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1 Background 
 The Examining Authority (ExA) as part of informing Highways England (the 

Applicant) of a ‘Notification of a change to the Examination Timetable, Notice of 
procedural decision, notification of hearings and request for further information’ 
[PD-010], published on 13 September 2019 requested the Applicant to provide 
further justification for the statement in the letter dated 9 August 2019 [AS-027] 
that “the changes would not give rise to any materially new or materially different 
significant environmental effects to those reported in the Environmental 
Statement”. 

 This Environmental Appraisal considers proposed changes 1 and 2. It is noted 
that a third request to remove parcels of land from the Scheme was also 
proposed, but this was not environmentally appraised as it did not involve any 
new or different development than that already assessed in the Environmental 
Statement (ES). 
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2 Purpose of the Document 
 This document and appraisal (herein) provides details of the supplementary 

environmental appraisal undertaken to inform the Applicant’s reasoned opinion 
that the changes requested were considered non-material, as set out in the non-
material change request [AS-027]. 
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3 Environmental Appraisal 
 For each change and each topic, the appraisal considers whether the proposed 

change would result in a material change, a non-material change or no change to 
the assessment that was carried out for that topic within the ES.  

 A proposed change to the Scheme is allocated a finding of ‘no change’ where 
there would be no potential environmental impact associated with that change; 

 A change is considered to be 'non-material' where it has a potential impact but 
that impact would not change the findings of the assessment presented in the ES; 
and 

 A change is considered to be ‘material’ where it would result in a change in the 
findings of the assessment and result in a materially new or materially different 
significant environmental effect). 
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4 Change 1: Proposed change to the southern extent of 
the LoD for Work No. 63 (Severn Trent Aqueduct) 

 Design information provided by Severn Trent Water (see Appendix A) shows that 
its preferred route for the aqueduct diversion (Work No. 63) would be further 
south than that envisaged in the Scheme to allow greater ease of maintenance 
once the Scheme is operational. 

 This would necessitate the southern extent of the Limit of Deviation (LoD) for 
Work No. 63 (see Appendix B) to move further south from parcel 4/4w, into parcel 
4/4k (see Appendix C). Both parcels have the same landowner. Parcel 4/4k is 
already proposed to be used temporarily for the diversion of Western Power 
Distribution’s apparatus, with permanent rights being sought under the DCO “to 
construct, operate, access and maintain diversions to existing utilities apparatus 
and equipment” [APP-018/Volume 4.1]. 

 This proposal would not require additional land take beyond the existing Order 
limits. 

4.1 Summary of Environmental Appraisal 
 Design Change 1 has been reviewed and appraised, as summarised in Table C1, 

to identify any likely significant effects that would be new or materially different 
from those presented in the ES. 

 The environmental appraisal for the proposed change is presented for each of the 
topic chapters in the order they are presented in the ES. 

 Having carried out these appraisals, the Applicant has concluded that Design 
Change 1 would not generate significant environmental effects that would be 
materially new or materially different from those assessed and reported in the ES. 

 In considering the environmental appraisal carried out for this proposed change in 
combination with the appraisals carried out for the other proposed changes 
presented in this report, the Applicant has concluded that none of the changes, 
either individually or collectively, would result in a finding other than one of 'no 
change' or of a change being  'non-material' in nature. Therefore, it is considered 
that  the proposed changes presented in this report would not result in any likely 
significant effects that would be materially new or materially different from those 
reported in the ES. 

4.2 Conclusions of the environmental appraisal 
 Qualitative commentary has been provided below where it was identified there 

was the potential for the proposed change to generate an impact. Where 
environmental topics (as presented within the ES) are not discussed below, the 
qualitative appraisal identified that there was limited to no potential for the 
proposed change to result in impacts. As such, these have been scoped out for 
further consideration. 

 The proposed change is located within the existing Order limits and study area as 
assessed within each chapter of the ES. 
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 The proposed change would result in a minor change to the construction works 
and would be managed accordingly through the measures set out within the 
Construction Environment Management Plan (CEMP) for the Scheme. 
Air Quality 

 Professional judgement concluded there would be limited-to-no potential for the 
re-routing to generate air quality impacts or effects materially different to those 
identified within the ES during either construction or operation, as best practice 
management techniques for dust suppression would be applied during the 
construction phase, and once in-situ, it is reasonable to assume due to nature of 
the aqueduct’s operational activities, these would not generate dust emissions. As 
such this topic was not considered further in the appraisal. 
Cultural Heritage 

 As part of the archaeological investigation for the Scheme, a number of trenches 
were located in the vicinity of the proposed re-routing corridor (see Archaeological 
Trenching Report [REP4-004]). The trenching for the Scheme in the vicinity of the 
proposed re-routing identified artefacts of no more than local importance. 
Notwithstanding this, in the unlikely event that archaeological assets are identified 
during construction an archaeological investigation associated with the extension 
of the LoDs can be appropriately managed using the measures defined within the 
Archaeological Control Plan [APP-172/Volume 6.11] and in accordance with the 
Requirements as set out in Schedule 2 of the dDCO. 
Landscape and Visual 

 The landscape and visual effects assessed are unlikely to be affected by the re-
routing of the aqueduct, as this would be constructed at a depth that would not 
interfere with proposed landscape planting (shrubs and hedgerows). As such, 
there would not be a requirement to remove or alter essential mitigation from the 
Scheme, and therefore no likely material changes to the landscape and visual 
effect identified within the ES would occur. 
Biodiversity 

 Protected species and their associated habitats fall within the re-routing corridor. 
However, the likely impacts of re-routing this asset are those already identified in 
the environmental assessment for the Scheme. This is because the re-routing 
corridor will be located beneath the area identified for the main site compound 
where mitigation measures for protected species during the construction phase 
have already been defined within Chapter 9 Biodiversity [APP-054/Volume 6.1] of 
the ES and included within the Outline Environmental Management Plan and 
Register for Environmental Actions and Commitments for the Scheme. Further, 
no additional hedgerows or other ecological features (to those already identified 
and assessed in the ES) would need to be removed to facilitate the proposed 
change. 
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Geology and Soils 
 During construction standard best practice would be applied to control the risk of 

contamination entering subsoils and as per the original design, the proposed 
design amendment would be located below ground with the ground surface being 
reinstated before being returned to the landowner. As such, there would be no 
additional permanent loss of agricultural land beyond that identified and assessed 
as part of the ES. 
Material Assets and Waste 

 Professional judgement concluded there was limited to no potential for the re-
routing to generate impacts or effects materially different to those identified within 
the ES. This is due to the proposed change having the same aqueduct pipe 
dimensions, similar quantities of required excavation materials and waste 
generated (such as packaging and excess construction materials) to that 
considered within the ES. As such this topic was not considered further in the 
appraisal. 
Noise and Vibration 

 Construction related noise impacts would be typical of below ground maintenance 
works and would be temporary and localised in nature albeit nearer in proximity to 
the residents of Bickenhill village. Noise and vibration related construction 
impacts would be managed in accordance with the measures set out within the 
CEMP for the Scheme. Due to the nature of the proposed works, it is considered 
there would be no noise or vibration impacts associated with operational phase of 
the re-routed aqueduct. 
Population and Health 

 Professional judgement concluded there was limited to no potential for the re-
routing to generate impacts or effects materially different to those identified within 
the ES. This is due to the environmental assessment already considering the 
temporary closure and re-routing of public right of way (PRoW) M106 and 
concluding that the impact would not give rise to a significant environmental 
effect. As such this topic was not considered further in the appraisal. 
Road Drainage and the Water Environment 

 Due to the existing landform and hydrology of the immediate area of the proposed 
change, and considering a linear aqueduct is already present below ground to the 
north which is not considered to inhibit the movement of groundwater in a south to 
north direction, it is considered the likely impacts of re-routing this asset are those 
already identified within the environmental assessment for the Scheme. 
Construction activities regarding water management will be undertaken in 
accordance with the measures defined within the CEMP. 
Climate 

 Professional judgement concluded there was limited to no potential for the re-
routing to generate impacts or effects materially different to those identified within 
the ES because the re-routing will involve substantially the same works as the 
original proposal. As such this topic was not considered further in the appraisal. 
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4.3 Conclusion 
 Taking the above into consideration and the form and function of the asset, 

professional judgement has been applied and concluded that the proposed 
design amendment would not change the reported environmental effects or 
generate new significant environmental effects to those presented within the ES. 
A summary of the Environmental Appraisal is presented in Table 4-1. 

Table 4-1: Environmental Appraisal of Change 1 

ES chapter number ES chapter heading Material change/non-
material change/ no 
change 

Cumulative effect in 
combination with non-
material Change 2 

6 Air Quality No Change No Change 

7 Cultural Heritage Non-material change No Change 

8 Landscape and Visual Non-material change No Change 

9 Biodiversity Non-material change No Change 

10 Geology and Soils Non-material change No Change 

11 Material Assets and 
Waste 

No Change No Change 

12 Noise and Vibration Non-material change No Change 

13 Population and Health No Change No Change 

14 Road Drainage and 
the Water 
Environment 

Non-material change No Change 

15 Climate No Change No Change 

 As the proposed change would not result in any change to the conclusions of the 
individual ES chapters, it is considered that the proposed change would not result 
in any additional in-combination or cumulative impacts to those presented in 
Chapter 16 Assessment of Cumulative Effects of the ES [APP-061/Volume 6.1]. 
On this basis, the findings of Chapter 16 of the ES remain as reported. 
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5 Change 2: Attenuation tank relocation (Work No. 34) 
 Following discussions with landowners and the local parish council, it is also 

proposed to change the location of, Work No. 34 (see Appendix D), a highway 
drainage attenuation tank, from the north western quadrant of Barber’s Coppice 
Roundabout to the south western quadrant (see Appendix E). The proposed 
attenuation tank would require periodic maintenance in order to ensure that the 
attenuation tank continues to work at optimum performance. This periodic 
maintenance would require a vehicle to park near to the attenuation tank in order 
to enable personnel to access, inspect and maintain the tank. 

 In its existing location, the provision of a layby off the B4438 Realigned Catherine-
de-Barnes Lane would be in close proximity to Barber’s Coppice Roundabout 
where vehicles are leaving the roundabout travelling northbound. This location 
raises the following safety and operational concerns for the positioning of a 
maintenance layby: 

• The lay by would be positioned whereby vehicles leaving the roundabout 
travelling northbound would be expecting vehicles ahead to be accelerating, 
not braking and undertaking a slow turning movement into a maintenance 
layby; and 

• The position of the maintenance layby would be in a section of the Realigned 
Catherine-de-Barnes Lane where two lanes would be merging into one lane 
for vehicles travelling northbound. Subsequently vehicles merging into a single 
lane may be interrupted by a maintenance vehicle turning into the 
maintenance lay by. 

 As a result, the Applicant has proposed to move the attenuation tank to an area of 
land (parcel 2/10j and part of 2/71) (see Appendix F) which are already proposed 
to be acquired permanently to create new highway land, although they are 
outside the current LoD for Work No. 34. 

 The location has been proposed to mitigate the issues raised above by moving 
the attenuation tank south of Barber’s Coppice Roundabout, where traffic would 
be decelerating on approach to the roundabout. Furthermore, the northbound 
lane on approach to the roundabout would expand to two lanes, reducing the risk 
of maintenance vehicles turning into a layby interfering with northbound traffic 
approaching the roundabout. 

 Alternative locations to the provision of a maintenance lay by on the Realigned 
B4438 Catherine-de-Barnes Lane were investigated using the road off Barber’s 
Coppice Roundabout serving Four Winds, Birmingham Dogs Home and the 
Solihull Music School. However, an additional private means of access positioned 
close to the roundabout may risk access to these properties and commercial 
enterprises being temporarily disrupted. 

5.2 Summary of Environmental Appraisal  
 Design Change 2 has been reviewed and appraised, as summarised in Table C2 

below, to identify any likely significant effects that would be new or materially 
different from those presented in the M42 Junction 6 Scheme ES. 
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 The environmental appraisal for the proposed change is presented for each of the 
topic chapters in the order they are presented in the ES. 

 For each topic, the appraisal then confirms whether the proposed change would 
result in a material change, a non-material change or no change to the 
assessment for that topic within the ES. 

 A proposed change to the Scheme is allocated a finding of ‘no change’ where 
there would be no potential environmental impact associated with that change. A 
change is considered to be 'non-material' where it has a potential impact but that 
impact would not change the magnitude or the scope of the findings of the 
assessment presented in the ES; and a change is considered to be material 
where it would result in a significant change in magnitude, the scope or the 
findings of the assessment (i.e. would result in a new or materially different 
significant environmental effect). Having carried out the appraisal, the Applicant 
has concluded that the change, would not generate significant environmental 
effects that would be new or materially different from those assessed and 
reported in the ES. 

 In considering the environmental appraisal carried out for this proposed change in 
combination with the appraisals carried out for the other proposed changes 
presented in this report, the Applicant has concluded that none of the changes, 
either individually or collectively, would result in a finding other than one of 'no 
change' or of a change being minor or 'non-material' in nature. Therefore, it is 
considered that collectively, or cumulatively, the proposed changes presented in 
this report would not result in any likely significant effects that would be new or 
materially different from those reported in the ES. 

5.3 Conclusions of the environmental appraisal of change 2 
 Qualitative commentary has been provided below where it was identified there 

was the potential for the proposed change to generate an impact on an 
environmental topic (as presented within the ES). Where environmental topics are 
not discussed below, the qualitative appraisal identified that there was limited to 
no potential for the proposed change to result in impacts that warranted further 
consideration. 

 Change 2 would result in a minor change to the construction works and would be managed 
accordingly through the measures set out within the CEMP for the Scheme. 

 The proposed design amendment would be located within the respective study 
areas for each of the assessments already completed and presented in the 
environmental assessment for the Scheme. However, a small portion (221m2) of 
the relocated tank would be situated outside the LoD for the Scheme but within 
the Order limits and an area demarcated for landscape planting (see Figure 8.3 of 
the ES) [APP-090/Volume 6.2]. 
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Air Quality  
 Professional judgement concluded there was limited to no potential for the re-

routing to generate impacts or effects materially different to those identified within 
the ES, during either construction or operation, as best practice management 
techniques for dust suppression would be applied during the construction phase, 
and once in-situ, it is reasonable to assume due to nature of the attenuation tanks 
operational activities, these would not generate dust emissions As such this topic 
was not considered further in the appraisal. 
Cultural Heritage 

 It is considered that the area of the proposed relocated tank would be highly 
unlikely to have in-situ archaeological finds given its proximity to the existing 
Catherine-de-Barnes road alignment and the associated roadside verge. 
However, in the unlikely event that archaeological assets are identified during 
construction an archaeological investigation can be appropriately managed using 
the measures defined within the Archaeological Control Plan [APP-172/Volume 
6.11] and in accordance with the Requirements as set out in Schedule 2 of the 
dDCO. 
Landscape and Visual  

 The appraisal identified there would be no material change to the visual screening 
proposed around the location of the proposed relocated tank. The form and 
function of woodland edge planting would remain as intended and presented 
within the ES. As such this topic was not considered further in the appraisal. 
Biodiversity  

 No notable species or habitats are located within immediate proximity of the 
proposed relocation area. Notwithstanding this, pre-construction surveys will be 
undertaken in line with those outlined within the OEMP to minimise the potential 
to disturb species or habitat. The relocation of the tank would require minor 
amendments to the proposed planting type/indicative species to allow for 
maintenance. However, these are not considered to be of a sufficient change to 
alter the proposed habitat mitigation or its intended ecological function or give rise 
to significant environmental effects not already identified within the ES. 
Geology and Soils  

 Professional judgement concluded there was limited to no potential for the 
relocation to generate impacts or effects materially different to those identified 
within the ES, as standard best practice would be applied during construction to 
control the risk of contamination of subsoils and top soils would be reinstated and 
be utilised where possible for landscape planting. As such this topic was not 
considered further in the appraisal. 
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Material Assets and Waste 
 Professional judgement concluded there was limited to no potential for the 

relocation to generate impacts or effects materially different to those identified 
within the ES. This is due to the proposed change having the same tank 
dimensions, similar quantities of required excavation materials and waste 
generated (such as packaging and excess construction materials) to that 
considered within the ES. As such this topic was not considered further in the 
appraisal. 
Noise and Vibration  

 Professional judgement concluded there was limited to no potential for the 
relocation to generate impacts or effects materially different to those identified 
within the ES. The construction activities related to the relocated tank would be 
slightly further away from the nearest noise sensitive receptor (Four Winds) and 
due to the nature of the operational activities associated with below ground 
attenuation tanks no noise or vibration related impacts are considered likely. As 
such this topic was not considered further in the appraisal. 
Population and Health  

 The relocation of the attenuation tank would result in no additional or change to 
severance, impact to businesses or changes to health. As such, it is considered 
the likely impacts of re-routing this asset are those already identified within the 
environmental assessment for the Scheme. As such this topic was not considered 
further in the appraisal. 
Road Drainage and the Water Environment  

 The minor amendment to the relocation of the attenuation tank would not change 
the proposed water treatment regime to a degree that it would generate impacts 
or effects materially different to those identified within the ES. As such this topic 
was not considered further in the appraisal. 
Climate 

 Professional judgement concluded there was limited to no potential for the re-
routing to generate impacts or effects materially different to those identified within 
the ES because the relocation will involve substantially the same works as the 
original proposal. As such this topic was not considered further in the appraisal. 

5.4 Conclusions 
 Taking the above into consideration and the form and function of the asset, 

professional judgement has been applied and concluded that the proposed 
design amendment would not change the reported environmental effects or 
generate new significant environmental effects to those presented within the ES. 
A summary of the Environmental Appraisal is presented in Table 5-1. 

  



 
 
  
M42 Junction 6 Development Consent Order 
Supplementary Environmental Appraisal Report on the proposed non-material changes 
 

 
Planning Inspectorate Scheme Ref: TR010027 
Document Ref: 8.71  12 
 

Table 5-1: Environmental Appraisal of Change 2 

ES chapter number ES chapter heading Material 
change/non-material 
change/no change 

Cumulative effect in 
combination with 
non-material Change 
1 

6 Air Quality No Change No Change 

7 Cultural Heritage Non-material change No Change 

8 Landscape and Visual Non-material change No Change 

9 Biodiversity No Change No Change 

10 Geology and Soils No Change No Change 

11 Material Assets and 
Waste 

No Change No Change 

12 Noise and Vibration No Change No Change 

13 Population and Health No Change No Change 

14 Road Drainage and 
the Water 
Environment 

No Change No Change 

15 Climate No Change No Change 

 As the proposed change would not result in any change to the conclusions of the individual 
ES chapters, it is considered that the proposed change would not result in any additional in-
combination or cumulative impacts to those presented in Chapter 15: Climate of the ES 
[APP-060/Volume 6.1]. On this basis, the findings of Chapter 15 of the ES remain as 
reported. 
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	4.2.2 The proposed change is located within the existing Order limits and study area as assessed within each chapter of the ES.
	4.2.3 The proposed change would result in a minor change to the construction works and would be managed accordingly through the measures set out within the Construction Environment Management Plan (CEMP) for the Scheme.
	4.2.4 Professional judgement concluded there would be limited-to-no potential for the re-routing to generate air quality impacts or effects materially different to those identified within the ES during either construction or operation, as best practic...
	4.2.5 As part of the archaeological investigation for the Scheme, a number of trenches were located in the vicinity of the proposed re-routing corridor (see Archaeological Trenching Report [REP4-004]). The trenching for the Scheme in the vicinity of t...
	4.2.6 The landscape and visual effects assessed are unlikely to be affected by the re-routing of the aqueduct, as this would be constructed at a depth that would not interfere with proposed landscape planting (shrubs and hedgerows). As such, there wou...
	4.2.7 Protected species and their associated habitats fall within the re-routing corridor. However, the likely impacts of re-routing this asset are those already identified in the environmental assessment for the Scheme. This is because the re-routing...
	4.2.8 During construction standard best practice would be applied to control the risk of contamination entering subsoils and as per the original design, the proposed design amendment would be located below ground with the ground surface being reinstat...
	4.2.9 Professional judgement concluded there was limited to no potential for the re-routing to generate impacts or effects materially different to those identified within the ES. This is due to the proposed change having the same aqueduct pipe dimensi...
	4.2.10 Construction related noise impacts would be typical of below ground maintenance works and would be temporary and localised in nature albeit nearer in proximity to the residents of Bickenhill village. Noise and vibration related construction imp...
	4.2.11 Professional judgement concluded there was limited to no potential for the re-routing to generate impacts or effects materially different to those identified within the ES. This is due to the environmental assessment already considering the tem...
	4.2.12 Due to the existing landform and hydrology of the immediate area of the proposed change, and considering a linear aqueduct is already present below ground to the north which is not considered to inhibit the movement of groundwater in a south to...
	4.2.13 Professional judgement concluded there was limited to no potential for the re-routing to generate impacts or effects materially different to those identified within the ES because the re-routing will involve substantially the same works as the ...
	4.3 Conclusion
	4.3.1 Taking the above into consideration and the form and function of the asset, professional judgement has been applied and concluded that the proposed design amendment would not change the reported environmental effects or generate new significant ...
	4.3.2 As the proposed change would not result in any change to the conclusions of the individual ES chapters, it is considered that the proposed change would not result in any additional in-combination or cumulative impacts to those presented in Chapt...

	5 Change 2: Attenuation tank relocation (Work No. 34)
	5.1.1 Following discussions with landowners and the local parish council, it is also proposed to change the location of, Work No. 34 (see Appendix D), a highway drainage attenuation tank, from the north western quadrant of Barber’s Coppice Roundabout ...
	5.1.2 In its existing location, the provision of a layby off the B4438 Realigned Catherine-de-Barnes Lane would be in close proximity to Barber’s Coppice Roundabout where vehicles are leaving the roundabout travelling northbound. This location raises ...
	5.1.3 As a result, the Applicant has proposed to move the attenuation tank to an area of land (parcel 2/10j and part of 2/71) (see Appendix F) which are already proposed to be acquired permanently to create new highway land, although they are outside ...
	5.1.4 The location has been proposed to mitigate the issues raised above by moving the attenuation tank south of Barber’s Coppice Roundabout, where traffic would be decelerating on approach to the roundabout. Furthermore, the northbound lane on approa...
	5.1.5 Alternative locations to the provision of a maintenance lay by on the Realigned B4438 Catherine-de-Barnes Lane were investigated using the road off Barber’s Coppice Roundabout serving Four Winds, Birmingham Dogs Home and the Solihull Music Schoo...
	5.2 Summary of Environmental Appraisal
	5.2.1 Design Change 2 has been reviewed and appraised, as summarised in Table C2 below, to identify any likely significant effects that would be new or materially different from those presented in the M42 Junction 6 Scheme ES.
	5.2.2 The environmental appraisal for the proposed change is presented for each of the topic chapters in the order they are presented in the ES.
	5.2.3 For each topic, the appraisal then confirms whether the proposed change would result in a material change, a non-material change or no change to the assessment for that topic within the ES.
	5.2.4 A proposed change to the Scheme is allocated a finding of ‘no change’ where there would be no potential environmental impact associated with that change. A change is considered to be 'non-material' where it has a potential impact but that impact...
	5.2.5 In considering the environmental appraisal carried out for this proposed change in combination with the appraisals carried out for the other proposed changes presented in this report, the Applicant has concluded that none of the changes, either ...
	5.3 Conclusions of the environmental appraisal of change 2
	5.3.1 Qualitative commentary has been provided below where it was identified there was the potential for the proposed change to generate an impact on an environmental topic (as presented within the ES). Where environmental topics are not discussed bel...
	5.3.2 Change 2 would result in a minor change to the construction works and would be managed accordingly through the measures set out within the CEMP for the Scheme.
	5.3.3 The proposed design amendment would be located within the respective study areas for each of the assessments already completed and presented in the environmental assessment for the Scheme. However, a small portion (221m2) of the relocated tank w...
	5.3.4 Professional judgement concluded there was limited to no potential for the re-routing to generate impacts or effects materially different to those identified within the ES, during either construction or operation, as best practice management tec...
	5.3.5 It is considered that the area of the proposed relocated tank would be highly unlikely to have in-situ archaeological finds given its proximity to the existing Catherine-de-Barnes road alignment and the associated roadside verge. However, in the...
	5.3.6 The appraisal identified there would be no material change to the visual screening proposed around the location of the proposed relocated tank. The form and function of woodland edge planting would remain as intended and presented within the ES....
	5.3.7 No notable species or habitats are located within immediate proximity of the proposed relocation area. Notwithstanding this, pre-construction surveys will be undertaken in line with those outlined within the OEMP to minimise the potential to dis...
	5.3.8 Professional judgement concluded there was limited to no potential for the relocation to generate impacts or effects materially different to those identified within the ES, as standard best practice would be applied during construction to contro...
	5.3.9 Professional judgement concluded there was limited to no potential for the relocation to generate impacts or effects materially different to those identified within the ES. This is due to the proposed change having the same tank dimensions, simi...
	5.3.10 Professional judgement concluded there was limited to no potential for the relocation to generate impacts or effects materially different to those identified within the ES. The construction activities related to the relocated tank would be slig...
	5.3.11 The relocation of the attenuation tank would result in no additional or change to severance, impact to businesses or changes to health. As such, it is considered the likely impacts of re-routing this asset are those already identified within th...
	5.3.12 The minor amendment to the relocation of the attenuation tank would not change the proposed water treatment regime to a degree that it would generate impacts or effects materially different to those identified within the ES. As such this topic ...
	5.3.13 Professional judgement concluded there was limited to no potential for the re-routing to generate impacts or effects materially different to those identified within the ES because the relocation will involve substantially the same works as the ...
	5.4 Conclusions
	5.4.1 Taking the above into consideration and the form and function of the asset, professional judgement has been applied and concluded that the proposed design amendment would not change the reported environmental effects or generate new significant ...
	5.4.2 As the proposed change would not result in any change to the conclusions of the individual ES chapters, it is considered that the proposed change would not result in any additional in-combination or cumulative impacts to those presented in Chapt...
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