are
limited via the requirements of the Scheme
design. The permanent loss of agricultural
land is a necessary requirement for the
construction of Part A, it therefore remains a
significant adverse effect.
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Al in Northumberland: Morpeth to Ellingham

GEN.4 Justification for Significant Residual Effects WQ GEN.1.35

Description of Effect

Construction | Proposed Mitigation
/ Operation

Mitigation Delivery
Mechanism

Significance of
Environmental Effect

Monitoring
Requirements

highways

england
Justification for residual significant effects
and no further mitigation measures

surveyed (<0.1 ha) have been
included as BMV.

Chapter 12: Population and Human Health

Views from the road during
construction

PRoWs closed or diverted during
the construction period:

— 407/013
— 407/010
— 407/018
— 423/001
— 423/006
— 423/007
— 423/013
— 422/002
— 422/020
— 115/009
— 115/013
— 115/008
— 115/016
- 422/011

Construction

Construction

N/A

Temporary diversions
to ensure that some
routes remain open and
provide safe access for
Walking Cyclists and
Horse-riders (WCH).

Consultation regarding
the diversions with
affected individuals,
groups, and
Northumberland County
Council (NCC).

A PRoW Management
Plan would be
produced by the main
contractor

N/A Moderate Adverse N/A

D/T/ST

Construction Traffic = Moderate Adverse N/A
Management Plan

(CTMP) (Application D/T-P/ST-LT

Document

Reference:

TRO10041/APP/7.4)

CEMP

Mitigation measures to be put in place during
construction include the sustainable
management of soils stripped from areas of
permanent land take and re-used where
possible as part of the Scheme.

Views from the road are likely to be temporarily
significantly adversely affected due to the
introduction of road works and the removal of
vegetation screening and would continue into
operation until mitigation planting reaches
maturity. Temporary measures during
construction works to limit the impacts of
construction works are outlined within the
Outline CEMP, but these are not totally
avoidable even with the proposed mitigation
due to the nature and proximity of plant and
construction activities to receptors. However,
receptors will be transient vehicle travelers and
therefore would experience a reduction in
views from the road for a short period only.

Temporary and permanent diversions of Public
Rights of Way (PRoW) have been proposed
where practicable and possible, following
consultation with NCC and local landowners,
but due to the nature of the Scheme (whereby
single carriageway to be widened to dual
carriageway) PRoW which previously
stretched either side of the carriageway (with
no formal crossing of the Al) have been
stopped up for safety and accessibility
reasons, therefore increasing journey lengths
for WCH to incorporate safe crossing facilities.
Additional footbridges to increase connectivity
for WCH would increase the land take, and
were not deemed to be proportionate to the
low level of users of the PRoW network, as
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Al in Northumberland: Morpeth to Ellingham
GEN.4 Justification for Significant Residual Effects WQ GEN.1.35

Description of Effect Construction | Proposed Mitigation Mitigation Delivery | Significance of Monitoring

highways

england
Justification for residual significant effects
and no further mitigation measures

/ Operation Mechanism Environmental Effect | Requirements

Users of PRoW 423/001

Operation Permanent diversions CTMP Moderate Adverse N/A
to ensure that some
routes remain open and CEMP D/P/LT
provide safe access for
WCH.
Demolition of North Gate House Construction = No mitigation available = N/A Moderate Adverse N/A

for loss of property.

However, D/P/LT
compensation has been

agreed as part of the

Scheme with the

occupiers of North Gate

House.

Recreational users of the River Construction Inform th_e public and CEMP
Coquet community groups of
the nature, timing and D/T/ST
duration construction
activities.

Moderate Adverse N/A

demonstrated by the survey data outlined in
Appendix TT.1.

Permanent diversions of Public Rights of Way
(PRoW) have been proposed where
practicable and possible, following consultation
with NCC and local landowners, but due to the
nature of the Scheme (whereby single
carriageway to be widened to dual
carriageway) PRoW which previously
stretched either side of the carriageway (as is
the case with 423/001) (with no formal
crossing of the A1) have been stopped up for
safety and accessibility reasons, therefore
increasing journey lengths for WCH to
incorporate safe crossing facilities. The
proposed diversion for users is north over
Fenrother Junction. An additional footbridge
closer to the PRoW would increase the land
take, and would not be proportionate to the low
level of users of the PRoW network, as
demonstrated by the survey data outlined in
Appendix TT.1.

The Scheme has been designed to limit land
take where possible. The demolition of North
Gate House required for Part A Is not possible
to avoid under the Scheme design, and there
is no possible mitigation that would reduce the
significance of these effects. Landowners
would however be compensated for loss of
their property.

The significant adverse effect from the
temporary reduction of amenity for users of the
River Coguet and its surrounds is anticipated
to be unavoidable due to the temporary
introduction of construction works, even
following the implementation of measures in
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GEN.4 Justification for Significant Residual Effects WQ GEN.1.35

Description of Effect

Construction | Proposed Mitigation

Mitigation Delivery

Significance of

Monitoring

} highways
england

Justification for residual significant effects

/ Operation Mechanism Environmental Effect | Requirements and no further mitigation measures
the Outline CEMP [APP-346], However, this
Directions at the effect is a localised effect, and users are likely
appropriate places to be transient, so further measures have not
would be provided for been proposed_
alternative access
points or routes.
Impa_lcts on agricultural land Construction Engage i_n earl_y CTMP Moderate Adverse Monitoring of the Agricultural _Iand take has been min_imised
holdings — Clarehugh consultation with growth and where possible, but the current design has
landowners to maintain | cgpmp D/T/ST establishment of the resulted in land take from Clarehugh,
access and minimise planting strategy by Hemelspeth Farm where the proportion of land
the impact on farm and | |andscape Mitigation the Applicant take is the main factor of the level of
dive_rsified rural_ Masterplan (refer to implemented as part significance. Landowners w_ould be o
busmess_es during Figure 7.8: of the Scheme through compensated_ for loss of their land, but this is
construction. Landscape the HEMP, via the not able to mitigate for the loss of land and
Returning temporarily Mitigation CEMP, and as a redug;:l threj'g?.'f'ganﬁel %f detffekct. dTrrl_?]re trrr:ay be
required land to the gﬂ?:terl?é:?ib\r<0|ume requirement in the ggtsasillec?d‘Zs:JgCnlgf fhle scherﬁeebtzjt Ith?s ise
?onnﬂgrgggmﬁglﬂding Docﬂfnem DCO unlikely to result in q'uarjtities large enough to
reinstatement of Reference: reduce the level of significance.
boundary features. TRO10041/APP/6.5)). Mitigation measures to be implemented during
construction are set out within the Outline
E‘;ﬁgﬁﬂgg@?ﬁmde’ CEMP [APP-346], which will be developed
compensation would be furthgr into a full CEMP in discharging
agreed as part of Part A requ[rement.4 of t.he dDCO [APP-014].‘ _
with the relevant parties Detailed deS|gn dlscu35|ons (alsq considering
whose land would be accomquatlon works), will provide an
temporarily and opportunity for smaller measures to improve
permanently acquired drainage, upgradg boundary fe'n'(:es3 gate;,
or severed to tracks to be considered, and mitigation will be
accommodate Part A. agreed on a case by case basis. However,
these measures are unlikely to mitigate fully
and reduce the significant effects identified
within the assessment.
IR e A auitel (£ Construction A EEE e CEMP Moderate Adverse N/A Agricultural land take has been minimised

holdings — Hemelspeth Farm

required land would be
reinstated to its original
condition following the
completion of
construction.

Pursuant to the
Compensation Code,
compensation would be

D/T/ST

where possible, but the current design has
resulted in land take from Hemelspeth
Farm, where the proportion of land take is
the main factor of the level of significance.
Landowners would be compensated for
loss of their land, but this is not able to
mitigate for the loss of land and reduce the
significance of effect. Mitigation measures to
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GEN.4 Justification for Significant Residual Effects WQ GEN.1.35

Description of Effect

Construction | Proposed Mitigation

Mitigation Delivery

Significance of

Monitoring

} highways
england

Justification for residual significant effects

/ Operation Mechanism Environmental Effect | Requirements and no further mitigation measures

agreed as part of Part A be implemented during construction are set out

with the relevant parties within the Outline CEMP [APP-346], which will

whose land would be be developed further into a full CEMP in

temporarily and discharging requirement 4 of the DCO [APP-

permanently acquired 014]. Detailed design discussions (also

or severed to considering accommodation works), will

accommodate Part A. provide an opportunity for smaller measures to
improve drainage, upgrade boundary fences,
gates, tracks to be considered, and mitigation
would be agreed on a case by case basis.
However, these measures are unlikely to
mitigate fully and reduce the significant effects
identified within the assessment.

Impacts on agricultural land Construction Access provision or CTMP Moderate Adverse Monitoring of the Agricultural land take has been minimised

holdings — Causey Park cattle handling facilities
to land severed to the

east of Part A.

where possible, but the current design has
resulted in land take from Causey Park Farm
where the proportion of land take is the main
factor of the level of significance. Landowners

growth and
establishment of the
planting strategy by

Landscape Mitigation D/T/ST

Masterplan (refer to

Access provision during | Figure 7.8: the Applicant ,
construction for farm Landscape implemented as part would be compensated for loss of their land,
and all additional Mitigation of the Scheme through | Pt this is not able to mitigate for the loss of
enterprises and Masterplan, Volume the HEMP, via the land and reduce the significance of effect. In
commercial lets. 5 of this ES CEMP, and as a the case of Causey Park, severance of the

_ (Application requirement in the land holding is also a main contributing factor
Accommodation works o DCO to the level of significance. Direct access for
have beenincluded in | o torance: this private property from the Al has not been

the Landscape
Mitigation Masterplan to
reduce impact to New
Houses farmstead.

factored into the design, in line with the
objectives of the Scheme to improve safety
(refer to paragraph 2.2.1 (c) of Chapter 2: The
Scheme [APP-037]. The access to land within
the Causey Park holding will be from Causey Park
road and the access tracks on the west of the new
Al, and from the existing Al and side roads to the
east of the Scheme (private accesses PA 6/1, PA
6/2, PA 6/3, PA 6/4, PA 6/5, PA 6/6, PA 6/7, PA
6/8, PA, 6/9, PA 5/2 and PA 5/3 as denoted on the
Rights of Way and Access plan [APP-009]) will be
retained and or included in the scheme design to
provide access to Causey Park land). However,
even with consideration of included accesses there
still remains severance between operational land
and temporary and permanent land take from the
agricultural holding resulting in a significant effect
which cannot be reduced through mitigation.

TR010041/APP/6.5)).

Pursuant to the
Compensation Code,
compensation would be
agreed as part of Part A
with the relevant parties
whose land would be
temporarily and
permanently acquired
or severed to
accommodate Part A.
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GEN.4 Justification for Significant Residual Effects WQ GEN.1.35 eng|and
Description of Effect Construction | Proposed Mitigation Mitigation Delivery | Significance of Monitoring Justification for residual significant effects
/ Operation Mechanism Environmental Effect | Requirements and no further mitigation measures

Mitigation measures to be implemented during
construction are set out within the Outline
CEMP [APP-346], which would be developed
further into a full CEMP in discharging
requirement 4 of the dDCO [APP-014].
Detailed design discussions (also considering
accommodation works), will provide an
opportunity for smaller measures to improve
drainage, upgrade boundary fences, gates,
tracks to be considered, and mitigation would
be agreed on a case by case basis. However,
these measures are unlikely to mitigate fully
and reduce the significant effects identified
within the assessment.

Impacts on agricultural land Any temporarily Agricultural land take has been minimised

Construction CEMP Moderate Adverse N/A

holdings — ‘Farm C’ required land would be where possible, but the current design has
reinstated to its original D/T/ST resulted in land take on land holding C where
condition following the the proportion of land take is the main factor of
completion of the level of significance. Landowners would be
construction. compensated for loss of their land, but this is
EEUER i e not able to mitige}te for the loss of land and
Compensation Code, reduce the significance of effect.
compensation would be Mitigation measures to be implemented during
agreed as part of Part A construction are set out within the Outline
with the relevant parties CEMP [APP-346], which would be developed
whose land would be further into a full CEMP in discharging
temporarily and requirement 4 of the DCO [APP-014]. Detailed
permanently acquired design discussions (also considering
or severed to accommodation works), will provide an
accommodate Part A. opportunity for smaller measures to improve
drainage, upgrade boundary fences, gates,
tracks to be considered, and mitigation would
be agreed on a case by case basis. However,
these measures are unlikely to mitigate fully
and reduce the significant effects identified
within the assessment.
Impa_lcts on agricultural land Operation Deliver mitigation Landscape Mitigation Moderate Adverse Monitoring of the Agricultural .Iand take has been minjmised
holdings — Clarehugh strategy as per the Masterol where possible, but the current design has
L plan (refer to growth and :
Landscape Mitigation Figure 7.8: D/P/LT establishment of the resulted in land take on Clarehugh where the
Masterplan (refer to Landscé ' lanti proportion of land take is the main factor of the
: . pe planting strategy by o
Figure 7.8: Landscape Mitigation the Applicant level of significance. Landowners would be

Mitigation Masterplan, compensated for loss of their land, but this is
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} highways
england

Description of Effect Construction | Proposed Mitigation Mitigation Delivery | Significance of Monitoring Justification for residual significant effects

/ Operation Mechanism Environmental Effect | Requirements and no further mitigation measures
Volume 5 of this ES Masterplan, Volume implemented as part not able to mitigate for the loss of land and
(Application 5 of this ES of the Scheme through | reduce the significance of effect.
‘[I')Iggli(r)%iqt/ Eslfa%eg)(;e' E')A(‘Jpcﬂ'n?:tr:?n g‘éagl\giavg t(:e Detailed desi_gn discussions (alsc_) considering
e Reference: e uirément i the accomquatlon works), will provide an
Pursuant to the : 9 opportunity for smaller measures to improve
Compensation Code, TRO10041/APP/6.5)). DCO drainage, upgrade boundary fences, gates,
compensation would be tracks to be considered, and mitigation would
agreed as part of Part A be agreed on a case by case basis. However,
with the relevant parties these measures are unlikely to mitigate fully
whose land would be and reduce the significant effects identified
permanently acquired within the assessment.
or severed to
accommodate Part A.
Impacts on agricultural land - Pursuant to the Agricultural land take has been minimised
holdings — Hemelspeth Farm Operation Compensation Code, CEMP Moderate Adverse /A where possible, but the current design has
compensation would be D/P/LT resulted in land take from Hemelspeth Farm,
agreed as part of Part A where the proportion of land take is the main
with the relevant parties factor of the level of significance. Landowners
whose land would be would be compensated for loss of their land,
permanently acquired but this is not able to mitigate for the loss of
or severed to land and reduce the significance of effect.
accommodate Part A. Detailed design discussions (also considering
accommodation works), will provide an
opportunity for smaller measures to improve
drainage, upgrade boundary fences, gates,
tracks to be considered, and mitigation would
be agreed on a case by case basis. However,
these measures are unlikely to mitigate fully
and reduce the significant effects identified
within the assessment.
Impacts on agricultural land Operation Access provision or Landscape Mitigation Moderate Adverse Monitoring of the Agricultural land take has been minimised

holdings — Causey Park cattle handling facilities where possible, but the current design has

Masterplan (refer to growth and

to land severed to the

resulted in land take on Causey Park Farm

east of the Scheme. Elgure 78 DIPILT establlshment of the where the proportion of land take is the main
andscape planting strategy by oo

Access provision once  Mitigation the Applicant factor of the level of significance. Landowners

operational for farm and = Masterplan, Volume implemented as part \t/)voulﬁll b? compﬁlnsated.f.or loss ofr':hellr land,

all additional 5 of this ES of the Scheme through I Utdt 'S(;S ndot a e;]to mitigate for the loss of

enterprises and (Application the HEMP, via the and and reduce the significance of effect. In

commercial lets. Document CEMP, and as a the case pf Qausey Park,. severance of the
Reference: requirement in the land holding is also a main contributing factor

Accommodation works

have been included in

TR010041/APP/6.5)).

DCO

to the level of significance. Direct access for
this private property from the Al has not been

Planning Inspectorate Scheme: TR010059
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GEN.4 Justification for Significant Residual Effects WQ GEN.1.35

Description of Effect

Construction | Proposed Mitigation

Mitigation Delivery

Significance of

Monitoring

, highways
england

Justification for residual significant effects

/ Operation Mechanism Environmental Effect | Requirements and no further mitigation measures
the included for safety reasons in line with the
Landscape Mitigation CEMP objectives of the Scheme to improve safety
Masterplan (refer to (refer to paragraph 2.2.1 (c) of Chapter 2: The
Figure 7.8: Landscape Scheme [APP-037]. The access to land within
Mitigation Masterplan, the Causey Park holding would be from
Volume 5 of this ES Causey Park road and the access tracks on
(Application the west of the new Al, and from the existing
Document Reference: Al and side roads to the east of the Scheme
TRO010041/APP/6.5)) to (private accesses PA 6/1, PA 6/2, PA 6/3, PA
reduce impact to New 6/4, PA 6/5, PA 6/6, PA 6/7, PA 6/8, PA, 6/9,
Houses farmstead. PA 5/2 and PA 5/3 as denoted on the Rights of
Pursuant to the Way and Acces§ plan [AI?P-OOQ]) would be _
Compensation Code, retalne_d and or included in the Scheme design
compensation would be to pqude access to Causey Park Ian_d.
Additionally, the Causey Park Overbridge
agreed as part of Part A : o
with the relevant parties wou_ld provide east to west connectivity for
whose land would be vehicles accessing land parcels severed by the
: Scheme. However, even with consideration of
permanently acquired ) .
or severed to mcluded. accesses and the overbridge there
accommodate Part A. would still remain severance between
operational land and temporary and permanent
land take from the agricultural holding resulting
in a significant effect which cannot be reduced
through mitigation.
Detailed design discussions (also considering
accommodation works), will provide an
opportunity for smaller measures to improve
drainage, upgrade boundary fences, gates,
tracks to be considered, and mitigation will be
agreed on a case by case basis. However,
these measures are unlikely to mitigate fully
and reduce the significant effects identified
within the assessment.
Impacts on agricultural land Operation Pursuant to the CEMP Moderate Adverse N/A Agricultural land take has been minimised

holdings — ‘Farm C’

Compensation Code,
compensation would be
agreed as part of Part A
with the relevant parties
whose land would be
permanently acquired
or severed to
accommodate Part A.

D/P/LT

where possible, but the current design has
resulted in land take from land holding C,
where the proportion of land take is the main
factor of the level of significance. Landowners
would be compensated for loss of their land,
but this is not able to mitigate for the loss of
land and reduce the significance of effect.

Detailed design discussions (also considering
accommodation works), will provide an

Planning Inspectorate Scheme: TR010059
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GEN.4 Justification for Significant Residual Effects WQ GEN.1.35

Description of Effect
/ Operation

Construction | Proposed Mitigation Mitigation Delivery
Mechanism

Significance of Monitoring
Environmental Effect | Requirements

highways

england
Justification for residual significant effects
and no further mitigation measures

Updated DMRB Guidance

Demolition of North Gate House No mitigation available N/A

Construction
for loss of property.

Compensation has
been agreed as part of
the Scheme with the
occupiers of North Gate
House, however this
has not been
considered as part of
this assessment.

Chapter 15: Combined Effects for Part A

Mltlgat|on measures CEMP
relating to potential
effects on residents are
set out in Technical
Chapters 5to 13 and
15 for Part A, Volume 2
of this ES (Application
Document Reference:
TR010041/APP/6.2)
and presented in the
Outline CEMP
(Application
Document Reference:
TRO10041/APP/7.3)

Combined effects upon residential =~ Construction
receptors

Large Adverse N/A
D/P/LT

(Overall conclusions of
the assessment of
significance would
remain the same as
when compared to
former DMRB
guidance)

Moderate to Large Monitoring measures
Adverse relating to potential
effects on residents
are set out in the
respective Technical
Chapters 5to 13 and
15, Volume 2 of this
ES (Application
Document
Reference:
TR0O10041/APP/6.2)
and presented in the
Outline CEMP
(Application
Document
Reference:
TRO10041/APP/7.3).

D-ID/T-P/ST-LT

opportunity for smaller measures to improve
drainage, upgrade boundary fences, gates,
tracks to be considered, and mitigation will be
agreed on a case by case basis. However,
these measures are unlikely to mitigate fully
and reduce the significant effects identified
within the assessment.

The Scheme has been designed to limit land
take where possible. The demolition of North
Gate House required for Part A us not possible
to avoid under the Scheme design, and there
is no possible mitigation that would reduce the
significance of these effects. Landowners
would however be compensated for loss of
their property.

As no further mitigation measures are feasible
to reduce the residual significant effects
anticipated as a result of Part A (refer to rows
above), significant effects would remain for
combined effects.

Planning Inspectorate Scheme: TR010059
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GEN.4 Justification for Significant Residual Effects WQ GEN.1.35 eng |and
Description of Effect Construction | Proposed Mitigation Mitigation Delivery | Significance of Monitoring Justification for residual significant effects
/ Operation Mechanism Environmental Effect | Requirements and no further mitigation measures

Mitigation measures
relating to potential
effects on amenity D/T-P/ST-LT
areas are set out in

Technical Chapters 5

to 13 and 15 for Part A, Technical Chapters 5

Volume 2 of this ES to 13 and 15, Volume
(Application 2 of this ES
Document Reference:

CEMP Moderate Adverse Monitoring measures
relating to potential
effects on amenity
areas are set out in
the respective

Combined effects upon areas of Construction
amenity surrounding Part A

TRO10041/APP/6.2) E)Aopc%l:g:tr:? n

and presented in the Reference:

Outline CEMP TRO10041/APP/6.2)
(Application

D t Ref : and presented in the
ocument Reference: el

TR010041/APP/7.3) (Application

Document
Reference:
TRO10041/APP/7.3).

Mltlgat|on measures CEMP
relating to potential

effects on road users

are set out in D/T/ST
Technical Chapters 5

to 13 and 15 for Part A,

Volume 2 of this ES

(Application

Document Reference:

Moderate to Large Monitoring measures
Adverse relating to potential
effects on road users
are set out in the
respective Technical
Chapters 5to 13 and
15, Volume 2 of this
ES (Application

Combined effects upon road users Construction

TR010041/APP/6.2) ggfeurgnecné.

and presented in the TRO10041/APP/6.2)

Outline CEMP and presented in the

(Application Outline CEMP

Document Reference: (Application

TR010041/APP/7.3) Document
Reference:

TRO10041/APP/7.3).

Mitigation measures CEMP Moderate to Large Monitoring measures

re#atl?g to pOtent'?' Adverse relating to potential
effects on users o effects on users of

footpaths and PRoW D/T-P/ST-LT footpaths and PRoW

are set out in :
. are set out in the
Technical Chapters 5 respective Technical

Combined effects upon users of Construction
footpaths and PRoW

Planning Inspectorate Scheme: TR010059
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GEN.4 Justification for Significant Residual Effects WQ GEN.1.35 eng|and
Description of Effect Construction | Proposed Mitigation Mitigation Delivery Significance of Monitoring Justification for residual significant effects
/ Operation Mechanism Environmental Effect | Requirements and no further mitigation measures
to 13 and 15 for Part A, Chapters 5 to 13 and
Volume 2 of this ES 15, Volume 2 of this
(Application ES (Application
Document Reference: Document
TR010041/APP/6.2) Reference:
and presented in the TRO10041/APP/6.2)
Outline CEMP and presented in the
(Application Outline CEMP
Document Reference: (Application
TRO010041/APP/7.3) Document
Reference:

TRO10041/APP/7.3).

Mitigation measures

Combined effects upon statutory Construction atingt tential CEMP / Landscape Minor adverse to Monitoring measures
and non - statutory designated reffa '?g ﬁ PO ?n a I Mitigation Plan / Moderate Beneficial relating to potential
ecological sites/local biodiversity ettects on ecologica Landscape effects on ecological

2z el S ol Management Plan/  D-ID/T-P/ST-LT sites are set out in the

;Feignlcgllgr;ap;ersti HEMP respective Technical
0 oan orFart A, Chapters 5to 13 and

Volume 2 of this ES 15 Vlime 2 e i

(Application \ o
Document Reference: o plieaten

TRO10041/APP/6.2) ggfe“r(:necn;:
| PIESETIED I e TRO10041/APP/6.2)
O”“”!e C.EMP and presented in the
(e Outline CEMP
Document Reference: (Application
TR010041/APP/7.3) D T —,
Deliver mitigation Reference:
strategy as per the TRO10041/APP/7.3).
Landscape Mitigation
Masterplan (refer to
Figure 7.8: Landscape
Mitigation Masterplan,
Volume 5 of this ES
(Application
Document Reference:
TR010041/APP/6.5)).
Combined effects upon Construction Mltlgatlon measures CEMP Slight to Moderate Monitoring measures
agricultural land and associated relating to potential Adverse relating to potential

effects on agricultural
land and associated D/T-P/ST-LT
rural enterprises are set

rural enterprises effects on agricultural
land and associated

rural enterprises are
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GEN.4 Justification for Significant Residual Effects WQ GEN.1.35

Description of Effect

Construction | Proposed Mitigation

Mitigation Delivery | Significance of

Monitoring

, highways
england

Justification for residual significant effects

/ Operation Mechanism Environmental Effect | Requirements and no further mitigation measures
out in Technical set out in the
Chapters 5 to 13 and respective Technical
15 for Part A, Volume 2 Chapters 5to 13 and
of this ES (Application 15, Volume 2 of this
Document Reference: ES (Application
TR010041/APP/6.2) Document
and presented in the Reference:
Outline CEMP TRO10041/APP/6.2)
(Application and presented in the
Document Reference: Outline CEMP
TRO010041/APP/7.3) (Application
Document
Reference:
TRO10041/APP/7.3).
Combined effects upon Tritlington = Construction Mltlg_atlon measures CEMP Moderate Adverse Monitoring measures
Church of England Aided First relating to po_te_ntlal relating to potential
School effects on ritlington D/T/ST effects on Tritlington
Church of England Church of England
Aided First School are e B S el e
set out in the Technical Ty
Chapters 5 to 13 and respective Technical
15 for Part A, Volume 2 Chapters 5 to 13 and
([))f this ES (AI\Qpp:Iication 15 Volume 2 of this
ocument Reference: ’ -
TRO10041/APP/6.2) [E)ic(ﬁ‘rﬂ’]z'r']fat'on
and presented in the -
Ol & Sl TRO10041/APP/6.2)
(Application ) and presented in the
Document Reference: Outline CEMP
TRO010041/APP/7.3) (Application
Document
Reference:
TRO10041/APP/7.3).
Combined effects upon residential = Operation Mitigation measures CEMP / Landscape Major Beneficial to Monitoring measures

receptors

relating to potential
effects on residents are
set out in the Technical
Chapters 5to 13 and
15 for Part A, Volume 2
of this ES (Application
Document Reference:
TR0O10041/APP/6.2)

Mitigation Plan /
Landscape
Management Plan /
HEMP

Major Adverse

D/P/LT

relating to potential
effects on residents
are set out in the
respective Technical
Chapters 5to 13 and
15, Volume 2 of this
ES (Application
Document
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GEN.4 Justification for Significant Residual Effects WQ GEN.1.35

Description of Effect Construction
/ Operation

Proposed Mitigation Mitigation Delivery | Significance of

Mechanism Environmental Effect

Monitoring
Requirements

highways

england
Justification for residual significant effects
and no further mitigation measures

Combined effects upon users of Operation
footpaths and PRoW

and presented in the
Outline CEMP
(Application
Document Reference:
TRO10041/APP/7.3)

Mitigation measures
relating to potential

effects on users of

Landscape D/P/LT
footpa:hs ?.nd PROW Management Plan /
are set out in HEMP

Technical Chapters 5
to 13 and 15 for Part A,
Volume 2 of this ES
(Application
Document Reference:
TR010041/APP/6.2)
and presented in the
Outline CEMP
(Application
Document Reference:
TR010041/APP/7.3)

CEMP / Landscape Moderate Adverse
Mitigation Plan /

Reference:
TRO010041/APP/6.2)
and presented in the
Outline CEMP
(Application
Document
Reference:
TRO10041/APP/7.3).

Monitoring measures
relating to potential
effects on users of
footpaths and PRoW
are set out in the
respective Technical
Chapters 5to 13 and
15, Volume 2 of this
ES (Application
Document
Reference:
TR0O10041/APP/6.2)
and presented in the
Outline CEMP
(Application
Document
Reference:
TRO10041/APP/7.3).
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GEN.4 Justification for Significant Residual Effects WQ GEN.1.35

} highways
england

Table 2 - Part B: Summary of Significant Effects (refer to Table 17-3 of Volume 3 of this ES (Application Document Reference: TR010041/APP/6.3))

Description of Construction | Proposed Mitigation | Mitigation Significance of Monitoring Justification for residual significant effects and no further
Effect / Operation Delivery Residual Requirements mitigation measures
Mechanism Environmental
Effect
Chapter 7: Landscape and Visual
Landscape character | Construction = Manage construction = CEMP Moderate Adverse Main contractor to The assessment of landscape and visual effects for Part B as set out
subject to adverse activities: avoid identify and monitor | in Chapter 7: Landscape and Visual Part B of the ES [APP-045] has
effects (refer to unnecessary loss of D/T/ST protection measures | identified that for those character areas identified, the construction
Appendix 7.3: vegetation outside for retained effects would be significant during construction. The effects arising as
Landscape Effects working area and vegetation for the a result of the presence of temporary construction works, plant,
Schedule, Volume 8 protect retained duration of the machinery and traffic movements combining to give rise to a
of this ES vegetation and soil construction period. | moderate adverse (significant) effect. Potential additional mitigation
(Application quality for further measures comprising for example, hoardings or temporary screen
Document planting. Arrange fences would be inappropriate within the scale and nature of the
Reference: compound so that landscape, these being absent within the landscape, and their
TR0O10041/APP/6.8)): temporary soil bunds presence potentially leading to an increased adverse impact and
8 screen views and significance of effect. To this end, the Applicant does not consider
— 8c Charlton Lo " ” )
Ridge poten'tlal light that additional measures to mitigate t_he Scheme’s effects on
Landsca pollution. landscape character during construction would be appropriate.
pe
Character
Area (LCA)
— 3c Rock LCA
— 6 North East
Farmed
Coastal Plan
LCA
Residential receptors = Construction = Manage construction ~ CEMP Main contractor to The assessment of visual effects has established that the occupants

subject to adverse

visual effects (refer to

Figure 7.2: Visual
Receptors Plan,
Volume 6 of this ES
(Application
Document
Reference:

TR010041/APP/6.6)):

— People living
in properties
with north east
facing views

activities: avoid
unnecessary loss of
vegetation outside
working area and
protect retained
vegetation. Arrange
compound so that
temporary soil bunds
screen views and
potential light
pollution.

Moderate Adverse

D/T/ST

identify and monitor
protection measures
for retained
vegetation for the
duration of the
construction period.

of a number of residential receptors would be subject to a significant
effect during construction. These typically arising where the
occupants of the receptors would experience views at very close
guarters or where existing open and expansive elevated views of
open countryside would be impacted by the construction of the
Scheme.

Significant visual effects during construction could be mitigated
through additional temporary measures such as hoardings or screen
fences. However, given the rural context, the introduction of extensive
lengths of solid screen fencing would be inappropriate and potentially
increase the potential magnitude of impact and significance of effect.
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GEN.4 Justification for Significant Residual Effects WQ GEN.1.35

Description of
Effect

Construction | Proposed Mitigation | Mitigation

/ Operation

Delivery
Mechanism

Significance of
Residual
Environmental
Effect

Monitoring
Requirements

3

highways
england

Justification for residual significant effects and no further

mitigation measures

(Receptors 1
& 2)

— People living
in properties
with western
facing views
(Receptor 9)

— People living
in properties
with filtered
western facing
views
(Receptors 11
& 14)

— People living
in properties
with close
proximity
views
(Receptor 12)

— People living
in properties
with close
proximity
south western
facing views
(Receptors 15
& 16)

— People living
in properties
with south
eastern facing
views
(Receptor 17).

Residential receptors
subject to adverse
visual effects (refer to
Figure 7.2: Visual
Receptors Plan,
Volume 6 of this ES
(Application

Construction

Manage construction = CEMP
activities: avoid

unnecessary loss of
vegetation outside

working area and

protect retained

vegetation. Arrange

Large Adverse

D/T/ST

Main contractor to
identify and monitor
protection measures
for retained
vegetation for the
duration of the
construction period.

The assessment of visual effects has established that the occupants
of a number of residential receptors would be subject to a significant
effect during construction. These typically arising where the
occupants of the receptors would experience views at very close
guarters or where existing open and expansive elevated views of
open countryside would be impacted by the construction of the

Scheme.
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GEN.4 Justification for Significant Residual Effects WQ GEN.1.35

3

highways
england

Description of Construction | Proposed Mitigation | Mitigation Significance of Monitoring Justification for residual significant effects and no further
Effect / Operation Delivery Residual Requirements mitigation measures
Mechanism Environmental
Effect
Document. compound S0 that Significant visual effects during construction could be mitigated
_Fr*;foelf ggzlel APPJ6.6)): ;irrep;c;]r%ri)é;glgglénds through additional temporary measures such as hoardings or screen
I . fences. However, given the rural context, the introduction of extensive
— People living potential light lengths of solid screen fencing would be inappropriate and potentially

in properties
with eastern
facing views
(Receptors 3,
4,5 & 8)

— People living
in properties
with close
proximity
eastern facing
views
(Receptors 6,
7 & 10)

— People living
in properties
with close
proximity
western facing
views
(Receptor 13)

Recreational Construction
receptors travelling
along PRoW subject
to adverse visual
effects (refer to
Figure 7.2: Visual
Receptors Plan,
Volume 6 of this ES
(Application
Document
Reference:

TR010041/APP/6.6)):

— People
travelling
along Public
Right of Way

pollution.

Manage construction  CEMP
activities: avoid
unnecessary loss of
vegetation outside
working area and
protect retained
vegetation. Arrange
compound so that
temporary soil bunds
screen views and
potential light
pollution.

Moderate Adverse

D/T/ST

Main contractor to
identify and monitor
protection measures
for retained
vegetation for the
duration of the
construction period.

increase the potential magnitude of impact and significance of effect.
Mitigation planting would not be sufficiently established during the
construction period to provide any substantive mitigation.

The users of a number of PRoW within the study area would be
subject to significant effects during construction of the Scheme.
Similarly, to the mitigation of the significant effects on the occupants
of residential receptors, additional measures such as hoardings and
screen fences would be inappropriate in the open countryside and
would need to be so extensive that they would in themselves give rise

to additional impacts.
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GEN.4 Justification for Significant Residual Effects WQ GEN.1.35

Description of
Effect

Construction | Proposed Mitigation

/ Operation

Mitigation
Delivery
Mechanism

Significance of
Residual
Environmental
Effect

Monitoring
Requirements

3

highways
england

Justification for residual significant effects and no further

mitigation measures

(PRoW)
112/008 and
PRoW
112/009
(Receptors 25
& 26)

— People
travelling
along PRoW
110/013
(Receptor 33)

— People
travelling
along PRoW
129/006
(Receptor 36)

— People
travelling
along PRoW
112/045
(Receptor 56)

Recreational
receptors travelling
along PRoW subject
to adverse visual
effects (refer to
Figure 7.2: Visual
Receptors Plan,
Volume 6 of this ES
(Application
Document
Reference:
TRO010041/APP/6.6)):

— People
travelling
along PRoW
129/004
(Receptor 27)

— People
travelling
along PRoW

Construction

Manage construction = CEMP
activities: avoid
unnecessary loss of
vegetation outside
working area and
protect retained
vegetation. Arrange
compound so that
temporary soil bunds
screen views and
potential light
pollution.

Large Adverse

D/T/ST

Main contractor to
identify and monitor
protection measures
for retained
vegetation for the
duration of the
construction period.

The users of a number of PRoW within the study area would be
subject to significant effects during construction of the Scheme.
Similarly, to the mitigation of the significant effects on the occupants
of residential receptors, additional measures such as hoardings and
screen fences would be inappropriate in the open countryside and
would need to be so extensive that they would in themselves give rise

to additional impacts.
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GEN.4 Justification for Significant Residual Effects WQ GEN.1.35

} highways
england

Description of Construction | Proposed Mitigation | Mitigation Significance of Monitoring Justification for residual significant effects and no further
Effect / Operation Delivery Residual Requirements mitigation measures
Mechanism Environmental
Effect
129/005
(Receptor 28)
— People

travelling

along PRoW

141/013 and

PRoW

141/002

(Receptors 42

& 43)
Road users subject Construction  Manage construction ~ CEMP M Main contractor to The users of local roads within the study area would be subject to

) % : oderate Adverse : : : o : : e
to adverse visual activities: avoid identify and monitor  significant effects both during construction of the Scheme. Similarly,
effects (refer to unnecessary loss of D/T/ST protection measures  to the mitigation of the significant effects on the users of PRoWs,
Figure 7.2: Visual vegetation outside for retained additional measures such as hoardings and screen fences would be
Receptors Plan, working area and vegetation for the inappropriate in the open countryside and would need to be so
Volume 6 of this ES protect retained duration of the extensive that they would in themselves give rise to additional
(Application vegetation. Arrange construction period. impacts.
Document compound so that
Reference: temporary soil bunds
TR010041/APP/6.6)): screen views and
_ People poten.tial light
. pollution.

travelling

along main

roads

(Receptor 37)
Residential receptors = Operation Deliver mitigation Landscape Moderate Adverse Monitoring of the The assessment of visual effects has established that the occupants
subject to adverse (Year 1) strategy as per the Mitigation Plan / growth and of a number of residential receptors would be subject to a significant
visual effects (refer to Landscape Mitigation = Landscape D/P/LT establishment of the | effect during operation. These typically arising where the occupants
Figure 7.2: Visual Plan (Figure 7.10, Management planting strategy by | of the receptors would experience views at very close quarters or
Receptors Plan, Volume 6 of this ES Plan / HEMP the Applicant where existing open and expansive elevated views of open

Volume 6 of this ES
(Application
Document
Reference:
TR010041/APP/6.6)):

— People living
in properties
with north east
facing views

(Application

Document Reference:

TR010041/APP/6.6).

implemented as part
of the Scheme
through the HEMP,
via the CEMP, and
as a requirement in
the DCO.

countryside would be impacted by the construction of the Scheme.

In the first year of operation, the mitigation planting will be immature,
and as such will not provide the required level of screening. An
alternative planting scheme would likely still require the extensive use
of smaller nursery stock that requires several years to establish and
achieve its environmental function of screening. Significant visual
effects during operation could be mitigated through additional
temporary measures such as hoardings or screen fences. However,
given the rural context, the introduction of extensive lengths of solid
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GEN.4 Justification for Significant Residual Effects WQ GEN.1.35 eng|and
Description of Construction | Proposed Mitigation | Mitigation Significance of Monitoring Justification for residual significant effects and no further
Effect / Operation Delivery Residual Requirements mitigation measures

Mechanism Environmental
Effect
(Receptors 1 screen fencing would be inappropriate and potentially increase the
& 2) potential magnitude of impact and significance of effect.
— People living

in properties
with western
facing views
(Receptor 9)

— People living
in properties
with filtered
western facing
views
(Receptor 11
& 14)

— People living
in properties
with close
proximity
views
(Receptor 12)

— People living
in properties
with close
proximity
western facing
views
(Receptor 13)

— People living
in properties
with close
proximity
south western
facing views
(Receptors 15
& 16)

Residential receptors Operation Deliver mitigation Landscape Monitoring of the The assessment of visual effects has established that the occupants
subject to adverse (Year 1) strategy as per the Mitigation Plan / growth and of a number of residential receptors would be subject to a significant
visual effects (refer to Landscape Mitigation  Landscape D/P/LT establishment of the  effect during operation. These typically arising where the occupants
Figure 7.2: Visual Plan (Figure 7.10, Management planting strategy by  of the receptors would experience views at very close quarters or
Receptors Plan, Volume 6 of this ES Plan / HEMP the Applicant where existing open and expansive elevated views of open

Volume 6 of this ES (Application implemented as part = countryside would be impacted by the construction of the Scheme.

Large Adverse
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Description of Construction | Proposed Mitigation | Mitigation Significance of Monitoring Justification for residual significant effects and no further
Effect / Operation Delivery Residual Requirements mitigation measures
Mechanism Environmental
Effect
(Application Document Reference: of the Scheme In the first year of operation, the mitigation planting will be immature,
ggfeur?necnet' TRO10041/APP/6.6)). :/Tg)tl;]%hégiﬂglzgﬂn% and as §uch wiII_not provide the req_uired Igvel of _screening. An_
TR010041/APP6 6)): as a requirem;ant i alternative planting scheme woulo_l likely still require the extensive use
R the DCO of s_malle_r nursery stock that requires severgl years to _establl_sh and
— People living ' achieve its environmental function of screening. Significant visual

in properties effects during operation could be mitigated through additional

with eastern temporary measures such as hoardings or screen fences. However,

facing views given the rural context, the introduction of extensive lengths of solid

(Receptors 3, screen fencing would be inappropriate and potentially increase the

4,5 &8) potential magnitude of impact and significance of effect.

— People living

in properties

with close

proximity

eastern facing

views

(Receptors 6,

7 & 10)
Recreational Operation Deliver mitigation Landscape Moderate Adverse Monitoring of the The users of a number of PRoW within the study area would be
receptors travelling (Year 1) strategy as per the Mitigation Plan / growth and subject to significant effects during the operation of the Scheme.
along PRoW subject Landscape Mitigation  Landscape D/P/ST establishment of the = Similarly, to the mitigation of the significant effects on the occupants
to adverse visual Plan (Figure 7.10, Management planting strategy by  of residential receptors, additional measures such as hoardings and
effects (refer to Volume 6 of this ES Plan / HEMP the Applicant screen fences would be inappropriate in the open countryside and

Figure 7.2: Visual
Receptors Plan,
Volume 6 of this ES
(Application
Document
Reference:
TRO010041/APP/6.6)):

— People
travelling
along PRoW
112/008 and
PRoW
112/009
(Receptors 25
& 26)

— People
travelling

(Application

Document Reference:
TR0O10041/APP/6.6)).

implemented as part
of the Scheme
through the HEMP,
via the CEMP, and
as a requirement in
the DCO.

would need to be so extensive that they would in themselves give rise
to additional impacts

Mitigation measures as set out in Figure 7.10: Landscape Mitigation
Masterplan Part B [APP-144] will achieve a good degree of
integration and screening, however at year 1 the immature mitigation
planting would not provide any effective screening. An alternative
planting scheme would likely still require the extensive use of smaller
nursery stock that requires several years to establish and achieve its
environmental function of screening.
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Description of Construction | Proposed Mitigation | Mitigation Significance of Monitoring Justification for residual significant effects and no further
Effect / Operation Delivery Residual Requirements mitigation measures
Mechanism Environmental
Effect

along PRoW

129/004

(Receptor 27)

— People

travelling

along PRoW

129/005

(Receptor 28)
Residential receptors Operation Deliver mitigation Landscape ViadaEie Advaiea Monitoring of the The assessment of visual effects has established that the occupants
subject to adverse (Year 15) strategy as per the Mitigation Plan / growth and of a number of residential receptors would be subject to a significant
visual effects (refer to Landscape Mitigation  Landscape D/P/LT establishment of the  effect during operation. These typically arising where the occupants
Figure 7.2: Visual Plan (Figure 7.10, Management planting strategy by  of the receptors would experience views at very close quarters or
Receptors Plan, Volume 6 of this ES Plan / HEMP the Applicant where existing open and expansive elevated views of open

Volume 6 of this ES
(Application
Document
Reference:
TR010041/APP/6.6)):

— People living
in properties
with eastern
facing views
(Receptors 3,
4,5 &8)

— People living
in properties
with close
proximity
eastern facing
views
(Receptors 6,
7 & 10)

Chapter 8: Cultural Heritage

(Application
Document Reference:
TRO10041/APP/6.6)).

implemented as part
of the Scheme
through the HEMP,
via the CEMP, and
as a requirement in
the DCO.

countryside would be impacted by the construction of the Scheme.

As the mitigation planting matures, and by the Design Year 15, the
significant effects, experienced in Operation Year 1 for some of the
receptors would no longer be significant. However, for a relatively
small number of properties, the occupants would remain subject to a
moderate adverse effect (significant). Of these, the Applicant
considers that the majority would remain subject to a significant effect
should additional mitigation measures be employed to reduce the
visual impact of the Scheme. The effects typically remaining due to
the loss of an existing open aspect or wide-ranging views should
dense belts of planting or screen fences be employed to screen views
of the Scheme.

Significant visual effects during operation could be mitigated through
additional temporary measures such as hoardings or screen fences.
However, given the rural context, the introduction of extensive lengths
of solid screen fencing would be inappropriate and potentially
increase the potential magnitude of impact and significance of effect.

Should more extensive mitigation measures in the form of substantial
and additional roadside planting be included; this would limit some of
the remaining views of the Scheme and of associated traffic
movements. However, this would ultimately establish as a linear
wooded corridor, and this would be at odds with the wider less
heavily wooded landscape features of the landscape. To this end, the
Applicant does not consider that additional measures to mitigate the
Scheme’s visual effects would be appropriate.
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Effect / Operation Delivery Residual Requirements mitigation measures
Mechanism Environmental
Effect
Permanent and Construction | Preservation through | CEMP Moderate Adverse INIA Below-ground Heritage Assets
irreversible loss of record.
below ground D/P/LT Where direct adverse impacts on below-ground cannot be mitigated
heritage assets: through avoidance (i.e. preservation in-situ), the only other method
for mitigation available is preservation by record (excavation,
- EonaE g recording, reporting and archiving). While it is acknowledged that this
cist burials approach would reduce the magnitude of impacts, and therefore the
(HER_ 5033) significance effects, the heritage asset would still be subject to direct
- Addlt!onal and permanent adverse impacts as the physical remains of the asset
e is lost.
associated
with findspot The use of preservation by record where heritage assets are to be
of two lost is in-keeping with NPS NN paragraph 5.140 and NPPF
Neolithic or paragraph 199.
Bronze Age
flint flakes While the magnitude of impact is the same for each heritage assets
(HER 5062) effected, the value of each asset would vary. The residual effects on
— Earthworks heritage assets of negligible and low value would be slight adverse
east of (not-significant), while those of medium, high and very high value it
Heckley would be moderate, large or very large (significant). The assessment
House (WSP predicts that the likelihood is that below ground remains would be of
016) negligible to medium value, and a low likelihood for below ground
S remains of high or very high value.
archaeological
remains dating from
Prehistoric, Medieval,
Post-Medieval,
Industrial, Modern
date, Early Medieval
and Late Medieval
periods of medium
value.
Construction @ Preservation through |~ CEMP N/A

Permanent and
irreversible loss of
unknown below
ground heritage
asset of very high
importance ranging
from the Prehistoric

record.

Very Large Adverse
D/P/LT
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Effect / Operation

Proposed Mitigation | Mitigation
Delivery

Mechanism

Significance of
Residual
Environmental

Effect

Monitoring
Requirements

highways

england
Justification for residual significant effects and no further
mitigation measures

T T

to the Post-Medieval
period

Permanent and Construction

irreversible loss of
unknown below
ground heritage
assets of high
importance ranging
from the Prehistoric
to the Post-Medieval
period.

Change in setting of = Construction
heritage assets:

— Grade Il Listed
Building
Heckley
House (NHLE
1042044)

— Grade Il Listed
Building
Dovecote to
the east of
Heckley Fence
Farmhouse
with Attached
Wall (NHLE
1371059)

— Grade Il Listed
Building
Patterson
Cottage
(NHLE
1371080)

— Grade Il Listed
Building West
Linkhall
Farmhouse
(NHLE
1298856)

Preservation through  CEMP
record.

Best practice CEMP
measures are set out

in the Outline CEMP
(Application

Document

Reference:
TRO010041/APP/7.3)

would manage

working in proximity to
designated assets.

Large Adverse

D/P/LT

Moderate Adverse

D/T/ST

N/A

N/A

The residual significant effects on setting in the construction phase
are temporary and would be removed once construction is
completed.
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Description of Construction | Proposed Mitigation | Mitigation Significance of Monitoring Justification for residual significant effects and no further
Effect / Operation Delivery Residual Requirements mitigation measures
Mechanism Environmental
Effect
Scheduled
Monument Camp at
West Linkhall (NHLE
1006500)
Change in setting of = Operation Deliver mitigation Landscape ViadaEie Advaiea Monitoring of the The impacts on the heritage asset are due to the location of Heckley
the Grade Il Listed strategy as per the Mitigation Plan / growth and Fence Accommodation Overbridge which will represent a
Building Dovecote to Landscape Mitigation  Landscape D/P/LT establishment of the  considerable change in the assets immediate setting. The impacts of
the east of Heckley Plan (Figure 7.10, Management planting strategy by  this change cannot be reduced through any design or mitigation. The
Fence Farmhouse Volume 6 of this ES Plan / HEMP the Applicant effects, however, are judged to be moderate adverse which is
with Attached Wall (Application implemented as part = equivalent to less than substantial harm. NPS NN Paragraph 5.134
(NHLE 1371059) Document Reference: of the Scheme states that “Where the proposed development will lead to less than
TRO10041/APP/6.6)). through the HEMP, substantial harm to the significance of a designated heritage asset,

via the CEMP, and this harm should be weighed against the public benefits of the

as a requirement in proposal’ (see also NPPF paragraph 196).

the DCO. The public benefits of the Scheme as a whole are discussed in the

Case for the Scheme [APP 344]

Chapter 9: Biodiversity
Permanent loss Qf Construction Best practice CEMP iy v — N/A Watercourges havg been relnstgted (realignments) where possible. It
watercourse habitat RIS £ SE G is not considered viable to readily create new lengths of watercourse.
for flsh'durlng the in the Outline CEMP  Landscape D/P/LT In ad.qmo.n, the dlverslo.n of water from an ¢X|st|ng vyatercourse or the
extension and (Application Mitigation modification of an existing watercourse to increase its length (for
realignment of o . Masterplan / example, by meandering the channel) is also not considered a viable
culverts and during R Landscape option, as this would increase the impacts of the Scheme. Mitigation
construction of new TRO10041/APP/7.3). Management includes the provision of gravgl beds Wllthln culverts, Whgre possible,
culverts. Plan / HEMP and the removal of a step-weir from Shipperton Burn to improve

Deliver mitigation
strategy as per the
Landscape
Mitigation Plan

(Figure 7.10, Volume

6 of this ES
(Application
Document
Reference:
TR0O10041/APP/6.6).

habitat for fish and fish passage. Whilst these measures have been
included, owing to the permanent loss of watercourse habitat (i.e. the
natural channel as opposed to the loss of watercourses absolutely) a

Moderate adverse effect was identified.
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Description of Construction | Proposed Mitigation | Mitigation Significance of Monitoring Justification for residual significant effects and no further
Effect / Operation Delivery Residual Requirements mitigation measures
Mechanism Environmental
Effect
Chapter 11: Geology and Soils
Agrlcultur_al landitake | Construction N/A N/A Large Adverse N/A The permanent loss of BMV agricultural land is a requirement of the
ﬁ;%ﬂpég);'tg?,f%g Scheme. The available options for reduction in loss of BMV land is
Versatile (BMV) land D/P/LT limited via design, however the Scheme has been designed to
minimise the loss of land where possible. The permanent loss of
BMV land therefore remains a large adverse effect.
Mitigation measures to be put in place during construction include the
sustainable management of soils stripped from areas of permanent
land take and re-used where practical.
The overall Construction N/A N/A Neutral to Large N/A Given the nature of the Scheme, predominantly comprising the
assessment of Adverse widening of the existing highway, mitigation measures to reduce the
ggrlcu_ltural land loss, significant effects associated with the permanent loss of agricultural
including D/P/LT land are limited via the requirements of the Scheme design. The
approximately 26 ha permanent loss of agricultural land is a necessary requirement for the
of BMV. land, construction of Part B, it therefore remains a significant adverse
approximately 16 ha effect
of moderate quality '
land and Mitigation measures to be put in place during construction include the
approximately 1 ha of sustainable management of soils stripped from areas of permanent
poor quality land. For land take and re-used where possible as part of the Scheme.
the purposes of the
assessment the
areas not surveyed
have been included
as BMV.
Updated DMRB Guidance
Permanent Io;s of Construction N/A N/A Moderate Adverse N/A Mitigation measures to reduce the significant effects associat.ed. with
Grade 3b agricultural the permanent loss of moderate quality agricultural land are limited
land via the requirements of the Scheme design. The permanent loss of

D/P/LT

(Overall conclusions
of the assessment of
significance for
agricultural land
would remain the
same when

moderate quality agricultural land therefore remains a significant
adverse effect.
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Effect

Construction | Proposed Mitigation
/ Operation

Mitigation
Delivery
Mechanism

Significance of Monitoring
Residual Requirements
Environmental

Effect

highways

england
Justification for residual significant effects and no further
mitigation measures

Chapter 12: Population and Human Health

PRoWs closed or
diverted during the
construction period:

— 110/004
- 129/014
— 110/013
- 129/022
- 110/019
- 110/010
- 129/021
— 110/003
— 129/009
- 129/024
- 129/004

Removal of three bus Construction

stops at Charlton
Mires and along the
B5341

Construction

Diversions to ensure CTMP
that some routes

remain open and CEMP
provide safe access

for WCH.

Consultation
regarding the
diversions with
affected individuals,
groups, and
Northumberland
County Council
(NCQ).

A PRoW Management
Plan would be
produced by the main
contractor

Temporary bus stops CTMP
to be provujed. The CEMP
exact locations of

these bus stops would

be finalised prior to
construction in

discussions with the

service provider and

NCC as the Highway
Authority.

compared to former
DMRB guidance)

Moderate Adverse N/A

D/T-P/ST-LT

Potential significant N/A

effect (subject to
journey origin)

D/T/ST

Temporary and permanent diversions of PRoW have been proposed
where practicable and possible, following consultation with NCC and
local landowners, but due to the nature of the Scheme (whereby
single carriageway to be widened to dual carriageway) PRoW which
previously stretched either side of the carriageway (with no formal
crossing of the A1) have been stopped up for safety and accessibility
reasons (in line with the Scheme objectives to improve safety (refer to
paragraph 2.2.1 (c) Chapter 2: The Scheme [APP-037], therefore
increasing journey lengths for WCH to incorporate safe crossing
facilities. Additional footbridges to increase connectivity for WCH
would increase the land take, and would not be proportionate to the
low level of users of the PRoW network, as demonstrated by the
survey data outlined in Appendix TT.1.

Temporary and permanent diversions of PRoW have been proposed
where practicable and possible, following consultation with NCC and
local landowners, but due to the nature of the Scheme (whereby
single carriageway to be widened to dual carriageway) PRoW which
previously stretched either side of the carriageway (with no formal
crossing of the A1) have been stopped up for safety and accessibility
reasons (in line with the Scheme objectives to improve safety (refer to
paragraph 2.2.1 (c) Chapter 2 The Scheme [APP-037], therefore
increasing journey lengths for WCH to incorporate safe crossing
facilities. Additionally, bus stops would be removed from the Scheme
on the A1l where it is to be dualled, and there is a limitation to
locations where temporary and permanent replacement bus stops
can be placed (as they need to be located on the local road network
rather than the dualled Al in line with the Scheme Obijectives).
Therefore, even with PRoW diversions and additional provision,
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Description of Construction | Proposed Mitigation | Mitigation Significance of Monitoring Justification for residual significant effects and no further
Effect / Operation Delivery Residual Requirements mitigation measures
Mechanism Environmental
Effect
depending on the origin and destination of pedestrians and bus
users, a significant increase in journey length may occur that cannot
be mitigated.
P.ROWS permanently Operation Permanent diversions CTMP Moderate Ad N/A Temporary and permanent diversions of PRoW have been proposed
dlvgrted or amen(_jed to ensure that some CEMP oderate Adverse where practicable and possible, following consultation with NCC and
dur!ng.the operation routes remain open D/P/LT local landowners, but due to the nature of the Scheme (whereby
period: and provide safe single carriageway to be widened to dual carriageway) PRoW which
— 110/004 access for WCH. previously stretched either side of the carriageway (with no formal
— 129/014 crossing of the A1) have been stopped up for safety and accessibility
— 110/013 reasons (in line with the Scheme objectives to improve safety (refer to
— 129/022 paragraph 2.2.1 (c) Chapter 2 The Scheme [APP-037], therefore
— 129/013 increasing journey lengths for WCH to incorporate safe crossing
— 110/019 facilities. Additional footbridges to increase connectivity for WCH
_ 110/010 would increage the land take and the cost of the Scheme, and would
_ 129/021 not be proportionate to the low level of users pf the PRqW network,
_ 110/003 as demonstrated by the survey data outlined in Appendix TT.1
— 129/009
— 129/024
— 129/004
Removal of three bus Operation Permanent bus stops CEMP N/A Temporary and permanent diversions of PRoW have been proposed

stops at Charlton
Mires and along the
B5341

to be provided.

Potential significant
effect (subject to
journey origin)

D/T/ST

where practicable and possible, following consultation with NCC and
local landowners, but due to the nature of the Scheme (whereby
single carriageway to be widened to dual carriageway) PRoW which
previously stretched either side of the carriageway (with no formal
crossing of the A1) have been stopped up for safety and accessibility
reasons (in line with the Scheme objectives to improve safety (refer to
paragraph 2.2.1 (c) of Chapter 2 The Scheme [APP-037], therefore
increasing journey lengths for WCH to incorporate safe crossing
facilities. Additional footbridges to increase connectivity for WCH
would increase the land take, and were not deemed to be
proportionate to the low level of users of the PRoW network, as
demonstrated by the survey data outlined in Appendix TT.1.
Additionally, bus stops would be removed from the Scheme on the Al
where it is to be dualled, and there is a limitation to locations where
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Description of Construction | Proposed Mitigation | Mitigation Significance of Monitoring Justification for residual significant effects and no further
Effect / Operation Delivery Residual Requirements mitigation measures
Mechanism Environmental
Effect
replacement bus stops can be placed (as they need to be located on
the local road network rather than the dualled Al in line with the
Scheme Objectives). Therefore, even with PRoW diversions and
additional provision, depending on the origin and destination of
pedestrians and bus users, a significant increase in journey length
may occur that cannot be mitigated.
Relief from existing .
severance through Operation N/A N/A Substantial N/A N/A
provision of grade
separated WCH D/P/LT
facilities
Temporary and Construction  The Applicant, N/A L Ad N/A The effects are reported as a worst case and the Scheme has been
UEATELIE T Ian(_JI take alongside the District arge Adverse designed to limit land take where possible. The demolition of Charlton
il :COSS el r_les_ldence Valuer are currently D/P/LT Mires Farm required for Part B are not possible to avoid under the
?rrc;(rjn g&ﬁtgndmﬁzs discussing suitable Scheme design, and there is no possible mitigation that would reduce
compensation for the significance of these effects. Landowners would however be
el temporary/permanent compensated for loss of their property.
land take required for
the scheme with the
occupiers of Charlton
Mires Farm.
Permanent Ianq take Construction | The Applicant, N/A N/A The effects are reported as a worst case and the Scheme has been
and loss of residence . . Large Adverse . .. . ..
from East Cottage alongside the District designed to I|.m|t land take vyhere poss!ble. The d_emolmon of East
Valuer are currently D/P/LT Cottage required for Part B is not possible to avoid under the Scheme
discussing suitable design, and there is no possible mitigation that would reduce the
compensation for significance of these effects. Landowners would however be
temporary/permanent compensated for loss of their property.
land take required for
the scheme with the
occupiers of East
Cottage.
Impacts on Construction = Any temporarily CEMP N/A Agricultural land take has been minimised where possible, but the

agricultural land
holdings - Charlton
Mires Farm

required land would
be reinstated to its
original condition
following the
completion of
construction.

Large Adverse

D/T-P/ST-LT

current design has resulted in land take from Charlton Mires Farm for
Part B, where the proportion of land take is the main factor of the
level of significance. Landowners would be compensated for loss of
their land, but this is not able to mitigate for the loss of land and
reduce the significance of effect.

Planning Inspectorate Scheme: TR010059

Application Document Reference: TR010059/ 7.8.4

Page 54 of 63



Al in Northumberland: Morpeth to Ellingham

GEN.4 Justification for Significant Residual Effects WQ GEN.1.35

Description of
Effect

Construction | Proposed Mitigation

/ Operation
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Residual
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highways

england
Justification for residual significant effects and no further
mitigation measures

Impacts on
agricultural land
holdings - East
Cottage

Construction

Land and surface
drainage affected by
the construction works
would be reinstated
and land restored to a
functional state.

Appropriate access to
the affected fields
would be provided
where required and
any farm boundaries
would be reinstated to
maintain the boundary
and restore landscape
and ecology features.

Pursuant to the
Compensation Code,
compensation would
be agreed as part of
Part B with the
relevant parties whose
land would be
temporarily and

permanently acquired
or severed to
accommodate Part B

Any temporarily
required land would
be reinstated to its
original condition
following the
completion of
construction.

Land and surface
drainage affected by
the construction works
would be reinstated
and land restored to a
functional state.

CEMP

Very Large Adverse
D/T-P/ST-LT

N/A

Mitigation measures to be implemented during construction are set
out within the Outline CEMP [APP-346], which is to be developed
further into a full CEMP in discharging requirement 4 of the dDCO
[APP-014]. Detailed design discussions (also considering
accommodation works), will provide an opportunity for smaller
measures to improve drainage, upgrade boundary fences, gates,
tracks to be considered, and mitigation will be agreed on a case by
case basis. However, these measures are unlikely to mitigate fully
and reduce the significant effects identified within the assessment.

Agricultural land take has been minimised where possible, but the
current design has resulted in land take from East Cottage for Part B,
where the proportion of land take is the main factor of the level of
significance. Landowners would be compensated for loss of their
land, but this is not able to mitigate for the loss of land and reduce the
significance of effect.

Mitigation measures to be implemented during construction are set
out within the Outline CEMP [APP-346], which is to be developed
further into a full CEMP in discharging requirement 4 of the dDCO
[APP-014]. Detailed design discussions (also considering
accommodation works), will provide an opportunity for smaller
measures to improve drainage, upgrade boundary fences, gates,
tracks to be considered, and mitigation will be agreed on a case by
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Appropriate access to caze bg&s. L—rlloweve_:cz thetseﬁme?s_t:jrest_?redun_I:E_eI;; r:o mitigate fuII;t/
the affected fields and reduce the significant effects identified within the assessment.

would be provided
where required and
any farm boundaries
would be reinstated to
maintain the boundary
and restore landscape
and ecology features.

Pursuant to the
Compensation Code,
compensation would
be agreed as part of
Part B with the
relevant parties whose
land would be
temporarily and
permanently acquired
or severed to
accommodate Part B

Impacts on

. Construction  Any temporarily CEMP N/A Agricultural land take has been minimised where possible, but the
agrlc;ultural land required land would Large Adverse current design has resulted in land take from West Farm for Part B,
holdings - West Farm be reinstated to its D/T/ST where the proportion of land take is the main factor of the level of

original condition significance. Landowners would be compensated for loss of their
following the land, but this is not able to mitigate for the loss of land and reduce the
completion of significance of effect.

COMBUANEIEI. Mitigation measures to be implemented during construction are set
Land and surface out within the Outline CEMP [APP-346], which is to be developed
drainage affected by further into a full CEMP in discharging requirement 4 of the dDCO
the construction works [APP-014]. Detailed design discussions (also considering

would be reinstated accommodation works), will provide an opportunity for smaller

and land restored to a measures to improve drainage, upgrade boundary fences, gates,
functional state. tracks to be considered, and mitigation will be agreed on a case by
Appropriate access to case basis. Howg:-ve_rz these measures are unllik.ely to mitigate fully
the affected fields and reduce the significant effects identified within the assessment.

would be provided
where required and
any farm boundaries
would be reinstated to
maintain the boundary
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Effect

and restore landscape

and ecology features.

Pursuant to the

Compensation Code,

compensation would

be agreed as part of

Part B with the

relevant parties whose

land would be

temporarily and

permanently acquired

or severed to

accommodate Part B
Impacts on Operati A iat to CEMP N/A Agricultural land take has b inimised wh ible, but th
agricultural land peration ppropriate access to Large Adverse gricultural land take has been minimised where possible, but the
holdinas - Charlton the affected fle_lds current design has resulte_d in land take fr_om Charl_ton Mires Farm for
Mires I%arm would be provided D/P/LT Part B, where the proportion of land take is the main factor of the

where required. level of significance. Landowners would be compensated for loss of

Pursuant to the their land, bqt th[s is not able to mitigate for the loss of land and

Compensation Code, reduce the significance of effect.

compensation would Detailed design discussions (also considering accommodation

be agreed as part of works), will provide an opportunity for smaller measures to improve

Part B with the drainage, upgrade boundary fences, gates, tracks to be considered,

relevant parties whose and mitigation will be agreed on a case by case basis. However,

land would be these measures are unlikely to mitigate fully and reduce the

permanently acquired significant effects identified within the assessment.

or severed to

accommodate Part B
Impacts on Operation Appropriate accessto CEMP N/A Agricultural land take has been minimised where possible, but the

agricultural land
holdings - East
Cottage

the affected fields
would be provided
where required.

Pursuant to the
Compensation Code,
compensation would
be agreed as part of
Part B with the
relevant parties whose
land would be
permanently acquired

Very Large Adverse
D/P/LT

current design has resulted in land take from East Cottage for Part B,
where the proportion of land take is the main factor of the level of
significance. Landowners would be compensated for loss of their
land, but this is not able to mitigate for the loss of land and reduce the
significance of effect.

Detailed design discussions (also considering accommodation
works), will provide an opportunity for smaller measures to improve
drainage, upgrade boundary fences, gates, tracks to be considered,
and mitigation will be agreed on a case by case basis. However,
these measures are unlikely to mitigate fully and reduce the
significant effects identified within the assessment.
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Description of Construction | Proposed Mitigation | Mitigation Significance of Monitoring Justification for residual significant effects and no further
Effect / Operation Delivery Residual Requirements mitigation measures
Mechanism Environmental
Effect

or severed to

accommodate Part B
Chapter 15: Combined Effects for Part B
Combme_d effects Construction  Mitigation measures CEMP Large Adverse Monitoring measures = As no further mitigation measures are feasible to reduce the residual
upon residents relating to potential relating to potential significant effects anticipated as a result of Part B (refer to rows

effects on residents D-ID/T-P/ST-LT effects on residents  above), significant effects would remain for combined effects.

are set out in the are set out in the

respective Technical respective Technical

Chapters 5to 13 and Chapters 5to 13

15, Volume 3 of this and 15, Volume 3 of

ES (Application this ES (Application

Document Document

Reference: Reference:

TRO10041/APP/6.3) TR010041/APP/6.3)

and presented in the and presented in the

Outline CEMP Outline CEMP

(Application (Application

Document Document

Reference: Reference:

TRO010041/APP/7.3). TRO10041/APP/7.3).
Combined effects on Construction = Mitigation measures CEMP Moderate Adverse Monitoring measures

road users relating to potential

effects on road users
are set out in the
respective Technical
Chapters 5to 13 and
15, Volume 3 of this
ES (Application
Document
Reference:
TR0O10041/APP/6.3)
and presented in the
Outline CEMP
(Application
Document
Reference:
TRO10041/APP/7.3).

D/T/ST

relating to potential
effects on road users
are set out in the
respective Technical
Chapters 5to 13
and 15, Volume 3 of
this ES (Application
Document
Reference:
TR010041/APP/6.3)
and presented in the
Outline CEMP
(Application
Document
Reference:
TRO10041/APP/7.3).
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Description of
Effect

Construction | Proposed Mitigation
/ Operation

Mitigation
Delivery
Mechanism

Significance of
Residual
Environmental
Effect

Monitoring
Requirements

3

highways
england

Justification for residual significant effects and no further

mitigation measures

| Combined effects
upon users of PRoW
(WCH)

Combined effects
upon statutory and
non - statutory

designated ecological

sites/local
biodiversity

Construction

Construction

Mitigation measures
relating to potential
effects on PRoW
users are set out in
the respective
Technical Chapters
5to 13 and 15,
Volume 3 of this ES
(Application
Document
Reference:
TR010041/APP/6.3)
and presented in the
Outline CEMP
(Application
Document
Reference:
TRO10041/APP/7.3).

Mitigation measures
relating to potential
effects on PRoW
users are set out in
the respective
Technical Chapters
5to 13 and 15,
Volume 3 of this ES
(Application
Document
Reference:
TR010041/APP/6.3)
and presented in the
Outline CEMP
(Application
Document
Reference:
TRO010041/APP/7.3).

Deliver mitigation
strategy as per the
Landscape
Mitigation Plan
(Figure 7.10, Volume

CEMP

CEMP /
Landscape
Mitigation Plan /
Landscape
Management
Plan / HEMP

Large Adverse
D/T-P/ST-LT

Moderate Adverse to
Moderate Beneficial

D-ID/T-P/ST-LT

Monitoring measures
relating to potential
effects on PRowW
users are set out in
the respective
Technical Chapters
5to 13 and 15,
Volume 3 of this ES
(Application
Document
Reference:
TR010041/APP/6.3)
and presented in the
Outline CEMP
(Application
Document
Reference:
TRO10041/APP/7.3).

Monitoring measures
relating to potential
effects on PRoW
users are set out in
the respective
Technical Chapters
5to 13 and 15,
Volume 3 of this ES
(Application
Document
Reference:
TRO010041/APP/6.3)
and presented in the
Outline CEMP
(Application
Document
Reference:
TRO10041/APP/7.3).
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Description of Construction | Proposed Mitigation | Mitigation Significance of Monitoring Justification for residual significant effects and no further
Effect / Operation Delivery Residual Requirements mitigation measures
Mechanism Environmental
Effect

6 of this ES

(Application

Document

Reference:

Combined effects

) Construction
upon agricultural land
and associated rural
enterprises
Combined effects Operation

upon residential
receptors

TRO10041/APP/6.6)).

Mitigation measures CEMP
relating to potential
effects on agricultural
land and rural
enterprises are set out
in the respective
Technical Chapters
5to 13 and 15,
Volume 3 of this ES
(Application
Document
Reference:
TRO10041/APP/6.3)
and presented in the
Outline CEMP
(Application
Document
Reference:
TRO10041/APP/7.3).

Mitigation measures CEMP/
relating to potential Landscape
effects on residential Mitigation Plan /
properties are set out = Landscape
in the respective Management
Technical Chapters Plan / HEMP
5to 13 and 15,

Volume 3 of this ES

(Application

Document

Reference:

TR010041/APP/6.3)

and presented in the

Outline CEMP

(Application

Document

Very Large Adverse
D/T-P/ST-LT

Major Beneficial to
Moderate Adverse

D/P/LT

Monitoring measures
relating to potential
effects on agricultural
land and rural
enterprises are set
out in the respective
Technical Chapters
5to 13 and 15,
Volume 3 of this ES
(Application
Document
Reference:
TR010041/APP/6.3)
and presented in the
Outline CEMP
(Application
Document
Reference:
TRO10041/APP/7.3).

Monitoring measures
relating to potential
effects on residential
properties are set out
in the respective
Technical Chapters
5to 13 and 15,
Volume 3 of this ES
(Application
Document
Reference:
TRO010041/APP/6.3)
and presented in the
Outline CEMP
(Application
Document
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3

highways
england

Description of Construction | Proposed Mitigation | Mitigation Significance of Monitoring Justification for residual significant effects and no further
Effect / Operation Delivery Residual Requirements mitigation measures
Mechanism Environmental
Effect

Reference: Reference:

TRO010041/APP/7.3). TR010041/APP/7.3).
Combined ef;ects Operation Mitigation measures CEMP / Slight Beneficial to Monitoring measures
uvp\Jl%nHusers SIF IR relating to potential Landscape Moderate Adverse relating to potential
( ) effects on PRoW Mitigation Plan / D/P/LT effects on PRoW

users are set out in Landscape users are set out in

the respective Management the respective

Technical Chapters Plan / HEMP Technical Chapters

5to 13 and 15,
Volume 3 of this ES

5to 13 and 15,
Volume 3 of this ES

(Application (Application
Document Document
Reference: Reference:

TR010041/APP/6.3)
and presented in the

TR010041/APP/6.3)
and presented in the

Outline CEMP Outline CEMP
(Application (Application
Document Document
Reference: Reference:

TRO010041/APP/7.3).

TRO010041/APP/7.3).
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Table 3 — Cumulative Assessment: Summary of Significant Effects (refer to Table 17-4 of Chapter 16: Assessment of Cumulative Effects, Volume 4 of this ES (Application Document Reference:
TRO10041/APP/6.4))

Description of Effect Construction  Proposed Mitigation | Mitigation Delivery = Significance of Monitoring Justification for residual significant effects and no
/ Operation Mechanism Residual Environmental = Requirements further mitigation measures
Effect

WITHIN TOPIC COMBINED EFFECTS FOR THE SCHEME
Noise and Vibration

Updated DMRB Guidance

Potential for one additional Operational N0|§e enhancement N/A (Policy Mlnor_ Adverse N/A If PNBl can be bu_llt, Northgatt_a_Farm is not
L barrier (PNB1), - (considered to be predicted to experience a significant adverse

significant adverse effect at h due 1o desi compliance anificant und dated tional noi Hoct

Northgate Farm if the noise owever ueh o design | . hancement S|g_rcwj| ican l;rlll\elé;p ate operational noise effect.

barrier (PNB1) cannot be built at constraints the measure guidance) i cannot If PNB1 cannot be built, Northgate Farm is predicted

this location, however, it is likely Cons_tru_ctlon of this be constructed. to experience a significant adverse operational noise

that this property would be barrier is not yet effect. The following alternative mitigation measures
o : confirmed. D/P/LT were considered should this be the case.

eligible for compensation under

the Noise Insulation Regulations Road speed and vehicle restrictions

(NIR) if this is the case Whilst a reduction in the road speed limit or a

restriction on noisy vehicles using the Scheme
would have the potential to reduce noise levels,
such measures are not normally suitable for use
on motorways and all purpose trunk roads. This
is acknowledged within DMRB LA 111 Noise and
Vibration which notes that:

“Speed limits or restrictions on noisy vehicle
types are not normally practical for use on
motorways and all purpose trunk roads”

Modifications to affected buildings

As noted in Chapter 6 Noise and Vibration Part A
(APP-042), if PNB1 cannot be built, Northgate
Farm is likely to be eligible for compensation
under the Noise Insulation Regulations (NIR).

Loss of value

It should be noted that following the opening of the
Scheme, residents would potentially be able to claim
compensation for loss of value to their property on the
grounds of noise through the Land Compensation Act
Part 1 Claims.
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Description of Effect

Construction

Proposed Mitigation

Mitigation Delivery | Significance of

Monitoring

, highways
england

Justification for residual significant effects and no

/ Operation Mechanism Residual Environmental Requirements further mitigation measures
Effect
CROSS TOPIC COMBINED EFFECTS FOR THE SCHEME
Combined effects on residents Construction Mitigation measures CEMP Moderate Adverse to Monitoring As no further mitigation measures are feasible to

within the vicinity of the Main
Compound that could be affected
by the use and economic benefit
of the Main Compound and
construction traffic traveling
between the Main Compound
and Part B.

relating to potential
effects on residents
are set out in the
respective Technical
Chapters 5to 13 and
15 for Part A, Volume
2 of this ES
(Application
Document
Reference:
TRO10041/APP/6.2)
and Part B, Volume 3
of this ES
(Application
Document
Reference:
TRO10041/APP/6.3)
and presented in the
Outline CEMP
(Application
Document
Reference:
TRO10041/APP/7.3).

Slight Beneficial

D-ID/T/ST

measures relating to
potential effects on
residents are set out
in the respective
Technical Chapters
5to 13 and 15 for
Part A, Volume 2 of
this ES (Application
Document
Reference:
TRO010041/APP/6.2)
and Part B, Volume
3 of this ES
(Application
Document
Reference:
TRO10041/APP/6.3)
and presented in the
Outline CEMP
(Application
Document
Reference:

TRO10041/APP/7.3).

reduce the residual significant effects anticipated
as a result of the Scheme (refer to rows above),
significant effects would remain for combined
effects.
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