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Appraisal Summary Tables


 


�
Proposal name �
Options description:  Clifton via Queens Drive Park and Ride and Clifton via Wilford�
�
PROBLEMS�
�
�
OTHER OPTIONS�
 �
�
OBJECTIVES�
                     QUALITATIVE IMPACTS                                                                                                                                              �
QUANTITATIVE MEASURE�
ASSESSMENT �
�
ENVIRONMENT�
Noise�
There are fewer sensitive receptors along the CQD route.�
No quantitative data available at present.�
CQD is preferred.�
�
�
Local air quality�
No significant impacts are predicted.�
No quantitative analysis possible at this stage.  �
Neutral impact�
�
�
Greenhouse gases�
Traffic may reduce in the surrounding area as a result of the scheme, although any reductions in CO2 emissions, whilst a positive outcome, will be negligible.�
No change�
N/A�
�
�
Landscape�
Not applicable�
Not applicable�
N/A�
�
�
Townscape


�
The favoured option for the Clifton routes is CQD.  This is because it will impact significantly fewer landscape features.  The route will also impact fewer sensitive receptors.�
Not applicable�
CQD is preferred.�
�
�
Heritage of Historic Resources�
Both options will have an impact on heritage resources, resulting in a slightly adverse impact. Sub-options CW 1 and CW 2 pass through archaeological constraints and conservation areas and will have a more significant impact on archaeological resources.   �
Not applicable�
Both options slight adverse - neither is preferred.�
�
�
Biodiversity�
The CW route directly affects 3 SINCs one of which will be lost almost entirely and may be important for badger, and 1 nature reserve.  1 SSSI may also be indirectly affected.  The CQD route directly affects 1 SINC and 1 pSINC but will also involve impacts on sensitive floodplain habitat from landtake and construction of the new bridge.  There may be possible impacts on local water vole and otter populations.   Both options are predicted to have a significant adverse impact.�
Not applicable�
Both options significant adverse - neither is preferred. �
�
�
Water Environment�
CQD is likely to have a significantly greater impact on water resources than CW because it passes through flood plain for a greater distance and involves the construction of a new bridge over the River Trent.  Depending on the engineering solution adopted, the crossing of the A52(T) major junction may have potential impacts on the flood plain.�
Not  applicable�
CW is preferred�
�
�
Physical Fitness�
By improving public transport accessibility and reducing road traffic flows, each of the LRT options is likely to have a positive effect to some degree.  GOMMMS notes that impacts under this sub-objective will generally be small, unless significant opportunities for additional walking and cycling are provided as an integral part of the scheme.  On this basis, each of the options is expected to have a slight beneficial impact on physical fitness. �
No data available�
Neutral�
�
�
Journey Ambience�
Each option is expected to have a relatively high level of journey ambience and, overall, at this stage, there is little to distinguish between the options under this sub-objective. GOMMMS notes that the scale of the impact should be classified as “small” where the number of travellers is less than 500 per day, “large” where more than 10,000 travellers are affected and moderate in all other cases.  On this basis, each option is expected to have a moderate beneficial impact. �
No data available�
Neutral�
�
SAFETY�
-�
�
�
�
�
ECONOMY�
Journey times & Vehicle op costs �
�
�
�
�
�
Cost�
�
�
�
�
�
Journey time reliability�
�
�
�
�
�
Regeneration�
�
�
�
�
ACCESSIBILITY�
Pedestrians and others�
�
�
�
�
�
Access to public transport�
�
�
�
�
�
Community severance�
�
�
�
�
INTEGRATION�
           -�
�
�
�
�
Version of date�
 Cost benefit analysis:
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�
Proposal name �
Options description:  Beeston South (BS) and Beeston North (BN)�
�
�
�
�
PROBLEMS�
�
�
�
�
�
OTHER OPTIONS�
 �
�
�
�
�
OBJECTIVES�
                     QUALITATIVE IMPACTS                                                                                                                                              �
QUANTITATIVE MEASURE�
ASSESSMENT �
�
�
ENVIRONMENT�
Noise�
The BN route has more sensitive receptors adjacent to the alignment than BS.�
No quantitative data available at present.�
BS is preferred�
�
�
Local air quality�
No significant impacts are predicted.�
No quantitative analysis possible at this stage.  


�
Neutral impact�
�
�
Greenhouse gases�
Traffic may reduce in the surrounding area as a result of the scheme, although any reductions in CO2 emissions, whilst a positive outcome, will be negligible.�
No change�
N/A�
�
�
Landscape


�
Not Applicable�
Not applicable�
N/A�
�
�
Townscape


�
The favoured option for the Beeston routes is BS.  This is because it follows a route that is influenced by industrial uses, has a lower visual amenity and is less sensitive to change.  The route will also have fewer sensitive visual receptors affected by the proposals.�
Not applicable�
BS is preferred.�
�
�
Heritage of Historic Resources�
Both options will have a slightly adverse impact.  Along the route corridor for the BN, there are two archaeological constraints areas.�
Not applicable�
BS is slightly preferred.�
�
�
Biodiversity�
BS directly impacts upon one SINC and floodplain.  The BN route directly affects two SINCs one of which will result in significant habitat loss.  Based on information to date, BN would have slightly more significant nature conservation impacts than BS.�
Not applicable�
BS is slightly preferred�
�
�
Water Environment�
BS is likely to have a slightly more significant impact on water resources than the BN option because it passes through a greater area of floodplain and will involve the construction of a new bridge over the Beeston Canal.�
Not applicable�
BN is preferred�
�
�
Physical Fitness�
By improving public transport accessibility and reducing road traffic flows, each of the LRT options is likely to have a positive effect to some degree.  GOMMMS notes that impacts under this sub-objective will generally be small, unless significant opportunities for additional walking and cycling are provided as an integral part of the scheme.  On this basis, each of the options is expected to have a slight beneficial impact on physical fitness. �
No data available�
Neutral�
�
�
Journey Ambience�
Each option is expected to have a relatively high level of journey ambience and, overall, at this stage, there is little to distinguish between the options under this sub-objective. GOMMMS notes that the scale of the impact should be classified as “small” where the number of travellers is less than 500 per day, “large” where more than 10,000 travellers are affected and moderate in all other cases.  On this basis, each option is expected to have a moderate beneficial impact.�
No data available 


�
Neutral�
�
SAFETY�
-�
�
�
�
�
ECONOMY�
Journey times & Vehicle op costs �
�
�
�
�
�
Cost�
�
�
�
�
�
Journey time reliability�
�
�
�
�
�
Regeneration�
�
�
�
�
ACCESSIBILITY�
Pedestrians and others�
�
�
�
�
�
Access to public transport�
�
�
�
�
�
Community severance�
�
�
�
�
INTEGRATION�
           -�
�
�
�
�
Version of date�
 Cost benefit analysis:�
�
�
�
�
�



Proposal name �
Options description:  West Bridgford Options:  Sharphill Wood (SW) and Gamston (GT)�
�
�
�
�
PROBLEMS�
�
�
�
�
OTHER OPTIONS�
 �
�
�
�
OBJECTIVES�
                     QUALITATIVE IMPACTS                                                                                                                                              �
QUANTITATIVE MEASURE�
ASSESSMENT �
�
�
ENVIRONMENT�
Noise�
Both routes are similar in terms of number of sensitive receptors but the Gamston route has slightly fewer.  �
No quantitative data is available at present�
GT option is marginally preferred.�
�
�
Local air quality�
No significant impacts are predicted.�
No detailed analysis is possible at this time due to lack of data. 


�
Neutral impact�
�
�
Greenhouse gases�
Traffic may reduce in the surrounding area as a result of the scheme, although any reductions in CO2 emissions, whilst a positive outcome, will be negligible.�
No change�
N/A�
�
�
Landscape


�
Not Applicable�
Not applicable�
N/A�
�
�
Townscape


�
The favoured option for West Bridgford is the Gamston route.  This is because the proposed route has fewer sensitive receptors directly adjacent to the route.�
Not applicable�
GT option is preferred.�
�
�
Heritage of Historic Resources�
Both options will result in significant adverse impacts where they cross Trent Bridge and may also adversely impact upon the setting of a SAM.  No route is preferred over the other.�
Not applicable�
Both options Significant Adverse - neither is preferred.�
�
�
Biodiversity�
The Gamston option directly impacts on the Grantham Canal SINC and involves a greater quantity of land take and therefore habitat loss than the Sharphill Woods option.  In this respect, the Sharphill Woods option is preferred.  However, ecological surveys will be undertaken to more clearly define the nature conservation value of the grassland that will be lost.�
Not applicable�
Based on information to date, the SW option is marginally preferred.  �
�
�
Water Environment�
The Gamston option is likely to have a slightly more significant impact on water resources as it crosses the disused Grantham canal.�
Not  applicable�
The SW option is marginally preferred. �
�
�
Physical Fitness�
By improving public transport accessibility and reducing road traffic flows, each of the LRT options is likely to have a positive effect to some degree.  GOMMMS notes that impacts under this sub-objective will generally be small, unless significant opportunities for additional walking and cycling are provided as an integral part of the scheme.  On this basis, each of the options is expected to have a slight beneficial impact on physical fitness. �
No data available�
Neutral�
�
�
Journey Ambience�
Each option is expected to have a relatively high level of journey ambience and, overall, at this stage, there is little to distinguish between the options under this sub-objective. GOMMMS notes that the scale of the impact should be classified as “small” where the number of travellers is less than 500 per day, “large” where more than 10,000 travellers are affected and moderate in all other cases.  On this basis, each option is expected to have a moderate beneficial impact.�
No data available�
Neutral�
�
SAFETY�
-�
�
�
�
�
ECONOMY�
Journey times & Vehicle op costs �
�
�
�
�
�
Cost�
�
�
�
�
�
Journey time reliability�
�
�
�
�
�
Regeneration�
�
�
�
�
ACCESSIBILITY�
Pedestrians and others�
�
�
�
�
�
Access to public transport�
�
�
�
�
�
Community severance�
�
�
�
�
INTEGRATION�
           -�
�
�
�
�
Version of date�
 Cost benefit analysis:�
�
�
�
�
�



Proposal name �
Options description:  Beeston to Chilwell�
�
PROBLEMS�
�
�
OTHER OPTIONS


�
 �
�
OBJECTIVES�
                     QUALITATIVE IMPACTS                                                                                                                                              �
QUANTITATIVE MEASURE�
ASSESSMENT �
�
ENVIRONMENT�
Noise�
Sensitive house / flat receptors have been identified along the route.�
No quantitative data available at present.�
Negative impact�
�
�
Local air quality�
No detailed analysis is possible at this time due to lack of data.  No significant impact.�
No quantitative analysis possible at this stage.  


�
Neutral impact�
�
�
Greenhouse gases�
Traffic may reduce as a result of the scheme, although any reduction, whilst a positive outcome, will be negligible.�
No change�
Slight positive impact�
�
�
Landscape


�
Not applicable�
Not applicable�
N/A�
�
�
Townscape


�
May cause loss of open space and some vegetation.  Route runs mainly through Victorian style properties.�
Not applicable�
Slight adverse�
�
�
Heritage of Historic Resources�
This section of the route passes through three Conservation Areas, at Cator Lane and High Road.  These may prove to be a constraint, as any development must not be detrimental to the character and setting of these areas.�
Not applicable�
Slight adverse�
�
�
Biodiversity�
No designated nature conservation sites are affected.  This route would result in the loss of amenity grassland.  Based on information to date no significant impacts are predicted, although some loss of habitat will still occur.�
Not applicable�
Slight adverse�
�
�
Water Environment�
There are no water crossings associated with this option and there are no significant areas of flood plain.  No significant impacts to water resources are predicted. �
Not  applicable�
Neutral�
�
�
Physical Fitness�
By improving public transport accessibility and reducing road traffic flows this LRT option is likely to have a positive effect to some degree.  GOMMMS notes that impacts under this sub-objective will generally be small, unless significant opportunities for additional walking and cycling are provided as an integral part of the scheme.  On this basis, this option is expected to have a slight beneficial impact on physical fitness, compared to the do-minimum situation. �
No data available�
Slight positive�
�
�
Journey Ambience�
This option is expected to have a relatively high level of journey ambience.  GOMMMS notes that the scale of the impact should be classified as “small” where the number of travellers is less than 500 per day, “large” where more than 10,000 travellers are affected and moderate in all other cases.  On this basis, this option is expected to have a moderate beneficial impact, compared to the do-minimum situation.�
No data available�
Moderate positive�
�
SAFETY�
-�
�
�
�
�
ECONOMY�
Journey times & Vehicle op costs �
�
�
�
�
�
Cost�
�
�
�
�
�
Journey time reliability�
�
�
�
�
�
Regeneration�
�
�
�
�
ACCESSIBILITY�
Pedestrians and others�
�
�
�
�
�
Access to public transport�
�
�
�
�
�
Community severance�
�
�
�
�
INTEGRATION�
           -�
�
�
�
�
Version of date�
 Cost benefit analysis:�
�
�









					











