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Introduction
1.1 Introduction
This report presents the Strategic Case for the A684 Bedale, Aiskew, Leeming Bar Bypass
(BALB) Best and Final Funding Bid (BAFFB).
In line with new departmental guidance the Strategic Case sets out the case for change, the
strategic fit, stakeholder consultation, and how the investment will further the aims and
objectives of North Yorkshire County Council.
The report will also set out the need for the scheme, what will be achieved by the project and
why it is needed now.
The Strategic Case is structured as follows:
 Chapter 2 sets out the problems prompting the proposal of the intervention and the
scheme objectives;
 Chapter 3 discussed the options considered and why the they were discounted in
favour of the Preferred scheme;
 Chapter 4 details the anticipated outcomes of the scheme while Chapter 5 looks at
project constraints and Chapter 6 provides a summary of the Strategic Case.
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2

The Strategic Case – Problems and Objectives
2.1 Introduction
This section of the Strategic Case sets out the business strategy, and the identified issues,
that have driven the need for investment in this scheme. It will also discuss the specific
objectives that have been developed to address the transport related problems.
This chapter is structured as follows:


Business Strategy – An overview of North Yorkshire County Council’s (NYCC)
Aims and Objectives;



The Problem Identified – The issues behind the proposal of the scheme and the
future impact of doing nothing;



Drivers for Change – The drivers pushing the proposal forward; and



Stakeholders – Key stakeholders who have been part of the ongoing consultation
process; and



Scheme Objectives – What the scheme is aiming to achieve.

2.2 Business Strategy
The A684 Bedale, Aiskew, Leeming Bar (BALB) Bypass scheme is being promoted by North
Yorkshire County Council (NYCC).
NYCC is responsible for providing a wide range of public services to the people of the
county, while also representing and promoting the interests of North Yorkshire when dealing
with regional, national and international affairs.
The NYCC corporate objectives set out in the Council Plan (2011-14) are to:
 Ensure good access for all;
 Help people to live in safe communities;
 Help all children and young people to develop their full potential;
 Promote a flourishing economy;
 Maintain and enhance our environment and heritage; and
 Improve health and well being and give people effective support when they need it.
These objectives are aimed at meeting the NYCC vision which states:
“We want North Yorkshire to be an even better place for everyone to live, work or visit.'

2
BALB BAFFB Strategic Case Final

2.3 Problem Identified
Bedale (population 3180), known as the ‘Gateway to the Yorkshire Dales’, is an attractive
market town in the Vale of York which lies between the Dales to the west and the North
Yorkshire Moors to the east. Aiskew (population 2280) is a small village to the north east of
Bedale separated by Bedale Beck and the Wensleydale Railway line. Leeming Bar
(population 1800) lies 1.5km to the northeast of Aiskew on the old alignment of the Roman
road known as Dere Street. The two settlements are separated by the A1 which runs north to
south through the study area.
The A684 is the principal east-west route between Northallerton, the county town of North
Yorkshire, and the Yorkshire Dales. A large proportion of development (residential and
business) on the route has frontage access on to the A684.
Apart from a short section in Aiskew the existing A684 is bounded by development on both
sides throughout all three communities. A substantial number of properties have direct
access on to the A684 resulting in a safety hazard for pedestrians and cyclists. The busy
nature of the A684 also leads to severance of the communities in the three settlements.
In the vicinity of Leeming Bar the A684 currently carries around 14,500 vehicles per day
Annual Average Daily Traffic (AADT); approximately 6% of traffic using the existing A684 are
heavy commercial vehicles (HCV). Whilst this percentage split is not unusual for this
carriageway standard, problems exist due to the size and nature of HCV traffic, which
comprises of quarry traffic, animal feed suppliers and agricultural transportation (e.g. crops
and livestock). The existing alignment of the A684 is, in places, substandard for the volume
and nature of traffic it accommodates; in Bedale the steep climb each side of the Bedale
Beck Bridge results in problems for heavier vehicles. The westbound hill leads to the Market
Place crossroads where the very tight junction layout again presents difficulties for heavy
commercial vehicles with inevitable delays to other traffic; access to the two main car parks
for Bedale is also via this link, further exacerbating the delays.
The existing road crosses the Wensleydale Railway, with level crossings, at two points; this,
combined with the substandard visibility provision along the route, poses a safety hazard in
addition to the delays experienced by the road traffic. There were 90 personal injuries on the
section of the A684 to be bypassed, and the A1 approaches, in the period between 2006 and
2010; in terms of severity 3 of these injuries were fatal, 15 were serious and 72 were slight.
Severance and congestion on this section of the A684 compromises the aspirations for
Bedale to be a renaissance town; part of this plan is to reduce the traffic flows in Bedale,
thus opening up this space for pedestrians. As stated earlier, the A684 represents one of
the principal routes into the Yorkshire Dales; investing in infrastructure, and the resulting
improved link between the A1(M) and the A684, will benefit tourism and the wider economy
by providing easier access to these areas. The Yorkshire Dales National Park currently
experiences 11.5 million visitor days per year and visitor spent contributes in the region of
£345 million to the regional economy.
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The Impact of Not Changing
The Do Nothing scenario would result in the following future problems:
Traffic – The route is currently over trafficked with between 13,000 and 15,000 vehicles
AADT, of which approximately 6% are HCVs. This amount of traffic is expected to rise over
time by as much as 61%, in Aiskew, in the design year 2031. This is particularly true in the
short term as traffic from other local communities will use the proposed A1 junction as a
result of nearby minor junctions being stopped-up as part of the A1 improvements.
Junction Delays – Junctions along the existing route are already over capacity; this results
in congestion along the route and, with predicted traffic growth, would remain an ongoing
problem. Average delay in the design year AM Peak is estimated to be 270 seconds at the
White Bear junction in Bedale, 192 seconds at Bedale Market Cross and 48 seconds at
Leeming Lane in Leeming Bar. In the PM peak average delay is 258 seconds, 240 seconds
and 6 seconds, respectively
A1 Access – The Highways Agency’s A1 Dishforth to Barton improvement scheme does not
incorporate any improvements to the junctions or side roads of Bedale, Aiskew or Leeming
Bar. Without the A684 bypass, traffic using the new A1 (M) junction will use the A1 service
road to the west of the A1 and / or Leases Road to the east of the A1, further exacerbating
the capacity problems with junctions along the existing A684.
Limited Development – With the local road network already over capacity, there is little
scope for further development, thus impacting on the growth of the local economy.
Railway Expansion – The Wensleydale Railway currently runs services between Leeming
Bar and Redmire however, there are aspirations to expand by increasing the number of
services it operates. This will equate to more frequent closures of the level crossings in
Leeming Bar and Bedale, further increasing the congestion experienced at these locations.
The railway is also used by the MOD to move large military equipment, such as tanks,
without using narrow roads across the Yorkshire Dales. The Wensleydale Railway Company
has made it a priority to reopen the ‘South Curve’ and relay a link to Northallerton Railway
Station.
Quality of Life – Approximately 300 properties have direct access onto this section of the
A684; these properties currently experience relatively high levels of road traffic noise and
poor air quality from the high traffic volumes using this route every day. It is currently
unattractive for pedestrians and cyclists to use routes in and around Bedale, Aiskew and
Leeming Bar due to high volumes of traffic within the area.
Renaissance Aspirations – The original intention of the Renaissance Market Towns
initiative was to create a vision and plan to take the town forward for the next 25 years, by
working with the local community and stakeholders. The Bedale Renaissance Master Plan
identified a reduction in traffic volumes through the town as being fundamental to fully realise
its aspirations; this would not be achieved without a bypass, the consequence of which
would have a detrimental impact on the local economy, quality of life and tourism. The future
of the Renaissance initiative, as a result of the closure of the Regional Development Agency
Yorkshire Forward, is discussed in Section 2.4.
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Table 2.1, below, sets out the future issues, and the impact that delivery of the scheme
would have:
Table 2.1: Future Issues and Scheme Impact
Future Issue

Increased traffic levels
through residential
stretches of A684 in
Bedale, Aiskew and
Leeming Bar.

With future traffic
growth HCV traffic on
the route will increase.

Road safety

Problem if Scheme is
not delivered.
Safety hazards for
pedestrians and
cyclists.
Inability to deliver
Renaissance initiatives
fully
Access through Bedale
via Bridge Street will
deteriorate with
increased delays of
traffic

Network wide
distribution of accidents
with isolated clusters

Outcome if Scheme is
delivered

Proposed scheme will remove
60% of through traffic
improving safety.

Proposed scheme will results
in the diversion of HCV traffic
via an alternative route.

Overall route:
Predicted savings
30 less accidents
32 less casualties

Access to A1(M)

Access to the A1/A1(M)
is reduced due to the
new junction which is
accessed via local
access roads to and
from the A684.

The scheme will deliver
shorter journey times to
access A1(M) for all traffic.
This will also improve the
timeliness of all traffic
including Emergency services
accessing A1(M) from
Northallerton Accident and
Emergency hospital.

Travel patterns in the
local area will change
due to new junction
with the A1(M) and
removal of the existing
junction.

Increased congestion
at local junctions due to
A1(M) traffic.

The scheme will remove up to
60% of through traffic,
relieving congestion at local
junctions.

The communities of
Bedale, Aiskew and
Leeming Bar
experience a high level
of severance.

Increased levels of
severance as traffic
flows increase over
time.

The scheme will remove up to
60% of through traffic,
reducing severance in the
communities.

Journey reliability

Due to increased
congestion at local
junctions journey time
reliability will worsen.

Journey time reliability will
improve as a result of the
scheme.
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2.4

Drivers for Change

Internal Drivers for Change
A Bedale, Aiskew, Leeming Bar Bypass scheme has been proposed for a number of years. It
was added to the County Council’s reserve list of major capital schemes in 1992, but
gathered momentum circa 1994-5 when the Highways Agency’s A1 Dishforth to Barton
improvement works were expected to start in 1998.
The A1 Dishforth to Barton upgrade gained entry into the “Targeted Programme of
Improvements” in June 2002 and the location of the Leeming Bar junction was confirmed in
June 2005. Final approval of the scheme was announced, by the Secretary of State for
Transport Ruth Kelly, on 31st March 2008.
There is significant ongoing support for the BALB scheme amongst the Executive Members
of the County Council; an Executive Meeting held on 21st December 2010 approved that an
Expression of Interest be submitted to the DfT in support of the BALB scheme.
A further meeting of the Executive Members was held on 23rd August 2011; Members
accepted the risks associated with increased cost and resolved that “should the DfT accept
the Best and Final Offer bid submitted by the Authority, the scheme be progressed through
the statutory processes and tenders be invited for the construction of the works”.
External Drivers for Change
Following their election the Coalition Government published ‘The Coalition: Our Programme
for Government’, which set out their policy intentions, including sections on climate change
and the environment. Within this document the Government commits to using a wide range
of measures to cut greenhouse gases and carbon emissions, while supporting an increase in
the EU emission reduction target to 30% by 2020.
The proposed A684 BALB scheme has been in the public domain since the mid-1990’s and
has had strong public support from the start. This was reinforced through the most recent
public consultation which took place between September and December 2009.
The consultation was undertaken in various ways including public exhibitions, one-to-one
business surveys, individual meetings with key organisations including the Chamber of
Commerce and the Highways Agency, a consultation mail-out and an online virtual
exhibition. In excess of 1400 responses were received over the 13 week consultation period
which included questionnaires, letters and entries in a comments book made available at the
public exhibitions. 93.2% of the respondents offered their support for the bypass with 5.6%
against the proposal and the remainder ‘undecided’. Analysis of business respondents
indicated that 83.6% of this group support the scheme proposal.
Yorkshire Forward has been a supporter of the scheme since its inception and it formed a
major part of their Renaissance Market Town (RMT) initiative for Bedale. The Renaissance
Market Towns programme was launched by Yorkshire Forward in 2002 with the aim of
making sure that the region’s rural capitals are places where people want, and are able, to
live, work, invest and visit. A fundamental element of the initiative was the identification of
“Town Teams”, groups of local residents, business people and professionals dedicated to
6
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renaissance in their towns; only projects supported by the Town Team were eligible for RMT
funding.
Following the election of the coalition Government, the announcement was made that the
country’s nine Regional Development Agencies (RDA’s) would close at the end of March
2012; this includes Yorkshire Forward. The Renaissance Market Town programme will not
pass on to any other agency to continue, however some of the projects delivered in Bedale
have produced contingent assets and these will pass through to the Homes and
Communities Agency in September 2011. The main projects in Bedale are 17 Market Place,
Bedale Station and Leeming Bar; these will be managed to ensure contractual terms are
complied with.
Although Yorkshire Forward funded the creation of the strategy plans, and the establishment
of RMT in each town in the programme, the resulting vision and plans were signed up to by
the local community (through the vehicle of the town team), and the relevant local authority
as well as Yorkshire Forward. The plans were to be holistic and include the projects needed
to bring about renaissance of place; therefore projects may have been identified for which
the towns would need to look elsewhere to secure funding.
Although Yorkshire Forward will no longer exist the plans are still valid and, in Bedale, are
the property of the Bedale Community Forum.
The schemes identified as part of the plans will continue to contribute to significant
improvements in health and reduce health inequalities through improved safety and
encouraging use of more sustainable modes of transport within Bedale. The scheme will
secure economic inclusion by improving access to employment centres.
2.5 Stakeholders
The scheme has been in the public domain since 1995 when initial public consultation was
carried out on route options. The officers of the key stakeholders listed below were
consulted on the scheme with their comments being considered prior to the preparation of
the preferred route.


Highways Agency;



Hambleton District Council;



Richmondshire District Council;



Local Parish Councils;



North Yorkshire Police;



Yorkshire Forward;



MOD;



RAF Leeming;



Bedale Town Council;



Network Rail;



Yorkshire Dales National Park;



North York Moors National Park;



Natural England; and



The Environment Agency.
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Hambleton District Council and NYCC have an excellent working relationship and are
committed to the delivery of the scheme to realise the congestion relief and environmental
benefits to the local area.
Negotiations with Network Rail and other key stakeholders are suitably progressed to reduce
risk and ensure that any outstanding objections have been dealt with. Network Rail confirms
that there is no objection in principle to the proposed bridges; work to secure the Deed of
Grant with Network Rail and Wensleydale Railway will be progressed once a finalised design
has been achieved.
Wensleydale Railway has been aware of the proposed bypass for a number of years. Recent
access and permissions have been required from the Railway as part of carrying out
topographical surveys in the area. Once the structures designs have been finalised work will
be progressed to agree a Deed of Grant with Network Rail Commercial Property and the
Wensleydale Railway for each bridge in respect of crossing the railway.
In preparation for the submission of the planning application all the statutory bodies were
engaged, to ensure all the issues were addressed prior to the submission.
A meeting was held with Natural England, on April 2nd 2009, at which they voiced no major
concerns. Dialogue with the MOD Defence Estates has resulted in them stating, via a letter
dated 20th April 2010, that they have no safeguarding objections to the proposal. English
Heritage have also provided their recommendations and confirmed that they do not need to
be consulted further.
Detailed discussions with the Environment Agency were undertaken; the latest
correspondence from the EA, dated 14th July 2010, stated that the development is
acceptable to them on the condition that the measures detailed in the Flood Risk
Assessment are implemented.
Records of these meetings and communications can be found at Appendix A.
Bedale Traffic Management Strategy (TMS) was produced in 2006 by Mouchel Parkman.
The issue of the bypass was raised at the second stakeholder workshop, carried out as part
of the TMS consultation process. The document states that ‘general concern was expressed
about the length of time before the construction of the bypass’. The scheme is also
referenced as part of the consultation response from the issued survey with thirty nine
people stating that the bypass should be a priority scheme
The scheme was the only major scheme contained in LTP2 following a review of major
schemes as a part of the LTP2 process and the recently adopted LTP3. These were subject
to widespread consultation process during their preparation.
In 2008 the scheme was endorsed by NYCC Executive Committee to be taken forward to the
DfT Programme Entry stage; at this point the Council committed a significant amount of
funding to develop the scheme. There is significant ongoing support for the BALB scheme;
an Executive Meeting held on 21st December 2010 approved that an Expression of Interest
be submitted to the DfT in support of the BALB scheme.
A further meeting of the Executive Members was held on 23rd August 2011 at which
Members resolved to accept the risks associated with increased cost.
All local councillors in the area are aware of the scheme and are regularly in touch with
NYCC officers; consultations with local landowners are ongoing. Work has identified no
significant objections to the scheme from local landowners and tenants.
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2.6 Scheme Objectives
Based on the identified problems and issues, the following objectives have been developed,
which the scheme will aim to deliver. The objectives of the scheme are complementary both
with the overall transport objectives of the County Council and the national objectives against
which transport schemes need to be assessed, these are:


Reduce traffic congestion in the communities bypassed by the proposed scheme;



Provide a stimulus for diversification and regeneration of the rural economy, particularly
in relation to tourism;



Reduce environmental and road safety problems in and on the approaches to the
communities of Bedale, Aiskew and Leeming Bar;



Improve access to Leeming Bar Industrial Estate; and



Improve access from the A1(M) to communities and areas west of the A1 (northern
dales) and to the east of the A1, including the county town of Northallerton.
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3

Strategic Case – Options Considered
3.1 Introduction
This section of the Strategic Case sets out the options considered at each stage of the
appraisal process.
In line with Guidance a number of alternative scheme options were assessed as part of the
2008 MSBC submission; these are listed below and are discussed in this chapter.


Preferred Option;



Next Best Option;



Low Cost Option;



Public Transport Option; and



Do Minimum Option.

Additional options were considered as part of the Value Engineering exercise carried out as
part of this submission; they are also discussed in this chapter.
3.2 Preferred Option
The preferred scheme consists of a 4.8 km single carriageway (7.3m wide) link from the
A684, north of Bedale, to the A684, east of Leeming Bar. The scheme crosses the A1(M) at
approximately the midpoint of the bypass, where it will connect to a new grade separated
interchange which has recently been constructed as part of the A1 upgrade to motorway
scheme.
A scheme drawing of the preferred option is included at Appendix B.
The preferred route of the bypass was determined by the County Council in 1995 following
public consultation on a number of route options. The layout of the existing road network
and the topography of the area resulted in there being essentially only one route option to
the west of the A1. To the east of the A1 three options were considered, with the current
preferred route being chosen as it minimises the impact of the scheme on properties in
Leeming Bar.
Western Section
The western section of the proposed scheme ties into the existing A684 adjacent to Bedale
Golf Club, immediately north of Bedale, with a 3-arm roundabout forming the junction with
the existing network. The scheme then heads east, rising and falling via approach
embankments and a multi-span bridge to cross Bedale Beck and the Wensleydale Railway.
The route follows a near straight alignment at ground level intersecting a track at Sand Hill
Farm, before a large reverse curve on the approach to the western roundabout of the A1 (M)
Leeming junction.
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Central Section
The central section is formed by the A1 (M) underpass and the link road from the A1 (M) to
Leases Road. Essentially the road remains in a cutting to the east of the A1 and meets a
new roundabout at Leases Road before passing onto low embankment at Low Street. The
roundabout at Leases Road is set low in the landscape, to reduce its visual impact and to
reduce the height of embankment to the east of Leases Road.
It is proposed to stop-up Low Street, to the south of the bypass, using a turning head
adjacent to Ashville; Low Street would be diverted to tie in to the northern spur of the Leases
Road roundabout. This produces a much improved arrangement in terms of the access to
Low Street North.
Eastern Section
From Low Street the bypass remains on low embankment to its second crossing over the
Wensleydale Railway where it rises and falls using structures and approach embankments.
The road returns to ground level where a 3-arm roundabout forms the connection to the
existing A684.
The original preferred route alignment has been refined to minimise environmental disruption
and provide safety, environmental and economic improvements. Examples of this are:


Western section realigned to avoid plantation woodland and minimise severance to
Rectory Wood;



Vertical alignment modified to introduce sustainable drainage systems with their
environmental benefits and removing the need for confined space entry;



Vertical alignment modifications to reduce the schemes visual impact at Low Street and
Leases Road;



Relocation of the western roundabout closer to a proposed car park in Bedale which is
to be constructed as part of the Bedale Market Town Renaissance Project; and



Alignment modified at Leeming Bar junction to take account of future development of
Leeming Industrial Estate.

3.3 Alternative Next Best Option
An alternative ‘Next Best’ option of a partial bypass was considered, comprising of only the
western section of the scheme which would then truncate at the A1(M) Leeming Bar junction.
The western section of the proposed scheme ties into the existing A684 adjacent to Bedale
Golf Club immediately north of Bedale with a 3-arm roundabout forming the junction to the
existing network. The scheme then heads east, rising and falling via approach
embankments and a multi-span bridge to cross Bedale Beck and the Wensleydale Railway.
The route follows a near straight alignment at ground level intersecting a track at Sand Hill
Farm, before a large reverse curve on the approach to the western roundabout of the
proposed A1 (M) Leeming junction. Traffic would then rejoin the existing A684 near Leeming
Bar Motel via the local access road constructed as part of the A1 upgrade works or via
Leases Road.
Economic assessment of the truncated bypass option demonstrates good value for money;
however the effectiveness of reducing traffic in Bedale and Leeming Bar is reduced and
11
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there is no benefit to Leeming Bar where it would result in an increase in traffic on Leases
Road and capacity problems at the A684 / Leases Road junction.
As the ethos behind the scheme is one of improved journey times and traffic relief for the
communities of Bedale, Aiskew and Leeming Bar, it is considered that the Next Best option
does not sufficiently meet the scheme Objectives.
Additionally, this change in scope would require further public consultation to be conducted
in order to determine the views of stakeholders and the wider public. It is considered that this
would delay the implementation of the scheme by a minimum of six months, taking into
account the consultation and subsequent extensive changes required to the planning
application. This delay would potentially place the start of works outside of the 4 year
Comprehensive Spending Review Period, which runs up to the end of the 2014/15 financial
year.
For these reasons, the ‘Next Best’ option of a truncated scheme has been discarded.
3.4 Alternative Low Cost Option
In accordance with business case guidance a Low Cost scheme (LC) was considered as
part of the 2008 MSBC submission following prior discussions with the DfT.
The Low Cost Option included junction improvement works along the existing A684 network
assuming that the A1(M) improvement works were complete. These improvements would
include changes to junction layouts, speed limit alterations, local road widening / narrowing,
introduction of pedestrian crossings and traffic signals to improve traffic flows and improve
pedestrian safety across the local network.
Assessment of this proposal showed that junction capacity could not be improved sufficiently
to cater for traffic within Bedale Market Place due to existing road widths and constraints
such as listed buildings. The optimum scenario would have been to adopt a signal controlled
solution in Bedale, at White Bear corner, but this would still be over-capacity in the design
year. When this was modelled it returned a large negative value from the BCR analysis,
largely due to journey time delays. This option is therefore not considered a viable
alternative to the preferred option.
3.5 Public Transport Option
Improvements to the existing public transport infrastructure and possible co-ordination of
services and ticketing initiatives would remove a limited number of vehicles through the
settlements, resulting in a slightly positive impact on safety, perception of safety and removal
of through traffic. However, it would not have an impact on the number of HCVs on the
network. With public transport only able to attract limited additional patronage the
contribution of public transport to solving the problems is considered to be neutral.
It can be concluded that to reduce current and estimated future levels of congestion would
require a significant modal shift. Due to the varying origins / destinations of the journeys
which travel through the settlements in question, this could not even be achieved by
introducing additional bus routes or services. In addition to this, many of the journeys
through the settlements cannot be transferred on to public transport, such as freight
movements, holidaymakers etc.
In light of the benefits a bypass would provide, such as the diversion of HCV’s onto more
suitable roads and the improved access it would offer to the A1(M)/A1 trunk road (both for
private vehicles and those associated with local businesses) it is considered more beneficial
12
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to the area, in terms of contributing to problems and objectives, to deliver a highways based
scheme. As such, option development has focussed upon progressing a highway based
solution, as opposed to exploring public transport opportunities further.
Due to the reasons noted above, public transport is not considered a viable alternative to the
proposed scheme and has been discounted from the scheme development process. As a
result, a detailed WebTAG/NATA assessment has not been undertaken.
3.6 Do Minimum Option
The ‘Do Minimum’ route would continue to suffer from congestion, a result of ‘access friction’
due to the high number of properties fronting the A684 (approximately 300) and
unpredictable delays from pedestrian crossings and interaction. Aside from having little or no
impact on congestion, the Do Minimum option would also offer minimal contribution to the
other scheme Objectives; as such it will not be taken forward for full appraisal.
3.7 Value Engineering Options
The following options were recently considered as part of the BAFFB Value Engineering
Review:


Option 1 – Reduce the hardstrips from 1.0m to 0.5m;



Option 2 – Modify the roundabout at Leases Road; and



Option 3 – Replace the eastern rail bridge with a Level Crossing.

Option 1
Reducing the hardstrips along the scheme will result in a reduced quantity of road pavement
but an increase in verge fill; overall verge width can also be reduced from which results in
there being less import material required for the scheme.
The cost impact of Option 1 would be a saving of approximately £260,000; however, the
measure was disregarded for safety, operational and maintenance reasons.
Option 2
Relocation of the Leases Road Roundabout would allow for tie in to the existing A1(M) to
Leases Road Link, which would retain a significant length of the new link road constructed as
part of the A1 upgrade works.
The cost impact of Option 2 would be additional costs of approximately £1.44m which is the
reason that the option has been discarded.
Option 3
The proposed eastern railway bridge could potentially be replaced with a Level Crossing;
currently there are no scheduled services using this section of the railway line with only very
occasional use by the MoD and irregular movements to and from the Wensleydale Railway.
However, the Wensleydale Railway Company is seeking to provide a rail connection into
Northallerton to extend their operation on the line.
The cost impact of Option 3 would be a saving of approximately £1.95m.

13
BALB BAFFB Strategic Case Final

Network Rail’s policy is to only allow new level crossings in exceptional circumstances;
enquiries were made to Network Rail, as to whether they would consider this to be an
exceptional circumstance, but no response has been received to date. As such it would not
be appropriate to assume that Network Rail would agree to a level crossing although
engagement with Network Rail will continue.
Should the option to introduce a level crossing, as opposed to a bridge over the railway,
prove to be acceptable to Network Rail consideration would need to be given to the
proposed provision for equestrians. Significant consultation has taken place in an attempt to
find acceptable provision for equestrians to cross the new road with the current proposals
including a track passing under the road adjacent to the railway. This option would no longer
be available and further work would be required to determine a proposal that would avoid
objections from equestrians.
3.8 Summary
At the time of submission of the 2008 MSBC it was considered that there was no viable
alternative to the preferred option, to address all of the scheme objectives.
Following the Value Engineering exercise this is still considered to be the case.
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4

Strategic Case – Scheme Outcomes
4.1 Introduction
This section of the Strategic Case sets out the anticipated impact of the scheme and how
success will be measured.
This chapter is structured as follows:


Scope – A summary of how the scheme will impact the area, and presentation of the
results of the initial appraisal in terms of reducing congestion, improving access and
environmental impacts; and



Measures for Success – Describing what will constitute success of the scheme.

4.2 Scope
The A684 BALB scheme is a strategic link in North Yorkshire, allowing traffic to bypass the
market town of Bedale, and the villages of Aiskew and Leeming Bar, and forms a vital link to
integrate the existing network with the A1 Dishforth to Leeming upgrade to motorway works
which are due to be completed in 2012.
The scheme introduces benefits for the whole county of North Yorkshire in terms of better,
safer and quicker links with the A1(M), the Yorkshire Dales National Park and the county
town of Northallerton. The importance of this link with the A1(M) is further enhanced as
many of the existing minor junctions with the A1 will be stopped up as part of the Highways
Agency’s A1 upgrade works. This will concentrate local traffic at key junctions on the A1 thus
reducing local access to the strategic road network.
The A684 represents one of the principal routes into the Yorkshire Dales.. Investing in
infrastructure, and the resulting improved link between the A1(M) and the A684, will benefit
tourism and the wider economy by providing easier access to these areas. The Yorkshire
Dales National Park currently attract 11.5 million visitor days per year and contributes in the
region of £345 million visitor spend to the regional economy.
The local economy will benefit from the bypass by the opening up of development land in the
vicinity of Leases Road in Leeming Bar, aiding the diversification of the local employment
market and providing more local opportunities for employment. Land North West of Leeming
Bar Industrial Estate (4 ha) is allocated for employment uses (B1, B2 and B8) in the Local
Development Framework to form an extension to the existing industrial estate. The site has
an excellent location for access by heavy commercial vehicles in terms of its close proximity
to the A1(M). Access to the site will be limited by congestion at local junctions, particularly
between the A684 and Leases Road if the scheme does not go ahead; linked with this, the
future expansion of the site may be refused planning permission on highway grounds. Other
sites allocated for development within Leeming Bar include BH9 (0.5 ha) identified for up to
15 dwellings and BM4 (1.9ha) allocated for mixed development (housing and commercial
uses).
It is anticipated that up to 60% of traffic will be removed from Bedale, Aiskew and Leeming
Bar (combined population 7260), thereby reducing journey times to the Dales. This will
reduce the severance experienced by all three settlements, making the villages safer for
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residents including pedestrians, cyclists and equestrians. This will in turn benefit the very
important tourist market as well as improving journey time reliability for local transport.
Initial appraisal of the scheme, carried out as part of the MSBC work and updated for this
bid, demonstrates the following results:
Reducing Congestion
At present the issues of congestion are caused, in part, by the amount of HCV through traffic
which have to negotiate areas of substandard alignment and poor visibility.
One of the major objectives of the scheme is to reduce congestion and its adverse
environmental and economic effect on the communities bypassed by the proposed scheme.
It is anticipated that a 57% reduction in traffic levels will be seen, on average, in the vicinity
of the scheme, with Bedale experiencing a 60% decrease.
The transference of this level of traffic will benefit residents of these settlements through a
significant reduction in congestion while the existing through traffic will experience journey
times that are approximately half of what they currently experience.
The reduction in traffic has a significant impact on congestion; in the AM Peak delay at White
Bear Junction is reduced from 270 seconds to 66 seconds, at Bedale Market Cross delay is
reduced from 192 seconds to 72 seconds and at Leeming Lane delay is reduced from 48
seconds to 6 seconds. This represents a total time saving of over 6 minutes across the three
locations specified.
In the PM Peak delay at White Bear Junction is reduced from 258 seconds to 84 seconds, at
Bedale Market Cross delay is reduced from 240 seconds to 114 seconds and at Leeming
Lane delay is reduced from 6 seconds to 0 seconds. This represents a total time saving of
over 5 minutes across the three locations specified.
Improving Access and the Economy
Providing and maintaining an efficient transport network contributes towards increased
economic prosperity for everyone. Improved access ensures that the potential for
diversification of employment opportunities is facilitated and that tourism, a main economic
driver for the area, is sustained. The improved A1(M) junction at Leeming Bar is now
constructed; this junction, and the bypass, will complement one another in maximising the
benefits they offer.
80% of North Yorkshire is classified as super sparse, meaning that there are less that 0.5
people / hectare. This creates issues of accessibility to basic goods and facilities and results
in Local Service Centres becoming all the more important. The county as a whole has an
average population density of 71/km2 which falls as low as 38/km2 in some areas. The
scheme is proposed to be constructed within the Hambleton District which has a population
density of 65/km2 comparative with a national average of 383/km2.
The location of employment opportunities in the more rural areas result in approximately
26% of commuter journeys, which originate in North Yorkshire, being to destinations outside
of the County. In Hambleton the figure falls to 13%; however the A1(M) is a strategic northsouth route which provides access to three of the ‘Primary Destinations’ referred to in LTP2,
in particular the Leeds City Region. As such the link is popular with commuters and, as the
A684 links to it directly, this results in a high volume of commuter through traffic originating
from the Remoter Rural Areas.
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The detailed proposals for employment allocation set out in the previous Yorkshire and
Humber Regional Spatial Strategy suggested that the trend of cross boundary commuting is
set to increase over the next five years. Likewise the Northern Way growth strategy predicts
significant economic growth in the Leeds City region and it is likely that additional cross
boundary commuting will be integral to this growth.
The A684 is classified by North Yorkshire County Council as a Primary Distributor Road. The
improvement to this link will strengthen the viability and economic vitality of surrounding
towns such as Bedale, Northallerton, Leyburn and Hawes which are the focus for jobs and
services for the surrounding rural areas. Bedale is the Local Service Centre for the
surrounding rural communities; it provides employment, retail opportunities and access to
fresh, local produce available at the Market Place. The proposed scheme, and subsequent
removal of congestion, will significantly improve access to Bedale town centre for all modes
of transport.
Improved access, to Bedale and the surrounding area, will ensure that the potential for
diversification of employment opportunities is facilitated and that tourism, a main economic
driver for the area, is sustained. The bypass scheme will improve ease of access to the
Yorkshire Dales National Park from the A1(M) trunk road.
Given the rural nature of the North Yorkshire region there is little scope for the exploitation of
Brownfield land. There is a general lack of potential developable land in the vicinity of the
scheme with the majority set aside for housing. Initially the local economy will benefit from
the bypass by the possible opening up of development land in the vicinity of Leases Road in
Leeming Bar and improved access to Leeming Bar Industrial Estate, which is allocated, in
the LDF, for 17ha of employment development up to 2021.
Access to the Leeming Bar Industrial Estate and the Civic Amenity Site will be benefited
through improved transport links for local quarries and haulage companies; this traffic will be
removed from the local network and provided with more direct access from a more
appropriate standard of road.
The bypass will result in improved access to surrounding historical market towns and the
local service centres, including the county town of Northallerton.
Improving Environment and Road Safety
Assuming that good practice measures are implemented during construction potential
impacts are considered to be minor and adverse whilst being short term, reversible and on a
local scale.
It is estimated that the redistribution in traffic, brought about by the proposed scheme, will
result in an improvement in air quality at approximately 1247 properties in addition to all
users of Bedale Market Place, which is a busy shopping street with weekly markets. The
transfer of traffic onto the bypass would, however, result in a worsening of air quality for
approximately 248 properties.
The rural nature of the area leads to there being no Air Quality Management Areas (AQMA)
in the vicinity of the scheme.
It has been assessed that, at a local level, the scheme will improve PM10 and NO2 levels
due to a decrease in overall exposure. Furthermore there will be no infringements of national
objectives, in relation to any of the future years, in conjunction with PM10 and NO2 levels.
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From a local perspective the proposed scheme will result in a change in NOx and PM10
levels. Calculations suggest that annual emissions of NOx and PM10, due to the proposed
scheme, will decrease by 951.34 tonnes and 236.81 tonnes respectively.
In terms of CO2 emissions it is predicted that the proposed bypass will cause carbon
emission levels to fall by 171 tonnes in the Opening Year and by 12,353 tonnes over the 60
year appraisal period.
Impacts potentially arising from operation of the scheme are assessed as being of minor
magnitude. Minor beneficial impacts are predicted along the existing A684 route while minor
adverse impacts are likely to occur on the new link.
It is unlikely that the scheme will result in any beneficial visual impacts and there are
considered to be a small number of localised visual impacts brought about by the two railway
bridging structures. It has been identified that mitigation will be required in order to reduce
significant adverse impacts.
In terms of visual impacts, a small number of residents, whose properties are in close
proximity to the new link, are likely to experience moderately adverse impacts upon
completion of the scheme. Mitigation, including screen planting, alongside the carriageway is
proposed which will reduce potential residual impacts. It is predicted that 63 properties will
experience visual impacts, as a result of the scheme, in the opening year; this will fall to 43
properties, as a result of mitigation, by the design year.
Although there will be hedgerow and vegetation loss, in line with the proposed scheme,
remedial planting is planned which will provide a net gain of 9000 metres of hedgerow and
25000 sq. metres of shrub planting.
The unique transition between market place and open countryside leaving Bedale to access
the Yorkshire Dales National Park will be eroded resulting moderately adverse impacts. The
assumed reduction in traffic through Bedale will be beneficial to the character of Bedale.
There are currently 14,500 vehicles per day (AADT) which utilise the A684 in the vicinity of
Leeming Bar with 6% of these being heavy commercial vehicles (HCVs). Despite the speed
limits which are in force there were 90 personal injury accidents on the section of the A684 to
be bypassed and the A1 approaches between 2006 and 2010.
As a result of the proposal being implemented it is predicted, using COBA analysis, that the
casualty rate would decrease with the results showing a total of 32 less casualties, over the
60 year assessment, comprising a reduction of 4 serious and 28 slight.
The proposed scheme reduces congestion on the existing A684 route which in turn reduces
road – user vulnerability to crime whilst moving slowly or standing stationary.
The existing road layout contains areas that are poorly lit and secluded, for example the layby to the east of Holmefield Farm in Leeming Bar. These areas pose an increased security
threat to slow moving traffic, cyclists and pedestrians.
Benefits are also expected in traveller stress levels as a result of improved carriageway
design which in turn reduces the fear of potential accidents. A reduction in route uncertainty
and removal of congestion from the local road network will also contribute to a decrease in
traveller frustration.
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4.3 Measures for Success
The delivery of the scheme specific objectives, listed in Chapter 2, will be key to the success
of the A684 BALB scheme.
Based upon the scheme objectives the key measures for success are summarised as:


The extent to which the scheme alleviates congestion in the bypassed communities;



The future performance of the rural economy, particularly in relation to tourism;



The extent to which the scheme improves local environmental and road safety problems
in and on the approaches to the communities of Bedale, Aiskew and Leeming Bar;



How access to Leeming Bar Industrial Estate improves; and



How access from the A1(M) to communities and areas west of the A1 (northern dales)
and to the east of the A1, including the county town of Northallerton improves.
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5

The Strategic Case – Constraints
5.1 Introduction
There are a number of potential constraints which may impact the successful delivery of the
proposed scheme; this Chapter discusses the main constraints identified.

5.2 Constraints
Potential funding is identified as a constraint; following the Comprehensive Spending
Review, in October 2010, NYCC is subject to tighter budgetary constraints than they were
previously, tasked with making £69m of savings over four years. Should the scheme not
receive approval, and subsequent funding, from the DfT, NYCC would be unable to take the
scheme forward.
Aside from this high level constraint there are also a limited number of physical constraints
which include limitations on the vertical and horizontal alignments imposed by the crossings
of the existing railway line at either end of the scheme, together with linking into a new grade
separated junction on the A1 at the midpoint of the bypass. These rail crossings also create
access restrictions.
A SABIC pipeline in the area of Leases Road requires protecting or diverting and it is
suspected that MoD equipment is present in this location and may require diversion.
5.3 Interdependencies
Stage 1 of the A1 upgrade to motorway standard, from Dishforth to Leeming Bar, is currently
on target for completion in 2012 and the Leeming Bar junction which provides the connection
from the motorway to the Bedale Aiskew Leeming Bar Bypass is in the advanced stages of
completion; Stage 2 of the works, from Leeming Bar to Barton, has been cancelled following
the results of the Comprehensive Spending Review in October 2010.
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6

Summary
This document has presented the Strategic Case for the A684 Bedale, Aiskew, Leeming Bar
Bypass (BALB) Best and Final Funding Bid (BAFFB).
It has set out the case for change, the objectives of the scheme, why the Preferred option
was chosen above alternative schemes, and how the investment will further the aims and
objectives of North Yorkshire County Council.
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Appendix A – Communication with Stakeholders
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RE: Proposed Bedale Bypass - EIA scoping: response

Page 1 of 1

From: govwest yorkshumber (NE) [govwest.yorkshumber@naturalengland.org.uk]
Sent: 08 April 2009 13:50
To: Brooks, Sarah
Cc: Davies, Brian (NE)
Subject: RE: Proposed Bedale Bypass - EIA scoping: response
Dear Sarah
Thank you for meeting with Natural England at this early stage to consult us about the revised proposals for
the Bedale, Aiskew, Leeming Bar Bypass. You asked at the meeting, last Thursday, whether Natural England
could provide a view on the proposed western link re-alignment, as shown on drawing number
B1055900/EGHI/4219 (Rev A). As was explained at the meeting, the re-alignment has been proposed
recently and will result in the loss of part of Sand Hill Farm Plantation. I have now had the opportunity to
discuss the issue with colleagues at Natural England.
Based on the information provided and in the light of my discussions, Natural England's view is that we have
no objection, in principle, to the proposed re-alignment. However, we would expect that the proposals for
mitigation to include the creation of replacement, compensatory habitats including areas of native
broadleaved woodland. It will be important that any new habitats created form part of a coherent network
habitats that support the species that are displaced as a result of the road development.
We would also be pleased to have early sight of the revised Landscape and Mitigation Plans although I
understand that these have yet to be finalised. However, we welcome the fact that the initial Plans produced
in February 2008 included mitigation measures that helped to meet specific requirements arising from our
earlier objections/concerns with this road scheme.
Regards
David Carter
Adviser, Government and Planning
Government Team (West)
Natural England (Yorkshire & Humber)
Government Buildings, Otley Road, Lawnswood, Leeds, LS16 5QT
DD Tel: 01653 696082
Office Tel: 0113 230 3750
Mobile: 07810 658560
Email <mailto:david.carter@naturalengland.org.uk>
Natural England is here to conserve and enhance the natural environment, for its intrinsic value, the wellbeing and enjoyment of people and the
economic prosperity that it brings.

This email and any attachments is intended for the named recipient only. If
you have received it in error you have no authority to use, disclose, store
or copy any of its contents and you should destroy it and inform the sender.
Nothing in the email amounts to a legal commitment on our part unless
confirmed by a signed communication. Whilst this email and associated
attachments will have been checked for known viruses whilst within the
Natural England systems, we can accept no responsibility once it has left
our systems. Communications on Natural England systems may be monitored
and/or recorded to secure the effective operation of the system and for
other lawful purposes.
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North Yorkshire County Council
Planning & Countryside Unit
County Hall
Northallerton
North Yorkshire
DL7 8AH

Our ref:
Your ref:

RA/2010/115153/01-L01
NY/2010/0126/ENV

Date:

14 July 2010

Dear Sir/Madam
CONSTRUCTION OF A NEW ROAD TO EFFECT A BYPASS (BALB) OF THE
EXISTING A684 BEDALE-AISKEW-LEEMING BAR ROAD.
LAND TO THE NORTH OF BEDALE, AISKEW AND LEEMING BAR.
Flood Risk
The proposed development will only be acceptable if the following measures as detailed
in the Flood Risk Assessment (FRA) submitted with this application are implemented
and secured by way of a planning condition on any planning permission.
Condition:
The development permitted by this planning permission shall only be carried out in
accordance with the approved Flood Risk Assessment (FRA) October
2009/B0714100/FRA/D02/Jacobs and the following mitigation measures detailed within
the FRA:
1. Limiting the surface water run-off generated by the development so that it will not
exceed the run-off from the undeveloped site and not increase the risk of flooding
off-site. This is to be achieved by the use of Sustainable Drainage techniques.
2. Provision of compensatory flood storage on / or in the vicinity of the site to a 1 in
100yr standard.
Reason:

1. To prevent flooding by ensuring the satisfactory storage of/disposal of surface
water from the site.
2. To prevent flooding elsewhere by ensuring that compensatory storage of flood
water is provided
Environment Agency
Coverdale House Aviator Court, York, North Yorkshire, YO30 4GZ.
Customer services line: 08708 506 506
Email: enquiries@environment-agency.gov.uk
www.environment-agency.gov.uk

Cont/d..

A suitable maintenance regime must be in place for the drainage scheme for the lifetime
of the development. We must stress the importance of contacting all the relevant
landowners who are to be affected by the negligible increase in flood risk upstream of
the new bridge.
Groundwater
The proposed bypass is underlain by sands and gravels over calcareous mudstones of
the Roxby Formation. The sands and gravels are classified as a Secondary A Aquifer
(Minor in the old designation). The Roxby Formation is classified as a Secondary B
Aquifer (Non-Aquifer in the old designation). To the east of the proposed bypass, the
ground is underlain by the Sherwood Sandstone Principal Aquifer (Major in the old
designation).
The main groundwater concerns are as follows:
1) historic contamination - the planning application form states that the land is green
field and that no contamination is present. Section 12.6.3 of the Environmental
Statement submitted with the planning application states that contamination is not
expected but that if it is encountered, it will dealt with using the approach presented in
CLR11. The Environment Agency is in agreement with this approach.
2) disturbance of the aquifer - if the road needs to be cut down into the ground to any
extent, it must be borne in mind that groundwater may be encountered. This will need to
be very carefully dealt with and the route of the new road will need to be investigated to
establish where the water table lies in relation to the road.
3) generation and disposal of potentially contaminated road runoff - The groundwater
and contaminated land team would seek to avoid soakaways as a drainage option.
Section 4.4 of the Planning Supporting Statement submitted with the planning
application states that all road runoff will be to surface watercourse. The applicant
should bear in mind that where the construction of balancing ponds is proposed, the
possibility of encountering groundwater within the pond excavations must be thoroughly
investigated in advance. If groundwater is encountered, then we suggest that the ponds
should be lined. If any of the balancing ponds are situated in the Sherwood Sandstone
Principal Aquifer or on high permeability materials over the Sherwood Sandstone
Principal Aquifer, they should be lined to prevent the road runoff from soaking into the
ground. In order to address these issues we recommend the following condition:
Condition: The development hereby permitted shall not be commenced until such time
as a scheme to construct the balancing ponds has been submitted to, and approved in
writing by, the local planning authority. The scheme shall be implemented as approved.
Reasons: To protect the groundwater beneath the balancing ponds
4) the risk of the development phase causing pollution of controlled waters – In order to
address this we recommend the following condition to deal with this aspect:

Condition: The development hereby permitted shall not be commenced until such time
as a scheme to treat and remove suspended solids from surface water run-off during
construction works has been submitted to, and approved in writing by, the local planning
authority.
The
scheme
shall
be
implemented
as
approved.
Cont/d..

2

Reasons: To protect the water environment
Please note: Under the terms of the Water Resources Act 1991, the prior agreement of
the Agency is required for discharging dewatering water from any excavation or
development to a surface watercourse.
The Agency requests that procedures are put in place to prevent the spillage of oil from
fixed and mobile plant and storage facilities and that all spillages and pollution incidents
are reported to us on the incident number 0800 807060 immediately
Yours faithfully

Mrs Suzie Goode
Planning Liaison Officer
Direct dial 0113 213 4921
Direct fax 0113 213 4609
Direct e-mail suzie.goode@environment-agency.gov.uk

End
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Whitfield, Claire
From:

Finch, Andrew

Sent:

22 June 2009 12:11

To:

Jones, Richard (Northallerton)

Subject: FW: Bedale Bypass - FRA
fyi
From: Grayson, Helen
Sent: 18 June 2009 15:20
To: 'paulz.swales@environment-agency.gov.uk'; Addo-Yobo, Felix; Brooks, Sarah; Kitchen, Chris
Cc: Finch, Andrew
Subject: Bedale Bypass
Paul
Thanks for meeting with Chris, Felix, Sarah and myself this morning to discuss the Bedale Bypass. I think we
had a useful discussion about the flood risk management issues that need to be addressed as part of this
road development. It was also helpful to get contact names for us to follow up discussion with other EA
functions before we complete the Environmental Reporting. I have summarised blow the points we discussed,
any agreements that were made and where further information would be needed to reach an agreement.
z
z

z

z

z

z

z

z

z

z

z

z

z

Jacobs role as consultant to NYCC Highways for implementation of the scheme was explained
The EA will be happy to accept that the bypass will have a negligible impact on flood levels on Bedale
Beck as this can be supported by our modelling.
Felix explained the principles behind the drainage concept. The development has been divided into 4
drainage areas and flow will be collected and conveyed by means of filter drains which will be
discharged to local watercourses via a balancing ponds. Drainage from the road surface will also go
through petrol interceptors.
We discussed the area of the road between the Bedale roundabout and Bedale Beck and agreed it is
too small to be able to practically attenuate to green field run off rates. It was agreed that the discharge
is likely to be insignificant when compared against flows in Bedale Beck. We agreed to provide detailed
figures to demonstrate this.
Where watercourses are classed as “main river” the EA would need to agree discharge rates and grant
consent for works. Paul will confirm the extent of main river on Scurf Beck.
Other watercourses would require agreement of discharge rates and consents to beranted by the IDB.
1.4l/s/hectare was discussed (Felix will follow this up)
For main rivers the EA is willing to consider any technical arguments that we can make for greenfield
runoff rates for the area. Hence we might be able to demonstrate that a higher discharge rate is
appropriate (This is important in determining the size of attenuation ponds) (Felix will follow this up)
We discussed how land drainage routes cut off by the road will be intercepted and transferred to the
local drainage system. These drains will be separate from the road drainage and will not be intercepted
or attenuated.
It was confirmed that a previous drainage concept to use swales to discharge surface water had been
rejected by the client due to lack of operational experience and the cost of additional land required.
The high water table in area of cutting were discussed. It is proposed that any ground water emerging
in the cutting will be collected by the drainage system, In time it is anticipated that there will be a draw
down of the water table as a result of drainage in the cutting. This will also be influence by the nearby
A1 roadworks.
It was requested that nay loss of flood plain on Bedale Beck be compensated in the works. This should
be detailed in the FRA
The available means of attenuation were discussed and there was agreement that a simple weir would
probably be most effective and readily maintained in this situation
Concerns raised by the MOD in relation to balancing ponds and bird strike were discussed. It is
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z

z

z

z

z

anticipated that forebay ponds be used as these had been accepted by MOD for the A1.
Given the existing guidance on climate change was expected to be revised very soon, it was agreed
that 1:100yr plus climate change be used as this is already incorporated in PPS25
It is proposed to incorporate penstocks in the balancing ponds so that the flows can be prevented form
entering local watercourse in the event of a pollution incident. In addition vehicular access will be
provided to the ponds to enable maintenance and emergency access.
As a highway scheme we are applying DMRB methodology for assessments; however it is known that
this is due to be replaced by HAWART in November 09. There is a concern that any submissions after
this date will require the use of the new methodology, which may result in reworking and delay. Paul
suggested
Mike Riby as an EA contact to discuss this situation. (Sarah will follow up)
Other contact names provided Ruth Buckley and Paul Howlett for Groundwater, Alison Pierre for
Conservation
The original and alternative alignments for the bypass were discussed. The model has shown that
there is a negligible impact on Bedale beck flood levels for both route options. In addition the
alternative route and the balancing does not impinge on the flood plain.

I hope I have captured the relevant points. Please let me know if you want to clarify or change anything.
Regards
Helen Grayson | Jacobs | Principal Engineer - Rivers & Coastal | 0113.200.2872 dd | 0113.389389 fax
| helen.grayson@jacobs.com | www.jacobs.com
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Appendix B – Scheme Overview Diagram
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