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Bl aby District Council (BDC) , Har borough

Bosworth Borough Council (HBBC) and Oadby
(OWBC) haveStagreeredth ramo@ ound committing to
Joi frtans pwirdence (JTB) tthaoenifngr Loc al Pl an r

The rationale for devel opi nagp par ehcalfa:tsitonc J-

1T The interdependent nature of .the transpc

T That thmapoareapacity and connectivity
St r atRogaidc Net wowhi € B&Kdf diempacts on the
hi ghwaywom&l udi o lkihidmeikttlse al net wor k

T The potential f or -bcawunmudartyl viempaanadt sc raorsiss i
strategic sioppdetveihogimemteed t o be addr
an integrated approach rather than indi

T The potential need for unmet housing nee

and Leicestershire Housing Mar kley Area
Sout h Lei c@issttearins@luirsioe.g h s

T Theneed to build on existi olicy and
Growth Plan (SGP) and the el ated Strat
are Leicaxntderlehwdradeset eorfl anni ng document s t

ng
r

basis for considering growth in South L
mitigation measures proposed in this do
AECOMshaen commi ssionddsbhosgevel epi Oeaerc e
work involves modelling three spatial gr o

and repotrtte ngcalne oafinmp sn@attiusriengr o waolhrd an

i ni ti aflt hei pwnheead shbat egi cTmet ogapiuods fron
wor k wi || i nform Districts apdeBeroedghspalt
growt hsopti on

The devel opment o f the evidence base is

foll owing stages:

1 Stagecdmbianed assessment of a range of
strategy options for the four emerging
identification of a preferred option in

key cbroousnsdary interactionetessheschbnatec
devel opment strategy.

1 St agec@mbianed agdhmesemented devel opment
deter mi nédbd sbayndc heocoughil s, to identify

cumul ative i mpact and strategic mitigat
i St agem@r eadetail ed evidence -draesaes coofver i
Il mpact identified through Stage 2, i ncl

of mitigation paakages for each sub
This pepsethesoutputs of Stage 1.
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Approach

16 The approach to this work involved the f

i Forecadel mMmanGomwmé g menaSroiud h Lei cestershi

Pl an grotwhdeé)tclamelé at bpesspeadt i al u iprtg ons
Lei cest EaM@oyuaci | 6s (LCC) Pan Regional

(PRTM) .
T Analysis and interpséehadmmpao fodg enmaletl ou
Local Pl @mn osoppéitiioonbse Cor e .Tshcee naanrailoy si s

i deftwber e I mpacts aranfdods dchamde tt htess ear i s e

Il mpactrse asian s

T Assessment of the need for mitigation
strategic mitigation

T Two workshops to share and discuss anal
key stakehol der s.

1 Comparison of the cumul ative proposed

17 The PRTM 201
were 2041 (t
| arge sites
and agreled cwist Cosh€Coyuenci |, (&)t he four

9 basfeorv lmad elifdleer mg @ slt year s
he Local Plan end date) and

woul d beihplebympui bdhisoawwed £e Mo ¢

di strict councils (BDCFuHDGer&dEB®CaahdoOWB

Appendi x A.
18 Throughout Stage 1, the focus hofg leavned | yasnids

at a South knidcee slteevresihi rRerénvawmsupiom kt avaisr
the analysis and mitigatStonmtgmgomgosGrloswt ihn

Strategic TransportumMdesrtsamemnhby&ba@geée of

Leicester and Leicestershire Strategic Pl ¢

19 The workshopsiicresltedeasdire, t@®oobay Louhorit
which make up Sounéi dleb @wenmybregosuhnicaields ot her

kegr gsannii onel Waitngnal .Hi ghways
T Workshop 1: Testing Growth Options and

on 'April 20214. I n the first workshop t
transport modelling were shared, the d
options were discussed and an initial
rai sed.

1 Workshop-L2veHi ghrategic Mittilguntd 4n02 ook

I n this workshop there was a more det ai

strategic mitigation to support growth.

110 Fur tihnefror mat t bwo rakboihudps i Aptpendi x B

Report Structure
111 The report incladetsi darhee f ol l owing

i Secti 9mat2iial Grgwth Options
i Sect3 ddmal ysi sl iodgtMoputed

AECOM
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Sect4lodhenti fying Areas ;for Strategic MiH
SectaPmnt edt iralt egi c; Mitigation
Sect@Compar i Spat iod |l Growth Options;
AppenddVMaxkdel | i ng Background
AppenBdStxakehol der; Womrdkshops

AppenCdi xScal e of growt2lD5hy site, 2041 ar
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2.Spati al Growt h Option

| ntroducti o

21 Th

n
ee spatial gr
p a e

0
tner (i shrteth
wt h options pu forward by iermtcdh lodgitda

r th options fortlis@uftduleid
r I C
0

ocompositeod Tshceesneargrooswt h options reflect t
u
Cc
0

w
n al suppbCCfbyancdo nchoionridn gr
t

sing and jobs, identified by the Distr

hni cal evidence base work to date as pa
cess.

p

22 The Local Pl an horizon is year 2041 and a
t hi s Hyoeweervaess p mlear getiens spati al growth opti
unl i kefvultgubeiblygan20a4didi ti onal forecast yea
i ncluded to represent fulll build out.

23 LCC provided details regarding the access
spati al gr oSaptihn eo prtoiaodnss wenr et hien cnfioaddeel ¢l a rngge r
strategic deveitcdpmsearetr ssiwhes e t hey might
purpose and/or indwcegmajor traffic rerout

24 ThéCity of Leicesterodo and OLmaicresdetrt |[Uanhea
arehordering the South LeicestBheashCirey Dos
Leicester is the administrative a@nghteti ct ¢
Leicester iUsiGabhyAmea its surrounding subul

Spati al Distribution of Growt

25 The spatial hd sprraogbostwstdohn coafn Ftbh g @-8,&e g uir e
22an®i gRBevhi ch show the devel opmenaf optic

gr owt h i s | argely similar bet ween the 0 |

di fferences in the distribution of growth:

1 Optio8mall er sites more evenly distribut
and Districts. There i s a greater conce
M69 corDudaotre the | ackeofll acgéspmnaespect
optiondés growth was0rbdlt model l ed in yea

1 Opti odr at er focus on | arger sites comp:
| arger sites (which include build out t
SoubL @i cebiaereound t he A5, A444Si taemd &ArMde 7
| ocated on the borders with neighbourin
Leicestershire. I n comparison to Option
| ocated closer to the bDhideropmtiitdin Omald y
model |l ed with a 2051 scenarmiiadetso bendcegr s
f wbutiolut .

1 Optio®imilarly to Option 2, there is a ¢
compared to Option 1 (which again inclu
| ocation of growth in Option 3 is more

soud &astt heLei c dUgthearn, Am@ad on the border o
Har borough. There is still proposed gro

4
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sites to the north and Tweiss o@opt Homcwdsey
model |l ed with a 2051 scenaridetso bencdcegr s
f wbutiolut .

26 Not &ne smapped in the faorlel oiwn dnignedaf tiufgpasd e s
transport model ling purposes only to enal
di stribution of development to be consi
of a site does not i mply it IS appropri a
Il ncl uded wirtehaudi ce to the | ocal pl an si

Pl anning Authority.
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Quantafm Devel opment

27 The three doepteiloPmenod Baddweadckel | dfdti ons
were assessed foryeéeae, 20id4tlh fOpticass 2 an
model | ed .TabRk-¥aOn5dla bP-2show the planning da
numbepotoédnt halmesewnd jobs by option.

28 The number of homes and jobs is broadly ¢
options for the 2041 and h205%1 ifsormeaoc apt op
devel opment post 2041 in Option 1.

29 Pl ots stheoewsm@gbdsohg awncte empadir @ewhsp pgendi x
C.

Tab?EPot enHoimals aonbds Sopyat i al Grow2®4 Dpti on

Option 1 Option 2 Option 3

Homes Jobs Homes Jobs Homes Jobs

BDC 9,521 3,9009,5333,9009,593¢6,800
owBC 5,074 2,5005,0742,5005,074 2,500
HBBC 10,30%925,2001,01321,200Q0,04121, 20C
HDC 5,8052,9005,8052,3005,805 3,600
Total 30, 70935,40@@B1,4229,80B0,5134, 10C¢c

Tab?2ZPot eniHonaels aonbds Shpyat i al Growabd) Opti on

Option 1 Option 2 Option 3
Homes Jobs Homes Jobs Homes Jobs

BDC 10,6545 ,60017, 48, 200
OWBC . . 5,074 2,5005,074 2,500
HBBC* (NARptions o o1 2008, 9823, 20
————applies to
HDC 18,672,30019,67@B, 600
Tot al 59,87431,506G1, 2036, 40C

1~3,500 ,hameosng with their assoni ABBLC mietriegat
all ocat eadr et os ctidlanalr igopr owt h shown here is addit

9
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3.Anal s 6D r e chaosdtlel n g
OQut put s

| ntroducti on

31 This section sets out the analysis of for
metrics: Volume over Capacity (VoC), traf
As the asismadenefhiemp adtocafl gPbwathhifeocus 1 s on
thehange mebei wsCeomr e sctedamriexast gr;owt h o
howeveirstiengni $heesranbpuadtbencerows i khasr ed
part hasal.ysi s

€
1

Forecasting Outputs

Vol ume over Capacity

Existing | ssues
32 Exi stin
scenar.i
over 10
3-1, Fi g B2,

i ssues and those ari sing
identified. Locations
re scenari o aKFiegunmae ked
new VoC issues are
t hat many existing V
as M1 nd 22, A5, A46, and A/
Growth Scenario | ssues
33 Juncti with significant perforsmpandealde:
gr owt h duento increased trips generated
been i si gnetli cant deterioaathamgdédaisnb¥c
from t Coafe &astcelnmasto 10% and a VoC | eve
n

Local a g rJouwrt cht i omtsi omhser e t here are ¢

3
sn
o
k=
o
m
.
@
=
g
Q
&
&
o
o
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Q
Q
&
»
™

VoC of 85% or more means that the | eve
g the capacity for which it was
ficiency. I ncreases in the volu
o0 erald ¢ ®n gaedsdtiitoon and del ay. A V.
a junction at or exceeding the
is saturated and will result in m

3.4

® 7S TTOT T

3.5 e junctions -hlaeek bteleen Ve i cehweerd

es
he junction approach arms whi ch
1

- m OS> T 09 >

oo
D O
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3.6 Opti on , there aheadttweheWVE@Ctgsbées b
itional congestobnt hei s,eady mdti @ 7we s t
t he AA4Bladr, wEahnkd ei ra rbeo r cdr@ladsist Mooth ailmpact s i
Cidiycowdt er a®WgtNomeadat ermhi bits acddcition
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3.8

AECOM

part of the process for deriving the mi
eshold for reporting were reviewed to
t her t hey coul d be attributed direct
el opmening Whité&#, oaher i1 nformation such
t of potenti al i nterventions, helped i
t area. I n some cases these were spec
ers broader measurnegs nmarme ds uastt ad mcadu rea
nsport

summary, issues are presemstul ats piaamyatljher

wtpt i ons are more similar than differen
existing ppoodscleams i on whech predominant
ttenc,l udi ng Masi ME9¢chAbIl enges f or accomme
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|:| Development Sites
Core Volume over Capacity 2041
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Option 1 Volume over Capacity 2041

® >85% +>10% Increase

i} Forecast Modelling Buffer

D South Leicestershire §
Local Authorities

B County Boundaries
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Option 2, AM (2041)

A47 [

Legend

|:| Development Sites

Core Volume over Capacity 2041
®

Option 2 Volume over Capacity 2041
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>100%

>85% + >10% Increase

i} Forecast Modelling Buffer

D South Leicestershire
Local Authorities

D County Boundaries
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7= A

Option 3, AM (2041)
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Delsay

39 The | ocations of significant del ay change
pl ot s, and the specific junctions of <conc
del ay i s based on thepdifaér gnamwdhbcedbrgge € DnEt
scenario

310Junctwlhineh experience a del ay Il hcpreerase O
passengmmi RCYon at | east o0 nweeraep pmadpdpeetxdear m
| ocati eshe wakrieg B4,&1 g B-b,e aFnidg B6.Not e t hat i n
figures below, the | esdtohwnofdotelsBe doit gh Inidg It
the scaleratsdelvayt hetactual | ength of t h

311The del ay plots help reinforce the ¥Ya€hana
asatM1l uriktt i20lmal ongM6thed AShNeot abl mumbroadodd
used to accase tsShew8RNO halvses udees aayc c essssuiensg
SRNaffecuse hef t her eSRBNttamadidy cfrom t hese a
Il ssa@asl along | esstdsesirabl e

312There are furtheri nudeblaany sarnecadsel ilredl udi ng
Leicestershire, and gddme Cigyadsnhertthhewa s h
A50.n Options 2 and 3, with additional gr
i mpacts along t-ber dA&r ainmW Numeast on. Opti o
additional del ays near the Whetstone Pas
bet ween Har borough aancdt sBlaarbey .o 59 eari M ead L entpw

i n Oadby and Wi oot admrtrh ea mi ¢dyrcaosts er . Over al
there are some kbefweere the options, t he s
di fferences are mainly focusedi toems t he i mme
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FI oD f ference

313The change in flow is represented by the <c
a section of road. This measure does not
the road network orandet Helvefilgmed cluamndgeée sian
does not nencdea scsasees dtiyifeor mi tigati on.

314Si gni ficant increases mawpddd.wsT hwies ea s desngd
gui ded by the PRTM flow plots and data o
Fi gB37,&i gB3Be amnidg3BehofW ow di fferenspat bel we
growth apdhensoereari o.

315The f | ow dbieftfweereent atedste®@rg8 wPlhan ( S6tPr)at egi ¢
Tr anspPpsosreessmenbt & $@MQ sphet i al growt hheptilT&n
St agwerle al spopuodéeensei annd ar i t i esbetnwetehne i |
t he B&SPAndhet proposed Lo®Asl mRlnan oqiredwtim. Se
this report builds on t heil SSTtAr aStteabdies 1t Iho w Kk i
di fference between Option 2henB&RA Stoage a s
1gr owt2h0 3i6n, t h8BTAGPt mmgelel |l i ng yeaRi,gurse s hc
3-100ption 2 represents the spatial gr owt h
and distribution to the dewdlAopmage QAr opo:

3l16Uncongeseiendg raomdaass | s@ondutigede an indicatio
I mpact of congestionamed deoemoémrs higatpeathh @w n
i mprovements beutdr deéet welWrkc cenfgfeisctieedn cryo u't
analysis is the stswody ao fnethrwanfdfkitd mmov eva & mt
congestion or otFh gnu3¥lels Bowpt itohnes. out put s
uncongested routeing analysis for Option

3171 n these plots, red indicates an increasé¢
reduction. TharfeolvseéeheatAMopmlaks s os BO®H&d s e
with a similar pattern in the PM peak

FI ow Difference Anal ysi s
Option 1

3181 n Option 1, there are no changes or a de
due to eapactcitnyg i ssues. Some refgatrile nkey | c
di ffehaweebeen Fapbeileeflr-emellerring to the
bel ow:

1. M69 and Mdafibkilc fl ow decr eoans eéesheorM6i9s unc
northbound approach to M1 J21 and the so
because these areas ar ecoasremmady oat Taoagdd
di veard toamlgt er natt heoBwrokteegse, St oney Stantol
Huncote, as the B4114 is also heavily <co

n

2. M1 Northbound and Southbound: There is
of M1 J21 due to the -mhipscafrreadgwhgi ag
capacity. Similarly, the southbound sect
change due to -$h

- ep M1f J@haAtd6e abpeaicni t y. As
traffic uses alternative routes such as
Ender by, Desford, and Ratby.

3. A5 West of Truaftfeiravofritcdw sdearcdangsic AS
west of Lutterworth due to the approache

19
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Opt i

Roundabout (Magna Park) and Gibbet round
Traffid hdiowgrht 4 utterworth and along rur a

. A5 West ofTrHafnfcikcl eéfyl:owumedbraeamamedshe A5 wes

of HinckleyAbkeA&aTDseTHhda edmthby AAh70/oB4)4 6 6
(Dodwel | s Routidghaom/tNMI RAdroundabout str e
already at capacity. Traffic uses altern
Nuneaton and villages north of AS5.

A6 NorthWbadrddc flowsdeocdmandse A6

northbound between HarWb dranudpiieceanod Lei ces
congestion through Oadby as a result of
area. Traffic diverts through alternatiyv

of L eilcrebsatne.rAr e a

Ad47 West oUrbancH®reefaffi c fl owsdeaocdanged
on the A47 weBtbah beeasset srecti ons aroun
Shilton and junctions with Beggars Lane/
Traffic uses alternative routes through

A50 Between NMia&dhdcA46owsdeanrcdangsc
A50 between M1 and A46 due to the Fieldh
capacity. Traffic uses alternative route

on 2

319 0pti g hdwhi gd8)ei splays strong similaritie
some notabl eGdn & rfaedrrleyscse sSout h hei € eisg ea srhar
mar ked i ncreasediifif etaeca toésssc tfhleoonmp & wed k t o
Opti.on 1

1. Significant congestion is obseryed in th
Drayton to Kirby Mallory along Fenn Lane
Grange and north of Norton Juxta, which

2. The Burbage areat s hduvse tcti alcyrpeaassseidng 1 ssue
on the M69 and B4114.

3. More signidfiifcfassrteanfckeoavbser ved soUthaemast o
Aredase to | arge site proposals (ilnandis o
souwe st of. Oadby)

4. The pronounced traffic flow pattern in t
evident , routeing on the A4304 and B6047
(primarily the A5 andTA6)yr tvkiadbaboeedf ec
on | ocatldt reo adissa rdhd®tl ei ¢c dUstbearn . Ar e a

Option 3
3200pti ¢ni g3BP)e s comparable to Options 1 and
some additional d eAtcariol sesd Soobustehr viae in @ensstse ras |

further sidnffeicran@pitfiloonw 3

l.1lncreased traffic flow is observed al ong
Stantohpcahdroadarktrmemtowaseds Bar wel |l / Ea
(northeast of Hinckley on A47) or Croft

2. There i s a noanmncreabtl eB8ammpactigand Ear | Sh
i ndicating increased traffic flow in the

321Despite differences in the dfilsawi duff enenr
pattern remains similar across alluroption

AECOM
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and a@ogt choices ofsihgathiec,exemphagi capac
capaontyheanXdRMNt access points to the SRN

SGHFI| oGompari son
322 FigBl e ompares the |1 mpact of proposletd Loc
demonstrates that although there are diff
i n the SGP and for the purpose of this st
it

align broadly w h the SGP f i ndgtnrgast eagnidc
Vision.

UncongestedigRout
323Fi gBfLishows the outputs od ntgh e nuan cycsn gse sf toe d

to highlight issues in the core. Option 1
are similar across all three options. The
scenari o with no network congestpanithy,e
all owing more traffic to use strategic ro
rout e This is to be expected, as the str
and fewer i.mpHodweneatthe anal ysiiss hkei gshclail geh tos
rereomty of traffidueonoohmehesei wor bf asdr at eg
il ssues accessihg ahego S®KRNows | arge AGcreas
sout hbDhiind .t raffic i1 s tlhiek e8BlI6y 4r7easosdd ddartadt edd v
r ost. e
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Option 1, AM (2041)
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Cro8®rder | mpacts

324 As di s cuSescetdl,oinnhe-boundar ysoifmpgareorwet ha key
consi dematei srel acprefmepat el grlowtdadaoipttii @m
the forecasting outputs shavwn tiimniahe apaéyg
roeitng and journey times has been conduct ec

and scale of this impact.

325Fi gwBil@showtshe percentage growth in commut:.
Sout h VLei cteos tde rtiseheitreen ta tpircornvi di cgafaowi nhe
i mpact of growth is distributed.

2041 AM Peak Percentage Growth (from Core) in Commuting Trips Travelling from
South Leicestershire by Destination
40
35

30

20
15
10 I
0

South Leicestershire Leicester Warwickshire / Coventry Northants Other
Destination

(%)

(4]

Option 1 ®Option 2 = Option 3

FigwBile 204PeaARdr cenGagwt h Cofrreo)o mmut iTrigp s

Travelling from SoubhdL éfeeseteinnsartsiho nr e
326Commuting trips within South Leic3®3%,er shi
whil e growth i n cwmmuwt iarug htoa inaieghlvari es

22%. This suggesctosmnsuiffgrnmgh i $a@wntt h oluwWhckeet er s
the percent age tghe wGlhe iyicnedttreirpsi st onot si gni
than to other destinations, the concentr
existing issues result in many VoC increas
i ki gBHLEeEdEIi gBB.e The i mpact across different
considerabl vy, but Option 2-bappdary goowah
commuting traffic, though not as much i nt

327There are numerous key hradciiegiycwdtees abdt 8
Leicest@®irsdinrtehe concepsthaenfConyobfancditclees t
scadfe exi stijfugtih®esuasnal yoins thaes ef anbw eaned t
i | | usithriagt@eld®@ t hese routes experience signi
The change in journey times along each of
comparedcotswenlaei o, has been analysed, and
i Fi go-ié
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L
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A426

A5199

AB

A4T (e)
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o
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o
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Opt1 Diff mOpt2 Diff ®Opt3 Diff

Fi guBiled ARalour neynes Cohy of Ra&d icaldsGdelr
Opti cCompar eCorteo

328 As can beFisgaddid oiymr ney time increases al ong
intbhbe CLeycester are similar across all o]
outlier: Option 1 shows more delay on th
Oadby, which experiences significant del a
substanti al (rangi ntgesf)r oom 2t.hbe tA4 2® , MIAB U ¢
coinciding with areas of high growth in t
western routes (A5460, A47 west, and A50)
routes are generally al coersmlgnannire Cangiesd.i
by the black dots on the map), l eaving |
woul d otherwise result in furthereribeltays.
to minor routes

Consi derfaotri otnhBee IFuwdélr Yy ar ge Sit

329 A number of | afrugbel yslitt ecsu tWildedmplae2t0 4dlf t hes e
oncfeublutyolutequi r es ¢ orrcshiedvdkrea thiea o otuhlaedr rely e
potemstigaliifssaams t he tr andmorttheneltonagrege t er

sites which wil!| be fully deliverOpdiponst 2

2 a@pdt i3pnwith 2051 modell ed. as the full bu

3300ur initial Yeewlfonemeasmogtielofi hgreecageéest

t he I ssuest ltg efadleldavwign @ f siat e€ alme tt hlgkatt eado u |

i Bmportant to note this view is based on

model |l ing outsputnorcenldyet aillargesessméimtul df

undertaken to confitm this initial concl uc

331The |l arge sitesaderchihtpewssevY eéon i ssuElse plosy
i ssues are as foll ows:

i l nclusion of Whetstone Pastures (5, 000)

Astl ey and North of Dunton Bassett and
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results in moderate delay increases at
the devel opment s

i l nclusion of Land,lot SheesbonhHeaehbkt Faf m
4, 000) in Options 2 and 3 results in so
and B582 westbound in the AM Peak, and
Lei cdlgthearn icir ¢edhe PM Peak. There are al st
assumed net hoadgh atphpirs asihti en g hRRNd eP A6k i n

1 Il nclusion of Newton Croft (3,174) in Op
del ays tahheewmnad e of Wi gston. There are al
assumed net hopadgh atphpirso ascihtieng t he A6G6

1 Il nclusion of Land south of A47 Uppingha
results in some delays on routes throug
are also debkbaysedmetttheoadgh atphpirso asihtien g
Stoughton Road.in the AM Peak

Key Fi nfdrionngsAnalysis of Foreca

332Based on the analysis of the model output :
of the report, three key findings were id:¢

1 Key FindiMAatg al South Leicestershire | evel
significant differences between growth
di fferences anAds cdoenngoensstFirognd-ételd& i qqur e
39, although flow incsepaseal siggowt hcamptl
compared to the core scenario, there ar
bet weesnipdthieal growtheomsiohsThos dsffer
consistent with the picture at StGPe HMA
TSTA Stage 1.

1 Key FindiAlgl 2t hree options result in wioc
traffic-oorndelroweorads as a resul andf exi st
access Dastubhese -dirigehrerMbads key finding bu
fl ow didrdadrdomldsasyr vati ons, indicating tha
constraints promptfrtoraf ht 8 60 theeBERNaw
strain. This is reinforced by Fheuwuecon
31} which points to the fact that on an
woul d fgenehelf v omor adnlge crhoouitc e .

1 Key FindiMAlgl 3o0pti ons gereorradteer s ommpea cctrso. s S
Primaril-lyordewosismpadthe Lrlittyec @it ewt h
i Sout h Leicestershireariosunfdoraenc @Bedd ittoi ogre:
800 trips into the City oafcrLoesisc easltle rs piant
growth doptsokey finding ishanCitypafed
Leicester is the mafobutdar banceshéershire
comparing VoC and flow differences, it
Charnwood havefl cweamrsdleevenlloyement heompar
Cityeottcester. VoC data illustrates some

War wi ckshire antdheh€i A¢g onbrthiokster

333The findings suggest t hat the difference
options in terms woél atiabédligmanhdpabas Bhere
similarities across the options.
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4.1 dent i1 fyifrog Artaaast e gl
Mi t i gati on

| ntroducti on

41 Thé&ey out p uPtRsT Moofd etl h ennearley siedde ntthief yl ocati ons
existing issues, the | ocations ofspiastsivads ¢
growt h ,opatnhdexisst i nghi clsukeaveaswoasersd|t of
proposed gr olwteh pouprtpiocsnes .of this section of
whet her t he proposed devel opment i n the
accommodated with suitable mitigation mea:

42 This section provihdoews tahne onvoedrevii eavu topfut s |
i denti fbcaeadadohooftions of cumultKatyi \enpiamop a «
Are@asngrovi des an expdi ampatBiyenu nadfertsheandi ng
cumul ati ve ar etalse oltooc¢ apia@cresnt r ate mitigati c

be established.

43 Ar ewisth cumul ative i ssues have been identi
the most significant i mpact on the networ
these areas can help relievretcwkrsikasai oft s
cumul ative |1 mpact are also I|likely to be
concentration of significant issues makes
targeted investment can address multiple
eaiser to secumdidagv eslheme mafny devel opment s
are collectively putting pressure on a patl

44 As mentioned, the findingopliedmthhe phevd
bet ween spati al growth Thetebose,wet Be mmn
di scussed in the following sections wil/l
focus will be on key areas where i mpacts f
When devehleopmegsutrest peopmpadt s for al | S

opti onsalWwenccamgioder ati on

AreasdgentfidSitadtMigtiicgat i on

Key | mpacan @\areraisd oSrtsr aft bérgtiicgat i on

45 Fi gudd,d&i guR,e aFmidguBpr estemtey | mpadtAd)Aoeas
spati alOptrido@p i on pta3pch respéehei Kely. mpac
Areas are those wheixcihs\th @&we usisg niafnidd anmt ar e
to see a cshagmng e Ciceandle lafy dAehi d u loawr

46 The differences, although minor, bet ween
taken into whinlsstdeeatamlni shing the Key | mp
| mpact Areas have been established across
and | ocations that each area covers may di

47 The boundaKegy olf mptahcet Ar eas, shown as a bl
provides ahorndncateanwithin which mitiga
boundary is illustrati wel ebuebéddceer & anpaancd si
i n the Key | mpact Ar easndc a hled Kkeey |l aopaatce
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4.8

4.9

411

Fu
4.12

4.13

AECOM

themseTwesKey | mpact Areas are the same
options, except Hienyc Hlmpya c& MureeatE@Opt wbnch
2 given t hea ilnacriguesiroensiodfenti al site at Fen
Key Corridors have also been identified. T

be most affected by the iIissaksa@aknngheh&et
| mpact . Aheea&ey Corridors are the same ac
Mi tigation will focus on the Key I mpact A
widdnerally relieve presBhe eKeyn Gdrer ikKdhogr sC
A50Ci(ty of tLoeiMlgstienr) (M1 J20 to MIMIJRA2), A
nol agiyd pdrek B4 1,14A4j7u n(cHtCnaerik)l ey )L e M6EOst e
J1 to M1 J21), Uarbd nSAuteihat af bhedceatecte
e soufthiontl uderAGilOP63, A6,

(-Bn))aQESaIa';deheiénﬁhieeo[:lleiyceaéter an
are areas whmpcahc ts hpoawt t seirmisl atro |
are outside of the border of 1
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