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Annex B – A96 East of Huntly to Aberdeen Option Assessment Summary 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



A96 VFM Assessment Criteria CYAN RED

Table 1 - East of Huntly to Colpy

Criteria

Assessment 

Criteria 

Reference

Sub-criteria Weighting

CYAN RED CYAN RED

Environment

Weighting total 20 Score /10 Score /10 192.5 163.5 Comments

Environment 1 Nature Conservation 2 10 7 20 14
Scoring reflects the scale of impact upon the Wildcat Priority 

Area habitat.

Environment 2 Road Drainage and the Water Environment 1 9 10 9 10
Scoring reflects the realignment on River Urie for the Cyan 

route option.

Environment 3 Geology, Soils, Contaminated Land and Groundwater 1.5 10 8 15 12 Scoring reflect the impacts on geological resources.

Environment 4 Noise and Vibration 1 10 8 10 8 Scoring reflects the impact upon residential receptors.

Environment 5 Policies and Plans 0.5 9 10 4.5 5

Scoring reflects potential impact upon land associated with 

LDP policy HE1 (Protecting historic buildings, sites and 

monuments).

Environment 6 Landscape 2 10 5 20 10
Scoring reflects impact of earthworks upon landscape 

character.

Environment 7 Visual Effects 2 10 5 20 10 Scoring reflects impact upon visual impact receptors.

Environment 8 People and Communities 1.5 10 9 15 13.5 Scoring reflects impact upon private burial site.

Environment 9 Air Quality 0.5 10 10 5 5 Both route options have similar impacts.

Environment 10 Materials 2 10 8 20 16 Scoring reflects disposal of unsuitable material excavated.

Environment 11 Agriculture, Forestry and Sporting Interests 1.5 10 10 15 15 Both route options have similar impacts.

Environment 12 Cultural Heritage 2 8 10 16 20
Scoring reflects the impact on the setting of Colpy Cottage 

Palisaded Enclosure Scheduled Monument.

Environment 13 Health 0.5 10 10 5 5 Both route options have similar impacts.

Environment 14 Climate Change 2 9 10 18 20
Scoring reflects aggregated emissions for the 60-year study 

period.

Accessibility (part)

Sectional assessment weighting total 6 Score /10 Score /10 60 56

Accessibility 1 Impact on existing NMU infrastructure 2 10 10 20 20
Few existing NMU routes affected. (No direct interfaces). No 

difference between route options.

Accessibility 2 Opportunities for new NMU routes 4 10 9 40 36

Opportunities for both route options for NMU route between 

Huntly and Colpy. Scoring reflects better opportunities 

associated with the Cyan route option for NMU users, due to 

proximity to existing road corridor and properties.

Integration (part)

Sectional assessment weighting total 4 Score /10 Score /10 40 40

Integration 3 STAG 4.3
Integration with plans and 

policies
Integration with Plans and Policies (LDP) 4 10 10 40 40

No difference between route options. Isolated existing 

planning applications only.

Others

Weighting total 20 Score /10 Score /10 198 154

Others 1 VFM 1 Construction and maintenance

Construction complexity, construction programme, residual 

maintenance and residual risk (CDM)

Minimising disruption during construction

10 10 7 100 70

Scoring reflects significant utility diversions and  larger 

earthworks excavation required for the Red route option. 

Existing road interfaces on Cyan can be constructed mainly 

offline.

Others 2
VFM 2

STAG 8
Promotability Promotability through the statutory process 2 9 10 18 20

Scoring reflects a close interface with the scheduled 

monument at Colpy Cottage for the Cyan route option.

Others 3 SO1.6 Resilience Facilitate Network Resilience 8 10 8 80 64
Scoring reflects the greater exposure of the Red route option 

to winter conditions through and across Hill of Foudland.

CYAN RED CYAN RED

SO x.x Scheme Objective x.x

STAG Scottish Transport Appraisal Guidance reference

VFM x AmeyArup Value For Money assessment criteria reference

Economy, Safety, Accessibility (part) and Integration (part) are assessed on an end-to-end basis.

SECTIONAL 

ASSESSMENT

Score (0-10)

WEIGHTED SCORES

SO6

STAG 1

To avoid significant 

environmental impacts and, 

where this is not possible, to 

minimise the environmental 

effect upon:

 - the communities and people 

in the corridor; and

 - natural and cultural heritage 

assets

SO4

STAG 5

To facilitate active travel 

within the corridor



A96 VFM Assessment Criteria PINK BROWN

Table 2 - Colpy to Pitcaple

Criteria

Assessment 

Criteria 

Reference

Sub-criteria Weighting

PINK BROWN PINK BROWN

Environment

Weighting total 20 Score /10 Score /10 193.5 170.5 Comments

Environment 1 Nature Conservation 1.5 10 9 15 13.5 Scoring reflects impact on ancient woodland.

Environment 2 Road Drainage and the Water Environment 1.5 10 10 15 15 Both route options have similar impacts.

Environment 3 Geology, Soils, Contaminated Land and Groundwater 1 10 9 10 9 Scoring reflects impact upon prime agricultural land.

Environment 4 Noise and Vibration 1.5 10 7 15 10.5 Scoring reflects adverse impacts on receptors.

Environment 5 Policies and Plans 0.5 9 10 4.5 5 Scoring reflects greater impact on planned developments.

Environment 6 Landscape 2 10 7 20 14
Scoring reflects Brown route option alignment through Logie 

House Non-Inventory Designed Landscape

Environment 7 Visual Effects 2 10 8 20 16
Scoring reflects the number of receptors and visibility  to long 

distance views

Environment 8 People and Communities 2 10 8 20 16
Scoring reflects impact on four Non-Motorised User (NMU) 

routes within Logie/Durno woodland area

Environment 9 Air Quality 0.5 10 10 5 5 Both route options have similar impacts

Environment 10 Materials 0.5 10 9 5 4.5 Scoring reflects earthwork deficit for the Brown route option.

Environment 11 Agriculture, Forestry and Sporting Interests 2 10 8 20 16
Scoring reflects impact upon farm units and proportion of 

prime agricultural land affected.

Environment 12 Cultural Heritage 2 7 10 14 20
Scoring reflects the impact upon the setting of Scheduled 

Monuments.

Environment 13 Health 1 10 8 10 8
Scoring reflects adverse impact on health due to impacts on 

amenity

Environment 14 Climate Change 2 10 9 20 18
Scoring reflects aggregated emissions for the 60-year study 

period.

Accessibility (part)

Sectional assessment weighting total 12 Score /10 Score /10 104 116

Accessibility 1 Impact on existing NMU infrastructure 4 10 9 40 36
Scoring reflects fewer adverse effects upon NMU routes for 

the Pink route option than for the Brown route option. 

Accessibility 2 Opportunities for new NMU routes 8 8 10 64 80
Scoring reflects proximity to existing communities and  

opportunities to create new connections using existing routes.

Integration (part)

Sectional assessment weighting total 4 Score /10 Score /10 32 40

Integration 3 STAG 4.3
Integration with plans and 

policies
Integration with Plans and Policies (LDP) 4 8 10 32 40

Scoring reflects better connections to LDP development sites 

in Old Rayne and Insch.

Others

Weighting total 13 Score /10 Score /10 118 125

Others 1 VFM 1 Construction and maintenance

Construction complexity, construction programme, residual 

maintenance and residual risk (CDM)

Minimising disruption during construction

5 10 9 50 45
Scoring reflects the size of structures to cross watercourses 

and flood plain.

Others 2
VFM 2

STAG 8
Promotability Promotability through the statutory process 2 10 10 20 20 No difference between route options.

Others 3 SO1.6 Resilience Facilitate Network Resilience 6 8 10 48 60
Scoring reflects better operational resilience via connections 

to existing A96 and additional junction provision

PINK BROWN PINK BROWN

SO x.x Scheme Objective x.x

STAG Scottish Transport Appraisal Guidance reference

VFM x AmeyArup Value For Money assessment criteria reference

Economy, Safety, Accessibility (part) and Integration (part) are assessed on an end-to-end basis.

SECTIONAL 

ASSESSMENT

Score (0-10)

WEIGHTED SCORES

SO6

STAG 1

To avoid significant 

environmental impacts and, 

where this is not possible, to 

minimise the environmental 

effect upon:

 - the communities and people 

in the corridor; and

 - natural and cultural heritage 

assets

SO4

STAG 5

To facilitate active travel 

within the corridor



A96 VFM Assessment Criteria VIOLET ORANGE

Table 3 - Pitcaple to Kintore

Criteria

Assessment 

Criteria 

Reference

Sub-criteria Weighting

VIOLET ORANGE VIOLET ORANGE

Environment

Weighting total 20 Score /10 Score /10 169.5 174 Comments

Environment 1 Nature Conservation 1.5 10 6 15 9
Scoring reflects the impact upon Pitscurry Moss LNCS and 

ancient woodland

Environment 2 Road Drainage and the Water Environment 2 10 10 20 20 New crossings of extensive floodplains for both route options

Environment 3 Geology, Soils, Contaminated Land and Groundwater 1 7 10 7 10
Scoring reflects risk related to historic landfills, and impact 

upon ground water abstraction points.

Environment 4 Noise and Vibration 1 8 10 8 10 Scoring reflects the number of adverse impacts for receptors.

Environment 5 Policies and Plans 1.5 10 5 15 7.5 Scoring reflects land take of the Crichie development site

Environment 6 Landscape 2 7 10 14 20
Scoring reflects the number of adverse impacts on the 

landscape character.

Environment 7 Visual Effects 1.5 7 10 10.5 15
Scoring reflects a higher number of visual receptors and 

visibility within long range views of receptors.

Environment 8 People and Communities 1.5 5 10 7.5 15
Scoring reflects adverse effects due to impacts on private 

property and community facilities.

Environment 9 Air Quality 0.5 10 9 5 4.5
Scoring reflects number of receptors predicted to experience 

changes in air quality

Environment 10 Materials 1 9 10 9 10 Scoring reflects fill material quantity required.

Environment 11 Agriculture, Forestry and Sporting Interests 1.5 7 10 10.5 15
Scoring reflects greater number of adverse impacts on farm 

units and prime agricultural land.

Environment 12 Cultural Heritage 2 10 5 20 10
Scoring reflects the impacts upon the settings of Scheduled 

Monuments within the Orange route option.

Environment 13 Health 1 10 8 10 8

Orange route has the lowest ranking data zones for 

deprivation, with impacts on open space, core paths, and 

existing local routes.

Environment 14 Climate Change 2 9 10 18 20
Scoring reflects aggregated emissions for the 60-year study 

period.

Accessibility (part)

Sectional assessment weighting total 12 Score /10 Score /10 96 116

Accessibility 1 Impact on existing NMU infrastructure 4 10 9 40 36
Scoring reflects fewer adverse impacts upon NMU routes for 

the Violet route option than for the Orange route option.

Accessibility 2 Opportunities for new NMU routes 8 7 10 56 80
Scoring reflects better opportunities for new connections 

between NMU routes, settlements and development areas.

Integration (part)

Sectional assessment weighting total 12 Score /10 Score /10 96 120

Integration 3 STAG 4.3
Integration with plans and 

policies
Integration with Plans and Policies (LDP) 12 8 10 96 120

Scoring reflects better opportunities for connections to 

existing and potential LDP development sites.

Others

Weighting total 27 Score /10 Score /10 228 258

Others 1 VFM 1 Construction and maintenance

Construction complexity, construction programme, residual 

maintenance and residual risk (CDM)

Minimising disruption during construction

15 8 10 120 150

Both route options contain siginficant and complex 

engineering works. Scoring reflects more extensive, complex 

works in presence of live traffic at Tavelty Junction and along 

the Kintore bypass for the Violet route option.

Others 2
VFM 2

STAG 8
Promotability Promotability through the statutory process 6 10 8 60 48

Scoring reflects interactions with significant scheduled 

monuments, particularly St Apolinaris Chapel (Orange).

Others 3 SO1.6 Resilience Facilitate Network Resilience 6 8 10 48 60
Scoring reflects better operational resilience due closer 

connections to the existing A96 as a diversionary route.

VIOLET ORANGE VIOLET ORANGE

SO x.x Scheme Objective x.x

STAG Scottish Transport Appraisal Guidance reference

VFM x AmeyArup Value For Money assessment criteria reference

Economy, Safety, Accessibility (part) and Integration (part) are assessed on an end-to-end basis.

WEIGHTED SCORES

SECTIONAL 

ASSESSMENT

Score (0-10)

To facilitate active travel 

within the corridor

SO6

STAG 1

To avoid significant 

environmental impacts and, 

where this is not possible, to 

minimise the environmental 

effect upon:

 - the communities and people 

in the corridor; and

 - natural and cultural heritage 

assets

SO4

STAG 5



A96 VFM Assessment Criteria Table 4 - East of Huntly to Kintore - End to End Utility Score Assessments

Cyan Cyan Cyan Cyan Red Red Red Red

Pink Pink Brown Brown Pink Pink Brown Brown

Violet Orange Violet Orange Violet Orange Violet Orange

C-P-V C-P-O C-Br-V C-Br-O R-P-V R-P-O R-Br-V R-Br-O

Economy End to end scores

Weighting 60 Scores /10 on an end to end basis Comments

SO1.1 - Reduced journey times; 9.0 9 10 8 9 9 10 9 10
All of the options offer journey time savings. Scoring reflects the length of 

the end-to-end option.

SO1.2 - Improved journey time reliability; 8.5 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 All of the options improve journey time reliability.

SO1.3 - Increased overtaking opportunities; 8.5 8 10 7 9 8 10 7 10

Options which attract the most traffic to the dual carriageway score highest 

as they provide safe overtaking opportunities for the highest number of 

vehicles.

SO1.4 - Improved efficiency of freight movements along the 

transport corridor;
8.5 8 10 7 9 9 10 8 9

All of the options offer peak hour HGV journey time savings. Scoring reflects 

the length of the end-to-end option and the slower speed of HGV traffic.

SO1.5 - Reduced conflicts between local traffic and strategic 

journeys; and
8.5 8 9 7 9 9 10 8 9

All of the options reduce potential conflicts. Scoring reflects the removal of 

longer distance trips from existing inter-urban roads in favour of a dualled 

A96. 

SO3.1 - Improved access to the wider strategic transport network 8.5 8 10 9 10 8 10 10 10

Scoring reflects the increase in the number of households within 30 minutes 

peak period driving time of Craibstone (Park and Ride, Aberdeen 

International Airport and AWPR).

SO3.2 - Enhanced access to jobs and services 8.5 8 10 8 10 8 10 8 10

Scoring reflects the increase in the number of households within 30 minutes 

peak period drive of Inverurie (key local hub for jobs and services in 

Aberdeenshire).

Safety

Weighting 60 Scores /10 on an end to end basis

SO2.1 and S02.2 Reduced accident rates and severity and reduced 

Driver Stress
30 8 10 7 10 8 10 8 10

All options are predicted to reduce the number of Personal Injury Accidents 

(PIA). Scoring reflects the proportional reduction in PIAs.

SO2.3 Reduced potential conflicts between Motorised and Non 

Motorised Users
30 10 8 10 8 10 8 10 8

Scoring reflects the overall reduction in through traffic in towns and villages 

within the area of influence.

Accessibility (part)

End to end assessment weighting total 30 Scores /10 on an end to end basis

Accessibility 3
SO4

STAG 5

To facilitate active travel 

within the corridor
Reduction in traffic in urban areas 30 9 10 9 10 9 10 9 10

Scoring reflects the overall reduction in traffic and distance travelled by 

vehicles within urban areas.

Integration (part)

End to end assessment weighting total 40 Scores /10 on an end to end basis

Integration 1 Bus Services 15 9 9 9 9 10 10 9 9
All options offer journey time savings and improved relaibility for buses. 

Scoring reflects magnitude of benefit to both local and express bus services.

Integration 2 Railway Stations 15 10 9 10 9 10 9 10 9

Scoring reflects the ease of access from junctions on the new dual 

carriageway to railway stations within the corridor. All options offer good 

connectivity to railway stations. 

Integration 4 STAG 4.3
Integration with plans and 

policies
Integration with Plans and Policies (Transport) 10 8 10 8 10 8 10 8 10

Scoring reflects the proximity and ease of access from the new dual 

carriageway to planned housing and business development areas identified 

in the Local Development Plan.

1 Sectional scores are added together to form the end to end total weighted score for a given end to end combination Cyan Cyan Cyan Cyan Red Red Red Red

2 Sectional scores are applicable where impacts and effects are associated only with the geographical location of the Pink Pink Brown Brown Pink Pink Brown Brown

route option. Violet Orange Violet Orange Violet Orange Violet Orange

3 End to end scores are applicable where the combination of route options could be expected to influence the assessment. C-P-V C-P-O C-Br-V C-Br-O R-P-V R-P-O R-Br-V R-Br-O

4 Environment, Accessibility (part), Integration (part) and Others are assessed on a sectional basis

Criteria

Assessment 

Criteria 

Reference

Sub-criteria

Economy 1 SO1

To improve the operation of 

the A96

and inter-urban connectivity 

through:

SO5

STAG 4.1 & 

4.2

To facilitate integration with 

Public transport facilities

Economy 2 SO3

To provide opportunities to 

grow the regional economies 

on the corridor through:

Safety SO2

To improve safety for 

motorised and Non-Motorised 

Users through:



A96 VFM Assessment Criteria Table 5 - East of Huntly to Kintore - End to End Utility Score Calculation

Overall End to End Utility Score = Sum of weighted scores below

3209 3408 3157 3386 3164 3354 3144 3326

Cyan Cyan Cyan Cyan Red Red Red Red

Pink Pink Brown Brown Pink Pink Brown Brown

Violet Orange Violet Orange Violet Orange Violet Orange

C-P-V C-P-O C-Br-V C-Br-O R-P-V R-P-O R-Br-V R-Br-O

End to End Weighted Scores

Economy

506 592 480 566 523 600 515 583

SO1.1 - Reduced journey times; 81 90 72 81 81 90 81 90

SO1.2 - Improved journey time reliability; 85 85 85 85 85 85 85 85

SO1.3 - Increased overtaking opportunities; 68 85 60 77 68 85 60 85

SO1.4 - Improved efficiency of freight movements along the transport 

corridor;
68 85 60 77 77 85 68 77

SO1.5 - Reduced conflicts between local traffic and strategic journeys; 

and
68 77 60 77 77 85 68 77

SO3.1 - Improved access to the wider strategic transport network 68 85 77 85 68 85 85 85

SO3.2 - Enhanced access to jobs and services 68 85 68 85 68 85 68 85

Safety

540 540 510 540 540 540 540 540

SO2.1 and S02.2 Reduced accident rates and severity and reduced 

Driver Stress
240 300 210 300 240 300 240 300

SO2.3 Reduced potential conflicts between Motorised and Non 

Motorised Users
300 240 300 240 300 240 300 240

Environment

556 560 533 537 527 531 504 508

Environment 1 Nature Conservation 50 44 49 43 44 38 43 37

Environment 2 Road Drainage and the Water Environment 44 44 44 44 45 45 45 45

Environment 3 Geology, Soils, Contaminated Land and Groundwater 32 35 31 34 29 32 28 31

Environment 4 Noise and Vibration 33 35 29 31 31 33 27 29

Environment 5 Policies and Plans 24 17 25 17 25 17 25 18

Environment 6 Landscape 54 60 48 54 44 50 38 44

Environment 7 Visual Effects 51 55 47 51 41 45 37 41

Environment 8 People and Communities 43 50 39 46 41 49 37 45

Environment 9 Air Quality 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15

Environment 10 Materials 34 35 34 35 30 31 30 31

Environment 11 Agriculture, Forestry and Sporting Interests 46 50 42 46 46 50 42 46

Environment 12 Cultural Heritage 50 40 56 46 54 44 60 50

Environment 13 Health 25 23 23 21 25 23 23 21

Environment 14 Climate Change 56 58 54 56 58 60 56 58

Accessibility

530 580 542 592 526 576 538 588

Accessibility 1 Impact on existing NMU infrastructure 100 96 96 92 100 96 96 92

Accessibility 2 Opportunities for new NMU routes 160 184 176 200 156 180 172 196

Accessibility 3 Reduction in traffic in urban areas 270 300 270 300 270 300 270 300

Integration

533 562 541 570 548 577 541 570

Integration 1 Bus Services 135 135 135 135 150 150 135 135

Integration 2 Railway Stations 150 135 150 135 150 135 150 135

Integration 3 Integration with Plans and Policies (LDP) 168 192 176 200 168 192 176 200

Integration 4 Integration with Plans and Policies (Transport) 80 100 80 100 80 100 80 100

Others

544 574 551 581 500 530 507 537

Others 1 VFM 1 Construction and maintenance

Construction complexity, construction programme, residual 

maintenance and residual risk (CDM)

Minimising disruption during construction

270 300 265 295 240 270 235 265

Others 2
VFM 2

STAG 8
Promotability Promotability through the statutory process 98 86 98 86 100 88 100 88

Others 3 SO1.6 Resilience Facilitate Network Resilience 176 188 188 200 160 172 172 184

1 Sectional scores are added together to form the end to end total weighted score for a given end to end combinaton Cyan Cyan Cyan Cyan Red Red Red Red

2 Sectional scores are applicable where impacts and effects are associated only with the geographical location of the Pink Pink Brown Brown Pink Pink Brown Brown

proposed route option. Violet Orange Violet Orange Violet Orange Violet Orange

3 End to end scores are applicable where the combination of route options could be expected to influence the assessment. C-P-V C-P-O C-Br-V C-Br-O R-P-V R-P-O R-Br-V R-Br-O

Subject

Assessment 

Criteria 

Reference

Objective and criteria description

Economy 1 SO1

To improve the operation of 

the A96

and inter-urban connectivity 

through:

STAG 4.3
Integration with plans and 

policies

Economy 2 SO3

To provide opportunities to 

grow the regional economies 

on the corridor through:

Safety SO2

To improve safety for 

motorised and Non-Motorised 

Users through:

SO6

STAG 1

To avoid significant 

environmental impacts and, 

where this is not possible, to 

minimise the environmental 

effect upon:

 - the communities and people 

in the corridor; and

 - natural and cultural heritage 

assets

SO4

STAG 5

To facilitate active travel 

within the corridor

SO5

STAG 4.1 & 

4.2

To facilitate integration with 

Public transport facilities



TABLE 6 - ASSESSMENT SUMMARY - END TO END ASSESSMENT

A96 Utility 

Score Weighted

A96 Utility 

Score Weighted

Rank

Combined cost 

including risk 

(£m)

Combined Cost 

Rank
A96 Value Index 

Value Index 

Rank

Benefit / Cost 

ratio (BCR)

Indexed

BCR Rank

Present Value 

of Benefits 

(PVB, £m)

PVB Rank

Net Present 

Value (NPV, 

£m)

NPV Rank
6 Criteria 

Overall Score
Overall Rank

a b c d e = a/c f g h i j k l b+d+f+h+j+l

Cyan Pink Orange C-P-O 3408 1 899 2 3.79 1 100 1 350 3 -151 1 9 1

Cyan Brown Orange C-Br-O 3386 2 933 3 3.63 2 90 3 328 4 -193 3 17 2

Red Pink Orange R-P-O 3354 3 970 6 3.46 4 98 2 370 1 -171 2 18 3

Cyan Pink Violet C-P-V 3209 5 890 1 3.61 3 79 5 274 6 -222 5 25 4

Red Brown Orange R-Br-O 3326 4 1,003 8 3.32 6 90 3 354 2 -206 4 27 5

Red Pink Violet R-P-V 3164 6 960 5 3.30 7 79 5 297 5 -238 6 34 6

Cyan Brown Violet C-Br-V 3157 7 943 4 3.35 5 68 8 250 8 -276 7 39 7

Red Brown Violet R-Br-V 3144 8 993 7 3.16 8 71 7 273 7 -281 8 45 8



A96 Dualling East of Huntly to Aberdeen
DMRB Stage 2 Assessment: Preferred Option

Programme Board
24 November 2020



Pairing Assessments, Option Sifting

Develop route options taking account of feedback 
from May 2015 exhibitions and 2017 Meet the Team

Early Sifting - Initial options assessment

Early public consultation on Initial options (Oct 2018)

Develop options following public consultation

Design Development TS Website Update (Oct 2020)

Public consultation to present Preferred Option

Further design development and supplementary work 

Finalise DMRB Stage 2 assessment and reporting 

Programme Board August 2018

Programme Board April 2019

Corridor, First Fix and Second Fix iterations of 
option development, assessment and sifting
Utilising Scheme Objectives and STAG Criteria

Design update public drop-in sessions (May 2019)

Programme Board March 2020

DMRB Stage 2 assessment considering 
engineering, environment, traffic and economics 
and VFM Workshop to identify preferred option.

Junction development and supplementary work 
for OLI following May 2019 feedback

DMRB Stage 2 Timeline & Key Milestones

Programme Board November 2020




