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Warwick District Local Plan Examination

Statement on behalf of Kler Group — Matter 3: The supply and delivery of housing
land

This Statement is prepared on behalf of Kler Group who have interests in land at Burton
Green. Representations were made to the Warwick District Local Plan Publication Draft in

June 2015 in respect to the Site.

This Statement responds to the Inspector’s main issues on The supply and delivery of
housing land in relation to the Examination of the Local Plan. We respond to each main

issue in turn below:

3) What is the estimated total supply in the Plan period from:
a) Existing planning permissions
b) Other commitments e.g. sites subject to Section 106
c) Allocated Sites
d) Other sites specifically identified e.g. SHLAA
e) Windfalls

1.1 We provide comment on Question 3 (e) as part of our response to Question 6 below.
5) Specifically, is the figure for windfalls realistic and justified?

2.1 We do not consider the Council’s windfall allowance within its housing supply to be

realistic or justified, as outlined in our response to Question 6 below.

6) What are the potential sources of windfalls? Given that the Local Plan and
SHLAA have provided the opportunity to identify specific sites, are windfalls likely
to come forward on the scale envisaged? What would be the implications if they
didn’t?

3.2 The NPPF defines windfall sites as:
“Sites which have not been specifically identified as available in
the Local Plan process. They normally comprise previously-

developed sites that have unexpectedly become available”.
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Emerging Policy DS7 (Meeting Housing Requirement) estimates that 2,485 dwellings
(19.11%) of the total housing supply over the Plan period will arise from windfall.
Paragraph 48 of the National Planning Policy Framework (the “"NPPF") establishes that

Local Planning Authorities may:

“...make an allowance for windfall sites in the five-year supply if
they have compelling evidence that such sites have consistently
become available in the local area and will continue to provide a
reliable source of supply. Any allowance should be realistic
having regard to the SHLAA [Strategic Housing Land Availability
Assessment], historic windfall delivery rates and expected future

trends, and should not include residential gardens”.

We are of the view that there is no compelling evidence which demonstrates that the
amount of windfall sites allowed for will provide a reliable source of supply across the

Plan period.

The Council’s ‘Estimating a Windfall Allowance: Publication Stage’ report (Document
HOO05), published in April 2014, is unclear and considered to be lacking in evidence
to demonstrate that the expected windfall allowance, specifically in relation to how

rural sites are dealt with.

In total, the ‘Rural Areas’ category will account for 544 of the windfall allowance,
amounting to 18.75% of the total windfall supply. This is based on 34 dwellings being
delivered in the rural area per annum, representing an increase of 40% on the past
trend of 24 dwellings per annum. We do not consider that “more relaxed planning
policy and more settlement boundaries, where infill development can take place, and
student accommodation on campus” (Paragraph 5.24 of Document HOO05) provides
sufficient justification for increasing the number of rural windfall sites included within

the supply.

There is also concern that the ‘Rural Areas’ category double counts sites included
within the ‘Urban Areas’ categories. No definition is provided as to what settlements
would comprise the urban area. Indeed Table 1, which shows past trends, notes that

the ‘Rural Areas’ category within the table does not include “student flats at Warwick

24705/A3/TA 2 April 2015



3.7

3.8

3.9

3.10

Matter 3 / Representation ID: 12842

BARTON
WILLMORE

University as these are untypical of rural windfall sites in the District”, yet in contrast
paragraph 5.24 states that the increase of 40% on the past trend for the rural area
allows for “student accommodation on campus”.

National Planning Practice Guidance (“"PPG") advises that SHLAAs should:

“...identify all sites and broad locations regardless of the amount

of development needed to provide an audit of available land. The
process of the assessment will, however, provide the information
to enable an identification of sites and locations suitable for the
required development in the Local Plan” (Paragraph: 009 Reference
ID: 3-009-20140306). (Underlining our emphasis).

The PPG goes on to state that:

“Plan makers will need to assess a range of different site sizes

from small-scale sites to opportunities for large-scale

developments... The assessment should consider all sites and
broad locations capable of delivering five or more dwellings”
(Paragraph 010 Reference ID: 3-010-20140306). (Underlying our

emphasis).

Mindful of the above advice and paragraph 84 of the NPPF, and the wide extent of
the Council’s SHLAA 2014 (Document HO12), published in May 2014, which assesses
the suitability of 127 sites in the Rural Area and 134 sites on the Urban and Edge of
Urban Areas, it is considered that a large proportion of the ‘Rural Areas’ category, as
well as some of the ‘Redevelopment / New Build Sites of Five or More Dwellings’

category, double counts sites within the SHLAA.

Paragraph 5.5 of Document HO12 refers to the changes to the General Permitted
Development Order in 2013 and 2014 to allow changes of use in certain circumstances
from offices to dwellings and from farm buildings to housing in rural areas. Again
there is concern that the amount of windfall dwelling accounted for in the ‘Rural
Areas’ double counts dwellings included within the ‘Conversions and Changes of Use’

category.
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It is also observed that paragraph 5.23 of Document HOO5 indicates that “it is likely
that the supply of other sites are likely to continue to grow. These sites include:
surplus public sector land and buildings (including Council owned land)”. This is not
consistent with the findings of the Council’'s SHLAA 2014 Main Report (Document
HO12), published in May 2014, which states at paragraph 3.4 that “...a limited number
of public sector sites were identified reflecting the fact that there are no major

Government bodies with landholdings in the District”.

In light of the above we therefore consider that there is no compelling evidence for
the Council’s windfall allowance. Accordingly if emerging Policy DS7 is to be
considered positively prepared, justified and effective, as a minimum, the 544
dwellings on rural sites should be removed from the windfall allowance within the
Council’s housing supply to ensure there is no double counted sites with other

categories and sites considered by the SHLAA.

7) How has flexibility been provided in terms of the supply of housing? Are there

other potential sources of supply?

4.1

We do not consider that the supply of housing provides sufficient flexibility for dealing
with the impacts of HS2 as outlined in our response to Question 9 below, specifically

at paragraph 5.7.

9) Would the Local Plan realistically provide for a five year supply on adoption?

Will a five year supply be maintained?

5.1

5.2

The Council’s most recent evidence, An Update of the Five Year Housing Land Supply
Situation, provides a five year housing land supply position as at 11t November 2014.
The document indicates that the Council are only able to demonstrate a 4.5 year
supply and therefore they do not have an up to date five year housing land supply.
This position has been agreed at three recent Appeals at Radford Semele (Appeal
Reference: APP/T3725/A/14/2222868) and Barford  (Appeal References:
APP/T3725/A/14/2215618 and APP/T3725/A/14/2222805).

The Inspector’s Report for the most recent decision (10th March 2015), for the site

at Radford Semele, states that at the Inquiry the Council “argued it was an improving
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situation and they could actually identify a 4.8 year supply”. Notwithstanding this it
remains that there is no evidence indicating that they are able to demonstrate an up
to date five year housing land supply either now, or upon the Local Plan being

adopted, should the Inspector find the Plan sound.

Looking beyond the current five year housing land supply period, the NPPF establishes
at Paragraph 47 that Local Planning Authorities should:

“...set out a housing implementation strategy for the full range
of housing describing how they will maintain delivery of a five-
year supply of housing land to meet their housing target”.

(Underlining our emphasis).

In light of our response to Matter 2 it is considered that the housing requirement
identified by the Local Plan would need to be significantly increased if it is to represent
Warwick District’s full Objectively Assessed Housing Need as well as the deficit in the
supply resulting from the removal of or significant reduction in windfall sites. In this
circumstance, with the Council’s requirement increasing by 5,788 dwellings across the
Plan period, it is our view that the Council would be unable to maintain a continuous

five year housing land supply based on the supply advanced by emerging Policy DS7.

Although it is appreciated that the Examination will assess site allocations and specific
settlements at later Hearing Sessions, it is our view that HS2 will also impact Warwick
District Council’s ability to maintain a continuous five year housing land and in
particular the housing supply at Burton Green, which is identified as a ‘Growth Village’
in the Local Plan. The Local Plan does not consider or account for any impacts arising
from HS2.

Within Warwick District, HS2 will primarily impact Burton Green, with a ‘cut and cover’
tunnel being constructed through the village. At the current time it is proposed that
construction of HS2 in Burton Green will commence in 2018 and will not be completed
until 2024 at the earliest. Bearing in mind the delays experienced with the project to
date, the Hybrid Bill for HS2 Phase One only being at the Committee Stage and the
forthcoming General Election, there is a significant possibility that the HS2 timetable
will fall further behind, suggesting the construction timetable for Burton Green is

ambiguous at best.
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5.7 With the likely impacts arising from the construction of HS2 on the Burrow Hill Nursery
site (Site Reference: H24), which the Local Plan proposes will deliver all of the 60
dwellings allocated to Burton Green, it is unlikely that this site will come forward
before the construction of HS2 is complete. The Council’s housing supply includes no
flexibility should the completion of HS2 be delayed beyond the end of the Plan period
in 2029. The Local Plan also fails to consider the impacts HS2 will have, once
completed, on the deliverability of this site. Indeed the enclosed Operational Noise
and Vibration Impacts and Likely Significant Effects Maps (Map Numbers: SV-01-050b
and SV-02-050b) and the Site Locations in Relation to HS2 map (Drawing No: SL-P-

03) show that the north of the site will experience some potential noise effect.

5.8 Further to the above there is concern that the Local Plan, and the identified housing
supply, does not account for the likely loss of and abandonment of homes as a result
of HS2 in Burton Green, as well as its impact on the deliverability of the site at Burrow
Hill Nursery (Site Reference: H24), where 60 dwellings are proposed. The
Safeguarding Directions Map for Burton Green (Map Number: SG-01-047) identifies
that a total of 24 dwellings are eligible to submit a Blight Notice and request that the
Secretary of State for Transport buy their property prior to the construction of HS2.
An accepted Blight Notice means that the Department for Transport will agree to
purchase the property at the un-blighted value, plus a loss payment, plus reasonable
removal costs and expenses. Discussions with the Burton Green Stop HS2 Committee
indicate that of these 24 dwellings, two are rented and therefore do not meet the
criteria for submitting a Blight Notice. Of the 22 properties therefore eligible, 11 of
those have to date finished the Blight Notice process and have vacated the properties
affected. A further two properties have submitted Blight Notices and are awaiting
responses from the Secretary of State for Transport. The Committee anticipate that

all 22 properties will submit a Blight Notice.

5.9 Separately 35 dwellings are in the ‘Rural Support Zone’, which is defined by HS2 in
their guidance note for ‘Property Schemes For the London-West Midlands HS2 route’

A\Y

(published in January 2015) as “..the area that starts at the outer border of
safeguarding and stops 120m from the centre line of the HS2 railway in rural areas”.

Properties in the Rural Support Zone are able to either receive:
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e The cash offer — a lump sum payment of 10% of the un-blighted open market
value of the property; or
e Voluntary purchase — the Government will purchase the property for 100%

of the un-blighted open market value.

Of the 35 dwellings in the ‘Rural Support Zone’ six properties are not eligible for
support, four of which are rented and two purchased after HS2 was announced. Given
this scheme only became active in January 2015 no property has yet applied for

support.

Beyond the ‘Rural Support Zone’ (i.e. beyond 120m from the HS2 line) under the
‘Need to Sell’ scheme, introduced in January 2015, certain properties can request the
Secretary of State for Transport to purchase their property at its un-blighted market
value where it can be demonstrated that there is a compelling reason to sell the
property, but have not been able to do so, other than at a substantially reduced price,
as a result of HS2. Compelling reasons include divorce, job relocation, health,
financial hardship or death. This scheme replaces the previous ‘Exceptional Hardship
Scheme’. To date two properties in Burton Green have had a claim accepted and two

further claims are in progress.

As part of the construction works Cromwell Lane will also be closed for a minimum of
six months, severing the southern section of the village from the north. Paragraph
5.4.22 of the HS2 Environmental Statement (ES) indicates that this will give rise to
“a major adverse isolation effect to the community of Burton Green, which is
significant” (extract enclosed). It is also expected that for a period of three years
and six months during construction of HS2, on a daily basis there will be between 60
and 75 two-way HGV movements and between 140 and 165 two-way car and light
good vehicle movements. Paragraph 4.4.10 of the HS2 ES acknowledges that this
could “affect local air quality through the emissions associated with additional traffic
generated on roads as a result of construction traffic routes, temporary road
alignments and changes to traffic patterns arising from temporary road diversions”

(extract enclosed).

Mindful of the infancy of the rural support scheme, the construction impacts of HS2

outlined above and the number of properties submitting Blight Notices, it is
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considered reasonable to expect that all 29 dwellings within the Rural Support Zone

may apply for voluntary purchase and vacate the properties.

5.14 All of the properties vacated following the acceptance of a Blight Notice or the
Voluntary Purchase scheme will remain vacant until HS2 is complete. As such it is
reasonable to consider that around 55 dwellings could be vacated until the completion
of HS2 which as outlined at paragraphs 5.8 to 5.11 above could fall after the current
Plan period. This could even be more depending on the number of dwellings which
submit claims under the ‘Need to Sell’ scheme, including two claims which are
currently in process. Burton Green Parish Council’s website identifies that there are
about 263 homes in the village, as such the loss of 55 dwellings represents a decrease

of 20.91% of housing stock in the village.

5.15 Taking into consideration the number of dwellings to be vacated during construction
of HS2 and its impacts on the deliverability of the Burrow Hill Nursery site during the
current Plan period, it is likely that there will be a net loss of 115 dwellings from the
Council’s housing land supply in Burton Green alone. To address this loss and to
ensure that the Council is able to maintain a five year housing land supply across the
Plan period it is our view that further sites should be allocated for residential
development. In particular further sites should be allocated within Burton Green to
address the significant loss of dwellings amounting to 20.91% of the village’s housing
stock. As a minimum, these sites should be deliverable and achievable now to address
this net loss of dwellings in the short term and provide an alternative location for

those vacating their properties in Burton Green to live.

5.16 The site at and to the rear of the Peeping Tom Public House in Burton Green (SHLAA
Ref: R91), which has been promoted through the Local Plan process, would be a
suitable site for accommodating some of the village’s need. The site is isolated from
the HS2 route, both during the construction phase and once operational, and is in a
sustainable location, being centrally located and well connected to the rest of the
village, it is within walking distance of both a bus stop with an hourly service, Tile
Hill Railway Station and employment opportunities at Westwood Heath and Warwick

University.

10) In overall terms would the Local Plan realistically deliver the number of

dwellings required over the Plan period?
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6.1 Mindful of our responses to Questions 5, 6, 7 and 9 above, and our Hearing Statement
for Matter 2, it is considered that the Local Plan cannot realistically deliver the number

of dwellings required over the Plan period.
Suggested Changes

It is our view that the following changes are required if the emerging Warwick
District Local Plan is to be considered to be positively prepared, justified and

consistent:

1. If emerging Policy DS7 is to be considered positively prepared, justified and effective,
as a minimum, the 544 dwellings on rural sites should be removed from the windfall
allowance within the Council’s housing supply to ensure there is no double counted

sites with other categories and sites considered by the SHLAA.

2. Further sites should be allocated within the Local Plan, including the site on land at
and to the rear of the Peeping Tom Public House in Burton Green, to ensure there is
flexibility within the housing supply to meet the District’'s Objectively Assessed
Housing Need of 18,648 and address the net loss of 115 dwellings in the housing

supply during the current Plan period as a result of HS2.

24705/A3/TA 9 April 2015



Lower Farm

LY
a"'ULhL;\)

o

3557 :G—_J S
g3

c >

o0

53

£ E

c S

» 82
-—3-?0@354 —————— e 5 1)
%, w2

444,@ :‘

n

N
~
*
K
N
¢

g
SNOER

“We

Moat House Farm

Panel B

Operational airborne sound impacts at buildings’|
Change in sound level (Lpaeq 7 day / night)

I Vajor adverse (>10dB)

[ 1 Moderate adverse (5dB to 10dB)
[ | Minor adverse (3dB to 5dB)
[ ] Negligible (-3dB to 3dB)

| [ Beneficial (<-3dB)

Carol Green &
(
® !203499
e 1
> - Q 5575
2034 203770
303600

Trugglst Hill Farm " 203737
Ly zua'!us/s &/

e e A —

(.C

2sss OSV23- C02

o o

CJ
Beechwood Farm

SOLIHULL
DISTRICT

- — -

[ — .
172170
=7 A 173305 S o
: g et SR = e [ | I N
M 172944 0OSVv23-C01
a ne\fdﬂ ~n2
e U=
[ 200232
8] A —
T 2 2 @720
N %
150170 5% 475083
@ 55500 k 473050
v ’ . £
Up,
B 172857 ”"gfumafg
Mgt
173014
{ 581 g !
&' Bals@isi e
Sy o SRS 171148
Siep gm%m‘nor;{ %E\ @ 70500
=Ny AR
gl \J}fé‘ 34,
e 31 B 1 V208T o TN o 168832
BA US A U Lw COoOM %
MMON &
' 171253 §7144% ’
_\NW
HAMPTONSIN'ARDEN 794
&. L.l,(_ [ L
; Lapg & IYQ?%:: 7 N

9 &M
$V23-C01/
0 5V18-CO3M— -

% Beechwood

206085 r

Nailcote Farm

.\ OENTA
aussih

HOOGETT g SANE

]

.

e, gy
207393

Beanit
' Fam_. — — — — ——BeanitSpinmey

202456

;20254«

—
- . . 12
HS2 (rail only) sound level Lppeqr Potential noise effect
Reevq Night-time Loacq 1 Daytime Lyseqr Residential Non-residential
£ < (T=23:00 to 07:00) | (T=07:00 to 23:00) & quiet areas
= — ikely significant effect on dwellings indicated
- > | | > Li : vellings ind
< GC) | 55 dB 65 dB by O, % or X avoided by noise insulation Effect dependent on receptor and baseline.
(o] Effect dependent on sound level change For furthe_r deta@ls see Volume 5 Appendix |
(al} 40 to 55 dB 50 to 65 dB (see Panel B) and significance criteria. Likely g\é(\)/%d;be'y significant effect indicated by
9] 0 significant effects on groups of dwellings and
associated facilities indicated by OSV#-C#
<40 dB <50 dB Generally no adverse effect expected”
1 For further information see Volume 5 Appendix SV-001-000
. 2 For details see relevant Volume 5 Appendix SV-004
_________ ———— / 7
H
; l' 207631 -7
Nailcote Hall ;

Potential additional noise insulation (triggered by
maximum sound levels at night)*

- Potential additional noise insulation (triggered by
WHO Night Noise Guidelines Interim Target)*
Potential noise insulation (triggered by Noise
Insulation Regulations 1996)*

Black
Vvasie

Wood

WARWICK

204138

_____ Ifttlee=

.|
Zusbo—®
Big %,
Poors
Wood Burton Green
Green Tunnel
204406 @
/
;
:

Beanit Farm

N de|N
S

aqu’ka
enuijuo
%

—/hSJ

Old
Lodge
Farm

2

o
107

OSV18 CO2"'

J9)0y uol

67020

Legend - General features
==m=m Route in bored tunnel
==m=m Route in green tunnel

e Route on surface

portal building
W= Community forum boundary

L _1 District/Borough boundary

1 i County boundary

[T
Depot, station, headhouse or nnn Cutting

Engineering earthworks: Non engineering earthworks: |77 | Committed developments (label as CFA#/#)
[nnn Embankment L Embankment Envisaged mitigation to avoid / reduce significant noise effects:
[T Y == | andscaping and/or fence barriers*

EEH Cutting == Engineering e.g. cuttings (green tunnels separately marked)

* Residential buildings only

* Labelled with total barrier height above rail level r=

L
Legend - Sound related features

Envisaged measures further reducing noise effects:
= = 1 Other environmental features e.g. landscaping

= = 1 Engineering e.g. cuttings
_' Airborne sound study area

——1 Ground-borne sound & vibration study area
——— (residential and non-residential)
r—1 Ground-borne sound & vibration study area (highly
——— sensitive non-residential)
@ Airborne sound assessment location
A Airborne sound and vibration assessment location
® Ground-borne sound and/or vibration assessment
location
0 Airborne sound, ground-borne sound and vibration
assessment location
[ ] Minor ground-borne noise or vibration impact*

Map Number

SV-02-050b

Map Name

Operational Noise and Vibration Impacts
and Likely Significant Effects (with
Assessment Locations)

Registered in England. Registration number 06791686.
Registered office: Eland House, Bressenden Place,
London SW1E 5DU.

Community Forum Area CFA23:
Balsall Common & Hampton in Arden

© Crown copyright and database rights 2013.
Ordnance Survey Licence Number 100049190.

HS2 Ltd accept no responsibility for any circumstances, which
arise from the reproduction of this map after alteration,
amendment or abbreviation or if it is issued in part or issued
incomplete in any way.

Hl o ZHO - 1|

Doc Number: C250-ARP-EV-MAP-000-003723

Scale at A3: 1:10,000

Metres

Date: 31/10/13




=™ < =
HS2 (rail only) sound level Lpaeqt Potential noise effect™?
Reeves (Green Night-time Lpaeqt Daytime Lppeqt Residential Non-residential
5 (T=23:00 to 07:00) | (T=07:00 to 23:00) & quiet areas
;;J > 60 dB >70 dB Likely significant effect on dwellings indicated
b 55 to 60 dB 65to 70 dB by O, % or X avoided by noise insulation Effect dependent on receptor and baseline.
For further details see Volume 5, Appendix
50 to 55 dB 60 to 65 dB Ef'fgCt_ de_;f:)_endent 0_': 59U"Lf_jk|elve|_0hf_if_"get SV004. Likely significant effect indiggted by
and signiticance criteria. Likely signitican OSV#-N#
45 to 50 dB 55 to 60 dB effects on groups of dwellings and
40 to 45 dB 50 to 55 dB associated facilities indicated by OSV#-C# 1
<40 dB <50 dB Generally no adverse effect expected *
1 For further information see Volume 5 Appendix SV-001-000
________________ 2 For details see relevant Volume 5 Appendix SV-004
lowerFarm? /7~~~ N~/ —-———%t——\———— 2\~ 7 W i 2
Nailcote:Hall I
!' Old
) s_...-..---..‘ Lodge
o H Farm
LANE -1
:
%Y Beechwood !
i WARWICK
P DISTRICT
g Carol Green . €2
g Nailcote Farm 3
3 L Bockendon
@ (i \‘
Moat House Farm 7 Y Biack Grange
\' vvasie Farm
"‘IJuL"‘r_nsl ANE - \
=l
RYe)
5o
&3 -
£ Truggist Hill Farm SD?SL'II':llJCL':: \>V2"3-C01 !
S SV18-C03
2 -
c >
o Z
(ORry
=0©
=
-2

Farm Beanit Spinney

(.‘isvzs'cm /
YOSVvi18'Co3

\ kY Burton
aue? Py
Blg < reen
Poors - Farm
Wood Burton Green

Green Tunnel
!

i

SrJl,.‘?”

[
Sz,r- >
& i
r
¥
]
-

P a )
g JBaIsaII\’ al Beanit Farm ) y 3 I

& Common: & o N
R &. m '1 ¥ Hob'Farm a m 1
Ve 7l \.,;q%' 3 By —

EpmeTie ==
— o

BALS A LL CO mm @ M & |__LL==rr

- & 5 @
Legend - General features Legend - Sound related features P = Map Number SV-01-050b HS2 Ltd accept no r for any which
=== Route in bored tunnel Engineering earthworks: Non engineering earthworks: Envisaged mitigation to avoid / reduce significant noise effects: _ _ Airbome sound study area h B R s A S
==m=m Route in green tunnel [nnn Embankment % Embankment = | andscaping and/or fence barriers* O ngimfrlnagg&%nﬂvg?;s:t I::isgl::gtllon (triggered by Map Name S incomplete in any way.
[T I . Operational Sound Contour Maps and
e RoUte on surface T T _ === Engineering e.g. cuttings (green tunnels separately marked) Potential additional noise insulation (triggered by p kel ianifi ff p 4
Depot, station, headhouse or Cutting Cutting Envisaged measures further reducing noise > E WHO Night Noise Guidelines Interim Target)* Likely Significant Effects Registered in England. Registration number 06791686 Scale at A3: 1:10,000
[nnn X :
. Registered office: Eland House, Bressenden Place,
portal building effects: X Potential noise insulation (triggered by Noise Condon SWAE 500, 100 200 a0 0
_— Community forum boundary = = 1 Other environmental e.g. landscaping Insulation Regulations 1996)* - © Crown copyright and database rights 2013. H M;"QSH g
!7- -': District/Borough boundary = = | Engineering e.g. cutings 5 ICOTQUI_?]I'?: Fno;LuE: Ar;:eta gllz:ifd . Ordnance Survey Licence Number 100049190.
... County boundary * Labelled with total barrier height above rail level alsall Lo 0 ampto e Doc Number: C250-ARP-EV-MAP-000-003613 Date: 29/10/13




The scaling of this drawing cannot be assured

Revision Date Drn Ckd
- = - -
HS2 (rail only) sound level Lyaeq Potential noise effect'? Operational airborne sound impacts at buildings’|
Ree é Night-time L Daytime L N r I Change in sound level (Lyaeq,r day / night)
eev 5 pAeq.T pAeq.T : . on-residentia
~ | < | (T=23:00 to 07:00) | (T=07:00 to 23:00) Residential & quiet areas | o B Major adverse (>10dB)
§ 6 L > 55 dB —l L > 65 dB —l Likely significant effect on dwellings indicated T_) |:\ Moderate adverse (5dB to 1OdB)
= = by O, % or X avoided by noise insulation Effect dependent on receptor and baseline. Lﬁ (CU I:’ Minor adverse (3dB to 5dB)
o Effect dependent on sound level ch For further details see Volume 5, Appendix d P _
o 40 to 55 dB 50 to 65 dB (see Panel B) and significance crite?ig.giikely SV004. L|kely significant effect indicated by o I:I Neg“glble ( 3dB to 3dB)
o significant effects on groups of dwellings agd OSVi#-N#* |§ u Beneficial (<-3dB)
associated facilities indicated by OSV#-C#
<40 dB <50 dB Gonorall 3 o o OPotential additional noise insulation (triggered by
— erally no adverse effect expecte maximum sound levels at night)’
or further information see Volume 5 Appendix SVYULUOQ - Potenti iti ise i i i
B = i 2 For details see relevant Volume 5 Appendix SV-00 v\;)HeOntlilezlg]i?(;‘lg;)sr;ale‘r:%s(ae";r;ssu:zfg?ngt;lg%eerte)? by
e —————— Potential noise insulation (triggered by Noise
7631 Insulation Regulations 1996)’
Old
Site at and to the rear of Lodge
Peeping Tom Public House 27 : Farm
i Beechwood & L |
207331 —;‘1. & 3
206085 % 5
Carol Green ,39?215‘2““/. (
Nailcote Farm <
l‘ \
N I 3
203382 S e\ Boekendon
> 203‘1:3 - .'. \?.!ac.k Grange
2034 208770 kY K;fg Farm /
206363
203600 \ /205246 WARWICK
: \ DISTRICT e (—
st Hill Farm %3703 208737 03\/23_001 I 3 '
E.
@OSV1 8 -002
- Project
e “0“3;,“25 E‘D 3 Land at and to the rear of the
ACVA0 AR ; Land at Burrow A Peeping Tom Pub, Burton Green
OSV18-CG3 v Hill Nursery Drawing Title N
Site Locations in Relation
Poors (|06 Farm
J"/ Wood Burton Green to HSZ
Green Tunnel Date Scale Drawn by  Check by
20“037". 17.01.14 1:1,250@A3 M.S. MXS
'}' Project No Drawing No Revision
47 20612 SL-P-03 -
Beanit Farm 2 Bg : i 2 som
0 20 40
ageR -
- ) =
?‘ % & 202319 bL'-’_-_——'E
e
3‘ E N 171441 /. —— Planning e Master Planning & Urban Design
i R Architecture e Landscape Planning & Design e Project Services
& @"}& _____ e T lmage HouseFarm— Environmental & Sustainability Assessment e Graphic Design
& Aty SR L BT S o f e S i
ST - bartonwillmore.co.uk =

Reproduced from the Ordnance Survey Map with the permission of the Controller of HMSO. Crown Copyright Reserved. Licence No. 100019279.

J:\20000 - 20999\20600 - 20699\20612 - Cromwell Lane, Burton Green\A4 - Dwgs & Registers\Master Planning\20612 - SL-P-03 - Site Locations In Relatrion To HS2.dwg -A3

Offices at Reading London Bristol Cambridge Cardiff Ebbsfleet Edinburgh Leeds Manchester Solihull




810-10-OS Ol ¥3438 NOLLVNNILNOD ¥Od

SOLIHULL METROPOLITAN BOROUGH

Sorrell House

=z

Fieldfare

N
Merrivale
Q ~

SN 4

Rz

Balsall Conlcl)r/1
~LA5E0
‘...t-i'l o]
2551 (2 "‘“}%

10 g E
Sl S\t T

MegHouse \
v

B

___ GpENCER'S LANE

>

“Béech L
X,VX\ eecl wn

anscombe \
&

9

Pleasant =
W‘ mont: \i\) \‘ =
St iouss g AR
/ ‘5‘; : AVp: \

5 [
S ~ Berkswell

[ p—————

—
Arms

%
21 305~ 0|
263

Mews Cottage
F

|
\

SO0

“H
) Q‘ I“w,’ V)
ook B 15/ S
) 'i’?' LK 5‘ Vo
NS
RN

LIV

Canterb ’H\” U
anterbury House ﬁou_s_e
The'Post House
) _ H\o/Hy,Farm “
i
[

% Gables
Reeves Green\karm
S o2
y Reeves Green Farm
\! ' z

Barn”__Home/Farm

Thegocs /,(

& \ Holly'Lodge
Beeﬁtl\n/}od House %
Pear Treg, |1
! R‘s\}“a\; \}9 ycroft
A O S?f:“ce Y ‘8‘1 gb,

A

B

.— ////
¢ \ .

5 Craig Side 37,
o / )
.

The|White.House | Zp imliné
A 7H

Bridge Lod'ge

‘Odnaull End!

et | Pl L) e

e | 1) »
Beanit | |/ | =
/ 1]

S+ Z

MapleField House

’S

v
The Cottage

L
La‘(tjrel (im,(e\\g'he Orchard ‘
Cak Views o~
SN
%&\

O
', /) &
& Sguthp%}& %/\
House \j>~$
N
o o
‘eaded >’

)
O L
L 2
%

(L34 Gto (21855~
)/ “Bank” 208% 4 [
196 Vi /

43
W 347
R0y

/e
) LSS 5
o se

W % I
NS 7 S”rge 52 AN
ol A s
RN P S
S P
4 N

49 / 2 7
BN

AN g’,,ﬂ i (103 =
{7 N MEETING HOUSE LANE

A

Yo N
e

AXXshelter A \
101 AN\
) X NELS
YANNSNEONGS,
102 Tremont House

K

% %\\\ \

B e [ T

somo

/
Vi
=

S A 5
2382/ KN\

{3‘;‘;& Q\ 6Caria
2SN

IS
S

%
Wellington House erkswell Win
N ©

N TTes

© ) ()24 )

The Hollies I < ‘2'2“ P!
/: ¢ S A==
o4

1
Windr%ﬂ House\3 2 A

=Sfiilof
=
!
dmil \

H/':

Y High Close

S T
Longacre
Troutbeck

g;therﬁeld

PR

==]

XS
Meadow Farm

%\

A\
wmom\

,,

e

e
W\
e 3

Im B
CROMWELL LANE

o)

14
W

Lodge Farm;House

Old-Lodge Farm
<

Th?-Oak’Barn
Westwood Lodge

303

404,
| g ——
mamaa\ G2 ViNBASERE,
£

A Mq/a>t Lodge
&

Moat Farm&>

N

@ Oood

O

N
J

|

T2 ROUGHKNo ] [6 ST
m) 3 %21 "i 2B e
WIEFIELDZC\” __E “ \Q" ’ -l
M ..'ﬂh OF &

\

n =

3

[/
4 N
& %
Twoodks | Xy / e St""aﬂ?g/
ANE Wo H

RED LANE ——— / Hill Crést/) eF
2

‘\ — A '

AN\

970-10-9S Ol ¥343¥ NOILVNNILNOD ¥04

WARWICKSHIRE WARWICK DISTRICT

- Safeguarded Area: Surface

- Safeguarded Area: Sub-surface

Extended Homeowner Protection Zone*

: District/Borough boundary

* This is the area previously in surface safeguarding according to the October 2013 Safeguarding Directions.

Map Number

SG-01-047

Map Name
High Speed Two
Phase One
Safeguarding Directions

Date of Issue

JUNE 2014

HS2 Ltd accept no responsibility for any circumstances, which
arise from the reproduction of this map after alteration,
amendment or abbreviation or if it is issued in part or issued
incomplete in any way.

J-
%)

Scale at A1: 1:5,000

Scale at A3: 1:10,000
Registered in England. Registration number 06791686.
Registered office: One Canada Square, London E14 5AB. 0 50 100 150 200

© Crown copyright and database rights 2014.
Ordnance Survey Licence Number 100049190.

Doc Number: LWM-HS2-PL-MAP-000-000055 Date: 19/06/14




CFA Report — Stoneleigh, Kenilworth and Burton Green/No 18 | Community

5.4.15

5.4.16

5.4.17

5.4.18

5.4.19

5.4.20

84

Permanent access rights are required over land to the south of Dalehouse Lane and
near Crackley Lane. However, these are not expected to result in the loss of any land
from the properties affected.

Open Spaces and recreational PRoW

The Kenilworth Golf Club will be affected by a slight permanent loss of land from the
eastern edge of the course and along its boundaries with the A46 Kenilworth Bypass
to the south and Dalehouse Lane to the north. Whilst this loss of land will partially
impair the resource, the main playing area of the fairways, tees and greens, including
those planned for the golf course extension in the vicinity of New Kingswood Farm will
be largely unaffected. Overall, the effects associated with this loss of land on users of
the course are assessed as minor and not significant.

The 'Connect2Kenilworth' recreational PRoW route W164/Sustrans NCR No. 52, to the
north of Kenilworth near Canley Brook will be affected by the requirement for land to
construct the Proposed Scheme. Approximately 6oom of the route falls within the
boundary of land that will be required permanently. The scheme design requires the
route to be permanently diverted around the earthworks for the Canley Brook
diversion. This will add about 250m to the length of this part of the route. As a
recreational route this 250m increase in length is assessed as giving rising to a minor
adverse effect on its users, which is not significant at a community level.

Edge of Coventry
Temporary effects
Residential properties

Works to construct the new railway, the A429 Kenilworth Road overbridge and the
realignment of Canley Brook will result in significant adverse visual effects on the
residents of Gibbet Hill. There will also be a significant increase in HGV construction
traffic using the A429 Kenilworth Road. The combination of significant visual and HGV
traffic effects over approximately four years, will give rise to a major adverse effect on
the amenity of the residents of Nos. 160-170 Kenilworth Road (even numbers), which
is significant.

Burton Green
Temporary effects

Residential properties

At Cromwell Lane, in the centre of the village, a group of 14 residential properties
either side of the tunnel construction area and works to reconstruct the Cromwell
Lane bridge are likely to be affected by a combination of significant noise and/or
vibration and visual effects. These combined effects are expected to last for
approximately 8 to 12 months and the change in amenity for residents is assessed as a
major adverse effect, which is therefore significant. The properties that are likely to be
affected by a combination of significant amenity effects are nos. 293-301 (odd
numbers) and no. 402, which are situated to the north of the Proposed Scheme; and
nos. 307-323 (odd numbers) which are situated to the south of the Proposed Scheme.

It is noted that No. s 301 and 402 Cromwell Lane, which are located immediately
alongside the route to the north of the Proposed Scheme and either side of the road,
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will also be affected by a temporary loss of land during construction, these impacts
are assessed as not significant at a community level.

The occupiers of a group of approximately 21 residential properties on Hodgett's Lane
are likely to be affected by a combination of significant noise and visual effects during
construction of the Burton Green green tunnel and the works to build the Burton
Green auto-transformer feeder station on the north-western edge of the village.
Eleven of these dwellings, located immediately adjacent to the Proposed Scheme, will
also experience vibration effects for 8 months. These works are likely to last for up to
two years and the combination of effects on the amenity of residents is assessed as
giving rise to a major adverse effect which is significant. The properties that are likely
to be affected are: Nos. 3 — 23 (odd numbers) which are located immediately adjacent
to the boundary of the tunnel works; and Nos. 22-46 (even numbers) which are
located on the north side of Hodgett's Lane.

During the construction period, many of Burton Green’s residents will be affected by
works to demolish and reinstate the bridge at Cromwell Lane. It is anticipated that
these works will be phased in such a way as to enable part of the tunnel roof structure
to be constructed ahead of the existing road bridge structure being dismantled. These
works will act as a substantial visual barrier through the centre of the village and will
lead to disruption to journeys, including journeys made on foot, through the centre of
the village. Significant pedestrian severance has also been identified along Hob
Lane/Cromwell Lane due to significant increases in HGV traffic. This would affect
journeys to access the Burton Green Church of England Primary School on the south
side of the construction works and Two Oaks Day Nursery and Hedgerow Day Nursery
on either side of the Proposed Scheme at Cromwell Lane and Red Lane. It will also
affect journeys made by residents of the village visiting others located on the opposite
side of the construction works. The disruption at Cromwell Lane, which is anticipated
to last for about six months, is assessed as giving rise to a major adverse isolation
effect on the community of Burton Green, which is significant. However, access to the
village itself will not be significantly affected.

A further five residential properties at two locations on Hob Lane to the south-west
and west of the village will be within the boundary of land which may be required
temporarily for works to existing utilities in the area. In these cases, the effects are
assessed as not significant at a community level. The properties at Hob Lane that will
be affected are: Moat Farm, Moat Lodge and Oakwood, Hob Farm and Beanit Farm.

Community facilities

As concluded above, someof the pupils of Burton Green Church of England Primary
School who reside in the village will be subject to major adverse isolation effects. For
the remaining 64% of pupils who travel from further afield, no significant effects on
road traffic have been reported by the traffic and transport assessment, and therefore
no significant isolation effects have been identified.

The Two Oaks Day Nursery is situated immediately adjacent to the boundary of land
required for the construction and operation of the Proposed Scheme. Given its
proximity to the works, the Nursery will also be affected by a combination of
significant visual and noise effects during the construction period, which could last for
a period of about 2 months. The Two Oaks Day Nursery operates on a daily basis
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throughout the year and makes significant use of the grounds at the site for early
years/foundation stage education and play activities and has been awarded a “Forest
School” status. The change in amenity at the Nursery during the construction period
will impair the use of the resource and is assessed as giving rise to a moderate adverse
effect on users of the nursery, which is significant.

HS2 Ltd will work closely with Warwickshire County Council, Burton Green Church of
England Primary School, Hedgerow Day Nursery and Two Oaks Day Nursery to
identify reasonably practicable measures to help mitigate significant residual isolation
and amenity effects, including discretionary measures identified in the draft CoCP.

Recreational PRoW

During construction, a temporary diversion route for the Kenilworth Greenway will be
provided at Burton Green as part of the Proposed Scheme. This will also serve as a
diversion route for the Coventry Way and Sustrans NCR No. 523 which share the same
route as the Greenway through Burton Green. This temporary route will diverge from
the existing Greenway alignment to the south of Cromwell Lane, to run along a
section of Red Lane, crossing Hob Lane and running around the perimeter of fields to
the south-west of the route of the Proposed Scheme. The route is relatively circuitous
and users will have to negotiate traffic at the junction with Red Lane and Hob Lane,
where a significant increase in HGV construction traffic is predicted during the works.
Access to the Greenway during the construction period will be at the junction with
Hob Lane and Red Lane, which is some 300m south of its present position in the
centre of the village at Cromwell Lane. The temporary diversion route is likely to be
required for a period of about four or five years. Whilst there is no overall loss of a
route for the Greenway during this time, its temporary alignment is unlikely to be so
well suited to cyclists. Taken together with the loss of a convenient access point in the
centre of the village and the requirement to cross through construction traffic, the
construction works for the Proposed Scheme will impair the functional value of the
Greenway as a key pedestrian and cycle route. This is assessed as giving rise to a
temporary moderate adverse effect on users of this locally important resource.

The temporary realignment has been designed to avoid the construction works
wherever practicable so as to reduce significant amenity effects on users. However,
this is unavoidable at Red Lane where the Kenilworth Greenway will need to share the
access track for approximately 450m with vehicles accessing the materials transfer
and stockpiling area that is proposed to the south of the village and where the route
runs alongside the Cromwell Lane satellite compound. Here, users of the temporary
Kenilworth Greenway realignment will also be affected by significant visual effects
due to the operation of plant and machinery in this area and a significant increase in
HGV traffic at the junction of Red Lane and Cromwell Lane for up to five years in total.
It is recognised that users of the route will also be subject to noise impacts as a result
of proximity to the construction works, but given the transitory nature of the route,
the impacts of construction noise are not assessed as being significant. The combined
visual and HGV traffic effects are assessed as giving rise to a major adverse effect on
the amenity of people using the Greenway in this location, which is significant.
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Permanent effects
Residential properties

Three residential properties in the centre of the village at Cromwell Lane will need to
be demolished during construction of the Proposed Scheme. Ordinarily, the loss of
three dwellings from a village comprising of about 260 homes, would be assessed as a
not significant at a community level. However, in this case, the loss of these properties
will leave a clearly evident gap in a prominent location at the heart of the village and
the loss is assessed as a moderate adverse effect which is therefore a significant effect
in this situation. The properties that will need to be demolished at Cromwell Lane are:
Nos. 303 and 305 on the south-east side of Cromwell Lane, immediately to the south-
east of the tunnel works; and No. 404 which is located on the north-west side of
Cromwell Lane, again immediately to the south-east of the tunnel works.

A further four residential properties at Burton Green will be affected by a slight
permanent loss of land for the construction and operation of the Proposed Scheme.
These impacts are not considered significant at a community level. The properties
that will be affected are: No. 301 at Cromwell Lane, Le Van at Red Lane, and Lanthorn
House and Kilrenny House, at Red Lane.

An outbuilding within the curtilage of No. 301 Cromwell Lane, which is located
immediately to the north of the Proposed Scheme and on the east side of the road,
will also need to be demolished to allow for the construction of the Proposed Scheme.

Community infrastructure

The Burton Green village hall will need to be demolished to facilitate construction of
the Proposed Scheme. The hall is a well used and valued community resource, with
regular bookings on a daily basis for a range of private and group events, including
sports and leisure groups, art classes, parish council meetings, resident association
meetings and use by the Burton Green Congregation as a place of worship once per
month. The charitable trust which manages the hall estimates that the hall has 29
groups which use the hall on a regular basis for organised events and that over 14,000
people have visited the hall in the period September 2011 to September 2012. There
are no other community halls or meeting venues in the village; with the nearest
alternative being more than 2km away at Westwood Heath on the edge of Coventry.
Neither the Peeping Tom public house on the north side of the village at Cromwell
Lane, nor the School at Hob Lane have function rooms which are available for private
bookings and community events. The demolition of the hall will therefore leave
Burton Green without any facilities available for community use and will leave some
members of the community without convenient access to other alternative organised
activities and events or opportunities to meet or participate in social gatherings,
including religious worship, for which there are also no other alternatives locally.
Given the importance and value of the village hall to the local community the loss is
assessed as giving rise to a major adverse effect, which is significant.

It is proposed to use the powers within the hybrid Bill to mitigate the effects on the
community arising from the demolition of the Burton Green village hall. The limits of
land identified in the Bill make provision to acquire an area of land adjacent to the
primary school in the village on which a replacement facility could be provided. HS2
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Ltd is willing to work with the village hall trustees to assist them with the provision of
a replacement facility in another location if this is their preferred option.

Recreational PRoW

The Kenilworth Greenway, which also forms part of the Sustrans NCR No. 523 and the
Coventry Way long distance trail is crossed by the boundary for the Proposed Scheme
from a point about soom south of Cromwell Lane, northwards to the boundary of this
part of the study area. The Proposed Scheme follows the alignment of the Kenilworth
Greenway initially above ground and then passing beneath it in tunnel through the
centre of Burton Green.

The scheme design makes provision to reinstate the Greenway on top of the tunnel
structure once the works are completed. At Cromwell Lane, a new signal controlled
crossing will be provided for users of the Greenway to cross the road at-grade, rather
than beneath the road as is presently the case. The Greenway will also be
permanently diverted from its current position to pass around both of the portal
structures at either end of the tunnel section.

Whilst there is therefore no permanent severance or loss of use of the Greenway,
users will have to negotiate additional crossings of the access road to the south portal
and Cromwell Lane in the centre of the village, which will impair the value of what is
currently an off-road recreational route. The Proposed Scheme will also require some
changes to the gradient of the Greenway where it rises up to cross Cromwell Lane
above the new tunnel structure, which may affect the enjoyment for some users.
Access to the Greenway at Cromwell Lane will be at-grade which may offer some
benefit for users with impaired mobility compared with the sloping pathway which
currently provides access down to the Greenway alongside No. 301 Cromwell Lane.
Overall, having regard to the importance and value of this route locally, the
permanent realignment of the Greenway is assessed as giving rise to a moderate
adverse effect on users, which is significant.

Beechwood
Temporary effects
Residential properties

The Proposed Scheme crosses the B4101 Waste Lane between Catchems Corner to
the west and Beechwood to the east. During construction, a group of 16 residential
properties at the B4101 Waste Lane on either side of the Proposed Scheme are likely
to be affected by a combination of visual effects together with significant increase in
HGV construction traffic using the road. The works, which include the construction of
the Bs101 Waste Lane overbridge, the formation of a temporary route for the
Kenilworth Greenway together with the operation a satellite construction compound
on the west side of the Proposed Scheme are expected to last for at least 12 months.
During this time, the combination of significant visual and HGV traffic effects will give
rise to a major adverse effect on the amenity of residents in this area. Properties at
Waste Lane that are likely to be affected by a combination of significant amenity
effects include: Little Beanit Farm, Squirrels Jump, Field House, Fairways, Batavia
House, Almond House, Gillingwood, Brendon Cottage, Saddlestones, Braeburn,
Castlemorton, Burnley Gap, Brentwood, Fieldgate, Silver Birches and Old Hall.
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e keeping soil stockpiles away from sensitive receptors where reasonably
practicable, also taking into account the prevailing wind direction relative to
sensitive receptors;

e using enclosures to contain dust emitted from construction activities; and

¢ undertaking soil spreading, seeding and planting of completed earthworks as
soon as reasonably practicable following completion of earthworks.

Assessment of impacts and effects
Temporary effects

Impacts from the construction of the Proposed Scheme could arise from dust-
generating activities and emissions from construction traffic. As such, the assessment
of construction impacts has been undertaken for human receptors sensitive to dust
and exposure to NO2 and PM1o, as well as ecological receptors sensitive to dust.

An assessment of construction traffic emissions has been undertaken for two
scenarios in the construction period: a Without the Proposed Scheme scenario and a
With the Proposed Scheme scenario.

In the Stoneleigh, Kenilworth and Burton Green area, dust-generating activities will
comprise demolition and the construction of new structures and earthworks, including
the movement of materials along haul roads along the line of the Proposed Scheme,
as well as potential dust and mud deposited on to public highways from vehicles
travelling to and from construction areas.

A construction dust assessment was undertaken for the 12 locations where residential
properties are located, at Burton Green Primary School on Hobs Road and at the
location of the six ecological receptors, due to their close proximity to the dust
generating activities identified. The locations with residential properties were: along
the A445 Leicester Lane, north-east of the Proposed Scheme; along the A445
Leicester Lane, south-west of the Proposed Scheme; along the B4113 Stoneleigh
Road, Stoneleigh Park; adjacent to the A46 Kenilworth Bypass, Kenilworth; around
Dalehouse Lane, Kenilworth; at Dalehouse Farm, Dalehouse Lane, Kenilworth; at
Millburn Grange, off the A429 Kenilworth Road, Crackley; along the A429 Kenilworth
Road, Crackley; along the A429 Coventry Road; at Birches Wood Farm, Crackley Lane;
in Burton Green along Red Lane, Cromwell Lane and Hodgett’s Lane; and along the
B4101 Waste Lane, Balsall Common.

The ecological receptors were: River Avon LWS; Kenilworth Road Spinney LNR) and
LWS; Broadwells Wood LWS; Black Waste Wood LWS; Big Poors and Little Poors
Wood LWS and Beanit Farm Hedge LWS.

Given the application of the mitigation measures set out within the draft CoCP, the
construction dust assessment determined that of the locations where residential
properties are present the magnitude of impact at properties along the A445 Leicester
Lane, south-west of the Proposed Scheme; at Millburn Grange, off the A429
Kenilworth Road; properties in Burton Green along Red Lane, Cromwell Lane and
Hodgett's Lane and along the B4101 Waste Lane will be slight adverse (which is not a
significant effect), due to the presence of residential properties within 20m of the dust
generating construction activities. The magnitude of impact will be negligible at the
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other residential locations assessed. At Burton Green Primary School, Hobs Lane the
magnitude of impact will be negligible. The magnitude of effect will be negligible at all
of the ecological receptors.

Overall, the construction dust assessment determined that the air quality effects will
not be significant. The basis for this conclusion is presented in full in Volume 5:
Appendix AQ-001-018.

Construction activity could also affect local air quality through the emissions
associated with additional traffic generated on roads as a result of construction traffic
routes, temporary road realignments and changes to traffic patterns arising from
temporary road diversions. Screening was undertaken to identify locations requiring
assessment.

Six locations within the Stoneleigh, Kenilworth and Burton Green area met the criteria
for more detailed assessment of change in traffic emissions during the construction
phase. This assessment found that the predicted increase in construction traffic on the
A46 Kenilworth Bypass, A429 Kenilworth Road, A429 Coventry Road and B4101
Waste Lane was sufficient to require assessment of changes in air quality at receptors
around these roads. In addition, the proposed temporary road realignment on
Cromwell Lane gave rise to the requirement for assessment at receptors around this
road. These assessments found that the magnitude of impact will be negligible at all
receptors assessed for NO2 and PM1o.

Therefore, the effect on air quality due to construction traffic will not be significant.
The basis for this conclusion is presented in full in Volume 5: Appendix AQ-001-018.
Permanent effects

There are no permanent effects anticipated to arise during construction of the
Proposed Scheme.

Cumulative effects

There are no cumulative effects anticipated to arise during construction of the
Proposed Scheme.

Other mitigation measures

No other mitigation measures during construction are proposed in relation to air
quality in this area.

Summary of likely residual significant effects

The methods outlined within the draft CoCP to control and manage potential air
quality effects are considered effective in this location and no residual significant
effects are considered likely.

Effects arising from operation

Avoidance and mitigation measures

No mitigation measures are proposed during operation in relation to air quality in
this area.



