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Introduction

Background

The South East Manchester Multi Modal Strategy (SEMMMS) identifies a series of transport
improvements within Greater Manchester and the wider region. One such improvement
comprises the development of a new relief road to remove traffic from the local road networks
within Wythenshaw, Cheadle Hulme, Bramhall and Hazel Grove with a view to improving public
transport service reliability, increasing accessibility, reducing congestion and improving the local
environment.

The proposed relief road would involve the introduction of a 14 km dual carriageway linking the
A6 at Hazel Grove to Manchester Airport. Ten kilometres of the relief road would comprise
sections of new road, with the central 4 km using the recently constructed A555 Manchester
Airport Eastern Link Road (MAELR) south of Bramhall. The proposed alignment and relationship
between new and existing sections of dual carriageway is shown in Figure 1.

The relief road is being jointly promoted by Stockport Metropolitan Borough Council (SMBC),
Manchester City Council (MCC) and Cheshire East Council (CEC). The consortium of authorities
is currently developing proposals for the scheme with a view to submitting a planning application
during the autumn/winter of 2010. The consortium has also agreed that the competent authority
responsible for determining the application should be SMBC.

The authorities have concluded that the proposed scheme constitutes EIA development and that
an Environmental Statement (ES) should be prepared and submitted as part of the application
documentation in accordance with the requirements of the Town and Country Planning
(Environmental Impact Assessment) (England and Wales) Regulations 1999 as amended (the
EIA Regulations).

This scoping report has been prepared in support of a request to SMBC, as the competent
authority, for a Scoping Opinion in accordance with the provisions of Regulation 10 of the EIA
Regulations; the objective being to establish the nature and form of the assessments that will be
undertaken and reported in the ES.

Format of the Report

The report provides the following information:

® Chapter 2 — a brief explanation of the history of the proposed scheme leading to its current
form in the context of the SEMMMS strategy and a description of the proposed scheme
objectives;

® Chapter 3 — an introduction to the existing environment associated with the corridor within
which the proposed relief road would be located and a description of the key components and
activities associated with the scheme;

® Chapter 4 — an indication of the assessments which the project promoters consider should
form the focus of the EIA and be reported in the ES; and

® Chapter 5 — an indicative format for the project ES.

Identification of the proposed assessments has been informed by reference to documentation
prepared during the scoping and assessment for a previous proposal for the relief road and to
Volume 11 of the Design Manual for Roads and Bridges (DMRB) (Highways Agency et al). The
latter document provides a nationally adopted framework for scoping and assessing major road
proposals and was used to inform the scope of the assessment for the previously proposed
scheme. Parts of the guidance have been updated since the preparation of the previous scoping
and assessments. Account has been taken of these updates during the identification of
assessments considered appropriate for the currently proposed scheme.
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Previous documents referred to comprise:

SEMMMS Major Road Schemes — Stage 2 Environmental Assessment (Mouchel Parkman,
20083),

SEMMMS Major Road Schemes — Stage 3 Environmental Assessment Strategy (Mouchel
Parkman, 2003),

SEMMMS Major Road Schemes — Stage 3 Environmental Assessment, Scoping Report
(Mouchel Parkman, 2004), and

SEMMMS Stage 3 Environmental Assessment: Draft Environmental Statement and
Supporting Documents (Mouchel Parkman, 2007);

Consultation

The scoping has also been informed by preliminary consultation with statutory consultees and
other stakeholders. A schedule of consultees contacted is provided in Appendix 1.

Key issues raised in responses are outlined below:

The scheme is strategically important to increase growth of Manchester Airport (North West
Regional Development Agency);

There may be issues with regard to landscape and ecology, with specific reference to bird
hazards and proximity of the road to one of the airport’s runways (Manchester Airport);

The scheme will be a significant physical barrier to local journeys by bicycle or on foot on a
north-south axis (SUSTRANS);

There is a need to consider in depth designs and how cycleways link into the highway as
there is concern that the highway design will just consider cycle paths as leisure routes and
not adequately consider cyclists as road users (Cycle Stockport);

Consultees have highlighted the need for the provision of under and over bridges to reduce
severance of communities (Cheshire and Warrington Local Access Forum/ Ramblers
Association); and

Concerns regarding the ecological assessment for the scheme due to presence of protected
species such as great crested newts and mammals (Natural England, rECOrd, GMEU,
Mammal Review, Manchester City Council).
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Background to SEMMMS and Development of the Relief
Road

The SEMMMS Strategy

In July 1998 the Government published a strategic review of their roads programme; ‘A New
Deal for Trunk Roads in England’. This review was undertaken as part of the development of a
new integrated transport policy delivered under the White Paper: ‘A New Deal for Transport:
Better for Everyone’.

In 1999, the Government proposed that a study looking at all transport modes across the south
east Manchester area should be undertaken; this being one of the country’s major areas of
concern in terms of accessibility and congestion. This culminated in the production of the
SEMMMS study in 2001, which contained a broad range of measures to address existing traffic
and transportation issues across the region.

The SEMMMS was accepted and endorsed by the Government in March 2002. Since then, the
local authorities within the SEMMMS area (Cheshire, Derbyshire, Manchester, Stockport and
Tameside) and the Greater Manchester Integrated Transport Authority (GMITA) have been
working to deliver the various elements of the strategy.

Background to the SEMMMS New Relief Road

Following the recommendations of the SEMMMS study, approval was given by the Secretary of
State for Transport for the councils to progress the development of a relief road, this being
recognised as a key solution to many of the transport issues highlighted in the study.

Initially, the proposed relief road was a larger scheme than that currently being promoted. It
included the development of a dual carriageway bypass along the routes of several former
proposed trunk road schemes: the A6(M) Stockport North South Bypass; Manchester Airport
Eastern Link Road (West); and a single carriageway along the routes of the proposed Poynton
Bypass and Stepping Hill Link Road. The corridors associated with these former Highways
Agency schemes remain safeguarded from development.

The chosen solution at that stage broadly followed a semi-circular route around the north-east to
south-west perimeter of Stockport, linking with the existing A555 link road and continuing to a
termination at Manchester Airport to the west. A proposed second link, in the form of a bypass
southwards around Poynton, was also included under the scheme proposals resulting in a
development totalling approximately 25 km.

These proposals also included a number of ‘complementary measures’, which were promoted to
introduce traffic calming and flow control measures within the surrounding towns and villages.

This proposal sought central government funding in 2004 through the submission of an entry-
level major scheme business case (MSBC). The business case was a critical document as it
demonstrated local outline support for the scheme following consultation with a number of
stakeholders.

In parallel with the preparation of the business case, the scheme proposals were subject to a
process of environmental assessment to compare various proposed alternative options and
alignments.

Following the options appraisal, the scheme was developed into a single preferred outline route
alignment based on refinements to the traffic model, information gathered at two public
consultations and various environmental considerations. This outline route alignment also
defined the scheme junction proposals.
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With the preferred outline route finalised, a scoping report was produced to establish the
proposed content of an Environmental Statement, which it was recognised would need to be
submitted in support of a planning application for the scheme. Assessment work to inform the ES
began in 2004 and stopped in 2007 when the scheme was put on hold prior to the submission of
the planning application. This was due to concerns raised by the Department for Transport (DfT),
who would be part-funding the scheme that the road was too large and expensive to finance as a
single development proposal; the recommendation being to split the scheme into phases.

In the summer of 2007 work progressed by the local authority consortium to develop a phased
approach in order for the scheme to remain viable.

During this period the DfT, in consultation with the local authority consortium, prioritised the
development and funding of the link between the A6 and Manchester Airport.

The need for the scheme has been demonstrated on the environmental and safety benefits,
which seek to address a series of deep-seated transport issues and local community needs
within south east Manchester. The need is further acknowledged by the promoting local
authorities including specific transport and development related planning policies within their
respective development control documents. To this end, the land through which the proposed
route passes has been safeguarded in local planning policy, with any potentially prejudicial
planning applications being rejected.

The Scheme and its Objectives

In the context of the broader objectives of the Major Road component of the SEMMMS, the relief
road would be a fundamental driver in removing traffic from the local road network, in order to
improve the environment for residents of local communities and improve public transport
reliability through increased accessibility.
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Description of the Proposed Development

Proposed Scheme Corridor

The proposed relief road follows an alignment that traces the southern fringe of the Greater
Manchester conurbation. The corridor comprises a sequence of open space and broader
countryside, much of which is designated greenbelt. Agricultural land, recreational and sports
areas, institutional grounds, and residential, industrial and commercial land use, constitute areas
of varying landscape quality, framed to the north by dense settlement that forms part of the core
conurbation and to the south by discrete settlements set within open countryside.

Key settlements comprise Hazel Grove, Bramhall, Cheadle Hulme and Benchill to the north and
Poynton-with-Worth (Poynton) and Handforth to the south.

Agriculture is the primary land use. There are, however, a significant number of other substantial
interests. These include Manchester Airport, golf courses at Styal, Moorend, Bramhall and Hazel
Grove, the Primrose Cottage nursery and garden centre off Ringway Road, the Brookside
Garden centre off the A523, and Ponyton Lake, and Woodhouse Park.

There are a number of significant radial roads and rail routes that cross the corridor as they run
south to north towards Manchester. These include the A34, A523 and A6, and the Hazel Grove
to Buxton railway, the West Coast Main Line and Styal line into Manchester Airport.

The topography of the corridor is relatively flat and occasionally gently undulating. Areas of
substantial planting are limited, the most prominent being associated with the four golf courses,
at Wigwam Wood and at the Styal Estate to the east of the airport. The result is that much of the
area appears open with views that are generally uninterrupted other than by occasional mature
field boundaries, hedgerow trees, areas of scrub and small copses of trees.

There are important, locally contained, watercourses in the form of the Norbury Brook, Lady
Brook, and Poynton Brook at the eastern end of the corridor. Other watercourses include the
River Dean in the central part of the corridor, and the Spath, Gately and Baguley Brooks at the
western end of the corridor.

A complex network of rights of way and public accesses, some of which form parts of long
distance routes, provide for access to the countryside and open areas from the neighbouring
communities. The principal rights of way include: the Ladybrook Valley Interest Trail, a long-
distance footpath running along Norbury Brook in the vicinity of Hazel Grove; the SUSTRANS
Regional Cycle Route 85 in the vicinity of the airport; the SUSTRANS National Cycle Route 55,
which crosses the A6 road near Hazel Grove; and the Greater Manchester Cycle Routes and
Manchester Airport Orbital Cycleway near the airport.

Phase 3b of the Manchester Metrolink tramway extension is programmed for delivery by 2011,
and will introduce a new section of operational track parallel to the scheme corridor between
Manchester Airport and Woodhouse Park. New stations will also be created within the local area.

The Proposed Development

Route Overview

The proposed relief road would comprise a new section of dual carriageway running from a new
junction on a re-aligned section of the A6(T) at Hazel Grove and following a generally westerly
alignment between Bramhall and Poynton. It would continue south of Cheadle Hulme and North
of Handforth along the line of the completed A555 dual carriageway. West of Handforth a further
new section of dual carriageway would run north of Styal and south of Moss Nook, before tying
into the existing network at Manchester Airport (Figure 1).
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Key Components of the Proposed Development

Travelling east to west, the key components of the proposed scheme would comprise:

the creation of a new signalised junction at the A6, Buxton Road, requiring the realignment of
1 km of the A6 around the junction;

the requirement for a new dual-carriageway section running west up to the A523,
Macclesfield Road, seeing the creation of underpasses under the retained section of the A6
and the Hazel Grove to Buxton railway line;

the construction of a new junction at the scheme’s intersection with the A523, Macclesfield
Road, between Brookside garden centre and Norbury Hall;

the retention of the road in cutting south of Macclesfield Road;

the requirement to run close and parallel to Norbury Brook, realign and cross it at Norbury
Hollow;

the need to raise a section of cutting under the A6102 Woodford Road and retain the relief
road on embankment as it passes over the West Coast Main Line;

the creation of a new roundabout junction near the Woodford Oil Storage Depot and a grade-
separated junction at A5102, Woodford Road, Bramhall;

the relief road’s tie-in to the existing A555;

the need to upgrade the A555 to accommodate the footpath/cycleway on the north side of the
carriageway;

the requirement for junction improvements where the A555 crosses over the A34;

the creation of a new grade-separated junction to extend the relief road beyond the A555’s
current termination with the B5358, Wilmslow Road;

the creation of a new section of dual-carriageway between the B5358, Wilmslow Road and
Styal Road, with the creation of an at-grade junction to link in to Styal Road;

the creation of a final dual-carriageway section to link in to the Terminal One roundabout at
Manchester Airport, requiring the creation of two additional junctions with Shadowmoss Road
and Ringway Road;

the reconfiguration of the existing Terminal One roundabout as a grade-separated junction;
the inclusion of three footway/farm bridges along the route; and

the creation of a local road distribution network to service a major new development on the
north side of the Terminal 1 junction.

A new combined footpath/cycleway would be provided along the entire length of the scheme,
including the existing A555 MAELR section. Street lighting would be provided in the vicinity of
junction interfaces and along key sections of the route. Contemporary drainage, including
necessary pollution-prevention control measures, will be implemented in the scheme. Bus lay-
bys will be created around the proposed junctions.

Key Construction Activities

Key construction activities would include:

selective vegetation clearance;

site-stripping, levelling and major and minor earthworks using scrapers, bulldozers and dump
trucks to establish levels;

the import and export of material (fill, spoil and road stone) to establish the carriageway;



® the use of generators, temporary machinery and lighting;
® construction vehicle movements;

® the requirement for a number of temporary diversions and imposition of temporary access
restrictions;

® possible temporary watercourse stop-ups and/or diversions; and

® possible dewatering activities.

3.25 Geotechnical studies for the previous proposal indicate there would generally be no need for
explosive drilling or blasting around the planned areas of cutting. Localised piling may, however,
be required at certain points close to the embankment areas and grade-separated junctions.

3.2.6 It is anticipated construction will extend over a 36 month period.
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Potential Environmental Impacts and Proposed
Assessments

The following review of potential impacts and relevant assessments takes the form of an initial
evaluation of potential interactions between the key components and activities described in
Chapter 3 and the existing human, natural and built environment associated with the proposed
relief road corridor. The findings of the initial review are summarised in a matrix of scheme
components and activities and environmental aspects (Table 4.1) in which a one-star rating is
indicative of potentially low interaction and a three-star rating is indicative of potentially high
interaction.

The matrix is followed by a description of the nature of the consequent potential impacts and an
analysis of the need for assessments specific to each aspect. Where the analysis concludes
that assessment is required, there is a description of the assessments considered appropriate
and methods of assessment which it is intended would be adopted. Environmental aspects
adopted are those identified and detailed in Volume 11 of the Design Manual for Road and
Bridges (DMRB) — Environmental Assessment.

DMRB Volume 11 was republished in August 2008 which reduced the number of environmental
assessment topic areas from twelve to ten, resulting in some environmental aspects being
renamed and/or merged into other topic areas. The proposed scope of the assessment reflects
this update, with the consideration of construction related impacts and the relationship to
planning policy now forming an integral component of each of the ten topic areas.

Table 4-1 Scheme Components, Activities and Environmental Aspects

Environmental Aspects

Road Drainage and the

Community and Private
Water Environment

Effects on All Travellers
Assets

Air Quality

Cultural Heritage
Landscape

Nature Conservation
Geology and Soils
|Materials

Noise and Vibration

Construction

*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*

Geotechnical investigations

Site Clearance

*k *k * *k *kk *kk *k *k *k *k

Earthworks

Import/Export fill, spoil, road stone
Use of Generators and Temporary - * o o N N N
Machinery

*k * *k * *k *k

Site Compounds
Temporary Diversions and Access o -
Restrictions
Potential Temporary Watercourse o * " -
stop-ups/diversions and dewatering

Landscaping

* *k *

Temporary Lighting
Operational

Traffic

* *k * *kk

Drainage

*k *kk *k *k *k *k *k

Road Profile and Structures
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Air Quality

The DMRB indicates that for road schemes of the type proposed, potential impacts related to
local air quality, regional emissions and construction-related dust should be considered. The
guidance also highlights the potential for impact on sites of nature conservation interest;
particularly where sensitive habitat types can potentially be subject to significant impact as a
result of nitrogen deposition associated with traffic related emissions.

In relation to local air quality, the focus of concern is on potential impacts on human health
associated with increases or reductions in traffic-related emissions. Nitrogen Dioxide (NO,) and
Particulate Matter (PM;,) are highlighted as the two principal indicators of such impacts and form
the focus of the assessment methodology recommended in the guidance.

In relation to regional emissions the focus is on changes in annual emissions of oxides of
nitrogen, particulate matter, carbon monoxide, hydrocarbons and carbon, which it is predicted
would result from changes in traffic volumes, distance travelled and travelling speed within the
parts of the road network affected by the introduction of the proposed scheme.

Existing Environment

Information derived from the previous assessments and a preliminary review of the data in light
of the currently proposed scheme has established that:

® concentrations of NO, and PM;, associated with urban background locations that may be
affected by the proposals are generally below the statutory air quality standards set to protect
human health. In the context of these pollutants these are set at 40 pg/m3 for the annual
mean for both pollutants and a short-term 1-hour limit of 200 pg/msfor NO,, not to be
exceeded more than 16 times per year and a 24-hour mean limit value of 50 pg/m3 for PMy,
not to be exceeded more than 35 times per year;

® there are however existing localised instances of exceedences of the standards within the
affected area which would be subject to changes in traffic flows and characteristics;

® parts of the affected area are located within defined Air Quality Management Areas (AQMAs).
These are shown in Figure 2A and relate to parts of the corridor in the vicinity of Manchester
Airport, focused along the A34 between Cheadle Hulme and Handforth and at Hazel Grove;
and

® there are no designated nature conservation sites associated with the potentially affected
area that qualify for consideration under the DMRB criteria.

Potential Impacts

The introduction of the proposed scheme into the existing settlement and land use pattern will
result in marked changes in traffic flows on parts of the existing road network. This will result in
changes in concentrations of NO, and PM;, currently experienced by residents living in the
vicinity of the affected roads and residents who would be located in similar proximity to the
proposed new sections of road. There will also be the potential for similar impacts on locations in
the vicinity of the affected and new sections of road where people are regularly present in
numbers outside of the home environment, such as recreational areas, schools, hospitals, and
homes for the elderly.

Changes in flows, travelling speeds and distance travelled within the affected parts of the
network will also result in changes in total annual emissions of the nominated pollutants related
to regional emissions over and above those that would occur without the introduction of the
proposed scheme.

Construction of the proposed scheme will involve substantial earthworks activity whereby soils
and overburden will be exposed as they are stripped and moved to establish the necessary
design profiles for the proposed relief road. There will also be activity associated with the import
of aggregates and potential import or removal of soils and overburden. In many instances these
activities will occur in relatively close proximity to residential development and other land use

9
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where dust arising from the activities will potentially result in temporary nuisance. Dependant on
requirements related to import and export of materials there would be the potential for temporary
impacts on local air quality in the vicinity of roads used for either purpose.

Proposed Assessments and Methods of Assessment
Local Air Quality

In light of the scale of the proposed scheme, the relationship of residents and other sensitive
receptors to parts of the road network that would be affected, and the sensitivity of parts of the
affected area in relation to existing concentrations of traffic related pollutants, it is intended that
potential impacts on local air quality should form part of the assessments required to inform the
ES.

It is proposed that the assessment should be undertaken in accordance with the methodology
recommended in DMRB Volume 11, Section 3, Part 1 Air Quality (HA207/07). This will involve
an initial screening of predicted changes in traffic flows and characteristics within the road
network to establish the affected roads to be included in the assessment and enable relevant
receptors to be identified (the local air quality study area). The screening will involve the use of
the five criteria detailed in the DMRB to determine affected roads, namely sections of road where
it is predicted there would be:

® 3 change in alignment of 5 m or more; or

® achange in daily traffic flows of 1,000 Annual Average Daily Traffic (AADT) or more; or
® achange in heavy duty vehicle (HDV) flows of 200 AADT or more; or

® achange in daily average speed by 10 km/hr or more; or

® achange in peak hour speed of 20 km/hr or more.

Relevant parts of the study area will then be subject to either a simple level or detailed level
assessment.

It is intended that detailed assessment will be undertaken where exceedences of the Air Quality
Objectives already occur, as is the case within the identified AQMAs, and at complex locations
within the study area. These include the areas around proposed major junctions and at certain
locations within the main settlements where there is a high density of sensitive receptors. All
other areas will be subject to simple assessment.

The detailed assessment will involve advanced dispersion modelling using ADMS Roads. The
simple assessment will involve application of the DMRB Local Air Quality Spreadsheet. Both
assessments will involve comparison of the predicted emissions between the Do-Minimum
scenario (the situation prior to construction of the road) and the Do-Something scenario (the
situation assuming the proposed scheme is in place and in use). It is intended the comparison
will be based on Opening Year (2015) traffic data for the two scenarios.

The assessment of significance will be based on an evaluation of predicted concentrations for
the two pollutants against the air quality standards described in 4.2.4.

Regional Emissions

In light of the predicted changes in traffic flows, speeds of travel and distance travelled by traffic
within the affected network it is intended that impacts related to regional emissions should form
part of the assessments required to inform the ES.

It is proposed that the assessment should be undertaken in accordance with the methodology
recommended in DMRB Volume 11 Section 3, Part 1 Air Quality (HA207/07). This will involve an
initial screening to establish the affected roads to be included in the assessment using the three
criteria detailed in the DMRB, namely sections of road where it is predicted there would be:

10
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® achange of more than 10% in AADT; or
® achange of more than 10% to the number of HDV; or

® achange in daily average speed of more than 20 km/hr.

The affected roads (the regional emissions study area) will then be subject to evaluation of
predicted changes in annual emissions using the DMRB Regional Impact Spreadsheet. The
assessment will involve comparison of the predicted emissions between the Do-Minimum
scenario and the Do-Something scenario both in the Opening Year (assumed to be 2015) and in
the design year (assumed to be 2030).

Construction Related Impacts

In light of the scale of the proposed scheme, the substantial construction activities that would be
involved and the proximity of a large number of residents to the potential working areas, it is
intended that impacts related to construction-related dust should be assessed. It is proposed the
assessment should be undertaken in accordance with the DMRB with a view to ensuring that a
robust mitigation strategy is identified for the construction period.

An assessment of the vehicle emissions associated with proposed traffic management
procedures and the use of machinery and generators during the 36-month construction period
will be undertaken. Subject to traffic data being available for the construction period a
quantitative approach will be adopted; otherwise a qualitative assessment will be undertaken
with the assumptions being clearly stated.

Cultural Heritage

The DMRB identifies three specific areas of interest under the overarching aspect of cultural
heritage; archaeological remains, the built heritage and historic landscapes.

Archaeological remains consider those materials created or modified by past human activities,
which includes a wide range of visible and buried artefacts, field monuments, structures and
landscape features. Built heritage considers architectural, designed or other structures with a
significant historical value, such as listed buildings; whilst the historic landscape concerns
perceptions that emphasise evidence of the past and its significance in shaping the present
landscape.

Within the context of the DMRB a cultural heritage asset is considered an individual
archaeological site or building, a monument or group of monuments, an historic building or group
of buildings and/or a historic landscape.

Existing Environment

Known sites and features of cultural heritage interest associated with the proposed scheme
corridor are shown in Figure 2B. The figure demonstrates that there are four areas of marked
interest located along the proposed corridor. These are areas north of Styal Golf Course, around
Mill Hill Hollow, west of Poynton and in the vicinity of the golf course at Hazel Grove.

Notable sites and features within these areas comprise:

® Norbury Corn Mill (Site 1) which is considered of regional significance on grounds of its
survival, condition and diversity;

® 2 potential area of Anglo-Saxon activity in the environs of Norbury Hall Farmhouse (Site 2);
® Poynton Mill leat (Site 3);

® The Lumb Lane routeway (Sites 4 and 5); and
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® Ridge and furrow earthworks (Sites 6) and earthworks along township boundaries (Sites 7
and 8).

Other sites and features located in the vicinity of the proposed scheme corridor include:
® a number of isolated sites immediately north and south of the existing A555;
® several roads which are believed to be of Roman origin; and

® historic landscape features associated with small areas of remnant woodland and the area’s
history of agriculture use.

There are two conservation areas within 200 m of the proposed route corridor, one at Syddal
Park south of Bramhall and the other at Styal Village. There is also an extensive area of National
Trust land comprising Quarry Bank Mill and the Styal Estate within the Bollin Valley.

Potential Impacts

The introduction of the proposed scheme will require land to be taken from areas of known
cultural heritage interest. There is also the possibility that unknown buried sites or features of
interest could be encountered during construction of the proposed scheme. Potential impacts
could involve:

® direct destruction or partial destruction of known or unknown assets;
® impacts on the setting of known assets;

® severance or fragmentation of the relationship between features that contribute to the
understanding of an area of historic landscape.

Proposed Assessments and Methods of Assessment

Taking into account the information relating to cultural heritage resources gathered as part of the
assessment for the previously proposed relief road and of the modified proposals for the relief
road, it is intended that an assessment of impacts on cultural heritage interests should form part
of the assessments required to inform the ES and that all three aspects considered within the
DMRB should be addressed.

The assessment will be conducted in accordance with the guidance published in DMRB, Volume
11, Section 3, Part 2 Cultural Heritage (HA208/07). The methods specific to archaeological
remains, built heritage and historic landscapes will be based on the guidance detailed in
Annexes 5, 6 and 7 of HA208/07.

The existing data relative to archaeological remains and the built heritage collected during the
assessment for the previously proposed relief road scheme will be reviewed and verified. The
review will involve an investigation to determine if other known features should be included in the
assessment by virtue of the modifications to the previously proposed scheme.

The value of the sites, features, buildings and structures identified in the updated baseline will
then be determined in accordance with HA208/07 and the evaluations undertaken for the
previous assessment will be used to test the conclusions. Identification of the potential for
unknown assets being present within the proposed construction corridor will involve a review of
the previous documentary analysis for the corridor and the geophysical evidence derived from
previous surveys.

Baseline data relating to characterisation of historic landscapes in the context of the proposed
scheme corridor will involve reference to the Cheshire Historic Landscape Characterisation
Report (Revised December 2008). Baseline data for the sections of the corridor located within
Manchester and Stockport will involve application of the guidance detailed in HA208/07, Annex 7
Cultural Heritage Sub-Topic Guidance: Historic Landscape. Application of the guidance will
involve liaison between the landscape and cultural heritage specialists within the environmental
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assessment team and cross reference to the Cheshire classification to ensure the baseline
description and evaluation of sensitivity is consistent.

The evaluation of the significance of impacts for all three aspects will involve quantification and
description of the magnitude of impact relative to direct impacts, impacts on the setting of
resources and impacts on the relationships between resources and the value/sensitivity of the
resources as recommended in Annexes 5, 6 and 7 of HA208/07. Magnitude will be reported as
being adverse and major, moderate or minor or negligible and value as being very high, high,
medium, low or negligible.

The resultant significance of impacts will be guided by reference to the ratings, recommended in
the Annexes, using the matrices provided for combining value and magnitude, and applying
professional judgement.

The establishment of a mitigation strategy to address predicted/potential impacts will involve
review of the strategies relevant to resources previously identified and agreed with the County
Archaeologists, validation or modification of the strategies with the County Archaeologists and
inclusion of further measures subject to the emergence of newly identified sites or areas of
potential during the assessment.

Landscape

The DMRB recognises that the introduction of major roads schemes, such as that proposed, will
generally have an impact on the landscape character of the area within which they are located
and on views experienced by residents and visitors to the area. The guidance accordingly
includes recommendations relating to the assessment of impacts and their resultant effects on
the landscape character and visual context of areas within which major road schemes are
located.

Existing Environment

The landscape associated with the preferred scheme corridor comprises a composition of land
use and urban and rural features and components, which has established a sequence of areas
of varying character and quality.

In common with many such urban fringe areas there are areas where urban development in a
number of forms is dominant. Housing of varying age and style abuts and influences perception
of the neighbouring countryside throughout much of the area. Industrial, commercial and
institutional development evokes a sense of urbanisation of the countryside, particularly along
the A34 and in the vicinity of Manchester Airport. Stylised landscapes, such as those associated
with the many golf courses located within this fringe to the conurbation contrast with areas of
continuing agricultural activity in which there is clear evidence of long established field patterns
and evidence of changing practice as boundary fences have increasingly replaced traditional
hedgerows.

Parts of the corridor retain a strong sense of their relationship to the agricultural landscape of the
Cheshire Plain. Other areas, such as that associated with and surrounding Styal, constitute
significant examples and early evidence of the emergence of designed and industrial landscapes
within the countryside.

Substantial sections of the corridor are designated greenbelt (Figure 2D), which not only serves
its primary function of preventing coalescence of settlement but provides an important visual link
with the countryside that surrounds the conurbation.

Landscape quality and visual context varies from the higher quality areas at the eastern end of
the corridor associated with the Norbury Brook and Ladybrook Valleys to ordinary relatively open
undulating, landscapes south of Woodford and further west towards Manchester Airport. There
are poor quality areas such as at Heald Green and localised higher quality features such as the
locally prominent Wigwam Wood.
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Whilst the visual quality of the open space and countryside within the corridor is variable, it
constitutes a local resource which adds value to the environmental quality for the communities
and individual residents located within and in the vicinity of the corridor.

Potential Impacts

The introduction of the proposed new sections of dual carriageway at the eastern and western
ends of the corridor, crossing the established radial pattern of existing infrastructure will serve to
sever existing compositions of landform, planting structure, settlement and land use which
contribute to existing landscape character. Construction of the proposed scheme will involve the
loss of established landscape components such as hedgerows and other planting and will
require modifications to existing landform. The presence of the road and its associated traffic
within parts of the corridor which are currently not heavily influenced by roads and traffic, will
have a potential impact on perceptions of the areas. The new sections of road and its associated
traffic will also constitute a new, and potentially discordant, component in views experienced by
numbers of residents and users of the rights of way network within the area.

Proposed Assessments and Methods of Assessment

The review of previous studies, of information relating to existing landscape character and the
visual context of the proposed scheme corridor, and of the scale and form of the currently
proposed scheme, indicate that an assessment of impacts on landscape character and views
experienced by receptors associated with the area should form part of the assessments required
to inform the ES.

The assessment will be undertaken in accordance with the guidance contained in DMRB Volume
11 Section 3 Part 5, Landscape Effects, and the Guidelines for Landscape and Visual Impact
Assessment’ (GLVIA) published by the Landscape Institute and Institute of Environmental
Management and Assessment (2002). Reference will be also made to guidance for landscape
character assessment in the Countryside Agency published ‘Landscape Character Assessment’
(2002).

The assessment will address landscape and townscape character as an integrated approach;
the dominant element in this instance being landscape character.

Establishment of the baseline for landscape character will involve a review of the previous
assessment relating to regional, sub-regional and local character areas. Further desk-based and
field validation surveys will be undertaken to identify any changes in landscape components and
their composition. Descriptions relating to quality, value and sensitivity of the areas to the form of
proposed development will be updated to reflect the findings of the review.

The previously plotted visual envelope for the relief road will be re-plotted to reflect the currently
proposed horizontal and vertical profiles for the scheme and the schedule of originally identified
visual receptors will be reviewed and updated following a preliminary site survey.

Winter and summer visual impact surveys will then be undertaken and the need for landscape
proposals to address specific visual impacts will be identified.

The assessment of significance for the landscape and visual impact assessments will involve an
evaluation of the sensitivity of landscape character areas and visual receptors and the
magnitude of change predicted to result from the introduction of the proposed scheme.
Significance will be defined on a seven point scale ranging between substantial, moderate, or
slight, adverse or beneficial or no change where there is no discernable deterioration or
improvement.

The assessment of significance and description of residual effects will take into account the

landscape measures which will be developed to aid integration of the proposed scheme into the
local environment and to address impacts relative to specific receptors.
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Nature Conservation

The DMRB indicates a requirement to consider the following potential ecological impacts: the
direct loss of habitats through land-take; how road scheme’s potentially create a barrier and
divide habitats or wildlife corridors; the potential for road kill through species trying to cross a
road where foraging routes and habitats have been lost or severed; the effects on wetlands,
aquatic environments and drainage patterns through disruption to the local hydrology; the effects
on birds and mammals through constructing major road structures; the effects of road lighting,
pollution runoff, spray and lighting; and disturbance caused during construction.

The assessment focus is on potential impacts on designated and non-designated sites, key
habitats and habitat-types, and protected and notable species.

Existing Environment

The location of the principal sites of nature conservation interest associated with the proposed
scheme corridor is shown in Figure 2C.

Much of the land associated with the proposed route corridor is predominantly under agricultural
use, comprising improved pasture. Some fields are bisected by narrow streams. Damper
marginal vegetation is found beside some of the streams and in small depressions. There are
some disturbed areas of ruderal vegetation locally. Whilst some fields are enclosed by hedges,
many are defined by wire fences along which scattered shrubs and occasional standard trees
remain. Scattered shrubs are also found along some of the stream valleys with scrub and
developing woodland in places.

Information derived from the previous assessments and a preliminary review of the data in light
of the currently proposed scheme has established the following.

® There are no statutory designated sites within 1 km of the proposed scheme corridor;

® There are six Sites of Biological Importance (SBI) associated with the proposed scheme
corridor. These include Dobbinbrook Clough (Grade A); Wigwam Wood (Grade C); Mill Hill
Farm Wood (Grade C); Poynton Park Lake (Grade B); Norbury Brook (Grade B); and Park
Pitt Grasslands, Poynton (Grade C). Mill Hill Farm Wood is also classified as Ancient
Woodland in the Ancient Woodland Inventory (AWI). Further sites of interest comprise the
statutorily protected Happy Valley Local Nature Reserve (LNR) and a Site of Nature
Conservation Importance (SNCI) immediately north of the Airport;

® There are populations of Great Crested Newt (GCN) active within the proposed scheme
corridor and the surrounding area. The most notable populations identified during surveys in
2004 were identified at ponds associated with Styal Golf Course, and in the area north of
Styal Woods at the western end of the corridor;

® There is evidence of badger activity throughout much of the corridor;

® There is a strong indication that bats utilise a variety of boundary and linear features located
throughout the proposed scheme corridor for commuting and foraging. Surveys undertaken in
2004 were, however, hampered by poor weather and were limited to the extent that they
established clear distributions and patterns of use;

® No evidence of otter was found during the 2004 surveys;

® Breeding bird surveys undertaken in 2003 and 2004 indicated that interest is limited to a
number of common birds likely to utilise boundary habitats and woodlands for nesting activity.
At the time of the survey the only BAP species recorded was lapwing;

®  Wintering bird surveys undertaken in 2004 only recorded fieldfare and redwing as true
wintering species with other records being limited to resident passerines or small numbers of
migratory common birds. There are no large suitable waterbodies or otherwise designated
features of bird interest within 2 km of the site;
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® No evidence of water vole was found during the previous surveys, though habitat suitable for

the species was identified in the vicinity of Poynton;

No evidence of White-Clawed Crayfish was found during previous ecological surveys. Signal
crayfish were, however, reported. It is considered unlikely that re-colonisation of
watercourses will have occurred in the interim period; particularly given the presence of the

non-native signal crayfish; and

The Phase 1 Habitat survey undertaken in 2004 recorded an absence of potential reptile
habitat. It is considered unlikely that circumstances will have changed in the interim period.

The Biodiversity Action Plans (BAP) covering Greater Manchester, Cheshire and Stockport
highlight the potential for the following BAP habitats and protected and notable species to be

present within 1 km of the proposed route corridor.

Habitats

Broad-leaved, mixed and yew woodland;

Arable and horticulture;
Boundary and linear features;
Neutral grassland;

Swamps and reedbeds;
Managed greenspace;

Ponds and lodges;

Rivers and streams;

Species rich urban grassland;
Road verges;

Marsh/marshy grassland;
Transport corridors;

Urban;

Ponds; and

Roadside verges.

Potential Impacts

Protected and Notable Species

Great crested newt and common toad;

Birds (including: skylark, bittern, twite,
nightjar, reed bunting, corn bunting, tree
sparrow, grey partridge, bullfinch, lapwing,
linnet, barn owl and song thrush);

Mammals (including: badger, pipistrelle bz
water vole, brown hare and otter) and
European hedgehog;

Vascular plants (specifically: floating watel
plantain and grass-wrack pondweed);

Fungi (specifically: hedgehog fungus, pink
meadow cap and Haploporus odorus);

White-clawed crayfish; and

Shining ram’s horn snail.

The introduction of the proposed scheme into the existing environment, with its established
range of habitats and associated fauna, will result in the loss of areas of various habitat types
and disrupt established ecological corridors used by fauna. Likely or potential impacts include:

direct loss of wildlife habitats through the process of land take;

killing, injuring and disturbance of protected species during construction;

fragmentation of retained habitats and/or severance of wildlife corridors;

wildlife fatalities caused as a direct result of severance of foraging routes, breeding sites or

territories;

disruption to local hydrology, with consequence impacts on associated habitats and fauna;
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® contamination of watercourses and/or waterbodies associated with road related run-off with
consequent impacts on habitats and fauna;

® disturbance to nocturnal animals such as bats where road lighting introduces a new light
source; and/or

® |oss or degradation of existing habitat types as a result of airborne pollutant deposition
associated with traffic related emissions.

Proposed Assessments and Methods of Assessment

Taking into account: the presence and extent of habitats and fauna with a nature conservation
interest within the proposed scheme corridor and surrounding area; the scale and form of the
proposed scheme; and substantial nature of construction activities required to build the scheme,
it is recognised that assessments related to impacts on habitats and fauna should form part of
the assessments required to inform the ES.

It is proposed that the assessments should be undertaken in accordance with the methods
outlined in the DMRB Volume 11, Section 3, Part 4 Ecology and Nature Conservation, and the
Guidelines for Ecological Impact Assessment in the United Kingdom published by the Institute of
Ecology and Environmental Management (IEEM) (2006).

Establishment of the baseline environment for nature conservation will involve a review of the
previous assessment relating to designated and non-designated sites, habitats and fauna and
further consultation with Greater Manchester Ecology Unit (GMEU) and rECOrd — the
Biodiversity Information Service for Cheshire, Halton, Warrington and Wirral.

A number of surveys will also be undertaken to verify and update baseline information related to
habitats and fauna. The proposed surveys comprise:

® A review and updating of the previous Phase 1 habitat survey. In keeping with the previous
survey, the review will be conducted in accordance with the Joint Nature Conservation
Committee (JNCC) standard methodology for habitat survey. Should the updated survey
identify areas of higher botanical value, consideration will be given to the need for more
detailed investigation in localised areas. These surveys would be conducted in accordance
with the principles of the National Vegetation Classification;

® A review and updating of the previous hedgerows survey adopting the criteria detailed in the
Hedgerow Regulations 1997;

® A review of existing data and re-survey to establish current levels and distribution of badger
activity. The survey will include habitats up to 250 m either side of the proposed route.
Features up to 1 km will be investigated as necessary in order to determine the locations of
setts;

® Otter surveys along Norbury Brook and Lady Brook. Adjacent habitats will be surveyed up to
2 km up and downstream of the proposed crossing or interference point. Any bridges up to 5
km from the crossing points will be checked for signs of otter. The survey will be undertaken
4 times in one year to provide a robust assessment of otter activity. Any potential field signs
of water vole will be observed during the otter surveys, with follow on surveys undertaken as
necessary;

® A review and validation of the previous bat roost potential survey. Validation will involve a
daytime habitat assessment up to 250m from the proposed route and bat emergence,
transect and activity surveys. The surveys will be undertaken in accordance with Bat
Conservation Trust best practice guidelines (2007);

® Habitat Suitability Index (HSI) surveys of all ponds within 250 m of the route. Surveys will be
conducted in line with published guidelines (English Nature, 2001);
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® Great crested newt surveys. It is intended to resurvey the 30 ponds within 250 m of the
proposed scheme that were surveyed previously plus any additional ponds with HSI scores
over 0.5. Surveys will be conducted in line with published guidelines (English Nature, 2001);

® HSI surveys for areas between 250 m and 500 m from the proposed route. The need for
detailed surveys in this buffer will be subject the findings of the HSI surveys and consultation
with Natural England. Three breeding bird surveys to validate previous survey information.
Surveys will be undertaken between March and August in accordance with best practice;

® Two wintering bird surveys to validate previous survey information. Surveys will be completed
by March in accordance with best practice; and

® An invertebrate habitat assessment, which will include an assessment of habitat suitability for
Lesser Silver Water Beetle.

Subject to the findings of the above surveys, and following consultation with Natural England,
consideration will be given to the need for surveys and assessments for the following species to
be included as part of the assessments required to inform the ES.

® QGreat crested newt surveys of any ponds with HSI scores below 0.5 and/or beyond 250 m of
the proposed route;

® Common toad survey;

® White-clawed crayfish survey;

® Water vole survey;

® Deer;

® Surveys for brown hare and European hedgehog; and

® Reptile survey.

Assessment of the significance of impacts on sites, habitats and species will be based on the
guidance provided in the Guidelines for Ecological Impact Assessment. These define the
ecological value of identified assets based on their geographic influence, which ranges in
definition from sites of international importance down to those within the local and immediate
zone of influence of the scheme. Those assets with a geographic value at the local level or
above will be subject to detailed assessment, other than where receptors of lesser value are
subject to some form of legal protection or can act in combination to lead to a cumulative impact.
Criteria relating to confidence, magnitude, extent, duration, reversibility and timing will be
considered in combination with value to define impact significance.

Based on the findings of the assessments mitigation measures relating to avoidance, reduction
or compensation of impact will be identified prior to a re-evaluation of the residual impacts and
their consequent effects. Typical mitigation measures will be likely to include, mammal
underpasses and fencing, compensatory planting and habitat creation and adoption of working
practices and programming to avoid or reduce disturbance.

Geology and Soils

The DMRB indicates that assessments for major roads schemes relative to geology and soils
should consider impacts on notable geological features, geological changes to land form,
impacts on soil and ground quality, and disturbance of contaminated land.

In relation to geological features, the focus is on direct impacts on designated and non-
designated geological sites, such as Regionally Important Geological Sites (RIGS).

Potential geological and geomorphological impacts focus on impacts resulting from surcharging
the ground or changing the hydrogeology of an area, i.e. altering groundwater flows and
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preventing aquifer recharge. In terms of soil quality, the focus is on the deterioration and
destruction of agricultural soils and the loss of viable agricultural land.

Where there is evidence of contaminated land, the focus is on the potential to encounter, disturb
or remobilise contaminants and the subsequent impact on human health, flora and fauna, land
quality and the aquatic environment.

Existing Environment

Geological features and areas of potential contamination interest are shown on Figure 2D.

Information derived from the previous assessments and a preliminary review of the data in light
of the currently proposed scheme has established that:

® there are no RIGS located within 1 km of the proposed scheme corridor;

® there are two ‘Sites of Geological Interest’ associated with Norbury Brook, where it passes
close to Carwood Farm and Towers Farms, located to the west and east of the A523 London
Road, respectively;

® much of the proposed scheme corridor is underlain by a major aquifer;
® soils consist of slowly permeable, seasonally wet, loams and clays;

® drift deposits consist of glacial till, with some minor lacustrine deposits and fluvioglacial
gravels at Lostock Hall Farm in the vicinity of Poynton Brook (varying between ~2.6 and 6 m
depth), the associated leaching potential of which remains high-to-moderate allowing the free
migration of any contaminants in to the underlying aquifer;

® the base geology comprises glacial and post-glacial Devensian Drift overlying Triassic
sandstones;

® the groundwaters associated with the aquifer are of ‘poor quality’ as classified under the
Water Framework Directive (WFD) and not used for any specific for any key sensitive uses
requiring their protection;

® there are historic landfill sites at
— Woodhouse Park, near the airport;
— land off Dairy House Lane, near the A555;

— sites at Mill Bank Farm, Hill Green Farm, Ashmere Farm and Upper Swineseye Farm to the
east of Bramhall; and

— sites at Rabbit Burro Farm, Park Pitt, Norbury Hollow Road, Pool House Farm, Middlewood
and Threaphurst Farm, near the A6.

® there is an active landfill sites near the A555 and Norbury House Farm, which is licensed to
receive ‘non-biodegradable wastes excluding construction derived waste’; and

® the Thor Specialties site at Commercial Avenue, Cheadle Hulme is registered by the EA as a
‘chemically polluting industry’.

Other areas of potentially contaminated land include the railway lines and roads in the area, the
Oil Storage Depot near Woodford, several petrol stations located close to the main preferred
corridor and potential historic contaminated land uses associated with Manchester Airport.

Potential Impacts

The construction of the proposed scheme could establish potential pathways whereby
contaminants / pollutants associated with contaminated land could have an impact on sensitive
receptors such as human beings, watercourses, aquifers, terrestrial habitats. The geology of the
area demonstrates that there is a clear mechanism (termed a source-pathway-receptor linkage)
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allowing the local groundwater environment and soils to be impacted by the proposed
development.

There would be potential impacts on two Sites of Geological Interest by virtue of the proximity of
the proposed scheme to Norbury Brook.

The introduction of cuttings and embankments and large structures as part of the permanent
works could potentially result in localised impacts on groundwater profiles.

Proposed Assessments and Methods of Assessment

Given the potential disturbance of existing contaminated land, the relationship of the proposed
scheme to Sites of Geological Interest, and the requirement for construction that could
potentially establish pathways between pollutants associated with construction and
groundwaters it is intended that impacts on geology and soils should form part of the
assessments required to inform the ES.

The assessment will follow the guidance presented in DMRB Volume 11 Section 3 Part 11
Geology and Soils, as supplemented by: the assessment procedures contained within BS10175,
the Investigation of Potentially Contaminated Sites; guidance on the assessment of soil and
geology issued by the Department of the Environment (DoE, 1993); and the requirements to
consider the implications of the proposed development in terms of pollution and contamination
risk as per Annex Il of Planning Policy Statement 23: Planning and Pollution Control.

A geo-environmental risk assessment will be initially undertaken which will focus on those
resources/receptors identified above plus any additional sites and constraints identified through
further desk study and consultation. Data will be obtained from public sources detailing
potentially contaminated land sources, the appropriate geological memoirs, soil survey and
geological maps, and groundwater vulnerability mapping.

This will allow the development of an updated site conceptual model to clarify potential source-
pathway-receptor linkages and assist with the assessment of potential impacts on groundwaters
discussed in Section 4.11.

The planned geotechnical works required to support the development of the scheme’s detailed
design would be additionally used to collect any required site-specific intrusive information on
local ground conditions should it be determined from the initial risk assessment that this is
required.

Specific consultation with the EA, EHOs and the local RIGS group will be undertaken to identify
additional contamination sources and any potential implications at Norbury Brook.

In terms of geological and geomorphological resources the assessment of significance will
involve an evaluation of the sensitivity of asset and the magnitude of change predicted to result
from the introduction of the proposed scheme. Significance will be defined on a seven point
scale ranging between substantial, moderate, or slight adverse or beneficial or no change where
there is no discernable deterioration or improvement.

In terms of contaminated land the derived information will be used to inform a qualitative risk
assessment using the source-pathway-receptor protocol introduced under Part llA of the
Environmental Protection Act (1990).

Materials

The DMRB provides guidance relating to potential impacts on mineral assets and the
requirement to source material for the works, such as structural fill, and disposal of waste
arisings.

There are no previous mineral working, areas of peat, or evidence of existing or historic mining
within the confines of, or immediately adjacent to, the proposed route corridor. However, there is
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a surface mining coal resource and a brick-clay mineral resource located within the study area at
the A6 junction near Hazel Grove. Effects on the loss, operational viability or access restriction to
these resources will be considered as part of the community and private asset assessment.

The cut, fill and materials requirements for the scheme have not been established; however
there is a likely requirement both to source materials required for the works (such as structural
fill), as well as disposing of certain cut materials (spoil) and other wastes. An assessment will be
undertaken to: determine material arisings and requirements; sourcing and disposal locations.

Noise and Vibration

The DMRB provides guidance in relation to noise and vibration for major road schemes during
construction and future operation of such schemes.

In relation to operation, the guidance considers impacts associated with increases in traffic-
related noise and vibration associated with the use of a new road and adverse and beneficial
impacts that can occur as a result of existing and future traffic potentially adopting new patterns
of movement with the proposed road in place.

In relation to construction, the guidance considers how construction-related plant and traffic can
have a temporary impact on noise levels for receptors close to working areas and along haulage
routes and roads within the network used to import or remove materials/waste from the site. It
also considers how particular operations, such as piling could result in temporary impacts related
to vibration.

Existing Environment

Data relating to projected 2010 background noise levels (measured as LA+g 18 hours) taken from
the previous assessment for the previous proposals for the relief road show road traffic to be the
dominant continuous noise source in the local environment, with additional intermittent (yet
frequent) influences from Manchester Airport and the Styal, Hazel Grove to Buxton, and West
Coast Main Line railway lines. With the exception of the airport, background ambient noise levels
away from the major road network within the local environment are less than 55 dB(A) within
urban areas falling to 35-40 dB(A) in the areas of open countryside through which the proposed
scheme would be routed.

Around the airport, peak levels reach in excess of 70 dB(A), this has resulted in the
implementation of specific local planning control policies to prevent the introduction of other
significant noise sources within the local environment as well as limiting the noise generated by
the airport itself.

Along and immediately adjacent to, the main arterial network of A-Roads, noise levels range
between 65-75 dB(A). Around the principal junctions and motorways these levels increase to
80 dB(A) and higher.

Primary sources of vibration in the area relate to road and rail traffic as well as potential effects
close to, and immediately under, the Manchester Airport flight path.

As a result, there are currently a number of receptors that are already adversely impacted by the
various existing noise and vibration sources within the local environment, most notably,
residential properties in Heald Green and Benchill close to the Airport and properties close to the
A34, A5149, A5102, A523, the B5166 and A6.

Potential Impacts

The introduction of the proposed scheme will result in a change in the volumes and distribution
of traffic on the existing local road network. It will introduce a new source of traffic-related noise
and potential vibration for a number of receptors where new sections of the proposed dual
carriageway are located in the vicinity of properties or public areas not currently located close to
roads carrying relatively large numbers of vehicles.
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Locations that would be potentially adversely affected are at Handforth, south Bramhall, Moss
Nook, Stanley Green, Styal and south Hazel Grove. It is also likely to affect ambient noise levels
at the Styal, Bramhall and Hazel Grove golf clubs, as well as having an impact on the
recreational enjoyment of several of the rights of way and amenity areas locally, including the
Ladybrook Valley Interest Trail.

There is also potential for construction phase impacts associated with the use of various plant
and heavy machinery as well as the associated HGV movements required to import and export
materials to site along established haul routes. The potential need for piling close to the
embankment areas and grade-separated junctions will introduce a temporary noise and vibration
source.

Proposed Assessments and Methods of Assessment

The review of information relating to the existing noise environment taken from previous studies
and potential extent of redistribution of traffic as a noise and potential vibration source within the
study area indicate that an assessment of impacts associated with traffic related noise and
vibration should be undertaken to inform the ES for the proposed scheme.

It also evident that there will be the likelihood of temporary noise and possible vibration
disturbance associated with construction activity. It is therefore intended that an assessment of
construction related noise and vibration should be undertaken with a view to identifying
appropriate mitigation measures to ensure such disturbance is appropriately and practicably
minimised.

Both operational and construction related assessments will be undertaken in accordance with
the guidance provided in DMRB Volume 11, Section 3, Part 7 Noise and Vibration (HA213/08).
Reference will also be made to guidance within BS5228 Code of practice for noise and vibration
control on construction and open sites (2009), the Control of Pollution Act (1974) and the
Environmental Noise Directive (2002). Noise calculations will be undertaken following the
procedures detailed in the Calculation for Road Traffic Noise (CRTN) (1988).

The assessment of operational impacts will involve an initial screening, as recommended in the
DMRB. Sensitive receptors within 2 km of the proposed scheme boundary will initially be
identified. The study area will then be defined by reviewing the traffic data to establish sections
of existing and new road (affected roads) within the 2 km buffer where it is predicted flows would
increase by 25% or decrease by 20% as a result of the introduction of the proposed scheme.

Once defined, the study area will be subject to detailed assessment in terms of potential
operational noise impacts, focussing on sensitive receptors within 600 m of affected roads. This
will use noise modelling software and follow the procedures detailed in CRTN.

A review of DEFRA’s Noise Mapping, compiled to inform the production of noise action plans
and to meet the requirements of the Environmental Noise (England) Regulations 2006, will also
be undertaken to review any potential implications on local authority designated ‘Quiet Areas’.

With regards to operational vibration, a simple level of assessment will be initially undertaken to
establish the number of sensitive receptors within 40 m of the new sections of road.

Both assessments will involve comparison of the predicted emissions between the Do-Minimum
scenario (the situation prior to construction of the road) and the Do-Something scenario (the
situation assuming the proposed scheme is in place and in use). It is intended the comparison
will be based on Opening Year (2015) and Design Year (assumed to be 2030) traffic data.

The effects of noise and vibration from construction activities will be assessed through identifying
the locations of key noise and vibration construction activities, such as around the major
earthworks areas, junctions and embankments. Data provided in the Parts 1 and 2 of BS:5228
representing typical noise and vibration values for construction plant (i.e. generators, piling
equipment and heavy machinery) will be used. The assessment will identify any sensitive
receptors that would require further consideration by the future contractor ahead of construction
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so that agreement can be reached with the local Environmental Health Officer (EHO) on
permissible construction noise and vibration operating limits.

An assessment of the noise levels associated with implemented traffic management procedures
and planned HGV movements along haul routes during the 36-month construction phase will be
undertaken. Where traffic data are available for the construction period a quantitative approach
will be applied, otherwise a qualitative assessment will be undertaken with the assumptions
being clearly stated.

Significance will be determined using the criteria detailed within the DMRB, relating to instances
where noise levels change by more than 5 dB(A) at any dwelling or sensitive receptors, or noise
levels exceed 68 dB(A) at the facade of any building under the do something scenario in the
design year. Based on the findings of the assessment, appropriate mitigation measures will be
identified and calculations will be repeated to determine the effectiveness of the proposed
measures, the resultant noise levels and the residual impacts and their effects.

Effects on All Travellers

The DMRB recognises that, by virtue of their linear nature, there is a marked likelihood that
rights of way and established means of access between communities and facilities can be
subject to impact in the form of severance and loss of amenity, thus affecting the people that use
and rely on them; local residents, ramblers, equestrians and cyclists.

Guidance is accordingly provided for evaluating and assessing impacts on, journey length and
times, amenity value, and increases or reductions in community severance for users of rights of
way and local roads.

The guidance also takes in to account the potential benefits that the introduction of new roads,
designed to modern standards can have in relation to the relief of driver stress. This is
particularly the case where the new road offers an alternative to older existing roads with design
characteristics and access arrangements that have evolved over time as they have adapted to
changing forms and volumes of travel demand. A further consideration relates to an evaluation
of the view from the road as part of the driver experience.

Existing Environment

The location of principal community facilities and rights of way is shown in Figure 2A. The figure
demonstrates that there is an extensive network of footpaths, public rights of way, cycleways,
bridleways and other public accesses that serve the communities and visitors to the area. These
include:

® three footpaths in Wilmslow and four in Poynton-with-Worth (Cheshire East District);

® three recreational routes to the west around the airport; one road-associated footpath along
the Ringway Road West, which runs alongside and transects the proposed route in the
vicinity of the airport; the SUSTRANS Regional Cycle Route 85, in the vicinity of the airport;
Greater Manchester Cycle Routes and Manchester Airport Orbital Cycleway; local cycle
routes near the airport on the A34 to the north of the junction with the A555 (Manchester
District); and

® four footpaths (including the Ladybrook Valley Interest Trail, a long distance footpath and
recreational route which runs along Norbury Brook); National Cycle Route 55, which crosses
the A6 near Hazel Grove; three road-associated paths; two recreational routes which transect
the proposed alignment; and a local cycle route near Hazel Grove (Stockport district).

In addition, there is a well-established network of local roads that provide for access between
communities located to the north and south of the corridor and to a range of associated facilities
and institutions such as: the golf courses; the various community recreational areas, sports
fields, schools, churches and retail centres within the corridor; and the stations at Heald Green,
Poynton and Hazel Grove.
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Potential Impacts

Construction of the proposed scheme will involve temporary disruption for users of local roads
and other rights of way where these cross the proposed relief road alignment, disruption that
could be potentially significant in some instances. The proposed scheme will also involve a
number of crossings of railway lines where detailed provision for introduction of the crossing
structures will need to be appropriately planned and co-ordinated with the relevant network
management organisations.

Once completed and opened, the proposed scheme will include measures for future continued
access which in some instances could involve rationalisation of current provision and
movements.

Proposed Assessments and Methods of Assessment

The review of previous studies, of information relating to local roads and other rights of way
associated with the proposed scheme corridor, and of the scale and form of the currently
proposed scheme, indicates that an assessment of impacts on established use of these
established facilities should form part of the assessments undertaken to inform the ES for the
proposed scheme.

The assessment will be undertaken in accordance with the guidance contained in DMRB Volume
11, with particular reference to the guidance in Section 3 Part 8 which addresses Pedestrians,
Cyclists and Equestrians, and Part 9, Vehicle Travellers.

Previous assessments specific to each of the rights of way affected by the relief road relating to
levels of use will be reviewed and selective validation surveys will be undertaken to determine
their status and current use. The aspects considered will be potential changes in journey length
and travel pattern, changes in amenity (including the views experienced by road users), and the
severance/diversion of existing NMU routes.

The findings of the assessment will be used to inform the detailed proposals for the provision of
crossings and or diversions of established routes prior to finalisation of the assessment of the
residual impacts and their effects.

An assessment will also be undertaken in relation to driver stress and view from the road. This
will be undertaken in accordance with DMRB Volume 11 Section 3, Part 9 Vehicle Travellers.

For existing road users the significance of driver stress will be based on average peak traffic
hourly flows compared to the average journey speed for the specific road type being assessed
(i.e. dual carriageway/single carriageway).

In terms of journey length increased or decreased journey times will be calculated where traffic
flows increase or decrease by 30%. Severance will be defined as being slight, moderate or
severe based the number of provided crossings, the AADT for the associated road in the
opening year, and any increase in journey length.

Community and Private Assets

The DMRB recognises that the form and scale of major road schemes will generally have
potentially significant impact on the pattern of land use and individual land use entities within the
area through which they are routed. In relation to land use, the guidance recommends that
consideration should be given to four specific areas of interest:

® demolition of private property and associated land-take;
® |oss of land used by the community;
® cffects on development land; and

® effects on agricultural land.
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Existing Environment

The location and extent of existing land use within the proposed scheme corridor is shown in
Figure 2D.

Land use within the proposed scheme corridor comprises a mix of arable and pastoral
agricultural land (much of which is classified as being best and most versatile), sports and
recreational land, public open space, residential land and institutional, industrial and commercial
land. Manchester Airport is located at the western end of the corridor.

Important community and private assets include: the Primrose Cottage nursery and garden
centre off Ringway Road, the Brookside Garden centre off the A523, four golf courses (Styal
Golf Club, Hazel Grove, Bramhall Golf Club and Moorend Golf Club), Ponyton Lake, Woodhouse
Park and the Ladybrook Valley Interest Trail.

Key landowners within the footprint of the preferred corridor and wider area include Manchester
Airport, the Highways Agency, Network Rail, the Local Authorities and a number of private
agricultural holdings.

Potential Impacts

Although the proposed scheme is being designed to minimise property loss, certain dwellings
and buildings may be affected by the proposals, the most significant being those to the south of
Hazel Grove (along Darley Road, Mill Lane, Old Mill Lane, and Macclesfield Road), properties
along Carsdale Road, Wythenshawe, the properties near Hill Mill Hollow to the north of Poynton
and the commercial and residential properties immediately west and east of the A555’s
termination with the B5358 and Woodford Road.

Construction of the proposed scheme will involve the taking of agricultural land and land
associated with recreational and residential use. It may also involve the loss of some areas of
industrial and commercial land.

The road will sever and fragment a number of agricultural holdings with potential implications for
future operation. In addition to these permanent impacts there will be likely to be temporary
impacts on existing uses related to disruption to access.

In some instances, such as recreational areas and public open space, the location of the
proposed scheme may result in impacts on the amenity value of the areas.

The protection of the route corridor within Local Planning Spatial Policy has ensured however
that there are no current or future land-use planning conflicts; the exception being the current 9-
hole golf course at Moorend, which was granted a conditional approval until such time that the
relief road was developed and the golf course at Hazel Grove which has been adapted to
accommodate the road proposals.

Proposed Assessments and Methods of Assessment

The review of the previous studies, of information relating to existing land use and of the
relationship between the currently proposed scheme to land use and established community
facilities indicate that an assessment of impacts on community and land use assets should form
part of the assessments undertaken to inform the ES for the proposed scheme.

The assessment will be undertaken in accordance with the guidance contained in DMRB Volume
11, Section 3, Part 6, Land Use, and Part 8 in relation to Community Facilities.

The existing data relative to land use and the location of community facilities within the area
collected during the assessment of the previous relief road proposals will be reviewed and
verified. Where appropriate, the area of search will also be extended to include sections of the
corridor where the current proposal deviates from the originally proposed alignment. Current
development framework documentation and saved development plan documents will also be

25



4.11

4.11.1

4.11.2

4.11.3

4.11.4

4.11.5

4.11.6

4.11.7

411.8

4.11.9

411.10

41111

411.12

411.13

reviewed and the planning registers for the three authorities within which the proposed scheme
is located will be reviewed.

Road Drainage and the Water Environment

The DMRB identifies four specific areas of interest under the overarching aspect of road
drainage and the water environment; effects of routine runoff on surface waters, effects of
routine runoff on groundwater, pollution impacts from spillages and flood impacts.

Existing Environment

The principal watercourses and water bodies and location of areas of flood risk are shown in
Figure 2E. The principal watercourses comprise Norbury Brook, Ponyton Brook and Lady Brook
at the eastern end of the corridor, the River Dean in the central part of the corridor and Spath
Brook, Gately Brook and Baguley Brook at the western end of the corridor. The biological quality
of the watercourses ranges from good to poor.

In addition to the principal watercourses there is a network of unclassified watercourses field
drains, ditches and dykes located throughout the corridor.

There are two large water bodies; Poynton Lake in Poynton Park and a reservoir near Woodford
and a series of smaller ponds set in clusters to the north of Styal village, associated with the golf
course at Styal, to the immediate south east of the A555/A34 junction near the River Dean and
near Poynton Brook.

There are two areas of notable flood plain and flood risk. The first is associated with the
confluence of Norbury Brook, Poynton Brook and Lady Brook and the second, the area
surrounding the River Dean in the vicinity of the A34.

In relation to groundwater, most of the corridor is underlain by a major aquifer of low
vulnerability.

There are no source abstractions that are protected within the local environment; however there
is the potential for other abstractions to occur from the surface and groundwaters.

Potential Impacts

Construction of the proposed scheme will involve disturbance of soils and overburden, operation
of construction plant and use of potentially polluting materials in close proximity to watercourses
within the proposed scheme corridor.

The completed scheme will involve the introduction of structures to cater for crossings of a
number of watercourses and require the diversion of approximately 100 m of the Norbury Brook.
Construction of these components will involve temporary diversions and the building of
structures close to or along watercourses.

The introduction of a drainage scheme to cater for road related runoff will potentially introduce
volumes of water, rates of flow and traffic related pollutants to existing watercourses with
potential consequent impacts on the dynamics and water quality within the watercourses.

The alignment of the proposed scheme will involve encroachment into the area of flood risk at
the confluence of the Norbury Brook, Poynton Brook and Lady Brook.

The introduction of traffic along a new route and with new discharge points to existing
watercourses will introduce a new risk associated with accidental spillage of hazardous material
being carried by vehicles using the road.

Proposed Assessments and Methods of Assessment

The review of previous studies, of information relating to surface waters, groundwater and flood
risk associated with the proposed scheme corridor, and of the scale and form of the currently
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proposed scheme, indicate that an assessment of impacts on all four aspects should be
undertaken to inform the ES for the proposed scheme.

The assessments will be undertaken in accordance with the guidance contained in DMRB
Volume 11, Section 3 Part 10 Road Drainage and the Water Environment (HD45/09).

In relation to assessment of pollution impacts from routine runoff to surface waters, a simple
level of assessment using the Method A as detailed in Annex | of HD45/09 will initially be
undertaken to determine the likely nature and magnitude of impact and establish if there are
locations where detailed assessment may be required. The assessment findings will be reported
on Highways Agency Drainage Data Management System (HADDMS).

The assessment of the road drainage outfalls (i.e. routine runoff) will be carried out using the
Highways Agency Risk Assessment Tool (HAWRAT). The findings of the assessment will be
used to define with the design engineers the necessary drainage specifications and mitigation
requirements, as well as additionally considering the need for attenuated storage (balancing
features).

The assessment of pollution impacts from routine runoff on groundwaters will be undertaken in
accordance with Method C as detailed in Annex | of HD45/09.

The assessment of impacts relating to flood risk will be undertaken in accordance with Method E
as detailed in Annex | of HD45/09. It is anticipated this will be limited to the area of recorded
flood risk located at the confluence of the Norbury Brook, Poynton Brook and Lady Brook.

The assessment of pollution impacts from spillages will be undertaken in accordance with
Method D as detailed in Annex | of HD45/09.

In terms of water and road drainage resources the assessment of significance will involve an
evaluation of the importance of the water attribute and the magnitude of change predicted to
result from the introduction of the proposed scheme. Significance will be defined and reported in
accordance with the guidance provided in Annex IV of HD45/09.

Cumulative Impacts

In addition to the key environmental aspects addressed in Volume 11 of the DMRB consideration
will be given to the potential for cumulative impacts. This will consider:

® such impacts relative to specific receptors associated with the proposed scheme; and

® those where the effects of impacts associated with the proposed scheme combined with
those predicted for other committed development could be potentially significant.

It will consider those development commitments included within the traffic model used to inform
the noise, air, water and effects on all travellers assessments.

Health Impacts

As part of the wider assessment of the scheme’s development implications a specific health
impact assessment (HIA) will be undertaken to support the planning application. The HIA will be
heavily informed by the scope, assessment and findings of the EIA.

The purpose of the HIA will be to consider impacts on public health in the local and wider
community. The assessment will be based on information published by the Regional Health
Observatory, other published public health information for the area (e.g. reports of the Director of
Public Health, Primary Health Care Trusts etc.) and information from the Office of National
Statistics.
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Public Health

The health component will focus on changes in local air quality and the noise environment.

Information from the air quality assessment on negative and beneficial changes in exposure risk
to the key traffic related pollutants (NO, and PMy,) will be used to determine impacts on life
expectancy and rates of hospital admissions. This will be calculated using concentration-
response relationships developed by the UK Interdepartmental Group on Cost Benefit (IGCB).
Other assessed impacts will include symptom-days in people with asthma and GP consultations
for respiratory conditions. These will be assessed using concentration-response information
used in European Commission sponsored studies.

The public health impacts relating to noise exposure will be assessed where the assessments
supporting the ES have proven exposure-response relationships, such as an exceedence of the
human health based noise criteria, the occurrence of potential nuisance, or the qualification of
certain properties for noise insulation. The health impact assessment will focus on threshold
noise levels that give rise to adverse impacts (e.g. impacts on children’s welfare, sleep
deprivation) and for these, an assessment will be made of the likely numbers of people affected.

Community

The assessment of impacts relating to opportunities to exercise, community structure, access to
services/jobs, economic growth and other effects of the proposed scheme will develop issues
identified during consultations undertaken on the previous iteration of the scheme proposals.
Effects will be identified in relation to the potential magnitude of impact on individual’s lives and
the proportion of individuals in the population affected. It will also take account of relevant
published studies of the impacts of new road schemes on community health.
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Proposed Environmental Statement Structure

The intended format for the Environmental Statement is as follows:

1.

1.1. Background

1.2. The Statutory Context

2. Need for the Scheme

3. Project Alternatives

4. The Existing Environment

5. Description of the Proposed Scheme

5.1. Key Components

5.2. Site Access and Traffic Movements

5.3. Design Components

5.4 The Construction Phase

6. Scoping and Introduction to Environmental Assessments

6.1. Scope of the Environmental Impact Assessment

6.2. Format to the Assessment Chapters

7. Air Quality

8. Cultural Heritage

9. Landscape Effects and Visual Context

10. Ecology and Nature Conservation

11. Geology and Soils

12. Materials

13. Noise and Vibration

14. Effects on All Travellers

15. Community and Private Assets

16. Road Drainage and the Water Environment

17. Environmental Impact Tables, Cumulative Impacts and Schedule of
Environmental Commitments

Addendum A

1. Health Impact Assessment

2. Outline Construction Environmental Management Plan

3. Outline Site Waste Management Plan

Introduction
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SEMMMS A6 to Manchester Airport Relief Road — Consultation Schedule

Organisation

Stockport Metropolitan
Borough Council (SMBC)

Key Contact

Date
Contacted

25" September
2009

3'Y February 2010

Summary of Comments

No formal reply received — SMBC to be consulted formally on issue of the
Scoping Report.

25" September

No formal reply received — Mouchel have attempted direct contact via

2 Cheshire East Council 5009 email on 07.12.09.
Received correspondence via email between 14" and 17" December
2009 — MCC Planning Department have the previous Stage 3
Dave Lawless — Senior 25" September Environmental Assessment Report (2003). DL has queried what the site
3 Manchester City Council Planner. DC South 5009 P area of the Manchester section of the road is ("site-edged red" plan)
’ indicating the size of the planning application's site. The Head of
Planning is keen to know the planning fees. Mouchel did not have this
information at the time.
Michael Holding - Planning " Full response received by email on 29.10.09 with letter of advice
: . 25" September | attached detailing method of assessment and appropriate guidance.
© e & Conservatlon Adviser 2009 There are no statutory sites for nature conservation within the area of
Cheshire & Manchester search
. - Full response received by post on 02.11.09 containing advice for the
. Sylvia Whittingham - 25" September . . .
5 Environment Agency Planning Liaison Officer 5009 :izieos;;nent for drainage, flooding, environmental management &
. i . th Interim response received by email on 27.10.09 - Advises to contact local
6 English Heritage Judith Nelson - Regional 25 September archaeology groups for data. EH will comment on scheme post ES
Planner 2009 submission
7 North West Regional Sam Turner - Principal 25" September | Response gained via telephone on 03.12.09 — 4NW confirmed receipt of
Assembly (4NW) Planning Officer 2009 letter, but have no comments to make at present.
Interim response received via telephone on 03.12.09. The only comment
8 North West Regional Claire Jones / lan Wray — 25" September | at present is that the scheme is important strategically to increase growth
Development Agency Transport Planning 2009 of Manchester Airport - SEMMMS is mentioned in the Regional
Economic Strategy (Page 40).
Paul Byrne - Head of . . . .
Government Offices Planning 25" September Brief telephone conversation with Planning department on 03.12.09
9 North West Elaine Howard - Natural 5009 revealed that they have no comments to make at present. Contact in the
. Natural Environment department currently on leave.
Environment
. . . 25" September | No formal reply received — No telephone number or email address
10 | Ringway Parish Council | Mr P Johnson - Clerk 5009 available online.
The Council discussed the scheme during their monthly meeting on
it th 09.11.09. A full response was received on 12.11.09 regarding the
11 RSytongtintony Brian Hogan — Clerk 25 September potential for the scheme to reduce congestion & improve air quality in

Parish Council

2009

certain areas. They also provided suggestions for complementary
measures.




SEMMMS A6 to Manchester Airport Relief Road — Consultation Schedule

No.

Organisation

Key Contact

Chris Driver /

Date
Contacted

25" September

3'Y February 2010

Summary of Comments

Data request — email correspondence received regarding local sites on

12 | Cheshire Wildlife Trust Trianna Angele (Data 5009 13.10.09, data available for a fee. Maps and citations for Sites of
Officer) Biological Interest (SBls) received on 05.11.09.
13 Wildlife Trust for Lancs, 25" September | Response received via telephone on 29.09.09 — the scheme does not fall
Manc & Mersey 2009 in their area.
) o th Data request — email correspondence received on 28/09/09. Mouchel
14 | rECOrd g?fr;el-:unt Enquiries ggOQSeptember provided a GIS shapefile for the scheme for the data search to be
undertaken. Local species records received on 14.10.09.
15 Lancs & Cheshire Paul Hill 25" September | No formal reply received — Mouchel have attempted contact via
Entomology Society 2009 telephone on 03.12.09.
I Email received 28.09.09 to confirm that the group does not hold any
Chester & District o 25" September | . . .
16 Ornithological Society David King 5009 g:}oer;?]iartéon on the SEMMMS study area — this group covers Chester not
17 North West Fungus Dr. Irene Ridge- 25" September | No formal reply received — Mouchel have attempted contact via
Group Chairperson 2009 telephone on 03.12.09.
18 Dragonfly Association g?;/%c;rﬁltggrl]r;gs(Cheshlre) / 29" September | No postal address or telephone number is available for this group — the
for Cheshire & GM 2009 data is available through rECOrd (see number 14).
(Manchester)
Cheshire & Wirral th . . .
19 | Amphibian and Reptile Julian Whitehurst 25 September | No 1fc;rmal reply received — Mouchel have attempted contact via email on
Group 009 03.12.09.
20 Wirral & Cheshire Guv Linaford 25" September | No formal reply received — Mouchel have attempted contact via
Badger Group yHing 2009 telephone on 03.12.09.
. 25" September | No formal reply received — Mouchel have attempted contact via
21 Cheshire Mammal Group | Tony Parker 5009 telephone on 03.12.09.
59 Mammal Review Derek Yalden 25" September | Formal response received by email 06/10/09 containing useful local
(Manchester University) 2009 information.
. Mike Freeman - Leader 25" September | No formal reply received — Mouchel have attempted contact via
2| Cheshlie i Eeng 2009 telephone on 03.12.09.
The Pondlife Project th : ;
24 | (Liverpool John Moores 25" September NQ telephone number or email addresses have been made available for
. g 2009 this scheme.
University)
o5 Cheshire & Wirral Ted Lock 25" September | No formal reply received — Mouchel have attempted contact via email on
Ornithological Society 2009 03.12.09 (no telephone number has been made available).
26 Manchester Museum Ron McGregor / Nigel 25" September | No formal reply received — Mouchel have attempted direct contact via
(Manchester University) | Thompson 2009 email on 03.12.09.
Greater Manchester Norman Redhead - County 551" September GMAU issued with previous reports. Formal response received on
27 | Archaeological Unit Archaeologist & Director of P 18.11.09. GMAU happy with mitigation measures outlined in the 2007

(GMAU)

GMAU

2009

report, they have no further information to share providing the design




SEMMMS A6 to Manchester Airport Relief Road — Consultation Schedule

No.

Organisation

Key Contact

Date
Contacted

3'Y February 2010

Summary of Comments

does not alter. Mouchel have informed GMAU of slight alterations to the
design.

Greater Manchester

25" September

No formal reply received — Mouchel have attempted contact via email on

2 Geological Unit 2089 03.12.09 (telephone number provided no longer works).
. Kathryn Riddington - 25" September | Formal response received by email on 14.10.09 confirming that there are
22| Ghesillio [FIES Ea Keeper of Natural History 2009 no RIGS in the Cheshire area covered by the scheme.
30 Greater Manchester 25" September | No formal reply received — Mouchel have attempted direct contact via
RIGS Group 2009 email on 03.12.09 (No telephone number has been made available).
Mouchel re-contacted Mr Bradshaw on 03.12.09 via telephone. He
Mr Roy Bradshaw — " explained that they went into some depth in previous assessments when
31 Cycle Stockport Chairman (also part of 25" September | the route had been conflrmeq. There is a r.1eed to conglder in depth
CTC) 2009 designs and how cycleways link into the highway. He is concerned that
the highway design will just consider cyclepaths as leisure routes and not
adequately consider cyclists as road users.
30 Peak & Northern 25" September | No formal reply received — Mouchel have attempted direct contact via
Footpaths Society 2009 telephone on 02.09.09 (left message) and 16.09.09 (no answer).
Formal responses have been received from representatives of the
Janet Cuff - Countryside Greate.r Manch.ester and Cheshire areas. O_n 12.10.09 JC provided
Officer (GM) o5th September useful information on the local area in relation to walkers and landscape
33 Ramblers Association Neil Collie - Footpaths 5009 and how the scheme would be detrimental to the existing environment.
Secretary (Cheshire) On 10.10.09 NC requested that we continue liaising with them, especially
regarding over-bridge designs. Mouchel have explained that specific
pedestrian crossings are still undergoing design review.
34 Bridleways Association 25" September | No formal reply received — unable to chase up as there is no telephone
(Manchester) 20t0h9 number or email address provided on the website.
R 25" September | No formal reply received — Mouchel have attempted direct contact via
| sl e o 2009 telephone on 17.09.09 but the call went to voicemail.
36 Manchester Friends of 25" September | No formal reply received — Mouchel have attempted direct contact via
the Earth 2009 email on 07.12.09.
37 Stockport Primary Care 10" October No formal reply received — Mouchel have attempted direct contact via
Trust 2009 email on 07.12.09.
38 Greater Manchester Mr John Hannen - 25" September | The interests and members of this group over lap with No. 39 below —
Transport Resource Unit | Development Officer 2009 please see response from Lillian Burns.
39 NW Transport Activists Lillian Burns - Volunteer 25" September | A full response was received on 28.10.09. The group would like to be
Round Table 2009 informed throughout the design and environmental assessment process.
" Forn_1a| Ie_tter of response received on 16.10.09. Pr_evious information _
40 | Manchester Airport Jon Bottomley 25" September | provided in 2004 is still largely relevant. Letter outlines some issues with

2009

regard to landscape and ecology, esp. bird hazards and proximity of the
road to a runway. MIA is a key stakeholder and they wish to be kept




SEMMMS A6 to Manchester Airport Relief Road — Consultation Schedule

No. Organisation

Key Contact

Date
Contacted

3'Y February 2010

Summary of Comments

informed regularly.

Colin Robinson -

Interim response received on 26.10.09. A One has enquired about the

= th
41 (I-)Ilr?;ways e Programme Development SSOQSeptember level of response required for the consultation. They are HA agents and
Officer (A One) may make additional comments / advise the HA on their response.
42 | DEFRA 25" September | No fqrmal reply received — Mouchel have attempted direct contact via
2009 email on 07.12.09.
. . Mr Roy Bradshaw — th
43 gTC N_atlo_nal Gl Chairman (also part of 25 September See response for number 31.
rganisation 2009
Cycle Stockport)
. . Karen Lewty - th No formal reply received — Mouchel attempted direct contact with Karen
44 S [Rlalse S Development Officer for the 25 September via email on 07.12.09. Karen has been re-issued with a copy of the letter
(BHS) N 2009 :
orthwest - and will chase up the response.
- 25" September | A full response was received on 28.10.09. The group would like to be
| OHRE Lillian Burns 2009 informed throughout the design and environmental assessment process.
Interim response received on 07.12.09 — advise that we contact the BTO
& local bird clubs to obtain up-to-date bird data, as the RSPB do not hold
Tim Youngs — ogth September any bird data themselves. Areas around Manchester support important
46 RSPB Conservation Officer NW 5009 arable & wetland bird assemblages & so any loss of hedgerows, trees &
other semi-natural habitat maybe an issue. They will comment on the full
application in summer 2010 and will look in more detail at potential
impacts on birds at that stage
Full response received by post on 30.11.09 - Two NT properties are
47 | The National Trust Alan Hubbard - Land Use 25" September | located in the vicinity of the scheme (>1km) and the Styal Conservation
Planning Adviser 2009 Area is within 0.9km. Some key issues are outlined to take into account
during the assessment.
. th No formal reply received — Mouchel attempted direct contact with Ruth
48 gggigtsen P ll?ﬂ:t:a\évearlker - Office ggOQSeptember via email on 07.12.09. Ruth has said that they may not have commented
as it is not something they would get involved with.
49 National Farmers Union 25" September | No formal reply received — Mouchel have attempted direct contact via
(NFU) 2009 email on 07.12.09.
Country Land and 25" September Formal response received onf 6..1 009 A number of CLA members wi!l
50 ST S Crn T Helen Lancaster 5009 be affected by the proposals so it is important that the group are kept in
- touch throughout the project.
25" September | No formal reply received — Mouchel have attempted direct contact via
L s 2009 email on 07.12.09.
52 British Geological 25" September | No formal reply received — Mouchel have attempted direct contact via
Society (BGS) 2009 email on 07.12.09.
53 | SUSTRANS Peter Foster - Regional 25" September | Formal response received on 02.11.09. The scheme will be a significant

Director for NW

2009

physical barrier to local journeys by bicycle or on foot on a north-south




SEMMMS A6 to Manchester Airport Relief Road — Consultation Schedule

No. Organisation

Key Contact

Date
Contacted

3'Y February 2010

Summary of Comments

axis. The response suggests a number of points to address in the ES.

Tameside Metropolitan

25" September

54 Borough Council 5009 Consultee not in Phase 1 area — no requirement to chase up response.
. . 25" September . .
55 Bollington Town Council 5009 Consultee not in Phase 1 area — no requirement to chase up response.
th
56 | Adlington Parish Council | Mrs Helen Richards - Clerk ggOQSeptember Formal response received on 23.10.09 with no comments.
th
57 | Disley Parish Council ggOQSeptember Consultee not in Phase 1 area — no requirement to chase up response.
th
58 | Offerton Parish Council ggOQSeptember Consultee not in Phase 1 area — no requirement to chase up response.
th
59 | Prestbury Parish Council ggOQSeptember Consultee not in Phase 1 area — no requirement to chase up response.
Pott Shrigley Parish 25" September . B .
60 Council 5009 Consultee not in Phase 1 area — no requirement to chase up response.
Tameside Area Health 25" September . .
61 Authority 5009 Consultee not in Phase 1 area — no requirement to chase up response.
John White — Chairman / Responses received in October contain local footpath information,
62 Cheshire and Warrington | Genni Butler — Acting 29" September | requesting for the provision of under and overbridges to reduce
Local Access Forum Countryside Access 2009 severance of communities, and requesting that CLAF be retained as a
Development Officer consultee on the scheme.
Response received by email on 02.11.09 with a number of concerns
63 Greater Manchester Teresa Huahes 28" October regarding the ecological assessment for the scheme. GMEU can also
Ecology Unit (GMEU) 9 2009 provide data records for local sites & species and have provided a list of

information which is available for purchase.
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. STOCKPORT

5 METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL

STOCKPORT METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL
DECISION NOTICE

Town and Country Planning Act 1990

FORMAL SCOPING OPINION: Number DC043777

Applicant Details:

Agent Details:

Jamie Gleave
Mouchel

St John's House
Queens Street

Jamie Gleave
Mouchel

St John's House
Queens Street

Manchester Manchester
M2 5JB M2 5JB
Location Description of Development

From land at the A6 Hazel Grove
[Simpsons Corner] heading west south
west between Poynton and Bramhall to
\Woodford Road and the A555

South East Manchester Multi Modal
Strategy [A6 to Manchester Airport
Relief Road: Scoping Opinion]

PARTICULARS OF DECISION

DECISION

The Environmental Imapct Regulations 1999 enable applicants to obtain from the
Council their opinion concerning the precise information to be provided in an
Environment Statement (ES). This 'Scoping Opinion' sets out what the Council
consider to be the main effects of the proposed development as detailed by the
applicant and therefore the topics on which the ES should provide the information

requested.

Information Requested — In addition to the information outlined in the

scoping report _

Geology

1) The applicant should consider the potential for exploiting any mineral
resource on site prior to its sterilisation.

2) The applicant should have regard to advice contained in National Waste
Strategy 2000 (with a review of the strategy published in May 2007 “Waste
Strategy for England 2007”). Regard should also be had to the

Government’s overall approach to planning and waste management as set




out in Planning Policy Statement 10, “Planning for Sustainable Waste
Management” (PPS10).

3) The applicant should also be aware of the need to submit a Site Waste
Management Plan.

Ecology

4) Regard should be had to non statutory nature conservation sites both
within and adjacent to the application site.

5) The ES should make reference to the presence or otherwise of
European protected species and the extent to which they may be affected
by the proposed development.

6) The survey distance in relation to Great Crested Newts should be
expanded to 500m in the vicinity of know concentrations and/or where
there is a good terrestrial habitat connectivity with ponds. The Habitat
Suitability Index studies should also include reference to other amphibians
including toads.

7) The Environmental Statement (ES) needs to give clear information
regarding quantities of the various habitats to be affected; for example
length of hedgerow and area of lowland broadleaved woodland. This
should inform analysis, also to be shown in the ES, of the likely impact on
significant species or species groups (such as nesting birds in the case of
hedgerows). It is also important to comment on time scales of the various
impacts and proposed mitigation measures. For example, how long will it
take before any replacement habitat deemed necessary is fully functional
with regard to the diversity and abundance of species supported? All of
this will help to inform necessary avoidance and/or mitigation and
compensation measures.

8) In relation to the range of species assessment the following refinements
are suggested:-

- As well as risks of impacts to wildlife through habitat loss, there is a high
risk that this proposal could lead to increased road fatalities, subject to
appropriate avoidance and mitigation measures being adopted in project
design. In assessing wider impact on species, we would urge consideration
of Local Biodiversity Action Plan (LBAP) targets. We would suggest there
is a need in particular to add assessment of the impacts to Hares,
Hedgehogs and Toads in this regard to a level sufficient to inform effective
mitigation. As well as being prioritised in LBAPs, these animals are
amongst those listed in section 41 of the Natural Environment and Rural
Communities (NERC) Act as being of ‘principal importance for the purpose
of conserving biodiversity.’

- Toads — We are aware of guidance issued by Amphibian and Reptile
Conservation regarding the assessment of risk subject to road schemes
entitled “Common Toads and Roads”. We would suggest an assessment
of risk as detailed could be added to the process of assessment of suitable
Great Crested Newt habitat (at similar distance as suggested above for
Newts).

- Hedgehogs — We suggest an assessment of numbers of animals could



be informed by a ‘camera-trap’ study of suitable habitat/likely foraging
routes as informed by notes added to the Phase 1 survey.

- Brown Hares — Assessment of numbers of Hares is problematic due to
the low density of population of these animals. Comment on habitat
suitability to be added to Phase 1 survey notes, particularly as regards
hedgerows associated with woodland.

- With all these animals (and Badgers), we would promote a precautionary
approach to mitigation in the event that detailed survey data is of
questionable accuracy (due for example to rarity of the subjects). We
envisage that this would seek to maintain linkages between suitable
habitat — for example using tunnels - where these are severed by the road.

9) It is suggested that it would be useful to refer to the existing Landscape
Character Areas and any Local Authority landscape assessment work
which has already been carried out in setting a baseline.

10) The sections in the ES examining the need for the scheme and project
alternatives should include reference to previous studies which may have
been carried out regarding the sustainability of the option chosen.

11) Detailed inspection of areas of 'ridge and furrow' as identified in the
Archaelogy section (fig 2b) should be undertaken during assessment as
they may be of ecological value.

12) Figure 2c shows the nature conservation sites for the route corridor
and 4.5.5 describes them. The figure and text contain a number of
inaccuracies which should be corrected.

13) Badger surveys should record all evidence of useage.

14) Surveys listed at 4.5.12 should also include toad, water vole, brown
hare, ivasive species (Japenese knotweed) and Barn Owl.

15) The assessments presented at 4.5.5 and 4.11.4 are not correct. The
corridor from Norbury Brook to the A555 supports a dispersed network of
ponds with a significant number supporting great crested newt.

16) Bat surveys should include information about commuting routes and
foraging areas and an assessment of the proposed road on these features
should be included in the ES.

17) With regard to para 4.5.13 it is important to note that clusters of great
crested newt ponds supporting 'low populations' on a national scale are
still very important in Stockport where the populations of great crested
newts are low and often isolated.

18) Figure 2c and para. 4.5.5 make reference to a site of Nature
Conservation Importance - this site is home to 4 existing office buildings
with the remainder of the site having outline consent and a number of
reserved matters approvals. While, historically it has been noted that Great
Crested Newts have been spotted in the brook which runs north/south
through the site it is doubted that the site as a whole is of great
conservation importance.



Landscape

19) Page 9 Para 4.2.4 last paragraph states that 'there are no designated
nature conservation sites associated with the potentially affected area that
qualify for consideration under the DMRB criteria. The route will have a
significant impact on the Ladybrook Valley / Happy Valley / Norbury Brook.
This should be addressed.

20) Page 15 para 4.5.5 states that there are no statutory designated sites
within 1 km of the proposed scheme corridor. The next para then refers to
'statutorily protected Happy Valley' which is thought to be closer to the
route than suggested.

21) Page 15 last para states that there are no large suitable waterbodies
.... within 2km of the road corridor but it is thought that Poynton Pool is
within this distance.

22) Page 25 para 4.10.4 does not mention Woodford Recreation Ground
and playing fields. The road will have an impact on the site causing the
realignment of pitches and the loss of a section of the site.

23) Page 25 para 4.10.6 Hill Mill Hollow should read Mill Hill Hollow.

24) Any landscape and visual assessment should be based on the
principles produced by the Countryside Agency and follow Guidelines for
landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (Second Edition), published
April 2002 by the Landscape Institute and Institute of Environmental
Management and assessment, as well as Landscape Character
Assessment, Guidance for England and Scotland, published April 2002 by
the Countryside Agency and Scottish Natural Heritage. The EIA should
make reference to the most recent Cheshire Landscape Character
Assessment (February 2009).

Highways and Transportation

25) The scheme involves the construction of two new sections of highway,
associated junctions (which will include the construction of a re-aligned
section of the A6, together with the construction of a new footway /
cycleway along the northern side of the existing section of the A555.
Although the Scoping Report does not provide any information on this, it is
assumed that there may be a requirement for various works (e.g. junction
improvements, footpath links, mitigation works etc.) at locations remote
from the main route / corridor. For the avoidance of doubt, the EIA should
assess the implications of all works relating to the proposal.

26) The scheme is likely to increase or alter traffic flow, composition and
speeds on various parts of the local highway network, some of which will
be remote from the main route corridor. The Transport Assessment / traffic
modelling exercise should be used to identify the relevant highways /
junctions and, where material changes (using DMRB criteria) are predicted
to take place, the impact on these changes (on air quality, noise etc.)
should be assessed (again based on DMRB methodologies).



27) The amount of material required to be imported to / exported from the
site will significantly affect the amount of vehicle movements during
construction. As part of the overall development of the scheme, measures
to limit the amount of material required to be imported to / exported from
the site or transported along the route corridor using the existing highway
network (as opposed to haul roads) should be developed, with details
provided in the Transport Assessment and ES.

28) With respect to noise and vibration, it would appear from Section
4.8.15 that only locations within 2km of the scheme boundary will be
assessed. Although this may be adequate in respect assessing the impact
of the proposed road (and associated junctions), parts of the local highway
network more than 2km away from the scheme boundary may experience
increases or alterations to traffic flow, composition and speed. The
Transport Assessment /traffic modelling exercise should therefore be used
to identify the relevant highways / junctions and where material changes
are predicted to take place and then the impact on these changes should
be assessed.

29) Paragraph 4.9.7 appears to indicate that the only impact on travellers
following construction of the scheme will be in respect to access (i.e.
having regard to the closure or rationalisation of routes). Increased traffic
flows, however, will also have implications for local residents and other
road users (notably pedestrians, cyclists and horse riders on rural roads)
and therefore the impact on these groups also needs to be assessed. For
the avoidance of doubt, the impact of this will need to be assessed (as per
DMRB, Volume 11, Section 3, Part 9), with relevant parts of the highway
network to be assessed identified from the Transport Assessment / traffic
modelling exercise.

30) No direct reference has been made to mitigation. The ES needs to
include details of mitigation measures, having regard to the advice on EIA
and that contained in Volume 11 of DMRB.

31) The Key Issues section at 1.3.2 in the report should record comments
made by the Ramblers’ Association (Greater Manchester Area).

32) Metrolink - 3.1.8 - It is understood that the track between Manchester
Airport and Woodhouse Park is programmed for delivery between
2015-2016, not 2011 as stated. It

would therefore be necessary to consider cumulative effects of noise/
construction traffic etc, if the two schemes were in close proximity and
construction dates coincide.

33) As the SEMMMs minor capital funding ceases in 2011 we would
appreciate clarification as to what complementary measures (refered to in
para 2.2.4) are to be pursued in the future, particularly given that sustained
LTP funding has been diverted to support major capital schemes (The GM
Transport Fund).

Environmental Health

34) An appraisal should be made in relation to contaminated land issues to



identify and quantify any risks that may arise from any contaminated sites
along the SEMMMS corridor. Any assessment undertaken with regard to
contaminated land issues should quantify the potential impact upon
adjacent sites, as well as that of controlled waters, which may arise as a
direct result of implementing the SEMMMS scheme.

35) Consultation should be undertaken with the Environment Agency as
the Statutory regulator for Controlled Waters, as well as the LA to ensure
the scheme is developed in compliance with the requirements of PPS23
Annex 2.

Heritage

36) The impact of the route upon Statutory and Local Lists will need to be
reviewed as these records have been updated since the preparation of the
Scoping Opinion.

37) The impact of the development upon Historic Landscape
Characterisation in Greater Manchester should also be assessed if reports
in relation to this issue have been completed prior to the publication of the
ES; in particular the relationship between the road and Norbury Hall.

38) The present Scoping Report notes the history outlined above and the
continuing relevance of the earlier reports which are likely to form the basis
of much that is contained in the new Cultural Heritage Section of the
Environmental Impact Assessment. The proposed scope of this study is
outlined in Section 4.3 of the Scoping Report and it is advised that it
outlines an appropriate methodology for the archaeological and historic
landscape aspects of the study. It should be ensured that the incorporation
of the earlier studies into the new Cultural Heritage report is carried out by
a suitably-experience person or company and that all relevant earlier
studies are included in the data.

Environmental

39) The views of CPRE and NW TAR should be recorded.

40) The requirements of the Climate Change Act needs to be addressed
as does the issue of climate change.

41) Figure 2a (surface water and flood risk) states that the new road would
be outside the flood plains between the A523 and A6, however, this is not
the case.

42) In light of the requirements to minimise the bird hazard around the
Airport it is important that the Environmental Assessment, particularly in
relation to Great Crested Newt mitigation and pond creation, takes account
of the Airport’s requirement to minimise bird hazards in the surrounding
area. This may influence any mitigation proposals, and the detailed design
of any works. In addition landscape works and new areas of planting may
also increase the bird hazard, and this should be considered in the
landscape assessment and in the development of the proposed mitigation
works. This should include the development of landscape proposals that
do not increase the attractiveness of the local area to birds. Detailed



advice on Aerodrome Bird Hazard Safeguarding can be found in Civil
Aviation Publication CAP 772 — Birdstrike Risk Management for
Aerodromes.

43) The proposed SEMMMS road scheme runs in a corridor very close to
the end of one of the Airport’s runways (23R-05L). The proximity to the
runway may result in particular design solutions and must avoid any impact
or effect on the runway lighting and navigation aids. This potential impact
should be recognised in the design of the scheme and also in the
Environmental Assessment as part of the section on construction effects.

44) The ES should make reference to the impact of the development upon
trees and woodland areas together with mitigation measures where
appropriate.

Health

45) The Health Impact Assessment should include the following:-

- The impact of the proposal on active travel mode of population i.e.
walking and cycling, (for recreation and utility journeys), physical activity
levels.

- The risk of Community severance

- Equity. Identification of vulnerable groups and how identified impacts will
affect them differentially

- Assessment of accessibility for those without a car to key services;
(health facilities, access to cheap healthy food, to leisure and recreational
facilities, to countryside and to employment)

- Impact on general traffic levels and air quality (not just local impact)

- Impact on public transport mode

- Impact on mental wellbeing

- Impact on availability of area of tranquillity

- Impact on carbon emissions (global and local impacts on climate change)
- Impact on road traffic injuries and deaths

46) It is recommended that the HIA should seek to follow the guiding
principles for HIA outlined by the Gothenburg Consensus (WHO 1999):
Democracy — emphasizing the right of people to participate in the
formulation and decisions of proposals that affect their life, both directly
and through elected decision makers. In adhering to this value, the HIA
method should involve and engage the public, and inform and influence
decision makers.

Equity — emphasizing the desire to reduce inequity that results from
avoidable differences in the health determinants and/or health status within
and between different population groups. In adhering to this value, HIA
should consider the distribution of health impacts across the population,
paying specific attention to vulnerable groups and recommend ways to
improve the proposed development for affected groups.

Sustainable development — emphasizing that development meets the
needs of the present generation without compromising the ability of future
generations to meet their own needs. In adhering to this value, the HIA
method should judge short- and long-term impacts of a proposal and
provide those judgements within a time frame to inform decision makers.



Ethical use of evidence — emphasizing that transparent and rigorous
processes are used to synthesise and interpret the evidence, that the best
available evidence from different disciplines and methodologies is utilized,
that all evidence is valued, and that recommendations are developed
impartially. In adhering to this value, the HIA method should use evidence
to judge impacts and inform recommendations; it should not set out to
support or refute any proposal, and it should be rigorous and transparent.

Comprehensive approach to health — emphasising that physical, mental
and social well-being is determined by a broad range of factors from all
sectors of society (known as the wider determinants of health). In adhering
to this value, the HIA method should be guided by the wider determinants
of health.

47) In view of the democratic underpinnings of HIA, it is further
recommended that the HIA of the SEMMMS proposal involve all key
stakeholders, including those local communities to be affected by the
proposal.

General

48) Previous assessments of the proposed development have contained
information identifying the impact of the proposal upon the land uses
through which the road passes. This issue should be addressed.

49) Consideration needs to be given to a design and access statement, a
chapter needs to be completed covering planning policy picking up the
differences between each Council as each will use these policies to
determine their part of the scheme. The end product should be one ES
which will contain elements in common and elements of particular interest
to individual authorities.

50) The following should be included in any ES:-

Site Description - This should include information on the Geographical
location in relation to surrounding towns, villages and buildings. The
boundary of the application site and land under control of applicant; site
description and setting — description of application area and current use.
All highways, access and public rights of way should also be clearly
identified on a drawing. Surrounding Area - this should include information
on topography; information should extend far enough to allow the site to be
seen in the wider context. AOD levels should be given for both the site and
surrounding area. Information should also cover land use for the
immediate area surrounding the proposed development, as well as current
use of application site; the built environment — individual properties near
the application area, along with distances, nearby urban areas in relation
to the road / transport infrastructure. Reference should be made to the
Landscape Assessment — as defined by Countryside commission and
Landscape Assessment of Cheshire.

Landscape and Visual Impact - This should include the method of
assessment, along with dates of site visits and weather/visibility. If
photographs are included; Camera type, focal length and any software



used.
The assessment should include the following areas;

Planning context — Any designations and relevant Planning and
Development Plan policies.

Landscape sensitivity — including value of landscape, compatibility of
development and condition of landscape. Landscape effects, sensitivity of
the landscape resource and scale or magnitude of landscape effects

Visual Assessment — including visibility of application site, viewpoints both
Primary and Secondary receptors. Nature and extent of the proposed
development — including both adverse and beneficial elements.

Potential impacts — including timescale and indirect impacts as well as the
nature of effects — direct and indirect effects and cumulative effects.

Predicted residual impacts; covering both landscape impacts — Scale and
magnitude of landscape effects changes and visual impacts — Magnitude
of residual visual impacts for individual viewpoints.

Landscape Proposals — measures formulated as an integral part of the
development.

Proposals - This should include information on proposals, proposed
restoration including habitat creation, hedgerow planting, woodland and
tree planting including environmental works and mitigation generally.
Relevant photographs of both Primary and secondary viewpoints as well
as photomontages showing potential change should also be included.
Ecology - Full and up to date surveys will be required throughout covering
habitats and protected species. Surveys of all trees and hedges likely to be
affected will also be required prior to determination.

In accordance with paragraph (9), Part IV of the Town and Country
Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment)(England and Wales)
Regulations 1999, the applicant is advised that adoption of this Scoping
Opinion by the Local Planning Authority does not preclude the Authority
from requiring of the person who made the request additional information
in connection with any statement that maybe submitted by that person as
an ES in connection with an application for planning permission for the
same development as was referred to in the request.

Signed:
Dated: 05/05/2010

On behalf of
R Leyshon - Head of Planning Services (Interim)



BSc, MA, MRTPI

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

THE FOLLOWING IS STANDARD INFORMATION ONLY

1 The drawings determined by this notice may be viewed (usually in
electronic form) at Hygarth House, 103 Wellington Road South,
Stockport, by appointment, and are available on line via the Planning &
Building pages of the Stockport Council website.
www.stockport.gov.uk/planningdatabase [Planning and Building; Search our
database].

2 This decision refers only to the legislation under which the application was
made and does not include any decision under any other enactment, by law,
order or regulation.

3 The applicant’s attention is drawn to the provision of Section 63 of the Greater
Manchester Act 1981 which specifies requirements for fire brigade access
when plans for the erection or extension of a building are deposited with a
District Council in accordance with the Building Regulations.

4 Where your proposal involves building work, your attention is specifically
drawn to the need to check with the Building Inspector with regard to the
possible requirement for Buildings Regulations Consent.

5 Where applicable, notes on your rights of appeal against the decision are set
out on the sheet attached to this decision notice. The Planning
Inspectorate’s details are listed below;

The Planning Inspectorate,

Customer Support Unit, Telephone: 0117 372 6372
Room 3/15, Eagle Wing, Fax: 0117 372 8782
Temple Quay House, email: enquiries@planning-inspectorate.gsi.gov.uk
2, The Square, web site: www.planning-inspectorate.gov.uk/
Temple Quay,

Bristol,

BS1 6PN






S Place Directorate,
 STOCKPORT  Fansing sovie
UL \(FTROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL Stopford House, Piccadilly, Stockport
B2 Tas) SK1 3XE

Our Ref: DC/043777

_ Your Ref:
Fiona Symes Contact: Suzanne Broomhead
Mouchel Telephone:0161 218 1982
St John's House Fax:
Queens Street Email: Planning.DC@Stockport.gov.uk
Manchester Web site: www.stockport.gov.uk/planning
M2 5JB

05/11/2012

Dear Sir/Madam

Proposal: South East Manchester Multi Modal Strategy [A6 to Manchester Airport
Relief Road: Scoping Opinion]

| write with regard to your letter dated 11th October 2012 received 15th October
2012 in which you notified the Authority of amendments to the scheme and sought
clarification whether the original Scoping Opinion as provided by the Authority on the
5th May 2010 remains valid.

Having assessed the amendments to the scheme and taken account of the initial
scheme design as formally scoped, it is the Authorities opinion that the original
Scoping Opinion as provided on the 5th May 2010 remain valid.

Should you wish to discuss this matter please do not hesitate to contact me on 0161
218 1982

Yours sincerely

Emma Curle - Head of Development Management
BSc (Hons), MRTPI
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Cheshire East))

.

oy Ly

Council#
Hywel Roberts Development Management
Principal Environmental Consultant Cheshire East Borough Council
Mouchel PO Box 606, Municipal Buildings
St John's House Earle Street
Queen Street Crewe
Manchester,M2 5JB CW1 9HP

Contact:  Peter Hooley
Direct Dial: 01625 383705

Email: peter.hooley@cheshireeast.gov.uk
All Other Enquiries Tel: 0300 123 5014

Date: 09 May 2013 Our Ref: Your Ref:

Dear Hywel,

RE: Proposal: South East Manchester Multi Modal Strategy [A6 to Manchester
Airport Relief Road: Scoping Opinion

| refer to your letter dated 4™ April 2013.

| concur with the views of Stockport Metropolitan Borough Council that the original scoping
opinion by SMBC on 5 May 2010 remains valid where issues are raised that pertain to
areas with Cheshire East or the scheme as a whole..

In addition | have the following comments:
Air Quality.

The Proposed methodology and assessment criteria is accepted as being adequate for the
purposes of the EIA study. However, there is no mention of the AQMA in Disley.

The EIA should consider and quantify any detrimental impact to air quality as a result of
the SEMMMS scheme along the A6 corridor through the Disley AQMA.

Contaminated Land

An appraisal should be made in relation to contaminated land issues to identify and
quantify any risks that may arise from any contaminated sites along the SEMMMS
corridor. Any assessment undertaken with regard to contaminated land issues should
quantify the potential impact upon adjacent sites which may arise as a direct result of
implementing the SEMMMS scheme.



Noise and Vibration

Similar to Stockport MBC Scoping Opinion dated 5 May 2010 (para 28) it is noted that the
Operational Noise and Vibration Assessment (s. 4.8.15) will only be undertaken for
locations within 2KM of the new road. There is potential for roads further than 2KM to
experience significant changes in traffic flows as a result of the scheme implementation.

The operational noise screening assessment should consider any roads within 2KM and
also roads in the wider vicinity which, as a result of the scheme, experience increases /
changes in traffic flows. Suitable noise assessments should be undertaken on sensitive
receptors within 600m of these areas.

Landscape

New GLVIA guidance was published by the Landscape institute recently, so the 2013

Guidelines for Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment should be used.

Yours sincerely

Peter Hooley
Northern Area Manager



% MANCHESTER
Y& CITY COUNCIL

Planning

David Lawless
Telephone: 0161 234 4543
d.lawless @ manchester.gov.uk

PO Box 532 Town Hall
Manchester M60 2LLA

Mr H. Roberts
Mouchel

St John's House
Queens Street
Manchester

M2 5JB

19™ April 2013

Dear Sir,
SCOPING OPINION - SEMMMS A6 TO MANCHESTER AIRPORT RELIEF ROAD

| refer to your letter, dated 4th April 2013, in respect of the above which has sought
clarification whether or not the original Scoping Opinion submitted in May 2010 remains
valid.

Having assessed the amendments to the scheme and taken account of the initial scheme
design as formally scoped, it is the City Council's opinion that the original Scoping Opinion
as provided on the 5th May 2010 remains valid. Notwithstanding this, it is noted that:

o the area currently consisting of Manchester Business Park and off-airport car
parking facilities and which is an integral element of Airport City North and the
Enterprise Zone, is marked as a Site of Nature Conservation Importance on Figure
2¢ (Ecology). This designation should be amended to reflect current land use.

and

e Woodhouse Park on Figure 2d (Land Use, Local Policy and Ground Conditions) is
actually Painswick Park.

| trust the above information is of use. However, should you require any further information
please feel free to contact David Lawless on the above extension.

Yours faithfully

)

Roger Hall
Group Manager
DC South

www.manchester.gov.uk
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